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EPA Reg. No. or File Symbol 65331-1 

OP Barcode _______ _ 

Decision No. 

EPA Petition or EUP No. ___ _ 

Date Division Received 61212009 

Type Product(s) Insecticide 

Data Accession No(s). ________ _ 

Product MgrJChemical Review Mgr/Contact Person PM 10 Division '-'R""O'--__ 

Product Name{s) Frontline Spray Treatment 

Company Name{s)..cMe=r""ia,,-,1 L""t"'d ______ _ 

Submission Purpose Examine labeling to ascertain if packaging is CRP or 
additional testing is required 

Active Ingredient(s}, PC code, & % Fipronil 0.29% 

Summary of Findings 

There is no mention of the CRP use directions used in the Senior Adult Use 
Effectiveness (SAUE) testing for the package in this labeling submission. The other 
products in this submission have a discrepancy between the CRP use directions used 
in SAUE testing and the CRP use directions on the box, package insert, package label, 
etc. in the retail market. Based on the aforementioned discrepancy the registrant 
must submit evidence that the eRP use directions used in SAUE testing are the 
eRP use directions on the retail package. Should this not be true, the registrant's 
eRP certification is no longer considered valid and they must retest the package 
with the CRP use directions that are on the retail package or change the CRP use 
directions on the retail package back to the directions used in SAUE testing. 


