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Toxicology Branch I //b¢4‘$\ -

Health Effects Division (H7509C) Z

TO: Peg Perreault
Review Manager, PM 73
Reregistration Branch
Special Review and Reregistration Divison (H7508W)

THRU: Karen Hamernik, Ph.D.
Section Head, Review Section III

Toxicology Branch I Y Qg
Health Effects Divison (H7509C) ((la/o(

Ms. Diane Allemang of Jellinek, Schwartz and Connolly, -Inc. in
her letter of April 27, 1993 to Ms. Losi Rossi seeks to confirm a
conversation between myself and Dr. Judith Hauswirth regarding
changing the low.dose level for the ongoing malathion 24-month
chronie. tékicttyfoncogenicity study in rats. Ms. Allemang
advises that Dr%. | augswirth contacted Dr. Dementi at EPA on April
14, 199%,+Lo-djscusg-changing the low dose in the study from 100
ppn to 0 ‘Ppm-dug ‘eontinuing inhibition of rbc cholinesterase
in femafe~rats of thé 100 ppm dose group. Ms. Allemang indicates
that Dr. Dementi concurred that this seemed to be a reasonable
approach.

I should like to confirm the phone call in question from Dr.
Hauswirth in which she advised me of the continuing rbc
cholinesterase inhibition in females at the low dose level in the
chronic/oncogenicity study. Dr. Hauswirth indicated that a
decision had been made by the Registrant to lower the dosage
level of the low dose group as mentioned. I acknowledged the
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information and asked if she were seeking Agency concurrence on
the change. She said the decision was the Registrant's and that
she was not seeking concurrence. Dr. Hauswirth said she would
follow up on our conversation with a letter to the Agency
advising of the dosage change.

I thanked her for the call and indicated I would pass the
information along.

I should note that while I did not actually recommend or endorse

the dosage change, I likely would have upon further consideration
of the matter. 1In this case the Registrant had already rendered

the decision.






