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ANTRODUCTIOM\DESCRIPTION OF SUBMISSION:

A wmeeting was held on 8/2/2000 with Glen O0'Brien of Albaugh
Inc¢., Janelle White se (who is the a jcant
Pyxsis Consultants,

{wvho 1s one of the two proposed manufacturers o
Albaugh”s Glyphosate technical) and with Jim Tompkinsg, PM Team 25
X ader of the Herblcide Branch, EPA, and myself,

21E,. Lo discuss
raised in my veview of June 29, 2000 of the produck
v submission (in 32@5050) of ATbaugh in theix qpplicatiOH

for registration of the subject technical. A sumwmary of the reults
ol the meeting, dated 8/17/2000, is attached. A detaiied response
to the remaining concerns was provided by Albaugh Inc. dated
8/15/2000. Information was alsc received from Jim Tompkins, which

was a compunication from Stephen Wratten of Monsanto to Jim
Tompkins dated 8/24/2000,

which described "diagnostic" impuritles which typify the
process (which produces a product containineg Glyphosine
{ Npmwhis(@hﬂgnh@ncm@gnyl)gﬂyc1mg\ a8 an nmpurltv which hasg been
linked to a "potential for crop injury” in Monsanto's greenhouse
testing with Roundup Ready crops.
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process for_producing Albaugh's Glyphosate
similar

and is not 1;kely to produce the
ﬂmpurlvy referred o in the letter fFfrow
As X Wompklnso
Sﬂw p&”% A\Qt@ Toxicity Profile tests for Al
: nnical , which was claimed te demonstrate the absence
gumuwucw of toxicological concern,  was found to Dbe
] he EPA {c.T. letter of 5/24/2000 to Ms. Whitehouse
‘3°1nq who is the applicant for Albaugh Inc).
information provided by Pyxsis Consulting, Lowo,
5. Pavents relevant to the manufacturing process of

bhaugh's
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teps of

the processes in  cuestion were

Jeams of
uf Honsantoy wova's product cause of the
1e chromatogram's conditiens used to obtain the
0 question. However, based on the similavity of the
processes, in part the preliminary analyses, and in
2l and chemieal properties which were provided, it
the products are comparable/ or similar.
5. The other concerns, specifically on the CSF and on the
1L properties (specifically on the cechnical ‘s
LY tisfactorily addressed ar 8/2/2000
@ Iy -1on above and in the response
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CONCLUSIONE / BBCOMMENDAT LONE 5

Based on above Summary of Findings, all of t¢he critical
CONCErne ra 1 in my review of 6/29/2000 have been satisfactorily
‘addressed. Acvordingly, t chemistry info ion provided
by Albaugh Inc., of may be
considered noceptable,
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