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Result

LD50>-0 .5 g/kg

Body waights f2CT
at 400 ppm

ro effect

‘No effect at 100(

Ko effect at 100
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Nb effect at O
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The toxiciky data which has boen previously submitiod supports
tha pror¥ ’:.30(’ toleiance.  The wamd of Mr. E.N. Gundorson (PP3
000857, August 29, 1969), discloses that residues of gibberellic
acid resulking from the prowosorl use {on sugarcanc) will be of a
lower ordar of magnitude (<0.05 vpin).  Significant gibberellic
acid rosidues would not be u:oft_cto'l in suwgar, yru:), or rolagses
derived [ron treated svaarcana. L\Lg'u ficant residnzs would not
be ecxrocted in the bagssse and hence there would be no prcoblem
of transfor of rosidues to neat and mill. IE CB's conclusions
remin unchan.ad, IB can suppori the prob,«).,ofl toleranc: on sugar-
cane and can considor sald tolerance as negligible if the peti-
tioner should t “:{L.\._,t such (prasent terporary tolerance is negli-
gible and all exis c1n_4 tolerances — all at this samve level - are
nogligible rosid

S tolaranse) .

Toxi.cology Branch finds thz proposed tolerance of 0.15 ppm
glbb?.r:lllc acid in or on sugarcaza to be sate.
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