A

) : C S R ol

| | 7/2,,25 _ic?sl‘%:

e \)\‘\“,ED sr"@o - - N .
5 n -{i 'U&ITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
-~ - W . - . .
% - pf ' WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 ‘ ~
%\‘L Pno‘?‘c‘& v
. OFF‘(.:E OF N
PESTICIDES AND TOXIC SUBSTANCES
MEMORANDUMY

SUBJECT: Alternate:formulétion for ProGrow Ornamental Herbicide 2
-~ ‘ (Record Number 226527) . . :

TO: ‘Richard Mountfort, Product Manager 23
- Registration Diyision (Ts=-767C)

FROM:  Linda A. Lyon, Wildlife Biologist --'jﬁ;mga /4 4%30MJ
Ecological Effects Branch S 3
- Hazard Evaluation Division (TS=-769C) 2-\ duly (9

- . 3 Vs ‘ - »
THRU:  Henry Craven, Section Head A/ A é;.
- Ecological Effects Branc 4 '

Hazard Evaluation Di

THRU: James Akerman, Chief ™
o Ecological Effects Bran ' ayéy/c——f
Hazard Evaluation Di sion (TS-769C)

This memorandum pertains to the 6 June 1988 submission by 0. M.

- Scott and Sons Company requesting an alternate formulation for -
ProGrow Ornamental Herbicide 2 (EPA Reg. No. 538-172) which
contains the active ingredients. oxyfluorfen (Pesticide Chemical
Code 111601) and pendimethalin (PCC 108501). ProGrow is a .
preemergent herbicide for weed control in container and field

- grown ornamentals and is registered for commercial use. The,

. product label- allows only for ground application. /

specified on the current
ConfidentialiStatement of Formula.. The registrant proposes
Both of these
inerts (i.e., "List 4"y, -

materials:are considered to be - o
EEB -does not expect cause ,significant harm to
nontarget organisms. -Theréfore, EEB has no objections to the
proposed alternate formulation of ProGrow. C

 INERT INGREDIENT INFORMATION IS NOT “NCLUDED -




