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UMTED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PRUTECTION AGENCY

I

3 pate: August 4, 1980

; | 000035

susjecT:  EPA Registraticn Rumber: 538-72
Super Turf 3uilder Flus 2 for Grass: Caswell $ 7/5 ¢ 559

fRoM: Deloris F. Graham [}f# 3//7/@
FUB/TSS

Tops -
T0:  Richard Moutfort ,
Product Manrager (23)

4ty

Applicant: O.M. Scotts & Sons Company
. ’ Acteniion: Gerald L. Born
- Marysville, CGH 43040 .

" Active Ingredient:
———— 2‘4"Did\1mmmic aci.d.............-...‘.... 0-55%
2’(zmlwwm)mmc acidcc.o.‘..oc 0.55%

Inert Irlyraiia‘ltsz..........n.-.n..........-.......;.-. 98.90¢%
- Background:
Submitted new‘eye toxicology data changing the ecautionary
: stataments fram CAUTION to WARNING, requesting an alternate inert
1 , ingredient and minor label revisions.

Recammendations:

l. FHB/TSS agrees with the applicant that the corvect signal
word for the product tested is WARNING, however, the study
does rot state whether the test substance was the original
formulation or the alternmate formulation as proposed. Flease
sumit clarification of this point. i

2. In the pesticidal/fertilizer formulations, each formulation

proposed and any inerts, other than the fertilirzer grades

- '~ must be identical; i.e. surfactants, wetting agents, etc. '
for registration uder the same registration number. . }
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! . 3. It could rot be detemmined if the ange in signal word from : H
, ) erlwmmmmmsedmﬂ\ed\argeine}eirritm\cyis
directly related toc the change in inert imgredients. If
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this change in eye irritancy is due to the change in inert
ingredients then this application for amended registration
is not appropriate. Please see CFR 40-162.21(a)(i).

4q. HiB/TSS cbjects to the proposed changes until test substance
is identified and the appmpnat,e method of sulmission is
determined.

label:

-l. Reserve labeling camments until test substance is identified

and the appropriate method of submission is detemmined.

Review:

‘1. Eyz lrritation Study: Raltech Scientific Services, Inc.;

Mard: 19, 1980, Rt Lab. Number 77228S5.

Procedure:

9 New Zealand vhite raldbits received a 0.1g dose of the test

. material in onz eye of each rabbit. After 30 secords, the treated

eyes of three rabbits were washed for 1 minute with lukewarm
water. Observations were made at 24, 48; 72 and 96 hours and
at 7 and 14 days after treatment.

Results:

At 24 hours ~ 3/6 animals in the unwashed group had corneal
copacity (3/6 = 5), 6/6 iris irritation (6/6 = 5), 6/6 conjunctival
redness (1/6 = 1, 2/6 = 1.5, 2/6 = 2.0, 1/6 = 2.5), 6/6
conjunctival chemosis (1/6 = 1.0, 5/6 = 1.5) and 5/6 conjunctival
discharge (4/6 = 1.0, 1/6 = 1.5). At 72 hours, 1/6 had corneal
opacity (1/6 = 5), ro iris irritatjon, 5/6 conjunctival redness
{(4/6 =1, 1/6 = 1.5), 3]6 wljm'lcfival chemosis (2/6 = 1.0,

1/6 = 1/5), and 1/6 conjunctival dlschazge (1/6 = 0.5). At 7
days, 1/6 corneal opacity (1/6 = 2.5) and 1/6 iris irritation
(1/6 = 5), all other irritation clear. On day 14 all irritation
clear.

At 24 hours - 3/3 ammals in the washed groups had corneal opacn:y
(2/3 =5, 1/3 = 7.5), 3/3 iris irritation (3/3 = 5), 3/3 conjunc-
tival redness (1/3 =1, 2/3 = ¢), 3/3 conjunctival chenosis
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(1/3 = 0.5, “/3 = 1.5, 13 = 2.0}, asd 2/3 cend actival -.ischarge
(1/3 = 1.0, 1/2 = 1.5}. At 72 dours, "o correal opacity or iris
irritation, «r coojunctivel disshaves, ¢ £/3 animals had con-

. . junctival red .:es {2/3 = 1) &d /3 conjunctival chenosis

i : (1/3 = 1). At Ga+ 7, o1} dzricatica had cleared.
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Study Classifiar .i.

Core Minimza Data. Test substance must be clearly identified.

Toxicity Category:

II ~ VARNING
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Page is not included in this copy.

Pages ﬂ through z are not included in this copy.

The material not included contains the following type of
information:

— Identity of product inert ingredients

Identity of product impurities

Description of the product manufacturing process
Description of product quality control procedures
Identity of the source of product ingredients
Sales or other commercial/financial information
A draft product label

The product confidential statement of formula
Information about a pending registration action
FIFRA registration data

The document is a duplicate of page(s)

The document is not responsive to the request

The information not included is generally considered confidential
by product registrants. If you have any questions, please contact
the individual who prepared the response to your request.




