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_EFFICACY REVIEW

DATE: IN9-29-89 OUT1-31-90

FILE OR REG. NO. 25‘264115

PETITION OR EXP. PERMIT NO.

DATE DIV. RECEIVED September 18,1989

September 13, 1989

DATE OF SUBMISSION

DATE SUBMISSION ACCEPTED

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

: 1112382-01 -
DATA ACCESSION NO(S). %12382-02; Record Number: 252175 Action Code: 305
338203 SR
PRODUCT MGR. NO. , - 15-LaRocca

q
Hor+2® B\o_cko.de® for Dogs
COMPANY NAME ___The Hartz Meuntain Cocporation

SUBMISSION PURPOSE Provide performance data ebtained accerding to a

PRODUCT NAME(S)

company devised protocol in support of claims of
* , L3 ]

+oxicity 40 and repel le,nc’y of deer tick on dogs.
, ] ~d

CHEMICAL & FORMULATION N,N-Diethyl-m-toluvamide 8.‘5.%
Other isomers - - 0.457%

Cyano {3-plenexypheny)) methyl- #-chlero-alpha- = .
(1-methy lethy[) benztneacetate T 0.09%

(non-agueous pressurizéd liguid sprqu‘ 7 or 13 £l 6z)
72 A ] ‘ v

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS The dala presented in EPA Accession (MRID)
Number 412382-01, having been obtained according to a company devised protocol
which incorporates all essertial r%Uiremud's of § qs-_aga)(z)aniga-g on p. 263 and
meets the standard of §35-9(B{2) (i) on p. 26 of the Product Performance Guide-
lines, are adequate o demonstrafe the effectiveness of the subject product in re—
pelling and ki l'lin% the deer tick, Ixodes dammini, the carrier ot Lyme disease,

when %p}ied, accer ing to_label directions. Thedata Ereserded in MRID Number
412382-02, having been obtained according to a company devised protocol whic

incorporates essentic| requirements of & A5-V@B) on pe 264 -oF the Guide lines.

to 1
sertted in MRID Number-#12332-(03, huv_ln beengob’mimd according 1o a Co'i‘?m de-~
vised profacol which incorporates essential requirements of & g%—q&)@),md ) on
p. 263 ard meets the standard of § 95-A(BX2)G) on p- 26t of +he Silfld?h\:\gs‘ are
adequate to demonstrate the effectiveness of the subject product in ki lh‘ r’\a‘fhe
deer tick on dogs when aﬂﬂied accord ing to label directions, The data iddicate
that the in vitto method overestimates “Fhe gmount of spr:z: required per pound of
animal bod—y weiafd‘ b}/ about 5% when applied as a repellent but underespmates
the amount’ reqiired when ap lied as a foxicant by abeut 23%. Also, the "2 seco

d o'FegoJ weiaht” overestimates the time o cover a skorﬂ\mr' animal an
ﬁiﬁiﬁima&s {i(-.e, *H%.e to cover a lons\mlred animal but neither is sgmﬂcani‘_.
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are adequate fo demonstrate the effectiveness of the subject product as a repellent ‘
te 3ueer tick on dogs when applied according +o Iabelf)djre‘;ﬂons. Thedi?l'if)re~~




