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10. Manufacturing Process: ‘Dﬁ'umé(.ifﬂ [ Y, 4 re 1w/
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11. Proposcd Use(s):

For cantrol.of many annual grass and broadleaf weeds on pumpkinsg
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15. Nature of Plant Metabolism bata@/is not adequately defined.

The Residue of.Concern is: per #5
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24.

Animal-Residues Comprised of: /\/c /4.

Animal Metabolism Data Applicable Here: N. A,

Nature of Anlmal Metabolism Data is/is not adequately defined.

The Residue of Concern is: N A
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25. Residue Data (crop and residue range (ppm) from Proposed Use):
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"26. Residues will not exceed proposed tolerance on (commodities)

PumpKins (O lppm.)

and will exceed proposed tolerance on (commodities)

27. Livestock Feeding Studies on (species): /V,A.

28. Animal Feeding Levels: /V, /4.

29. Animal Residue Ingestion Levels from Proposed Crop Tolerance .

Levels (proposed tol. level X ¢ in diet): " ppm in
beef cattle; ppm in dairy c;attle/goats;
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31.
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(species/levels):

Livestock Tolerances Need to be Established: yes/no.

If yes

32. Other Comments: None,

Other Considerations: ;A[ég_@___
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54. Additional Data lleeded:

None.
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Other Comments under Recommendations:

UrmpKinss.

None

37. Compatability with Codex Tolerances:
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INTERNATIONAL RESIDUE LIMIT STATUS

CHEMICAL D«'meﬂmzon&
CODEX NO.

CODEX STATUS:
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