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Before we start, please use your phone or device and visit this web address to 
complete a short survey. Thank you.  
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EPA is the federal agency responsible by statute for 
registration and continuing review of pesticides. The Food 
Quality Protection Act (FQPA) of 1996 amended statute 
(FIFRA) to include registration review. All registered 
pesticides are reviewed on a 15-year schedule. EPA’s goal 
is to ensure that all registered pesticides continue to meet 
the statutory standard of no unreasonable adverse effects 
to human health and the environment. It is important to 
recognize that EPA’s process considers both risks and 
benefits of pesticide use.
EPA solicits input from stakeholders and the general public on pesticide registration 
review, but you might not find their requests unless you read the Federal Register.
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EPA Risk Assessments are conducted in accordance with EPA’s mandate to ensure 
no unreasonable adverse effects to human health and the environment. A large 
part of the focus of EPA risk assessment is on this human health aspect, protecting 
applicators and other farm workers, and assessing potential risks to drinking water 
and residues in food, they also look at risk to mammals, birds, fish and aquatic 
invertebrates. EPA publishes multiple separate assessments of these different types 
of risk for each chemistry. 
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Our Goals: Inform EPA risk models with realistic estimates of exposure. Convey 
science-based data to an agency charged with protecting public health (first) while 
respecting the benefits that pesticides bring (second).
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Two important data sources inform our communications with EPA on pesticide 
registration review. The Arizona Pest Management Center Pesticide Use Database, 
which contains pesticide application records (1080s) submitted by grower 
communities to the Arizona Department of Agriculture. 
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And secondly, data from Crop Pest Losses surveys conducted by Peter Ellsworth for 
Cotton and John Palumbo for Lettuce. 
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We have lead or been involved in nearly 100 comments to EPA since 2005. We have 

made comments directly as the Arizona Pest Management Center on behalf of 

growers (~80); we have contributed to comments by ADA, National Cotton Council, 

Arizona Farm Bureau and other organizations. 

The pace at which these chemical reviews are happening has increased. It can be 
a challenge keeping up. The submitted comments shown in this chart does not 
include many AZ Farm Bureau comments we have reviewed and contributed 
data and scientific expertise to. 



We submit comments on all types of pesticides. 
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This is a list of pesticide registrations review we commented on in 2019. 
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So What? We are submitting comments. Is it making any difference?
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This past summer I was fortunate to work with an intern, Madison Hampton, who 
help me conduct a major review of APMC comments submitted to EPA registration 
reviews since 2012. 
We conducted the evaluation for 30 comments submitted since 2012 for which EPA 
had had the opportunity to review and respond to. Prior to 2012, procedures at 
EPA were less transparent, and there was less of a paper trail to follow. 
The slide shows the methods used to collect and analyze the data. 
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This chart shows the results, which clearly indicate, more often than not, the 
information we provide to EPA is making a difference. EPA indicated that 67% of 
our comments were considered, or would be considered in registration review, 
depending on the timeframe of when we commented. In 17% of cases (included in 
the 67%), EPA identified specific elements of our comments that were used and 
explained how the information impacted it registration decisions. 
23% of our comments we not officially acknowledged in EPA’s responses. In some 
cases, this may be because the comments we provided were not “substantive” to 
the issue being reviewed. In other cases, our comments may have been grouped 
with similar comments from other stakeholders and not individually 
acknowledged. 
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When EPA did consider our comments, this is the kind of information that they 
cited as being important. 
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I want to provide a specific example of how our comments have impacted 
registration review, in this case for prometryn (Caparol), a herbicide used in celery 
and related crops. In response to EPA’s Risk Assessments, the APMC provided data 
on how we use prometryn, including the crops and rates. EPA responded to our 
comments in the Proposed Interim Decision (PID). Our data showing we used lower 
rates than those in their risk models, caused them to re-calculate risk assessments 
using lower rates. 
Independently from our comments, the PID also proposed shorter Re-entry 
Intervals for several crops. Some of these were problematic, according to our PCAs.
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We responded to the PID with additional comments indicating that shorter REIs 
would be problematic for some of these crops. In this case, EPA responded by 
retaining 12-hour Re-entries on some of the crops, based on recalculations of risk 
using lower application rates.
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Any interested citizen can provide comments to EPA during an open comment 
period. It is a relatively simple online process, on the Regulations.Gov website.  A 
section of our website provides instructions on how to develop effective comments 
and how to submit them online.
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My main message to you today is that we are in a powerful position in Arizona and 
we have a strong voice to influence EPA registration reviews for two reasons. 
(1) Because of the excellent data we have on actual pesticide use patterns; and 
(2) because of the outstanding stewardship practices of our agriculture industry. 
We can and have influenced many decisions that impact many of you in the room. 
And, by being aware, by being proactive, we have the potential to do even better. 
Together, we can really make a difference for the future of Arizona agriculture. 
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My final slides show some of the Registration Review comment deadlines that are 
coming up. 
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If you have concerns about any of these, please get in touch with me. Lets talk
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Thank you to my sponsors and colleagues; contact information.
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