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APRIL 2010     CHEM 
 

 

SUPREME COURT 

REFUSES TO HEAR 

NPDES CASE 
 The Supreme Court has declined request 

to review a key appellate court ruling 

subjecting pesticide spraying to Clean Water 

Act (CWA) permitting requirements.  This 

could boost EPA efforts to expand the scope 

of sources subject to water permit 

requirements. 

 The high court without comment denied 

a certiorari petition to review U.S Court of 

Appeals for the 6
th

 Circuit’s decision in 

National Cotton Council, et al. v. EPA, et al. 

The decision could help to ease concerns 

raised by some that the high court review 

could pose a major challenge for efforts by 

EPA and advocacy groups to regulate  

releases from sources that are generally 

exempted from water permit requirements, 

including post-construction stormwater 

runoff, emissions from power plants and 

fertilizer applications. 

 OSU PSEP has been informed that 

ODAFF is working to have the permitting 

authority for pesticides.  It has also been 

suggested that the general permit EPA is 

working to develop for the states without 

permitting authority might be used in 

Oklahoma with some adaptations. (Farm 

Bureau, February 22, 2010 and OSU PSEP) 

Note: Oklahoma’s Department of 

Environmental Quality defines waters of the 

state to mean “all streams, lakes, ponds, 

marshes, watercourses, waterways, wells, 

springs, irrigation systems, drainage 

systems, and all other bodies or 

accumulations of water, surface and 

underground, natural or artificial, public or 

private, which are contained within, flow 

through, or border upon this state or any 

portion thereof.” ODAFF is moving 

regulations through the system to allow 

ODAFF to have pesticide permitting.  

ODAFF is participating in weekly 

conference calls with EPA regarding EPA’s 

draft permit process.  Each side of a stream 
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bank, mosquito abatement, and forest 

applications are covered.  It is still unclear 

exactly what is covered by NPDES and what 

is not covered except for those sites above. 

 

HOW TO GET RID OF 

MINI-BULKS/SHUTTLES 
 Dealers and applicators with min-bulks 

or shuttles can get rid of them by contacting: 

Next Day Container, Inc. 

7118 W. US HWY 24 

Logansport, IN 46947 

514.735.0908 

http://www.nextdaycontainer.com  

 This is a free pickup service.  The 

containers can have a maximum of one 

gallon liquid in the bottom but do not have 

to be triple rinsed.  They also must have lids 

before the company will take them. (OSU 

PSEP – this information was obtained at the 

OARA Professional Applicator meeting) 

 

EPA TO REQUIRE NEW 

INSPECTION POLICY 
 At the American Association of 

Pesticide Control Officials meeting, 

pesticide agency leaders explained a new 

national policy under enforcement by EPA 

personnel.  The new policy allows for EPA 

inspectors to start routinely at a facility until 

a violation is discovered; when that happens, 

the agency personnel are now directed to 

inspect all locations of that company. 

 The following list outlines the top 

inspection areas. 

 Areas near and around water for 

possible pesticide contamination 

 Compliance enforcement – 

inspections will be made at facilities 

with past violations first 

o This area also includes 

inspections for misbranded 

and/or adulterated pesticides 

mainly imports from 

countries like China 

o If a company is not in 

compliance a second time the 

agency will seek recovery of 

all economic benefit for non-

compliance plus regulatory 

fines 

 Fumigants and fumigation practices 

to ensure worker protection 

standards are met 

 Federal inspections have remained fairly 

constant at about 1,000, but state inspections 

have risen to 88,000 with 17,600 

enforcement actions.  This is a significant 

amount of inspections considering there are 

only about 9,000 U.S. facilities that sell 

pesticides. (Agricultural Retailers 

Association, March 17, 2010) Note: EPA 

very seldom has their inspectors in 

Oklahoma.  Most inspections are done by 

ODAFF inspectors under EPA credentials.  

Regarding the 9,000 facilities, ARA is likely 

not including all the grocery stores, drug 

stores, etc. that sell pesticides and that states 

inspect.  Also the fumigation aspect seems 

to be slanted towards soil fumigation. 

 

AVENGE HERBICIDE 
 EPA has accepted AMVAC’s request to 

voluntarily cancel Avenge herbicide. 

 Retailers and distributors can sell 

Avenge until December 31, 2010. 

 Applicators can use existing stocks until 

the Avenge stocks are depleted. (Federal 

Register, February 24, 2010) 

  

EPA & SCHOOLS 
 In Lisa Jackson’s address at the 

Environmental Agency Legislative hearing 

on EPA’s 2011 Budget Proposal Senate 

Committee on Environment and Public 

Works, she complemented Chairman Boxer 

and Committee members on the amount of 

funding EPA is budgeted. 

 Jackson requested $27 million for a 

Healthy Communities Initiative of which $6 

million would be for Clean, Green, and 
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Healthy Schools Initiative to support states 

and communities in promoting healthier 

school environments, to broaden the 

implementation of EPA’s existing school 

environmental health programs including 

asthma, indoor air quality, chemical clean 

out, green practices, enhanced use of IPM, 

and safe handling of PCB-containing caulk. 

(EPA Region 5, February 23, 2010) NOTE: 

EPA’s school IPM program has primarily 

been through targeted grants with no 

sustaining support to schools or state lead 

agencies. 

 

NAME CHANGE AT EPA 
 The Office of Prevention, Pesticides & 

Toxic Substances has changed its name to 

the Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution 

Prevention (OCSPP or OCSP2). 

 Steve Owens, the director, said “As you 

know, the Administrator has made assuring 

the safety of chemicals – pesticides and 

toxics – one of her highest priorities for the 

agency.  Our new name encompasses the 

critical work we are doing in these two areas 

and underscores the extremely important 

mission of our office.” (EPA e-mail, March 

1, 2010) 
 

ENDOCRINE 

DISRUPTOR 

SCREENING 
Democrats on a panel voiced frustration 

with the pace of EPA’s Endocrine Disruptor 

Screening program noting that EPA is way 

behind the schedule Congress outlined when 

it mandated the ambitious effort in 1996. 

   EPA said it will take at least five or more 

years to complete testing of the first set of 

chemicals set for review. 

   Few would argue EPA has implemented 

the program in a timely manner-Congress 

originally directed the agency to develop 

procedures by August 1998 and to begin 

implementation in August 1998. 

   The concept of the EDSP is to put 

chemicals through an array of Tier 1 

screening assays to access their potential to 

interact with the estrogen, androgen or 

thyroid hormone systems.  Those that come 

up positive in that first round of testing will 

then be put through a series of Tier 2 tests to 

determine whether they actually cause 

endocrine-disrupting effects. 

   But deadlines for the program have come 

and gone – along with legal challenges to 

the effort – amid lingering concern over the 

potential costs to industry, the scientific 

validity of the tests and the practicality of 

the overall effort. 

   “The validation of the Tier 1 assays took 

far longer than anyone at EPA anticipated, “ 

said Jim Jones, OPPTS deputy assistant 

administrator.  “Because of the many 

complexities of methods development and 

validation for such a large number of assays, 

validation of Tier 1 assays took 10 years and 

is still ongoing for Tier 2 assays.” 

   Jones said validation of the Tier 2 tests – 

including peer review- should be completed 

in 2012, adding that EPA issued the first 

Tier 1 test orders for 67 chemicals last fall 

and planned to release the latest set of orders 

on February 25, 2010. 

   “EPA is on track to obtain Tier 1 

endocrine screening data on several hundred 

chemicals within the next several years,” 

Jones said. 

   Rep. Lois Capps (D-CA) questioned 

whether identifying a chemical as a potential 

endocrine disruptor under Tier 1 would be 

adequate for EPA to pursue regulation. 

   Jones said it would not, explaining that the 

Tier 2 tests will give the agency the 

information needed for regulation and 

confirming that such testing won’t be 

complete for a least “another five years.” 

(Pesticide & Toxic Chemical News, Vol. 38, 

No 15, March 1, 2010) 
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RISING COSTS RISK 

PESTICIDE 

REGISTRATONS 
   Pesticide registrants face rising costs to 

bring new products to market, according to 

an industry-funded survey by a British 

research firm. 

   The study finds outlays for research 

development and registration of new crop 

protection products in the United States and 

Europe rose from $184 million to $256 

million between 2000 and 2008, an increase 

of nearly 40%. 

    It finds that the costs of taking a product 

through development increased from $79 

million in 2000 to $146 million by 2008 – 

including a 116% increase in funds spent on 

field trials. 

   That increase was attributable to “a rise in 

efficacy data required by both regulatory 

bodies and companies as they target 

development products at an increasing 

number of crops and pests,” the study says. 

   In addition, the average lead time between 

the first synthesis of a new crop protection 

molecule and its subsequent commercial 

introduction has increased from 8.3 years in 

2005 to 9.8 years in 2008. (Pesticide & 

Toxic Chemical News, Vol. 38, No 15, 

March 1, 2010) 

 

EPA PRODUCT 

REGISTRATION 

IMPROVEMENT ACT 

(PRIA) 
   EPA has issued a report on its PRIA 

program.  This is the new registration 

requirements all products must go through. 

   Among the items listed is its progress. 

 

 

 

 

 

F

Y 

Products 

Registered 

Products 

Amended 

Products 

Cancelled 

Products 

Suspended 

0

2 

77 51 186 0 

0

3 

53 40 213 5 

0

4 

76 35 14 0 

0

5 

104 63 342 0 

0

6 

169 40 297 0 

0

7 

529 80 370 0 

0

8 

679 205 309 3 

0

9 

603 292 869 5 

 

   The average decision time for completed 

actions for new active ingredient, food uses 

were FY-2007 648 days; FY08-824 days; 

and FY09-648 days. 

   Average decision time for new active 

ingredient, Non-food use outdoor was FY07 

864 days; FY08 541 days; and FY09 753 

days. 

   The average time to add one new food use 

was FY07 646 days; FY08 575 days; FY09 

714 days. 

   The average time to add one new use, non-

food outdoor was FY07 632 days; FY08 447 

days and FY09 402 days.  (Implementing 

the Pesticide Registration Improvement Act 

(PRIA) – Fiscal Year 2009, February 26, 

2010) 

 

PESTICIDE 

COLLECTIONS 
 The recent unwanted collections resulted 

in 35, 650 pounds being collected at El 

Reno, 9, 030 pounds at Wewoka, and 3,130 

pounds at Hugo. 

 Charles Luper said many of the 

participants were farmers.  He also stated 

that these collections had numerous small 

containers of very old pesticides such as 

lead arsenate, dieldrin, and so forth. 

  The next collections will be: 
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 November   9 – Alva 

 November 11 – Altus 

 November 16 – Blackwell 

 November 18 - Coweta 

(OSU PSEP) 

 

TRIFLURALIN AND 

CANCER 
 An Agricultural Health Study has looked 

at the risk of cancers with exposure to 

trifuralin (Treflan). 

 The results were “a non-significant 

elevated risk for kidney cancer and bladder 

cancer in the highest exposure group,  

although there was a possible link between 

trifluralin exposure and colon cancer, small 

numbers and inconsistencies in dose-

response and subgroup analyses indicate that 

this may be a chance finding.” 

(Environmental Research 107 (2008) 217-

267) 

 

IMAZETHAPYR AND 

CANCER 
 An Agricultural Health Study on 

imazethapyr (Pursuit) found “significant 

trends in risk with increasing lifetime 

exposure for bladder cancer and colon 

cancer.  No associations were observed for 

prostate, lung, rectum, kidney, oral, pancreas 

lymphohematopoietic cancers or 

melanoma.”    

 The study suggests continued 

investigations into imidazoline compounds. 

(International Journal of Cancer: 124, 1206-

2121, 2009) Note: They found a trend for 

increased risk with lifetime exposures.  This 

is not a direct effect but an indication.   

 

 

METRIBUZIN AND 

CANCER 
 An Agricultural Health Study found 

statistically significant association between 

leukemia and metribuzin (Sencor/Lexone) in 

the highest exposure group.  However, the 

researchers state that these findings must be 

“interpreted with caution” due to the 

limitations of the study. (Annuals of 

Epidemiology: June 19(6): 388-396, 2009) 

 

PANCREATIC CANCER 

AND HERBICIDES 
 Another Agricultural Health Study found 

a statistically significant exposure-response 

association with EPTC and pendimethalin.   

This was only for those applicators that had 

a large life-time exposure to these 

herbicides.  (International Journal of Cancer: 

124: 2495-2500, 2009) 

  

SEVERAL RULES 

PASSED 
 On March 17

th
 at the ODAFF Board 

meeting several rules were passed that may 

affect pesticide applicators.   

 Among these were the Administrative 

Operations rule concerning applicator 

addresses and notification of violations and 

hearings.  Also a rule regarding post 

construction minimum standards was 

passed.  A rule establishing a Weed Free 

Hay Certificate was also passed. 

 The process is for these to go to the 

Legislature and then to the Governor for the 

Governors signature.  These rules when 

signed by the Governor will go into effect 

about July 10, 2010. 

 You can view these rules by going to 

http://www.oda.state.ok.us/index.htm and 

scroll down on the left to Proposed Rules.  

Click on that site and the select the rule to be 

reviewed. (OSU PSEP). 

 

 

 



Visit us on the web at pested.okstate.edu 
 

6 

EPA ASKED TO DELAY 

SOIL FUMIGANT 

REGULATIONS 
 Minnesota Department of Agriculture 

has formally requested EPA delay 

implementation of the revised soil fumigant 

labels. 

 In a letter dated January 28, 2010, 

Commissioner of Agriculture Gene Hugoson 

asked Steve Owens, Assistant Administrator 

for OPP, for the dely. 

 The primary reasons for requesting a 

delay were the new labels with the new 

regulations are not in the market place.  This 

restricts the education of applicators on the 

new regulations and the enforcement of the 

new regulations because the labels with the 

new requirements do not exist.  In addition, 

MDA states they have not received the 

proposed EPA compliance/enforcement 

strategy in regard to this implementation of 

revised labeling.  

 The Association of American Pest 

Control Officials have also asked EPA to 

delay the implementation because the labels 

are not available and have not been 

reviewed by state lead agencies that must 

enforce the label applications.  (EPA e-mail) 

Note: The labels were to be in the market 

place prior to the use season in 2010.  States 

were to begin enforcement in 2010.  The 

registrants are to do the education on the 

new regulations. 

 

EPA REGION 6 

AGRICULTURAL 

COMMITTEE 2009 

HIGHLIGHTS 
 In the introduction by Region 6 

Administrator Al Armendariz, he states “I 

believe that our relationship with the 

Agricultural community must be built on 

communication, accountability, 

understanding, and honesty.  We look 

forward to the day when the only things 

leaving an agricultural facility are the 

bounty of the land on trucks and trailers and 

not the unseen residues of production in 

water or air that can move downstream or 

downwind to trouble neighbors and created 

unhealthy conditions.” (Region 6 

Agricultural Committee 2009 Highlights 

January 2010) 

 

EPA IN A TIZZY OVER 

PET SPOT-ONS 
 EPA held a web conference on March 17 

discussing incidents with pets resulting from 

the use of spot-ons. 

 An EPA official said the number of 

reported reactions involving spot-on 

products jumped from 28,000 in 2007 to 

44,000 in 2008. 

 One company has reported on their 

product to EPA, citing that 25% of the dog 

incidents were misapplied by using their 

product on dogs less than 9 pounds as the 

label stated.  They also reported incidents of 

use on cats with dog products which is 

against the label instructions and they 

reported over use from 1.5x to 5x the rate 

recommended on the label. 

 It seems homeowners do not know the 

difference in: 

 A dog and a cat 

 A large dog vs. a small dog 

 A large cat vs. a small cat 

 A puppy vs. an adult dog 

 A kitten vs. an adult cat 

 How to read a label so you do not 5x 

the rate 

 And how to read a label 

 EPA’s concern is that instructions and 

warning statements on the labels are not 

clear and are “buried” in the label. 

 EPA will require the registrants to 

voluntarily meet new labeling requirements 

or have EPA “impose” the requirements. 

 Both EPA and the registrants stated that 

small breed dogs are represented more in the 
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incidents than large breed dogs.  Also both 

EPA and the registrants were concerned 

about homeowners using these products on 

young animals, which is against label 

directions. 

 Through all this most incidents were 

minor but some were fatal. (EPA Pesticide 

Programs Update, March 17, 2010) 

 

MAJOR COMPANY 

FINED 
 A major lawncare company was fined 

$500,000 in New York for various pesticide 

violations.  Through a consent agreement 

the fine was reduced by $100,000 if the 

company hires an outside firm to 

recommend ways to fix the companies 

problems. 

 From 2007 through 2009, the company 

had numerous violations.  Among the 

violations were: 

 Applying lawncare pesticides in 

winds of 22 to 25 mph with gust up 

to 35 mph when the label said do not 

apply when winds are above mph 

 Applying granular herbicides to 

sidewalks, driveways, and parking 

lots 

 Not keeping accurate records 

 Pouring pesticides down a drain in 

the companies facility 

 Failure to properly label service 

containers 

 Not having a certified applicator on 

site during applications 

 Such occurrences do not represent 

applicators in a good light. 

 By the way, the company supports Earth 

Day. (Times Union, March 18, 2010 and 

Beyond Pesticides, March 22, 2010) 

 

 

 

STUDY FINDS 

PESTICIDES AT LOW 

LEVELS 
 Concentrations of pesticides found in 

salmon-bearing waters in five Washington 

state watersheds are low and generally 

below levels of concern for most pesticides, 

according to a report from the state 

departments of Ecology (Ecology) and 

Agriculture (WSDA). 

 The report’s authors concluded that 

pesticide concentrations found between 

2006 and 2008 are not expected to directly 

affect salmon.  However, pesticide 

concentrations found at some sites may 

harm aquatic invertebrate populations that 

serve as a food source for salmon. 

 Since 2003, the joint-agency program 

has collected weekly samples from salmon-

bearing waters in Washington that represent 

both agricultural and urban landscapes.  The 

program is one of the most intensive 

pesticide monitoring efforts for surface 

waters in the country. 

 During the three year period, the state 

analyzed 1,194 samples for more than 160 

pesticides and peticide-breakdown products.  

Analysis detected 74 pesticides or break-

down products, with nearly all present at 

concentrations so low that they did not 

violate state or federal water quality 

standards. 

 Periodically, the program detected six 

currently registered insecticides (permethrin, 

chlorpyrifos, diazinon, azinphos-methyl, 

malathion and endosulfan) at levels that do 

not meet state or federal water quality 

standards. (WSDA News Release March 18, 

2010) 
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GMO SUGAR BEETS 

APPROVED FOR 

PLANTING 
 A U.S. District Court judge denied the 

motion for a preliminary injunction in the 

Roundup Ready sugar beet case.  

 For Monsanto, this is good news.  The 

case of Roundup Ready alfalfa is to be heard 

before the Supreme Court. (Food Industry 

Environmental Network, March 16, 2010) 

 

MORE ON FURADAN 
 A federal appeals court heard oral 

argument on a petition by farmer groups and 

FMC Crop. To overturn an EPA order 

revoking food residue tolerances and to 

require an agency hearing to resolve 

“material factual issues” regarding the order. 

 The petitioners, including the National 

Corn growers Association, the National 

Sunflower Association, and the National 

Potato Council, said EPA disregarded its 

own rules and the Federal Food, Drug, and 

Cosmetics Act “by refusing to convene an 

evidentiary hearing before a neutral fact 

finder” to resolve these issues before issuing 

the May 2009 order. 

 Those issues include EPA calculations 

of risk to humans based on 100% of crops in 

any given watershed being treated with 

carbofuran, whether carbofuran would be 

applied in environmentally vulnerable areas, 

and calculations of what constitutes a safe 

dose of the insecticide for children and 

infants.  EPA said in its brief to the court 

that it denied the FMC and farm groups’ 

request for a hearing on these issues because 

the request was “inextricably intertwined 

with additional proposed changes to 

carbofuran’s FIFRA registration that FMC 

submitted after publication of the final 

tolerance revocation rule.” 

 On the issue of whether all of the crops 

in a watershed would be treated, a study of 

sales data for the pesticide provided 

“credible evidence” that EPA’s calculations 

are wrong, Kenneth Weinstein, the FMC and 

farm groups’ attorney, told the court.  A 

brief Weinstein filed earlier said the 

petitioners’ experts concluded that no more 

than 4.25% of crops in a watershed would 

be treated. 

 Judge Douglas Ginsburg commented 

that he did not find references to the 

watershed studies in comments the 

petitioners filed with EPA during the public 

comment period.  “I want to see the data,” 

Ginsburg said. 

 Allan Greensburg, a Department of 

Justice attorney representing EPA, said the 

government did not see how sales data could 

be related to pesticide use “on a particular 

farm on a particular watershed.” 

 When Ginsburg asked him why EPA 

chose the 100% calculation, Greenburg 

replied that the agency cannot determine 

with certainty the level of use and the 

insecticide’s label allows 100% treatment. 

 In its brief, EPA said that assuming 

100% treatment “best serves to indicate the 

potential of exposure for carbofuran” if the 

pesticide’s use increases due to market 

forces or other factors. 

 Another issue was whether potential 

groundwater contamination would read 1 

ppb, as the farm groups argued, or 16 ppb if 

carbofuran is applied in areas vulnerable 

because of their soil, water table, and 

precipitation characteristics. 

 EPA revoked tolerances for imported 

foods, although the agency itself said the 

imported food is safe. 

 “I fail to see the logic of the import 

restriction,” particularly since the EPA said 

tolerances on imported foods are safe, 

Ginsburg said. 

 On another exposure issue, the 

petitioners said a hearing is necessary to 

resolve wide difference with EPA over the 

safety factor that should be applied when 

calculating a safe dose of carbofuran. 
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 The FQPA requires EPA in setting 

pesticide tolerances to use an additional 

tenfold margin of safety to protect infants 

and children.  However, the statute also 

authorizes the agency to substitute a lower 

safety factor if reliable data demonstrate that 

the resulting level of exposure would be safe 

for infants and children. 

 In the case of the carbofuran order, EPA 

applied a fourfold factor, and the petitioners 

sought a onefold, or no safety factor.  “EPA 

does not dispute that there has never been an 

adverse carbofuran dietary exposure to any 

person (infant, child or adult) in four 

decades when carbofuran usage was as 

much as 50 times greater than present,” they 

said in their brief. 

 “EPA lowered, but did not entirely 

remove, the factor because it determined it 

did not have sufficient information on 

carbofuran’s effects on children’s peripheral 

nervous systems,” the agency said in its 

brief.  (Daily Environment Report, March 

23, 2010) 

 

 
 
Jim T Criswell 

Pesticide Coordinator 
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PESTICIDE APPLICATOR TEST SESSIONS 
2010 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

If you have any questions, please call (405) 522-5950 or e-mail 
eva.landeros@oda.state.ok.us 

Testing will begin at 9:00 am. NO NEW APPLICANTS WILL BE ACCEPTED AFTER 
11 AM. 

ALL TESTS must be completed by 1:00 pm 

 

All 23 exams will be available at each session.  PLEASE MAKE SURE you know in 

advance which specific exam(s) you need to take (e.g. Service Tech, Ornamental & Turf, 

Core, Right-of-way, General Pest, etc.). 

 

RESERVATIONS ARE NOT REQUIRED FOR THESE TEST SESSIONS; they are all 

open to anyone wishing to test for certification.  Tests are $50.00 each; please bring check, 

money order or the exact amount of cash needed for testing, along with a form of photo ID.  

There is no fee for government employees in the discharge of their official duties. 

 

Unless otherwise noted, sessions are located as follows: 

 

ALTUS  WESTERN OK STATE COLLEGE 2801 N MAIN, RM A23 

 

ENID   GARFIELD CO. EXT OFFICE 316 E. Oxford 

 

GOODWELL OKLA PANHANDLE RESEARCH & EXT CENTER  

Rt. 1 Box 86M 

 

HOBART  KIOWA CO. FAIRGROUNDS Exhibit Building 

 

LAWTON  GREAT PLAINS COLISEUM Annex Rm 920 S. Sheridan Rd. 

 

McALESTER KIAMICHI TECH CENTER on HWY 270 W of HWY 69 

 

OKC   OKLA CO. EXT 930 N. Portland, Auditorium - Park & enter  

    from the North side 

 

TULSA NE CAMPUS OF TCC 3727 E. Apache (Apache & Harvard)                                   

Engineering Tech Rm. 127 

mailto:eva.landeros@oda.state.ok.us
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2010 Test Sessions 

 
APRIL JULY OCTOBER 

8 TULSA 8 TULSA 4 OKC 

12 OKC 12 OKC 6 HOBART 

14 LAWTON 22 TULSA 13 ALTUS 

22 TULSA 26 OKC 14 TULSA 

26 OKC   25 OKC 

    28 TULSA 

 

MAY AUGUST NOVEMBER 

6 TULSA 9 OKC 2 GOODWELL 

10 OKC 12 TULSA 4 TULSA 

20 ENID 23 OKC 8 OKC 

24 OKC 26 TULSA 10 HOBART 

27 TULSA   18 TULSA 

    22 OKC 

 

JUNE SEPTEMBER DECEMBER 

1 GOODWELL 1 ALTUS 1 LAWTON 

7 OKC 2 ENID 2 TULSA 

10 TULSA 9 TULSA 7 GOODWELL 

24 TULSA 13 OKC 9 ENID 

  27 OKC 13 OKC 

  30 TULSA 16 TULSA 
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OPPORTUNITIES TO EARN CEU’S 

 

APRIL 6, 2010 

CATEGORY: 7c – FUMIGATION 

CEU’S: 3 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 3 

SPONSOR: OSU STORED PRODUCT TEAM 

TOPIC: ELEVATOR MANAGNER WORKSHOP 

PLACE: SHAWNEE MILLING COMPANY 

CONTACT: JIM T CRIWELL FOR PROGRAM 

 405.744.5531 

 AGRICULTURAL CONFERENCE FOR REGISTRATION 

 405.744.6489 

FEE: YES 

 

APRIL 6, 2010 

CATEGORY: 3a – ORNAMENTAL & TURF 

CEU’S: 2 

CATEGORY: 6 – RIGHT-OF-WAY 

CEU’S: 2 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 2 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 2 

SPONSOR: ODAFF 

TOPIC: AFRICANIZED HONEY BEE REMOVAL 

PLACE: OKLAHOMA COUNTY EXTENSION OFFICE 

 930 NORTH PORTLAND 

 OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 

CONTACT: DON MOLNAR 

  580.614.1035 

FEE: NO 

 

APRIL 13, 2010 

CATEGORY: 7c – FUMIGATION 

CEU’S: 5 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 5 

SPONSOR: CENTRAL STATES 

TOPIC: KANSAS 7B RECERTIFICATION 

PLACE: CENTRAL STATES TRAINING FACILITY 

 1908 W. OLD HIGHWAY 40 

 SALINA, KS 

CONTACT: THADD BIGLER 

 800.527.8215 

FEE: YES 
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APRIL 14, 2010 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 7 

CATEGORY: 7c – FUMIGATION 

CEU’S: 5 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 7 

CATEGORY: 11 – BIRD & PREDATORY ANIMAL 

CEU’S: 2 

SPONSOR: FOOD INDUSTRY SANITATION AUDITORS 

TOPIC: RECERTIFICATION SEMINAR 

PLACE: DOUBLETREE 

  LITTLE ROCK, AR 

CONTACT: PAUL LAUGHLIN 

 913.782.6399 

FEE: YES 

 

 

 

APRIL 14, 2010 

CATEGORY: 1a – AGRICULTURAL PLANT 

CEU’S: 1 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: OSU COTTON PROGRAM 

TOPIC: COTTON PEST MANAGEMENT 

PLACE: OSU RESEARCH & EXTENSION CENTER 

 16721 S. U.S. HWY 283 

 ALTUS, OK 

CONTACT: JERRY GOODSON 

 580.482.8880 

FEE: NO 

 

 

 

MAY 11, 2010 

CATEGORY: 8 – PUBLIC HEALTH 

CEU’S: 3 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 3 

SPONSOR: PUBLIC HEALTH EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY 

TOPIC: CEU WORKSHOP 

PLACE: BROKEN ARROW, OK 

CONTACT: CHARLES REEVES 

 800.284.0106 

FEE: YES 
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AUGUST 10, 2010 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 8 

CATEGORY: 7c – FUMIGATION 

CEU’S: 4 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 8 

CATEGORY: 11 – BIRD & PREDATORY ANIMAL 

CEU’S: 2 

SPONSOR: FOOD INDUSTRY SANITATION AUDITORS 

TOPIC: AIB/FISA RECERTIFICATION SEMINAR 

PLACE: MARRIOTT KANSAS CITY AIRPORT 

  KANSAS CITY, MO 

CONTACT: PAUL LAUGHLIN 

 913.782.6399 

FEE: YES 

 

 

AUGUST 11, 2010 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 5 

CATEGORY: 7c – FUMIGATION 

CEU’S: 3 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 5 

SPONSOR: FOOD INDUSTRY SANITATION AUDITORS 

TOPIC: AIB/FISA RECERTIFICATION SEMINAR 

PLACE: MARRIOTT KANSAS CITY AIRPORT 

  KANSAS CITY, MO 

CONTACT: PAUL LAUGHLIN 

 913.782.6399 

FEE: YES 

 

 

ONGOING 

CATEGORY: 3a – ORNAMENTAL & TURF 

CEU’S: 4 

CATEGORY: 10 - DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S:  4 

SPONSOR: UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA 

TOPIC: PRINCIPLES OF TURFGRASS MANAGEMENT 

PLACE: CORRESPONDENCE COURSE 

CONTACT: PHYLISS BREWER 

  706.542.6692 

FEE: YES 

 

 

ONGOING 

CATEGORY: 3a – ORNAMENTAL & TURF 

CEU’S: 2 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 1 
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CATEGORY: 7b - STRUCTURAL 

CEU’S:  1 

CATEGORY: 10 - DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S:  6 

CATEGORY: ALL CATEGORIES 

CEU’S: 2 

SPONSOR: CHRYSALIS EDUCATION & CONSULTING 

TOPIC: 0&T, GENERAL PEST & STRUCTURAL 

PLACE: HOLIDAY INN 

CONTACT: 3101 N. DALLAS PKW 

  PLANO, TX  

  DENNIS MALONEY 

  806.468.8583 

FEE: YES 

 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: VARIOUS 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: UNIVAR 

TOPIC: VARIOUS 

PLACE: WWW.PESTWEB.COM 

CONTACT: JEFF SMITH 

  916.371.7602 

FEE: NO 

 

 

ONGOING 

CATEGORY: 3a – ORNAMENTAL & TURF 

CEU’S: 1 

CATEGORY: 8 – PUBLIC HEALTH 

CEU’S: 1 

CATEGORY: 10 - DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S:  1 

SPONSOR: UNIVAR 

TOPIC: A QUIET TICKING 

PLACE: WWW.PESTWEB.COM  

CONTACT: JEFF SMITH 

  JEFF.SMITH@UNIVARUSA.COM 

FEE: NO 

 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 3a – ORNAMENTAL & TURF 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: UNIVAR 

TOPIC: WEED CONTROL – THE HERBICIDES #604 

PLACE: WWW.PESTWEB.COM 

CONTACT: JEFF SMITH 

  916.371.7602 

FEE: NO 
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ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: UNIVAR 

TOPIC: GOING GREEN & ORGANIC #207 

PLACE: WWW.PESTWEB.COM 

CONTACT: JEFF SMITH 

  916.371.7602 

FEE: NO 

 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 7a – GENERAL PEST 

CEU’S: 3 

CATEGORY: 7b - STRUCTURAL 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: WHITMIRE MICRO-GEN 

TOPIC: PRESCRIPTION TREATMENT UNIVERSITY  

PLACE: WHITMIRE WEB SITE 

CONTACT: JODI WILSON 

  880.777.8570 

FEE: YES 

 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: VARIOUS 

CEU’S: VARIOUS 

SPONSOR: PEST NETWORK 

TOPIC: VARIOUS  

PLACE: PESTNETWORK.COM 

CONTACT: MEL YELL 

  512.626.1645 CELL 

FEE: YES 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 1a – AGRICULTURAL PLANT 

CEU’S: 1 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: Pest Network 

TOPIC: GREENBUG MANAGEMENT 

PLACE: WWW.PESTNETWORK.COM 

CONTACT: CHARLES COLE 

  979.732.0501 

FEE: YES 
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ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 1a – AGRICULTURAL PLANT 

CEU’S: 1 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: SOUTHWEST FARM PRESS 

TOPIC: WEED RESISTANCE MANAGEMENT IN COTTON 

PLACE: INTERNET – WWW.SOUTHWESTFARMPRESS.COM  

CONTACT: CHERYL OGLE 

  559.322.6558 

FEE: NO 

 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 1a – AGRICLTURAL PLANT 

CEU’S: 1 

CATEGORY: 10 – DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: SOUTHWEST FARM PRESS 

TOPIC: SPRAY DRIFT MANAGEMENT 

PLACE: WWW.SOUTHWESTFARMPRESS.COM  

CONTACT: HARRY CLINE 

  512.288.8288 

FEE: YES 

 

 

ELECTRONIC PROGRAMS 

CATEGORY: 1 – ALL CATEGORIESANT 

CEU’S: 1 

SPONSOR: GREEN APPLICATOR 

TOPIC: GENERAL PESTICIDE INFORMATION 

PLACE: WWW.GREENAPPLICATOR.COM 
CONTACT: TOM GRAUS 

  307.203.2736 

FEE: YES 
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