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Deficiencies Remaining To Be Resolved

1. Propose higher poultry and eqg tolerance

Recommendations

We recommend against-theNestablishment of the proposed
tolerances for residues of iprodine (RP26019) and its isomer
(RP30228) and its metabolite (RP32490) in rice. Existing

tolerance levels are not adequate to cover expected residues of
iprodione, its isomer, and its metabolite. :

The petitioner should propose tolerance levels adequate to
cover expected residues of iprodione, its isomer, and its
‘metabolite in poultry meat and meat byproducts, poultry fat,
poultry liver, and eggs. :



l. Combined residues of iprodione and its isomer and its
metabolites are likely to exceed the established
tolerances in pPoultry meat and meat byproducts, poultry

" liver, poultry fat, and eggs. The petitioner should
Propose tolerance levels adequate to cover expected
residues in poultry fat, and eggs.

. 2. The catfish/crayfish label restriction has been added-
and this deficiency is resolved.

The first'défiC1ency related to the need for higher tolerance
levels for poultry and eggs. This deficiency remains
outstanding,

The'second deficiency invoilved a catfisn/érayfish label
restriction.

The petitioner, by letter of 4/26/88, contends that the
requested restriction "Do not apply in areas where catfish and
crayfish are commercially cultivated." ig not warranted. The
petitioner argues that: ﬁ o

1). the relatively low levels of iprodione in rice

fields,
2). the short half life in rice water, and
3). the reaction of both fish‘speciés to these

levels are adequate reasons which demonstrate
the catfish/crayfish restriction is not warranted.

However the petitioner states" ... we would
reluctantly be willing to add this statement
for now ..." - :

We have considered the petitioner’s arguments. we conclude
that label restriction against use of iprodione in areas where
commercial catfish and crayfish farming is practiced is
warranted. Alternately, the petitioner should submit field
residue data reflecting residues in catfish and crayfish and if
necessary propose tolerances for residues of iprodione in fish
and shellfish. .



We conclude the deficiency, regarding the label restriction
is resolved at this time. We note the petitioner adds the label
restriction reluctantly. '

‘cCc:R.W. Cook (RCB), PP6F3443, E. Eldredge (ISB/PMSD),

Circulation (7), RE.

TS-769C:RCB:R.W. COOkiMT:CM#Z:Rm.810H:557—7324:6/3/88

RDI:R.S. Quick; 6/1/88:R.D. Schmitt; 6/1/88

48



