EFFICACY REVIEW

DATE: IN4-25-91 OUT7-3 91

FILE OR REG. NO. L}Sﬁz-GAA

PETITION OR EXP. PERMIT NO.

DATE DIV. RECEIVED April 91991
: >

DATE OF SUBMISSION __November 5. 1990

DATE SUBMISSION ACCEZIPTED

TYPE PRODUCT(S): (I, D, H, F, N; R, S Repellent }

DATA ACCESSION HO(S). 418442-02; D163887; S395038: Caset015443; Action Code+160
PRODUCT MGR. NO. :__17-Hutton/Tavano . -

PRODUCT NAME(S)

_ OFF! Insé.ci‘ _Re.?e Llent Formsla 1990 31

COMPANY NAME S. C. Johnson & Son. Incorporated

SUBMISSION PURPOSE Provide performance ddta to svpport claims for 2-
. * B . = '

hour protection against mosquitses. black Flies
¥ 9 1 .

__and sand flies with new low- Deet Formulation, |

CHEMICAL & FORMULATION N, N-Dicthyl- mefa- Jroluami&g 6.657

Other isomers _ 0.35% -

" (non-agueous Pressur-iz'eé reuc{\lz-{o-vse liq\uid: 6 L oz)

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS The data presented in EPA Accession ;mam)
Number 418442-02, having been spTmined frém lo oraiary and Field testing -
~ condueted o,ccorci,ing +o protocels which meet essential requirements of §959
on_pp- 262-% gnd es?é.cio.‘l\)! 8§ 5-9@N-G) on p. 263 and the standards for
8 qg‘ﬁ(b)(ﬁﬁv) and () on p. 264 of the Preduct Performisce Guide |ines are ade-
quate to SpPPor"r the claims for repellency again 'moseiui'h:es and bi'ﬁng flies
For_up to 2 hours when the subject product {s applied Yo human skin according to
label directions. Test No. T demonstrates Laborator efficacy of the subjec‘?'
ormulation applied as an aerosol again ellow fever mosquito and stable fly -as -
well as g:{uivq,(gncy 40 o 7.5% loti a.ﬂal\'%d at the same amount of deet PPX unit
area. Tests 2 &3 demonstrate ae:{-‘ec:&iven_e.s:g of the subiec\- (}‘fmsc‘ qafnsi' these
- gpech vivalent to other deet aerosols of lower and higher concentration in -
%@iom“l:i tosts, Tests % &6 demonstrate field efficas oé the svbject aerosel
aaainst Atdes vexans in Wisconsin and A, teeniorhynchus in Florida gomycu'ed to a
7.5% lotion (which alse contains R-1Tat 1%) applied ot the same unif-area rate;
tests T & 8 demonstrate Field repellency of the subject aerosel uao.ms.'(‘ Aedes in
+he same 2 locations compared to a 5% aeros ol; test 5 demonstrates Field “"_?"’l'l
lency of the subject aerosol against Aedes in Wisconsin MM?::\A ° a 3% “e‘:"s?d
and “est 9 compares Field re %lm)/ of the subject aerosel “15& deite(cf{“‘
against Aedes in Maire. Test 10demonstrates Tield repellency of The su

St
i black £lies in Maine compared to a 7.5% deet-onl lotio 193,
ﬁrml s:r?t: ‘ 3:.'&'- a;:q, ra:‘{:e:. l Test 11 degmns“:m-tes £iel rePeL\mLy of 'l'“zwg biect

. . . tion at same- rate,
aerosol against sand £lies in Georgia compare ::m -2'\: sane lcl_obe 0.35‘7'5&(570 e 'ZmOO@.
ot Bntoly e abel Teclarwtih for” sher tsmers Shov i o G0






