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11. HLIEBILLE_BHD_HEI!QQES

A. Test Animals: Mallard ducklings (Anas platyrhynchos)
were hatched from eggs cobtained from an 1n-house
_production flock. The birds were placed in brooders
which maintained the temperature at 100°'F during the
first seven days and at 75°F thereafter. The birds were
14 days of age at test initiation,

B. Test System: The birds were housed in brooding pens -
.which measured 72 x 90 x 24 cm. During the test, the
average temperature in the brooding pens was 75°F., A
14~-hour photoperiocd was used throughout the study.

The test diets were prepared by.mixinq the test
substance in corn oil and blending into the diet. The
concentration of corn oil in the treated diet was 2%.

The birds were offered water and feed ad libitum
throughout the study. A list of the ingredients in the
feed was given in the report and it appeared to be free
of unfamiliar ingredients and medications.

C. Dosage: Eight-day acute dietary LC,, test. Dosage
levels selected for :the study were 562, 1000, 1780, ‘ RN
3160, and 5620 ppm.  The dose levels were not corrected . :
for the percent active ingredient of the test material.

.D. Design:t Ten ducklings per test level and in each of
five contrecls were randomly assigned to pens. The birds
were fed treated diet for 5 days and untreated diet for
3 days. Signs of toxicity and mortality were assessed
daily. Body weights by group were measured at
initiation and day 8 (termination)‘of the test. Average
feed consumption was determined by group for days 0-5
(the exposure period).. Feed consumption was determined
by measuring the change in the weight of the feed
presented to the birds over a given period of time.
ngever, this is an estimate due to wastagé by the
birds. .

'-'.

E. BStatistics: The LC of the laboratory standard was
estimated by probit analysis using the mortality data.

12. REFORTED RESULTS: No mortality or abnormal effects were
observed in the control or treatment groups during the
- study.
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A reductlon in body weight gain was noted at the highest
test concentration and a corresponding reduction in feed
consumption was noted at the two highest treatment levels

" (p. 8, attached).l

) UTHOR ! 8 ONCLU ONS/OUALI" ABSURZ “ ' 4:B
The acute LG, of CGA-54250 technical in the mallard duck is
estimated to be greater than 5620 ppm. _

The LCs;, of a concurrent group of birds exposed to dieldrin
was 217 ppm, which indicated that the birds were responding
in a normal fashion.

A statement of Quality Assﬂrancé'resulting in conformance to
Good laboratory Practices was included in the report.

_ RESULTS:

A. Teat Procedure: The test procedures were in‘accérdance
with Subdivision E, ASTM, and SEP guidelines with the
following exceptions:

Fourteen-day old ducklings were used for the test. Five
to ten-day old ducklings are recommended. '

Grbup weights were used during the study. Individual :
body weights of the birds are recommended for monitoring
weight gain or loss.

Necropsies were not conducted. These are recommended,
but not required, by the guidelines.

A description of test pen constructlon was not included
in the report.

‘.Corn oil was not added to the Control diet.

The temperature in the - broodlng compartments (24 C) was

less than recommended {35°C). S _,n,“n
Analytical verification of test concentrations was not
-conducted. .

B. Btatjistical Analysis: Since a dose response. was not

~ evident by the end of the testing period, an LC;, value
-and 95% confidence limits could not be obtained. Upon
review of the data, the 1C;;, appears to be greater than
5620 ppm. Review of the feed consumption and body
weight data indicated that the no-observed—etfect
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concentration (NOEC) was 1780 ppm, Based on a reductién
in feed consumption during the exposure period in the
two highest treatment groups. _ .

C. Discussion/Regults: This study is scientifically sound
and meets the guideline requirements for an avian .
dietary ILC,, toxicity test. The 1Cs;, of propiconazole
for mallard ducklings was >5620 ppm (nominal °
concentration). Therefore, this compound is classified
as practically non-toxic to the mallard duck. The no-
ohaserved-effect concentration (NOEC) was 1780 ppm, based
on a reduction in feed consumption.

D. . Adequacy of the Study:
(1) Classification: Core.
(2)  Rationa1e= N/A.
. (3) deairahility: N/A.
15. COMPLETION OF ONE-LINER: VYes, 6-25-92.
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The material not included'cdntains the following type of
information:

Identity of product inert ingredients.

Identity of product impuritieé.

Deécription of the product manufacturing process.
Description of quality control procedures.
Identity of the source of product ingredients.
Sales or other'commercial/financial.information.
A draft product label.

The product confidential statement of formula.

I///Information about a pending registration action.
F

IFRA registration data.
The document is a duplicate of page(s) .

The document is not responsive to the request.

The information not included is genaerally considered confidential

by product registrants. If you have any questions, please
contact the individual who prepared the response to your request.




