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Chemistry Branch Begistration Division (11567} PE |
Product Manage up, 21 (E. ¥ilsen) and Toxicology Branch ?‘ S ) H‘
Tara:  Chlef, Chemistry Sraseh Bt
This apendaent s §n Tesponse to 2 reject letter of 873176 uhich
outlined certain deficiencies {n the subject petitien uired
y resolution before any favorable actfos could be taken, He wil]

discuss these deficiencies and the petitisners responsa to them in
the order in which they appeared in our mems of 8/2/76 (4. S. Cox).

Seficiemcy 1: Residues resulting from the proposed use on cherriess
Bay excesd the proposed 15 pom tolerance. A tolerance of 25 ppm
for cherries w1171 be needed to cover sych residues, This level will
be adeguate for cherries grown east of the Rississippi Piver.

Respanse to 1: The petitioner has submitted a revised Section F
propesing a 25 ppm tolerance cherries, This propasal for cherries
is adequate oaly for cherries growy east of ths Hississippi. pend-
ing the submission of the residue datz on cherries grown ip Calf-
farnta requested below, we do not consider this deficioncy resolved.

deficlency 2: The data for fruit {peaches ang cberries% grown in
the Mountain and West Coast states are too nmeager to allow ws to
make any conclusions a3 to an adeguate tolerance lewn] for the pro-
posed uses in thess areas,

Hasponse to 2: The poetitioner has subitted 3 additiona} residue ;
studies on peaches grown in California (2) and Gregen (1) and 2 :
Studies on sweet and sour cherries grown in Oregen,

The studies on peaches reflected 3.5 applications of 1.5 ang
3.0 b active ingredient/100 gallons of spray (4.5 and 9.0 1b active
ingredient/acre) and residues of the parent ranged from 4.0 te 34.6
Ppat after ¢ to 2 days and from 2.3 to 24.0 ppm after 7 t5 ¢ ays.
Fesidues of the zetabolite 4-hydroxy-2.,5.5 trich’larﬁsa;ahths}enitﬁle
ranged from 0.04 to G.2% pen with O te 3 day pHY 's and from 0,07 to
0.22 opm with 7 to 8 day PHI's,

¥hile the data on Peaches is lmited it is oup Judgement that
it demonstrates bath that the level of residuss of chlorathalontl
and its wetabolite resulting on peaches grown iz California and
dregon are of the Same magwitude as those levels found on peaches
grown elsewhers and that the ceabined residues would not be expected :
to excsed  25.0 PpR under the proposed use, |
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, The date on sweel and sour cherries reflected 4 applications of
1.5 and 3.0 1 activa ngredisat/100 gal spray (4.5 te 2.0 16 active)
fngredient/acre and vesidues of chlorothalomil ranged from 1.0 te

229 nom after 7 to 10 days, Residues of the miabolite 4-hydroxy-Z,
g g-trichlorosophthalenitriie ranged from <C.01 to 6.06 ppm for the

Again we consider the data somewhat 1imited, however we ceasider
{t adeqdate to demonstrate the conbined rasidues of the parent
and its setabelite would not he expectad to exceed 25.C ppm o0 cherries
grosn in Orsgon usder the proposed use. He will, however, aged
additignal data for cherries growa in Chlifornia before any favor-
ahle recomwadation can ke made, This dats is needed besause of
tﬁaiﬁ;ﬁ!&reai)e?imatie conditions found 1n WS najor cherry pro-
ducing avea.

Ye do not censider this deficiency resolved.

geficency 3: The proposed uses do not javalve any feed items and
eategory 3 of Section 180.6(a) applies provided the petitioner
amends Lo label to fnclude a restriction ageinst the grazing of
treated archards.

Fesounse to 2: The petitiemer has sybmitted a ravised Section B
which ncludes the restrictien, "De not z1low livastock to graze
treated arsas”. for both uses.

ye consider this deficioncy resolved,

Recommendation
~
e vecommend that the propesed Lolevrancos not be established
for the reasons given im our commenis o deficlencias 1 and 2 above.

The petitioner should be {nformed that additional data on
crerrigs grown in falifornis is aseded. This dats should reflect the
saxtmas provesed application rate snd the maximum number of treatments
nogsidle. Dapending on tﬁg_g@ﬁuits of the recidue studies on cherries
grown in taliforngl a revi” sed Section F proposing a higher
tolerasce may be needed,

R, B, Perfetti, Ph.U




