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EPA PROPOSES TO WITHDRAW 

SULFURYL FLUORIDE 

TOLERANCES 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has re-

evaluated the current science on fluoride and is 

taking steps to begin a phased-down withdrawal of 

the pesticide sulfuryl fluoride, a pesticide that 

breaks down into fluoride and is commonly used in 

food storage and processing facilities. Sulfuryl 

fluoride is currently registered for the control of 

insect pests in stored grains, dried fruits, tree nuts, 

coffee and cocoa beans, and for use in food 

handling and processing facilities. Although 

sulfuryl fluoride residues in food contribute only a 

very small portion of total exposure to fluoride, 

when combined with other fluoride exposure 

pathways, including drinking water and toothpaste, 

EPA has concluded that the tolerance (legal residue 

limits on food) no longer meets the safety standard 

under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 

(FFDCA) and the tolerances for sulfuryl fluoride 

should be withdrawn. 

Sulfuryl fluoride is an important replacement for 

several post-harvest uses of the stratospheric ozone-

depleting pesticide, methyl bromide. Methyl 

bromide has been phased-out in developed countries 

under the Montreal Protocol, and many industries 

that previously relied on methyl bromide to control 

insect pests in stored and processed food 

commodities and in food processing and handling 

facilities now depend on sulfuryl fluoride. Since 

sulfuryl fluoride is an important alternative to the 

ozone depleting pesticide methyl bromide, EPA is 

proposing to phase out uses of sulfuryl fluoride over 

a period of three years. EPA will work with users of 

sulfuryl fluoride to identify potential alternatives. 

OPP’s Assessment for Sulfuryl Fluoride and its 

Breakdown Product, Fluoride 

OPP completed its updated assessment of the risks 

of sulfuryl fluoride, focusing on the risks of 

fluoride. OPP‟s assessment is consistent with and 
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relies heavily on the peer-reviewed Fluoride Dose 

Response and Relative Source Contribution 

documents developed by EPA‟s Office of Water 

(OW). 

In their review of fluoride in drinking water 

released March 2006, the National Research 

Council (NRC) of the National Academies of 

Science (NAS) recommended that EPA update its 

fluoride risk assessment to include new data on 

health risks and better estimates of total exposure. 

To address these recommendations, EPA‟s Office 

of Water has completed new assessments that 

consider health effects data on skeletal and dental 

fluorosis and also update exposure estimates to 

reflect current conditions. OPP has built upon the 

work of OW by updating its human health risk 

assessment for sulfuryl fluoride based on the new 

OW dose-response and relative source contribution 

documents and using the more sensitive health 

endpoint of severe dental fluorosis, as 

recommended by the NRC. 

OPP‟s revised sulfuryl fluoride human health risk 

assessment shows that aggregate fluoride exposure 

is too high for certain identifiable subpopulations in 

the United States, in particular children under the 

age of 7 who live in areas with higher fluoride 

concentrations in drinking water resulting from 

natural background sources. OPP stresses that the 

assessment does NOT indicate that the majority of 

the U.S. population is receiving excessive exposure 

to fluoride. Furthermore, fluoride exposure for a 

particular individual can only be determined based 

on that individual‟s particular set of circumstances 

such as where they live, how much water they 

drink, and how much toothpaste they may swallow 

when brushing their teeth.  

Both OW‟s dose response analysis and OPP‟s risk 

assessment evaluate the ability of fluoride to cause 

“severe dental fluorosis.” Dental fluorosis in the 

United States appears mostly in the very mild or 

mild form – as barely visible lacy white markings or 

spots on the enamel. The severe form of dental 

fluorosis, with staining and pitting of the tooth 

surface, is rare in the United States. Severe dental 

fluorosis is rare in the U.S. National surveys have 

found too few cases to provide an accurate estimate 

other than it is <1% for people between ages 6 and 

49 

Most people in the United States are not exposed to 

unsafe levels of fluoride. However, aggregate 

fluoride exposure for infants and children under the 

age of 7 years old, where drinking water contains 

high levels of natural fluoride, exceeds the level that 

can cause severe dental fluorosis. Sulfuryl fluoride 

contributes only a small amount to their overall 

exposure. Thus, EPA‟s OPP finds that the sulfuryl 

fluoride tolerances do not meet the FFDCA safety 

standard. 

Sulfuryl Fluoride Background 

Sulfuryl fluoride is a fumigant that was initially 

registered in 1959 for control of termites in wood 

structures. In 2004 and 2005, EPA registered 

sulfuryl fluoride for control of insect pests in 

harvested and processed foods such as cereal grains, 

dried fruits, tree nuts, cocoa beans, coffee beans, 

and also in food handling and processing facilities. 

Because sulfuryl fluoride breaks down to form 

fluoride when it is applied and can leave fluoride 

residues on treated food, EPA established maximum 

allowable residue limits (know as tolerances) in 

2004 for fluoride on the food commodities 

approved for treatment with sulfuryl fluoride. 

Under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 

(FFDCA), EPA is allowed to establish and retain in 

effect tolerances for pesticide residues only if 

“aggregate exposure,” (i.e., exposures from food 

and other non-occupational sources such as drinking 

water and dental products), to major identifiable 
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subpopulations is “safe.” FFDCA defines “safe” as 

“a reasonable certainty of no harm.”  

In 2004, the Fluoride Action Network (FAN) filed 

an objection to the sulfuryl fluoride tolerances and 

requested a hearing. FAN‟s objections rest on their 

belief that fluoride exposure is not safe under the 

FFDCA. EPA‟s Office of Pesticide Programs (OPP) 

has updated its assessment of the risks of sulfuryl 

fluoride as part of its response to the FAN 

objections. To ensure transparency in this action, 

EPA is making the proposed order responding to the 

Fluoride Action Network‟s objections, the draft 

assessment, and the draft impact assessments 

available for a 90-day public comment period. The 

documents are available in docket number EPA-

HQ-OPP-2005-0174. (EPA) 

 

 
OSU PSEP TEST HELP SESSION 
 

The OSU Pesticide Safety Education Program will 

hold the next test help April 20
th

 in Tulsa at the 

Tulsa County Extension Center. 

  

This testing session will focus on information 

covered in the core/service tech test and Category 

3A Ornamental & Turf. OSU PSEP will also 

answer any questions over these tests during this 

session. 

 

Cost of registration is $30 if received by April 15
th

.  

Registration will increase to $50 after by April 15
th

 

or on site (if space available). ODAFF Testing fees 

are not included in the registration fee and must 

be paid separately. Register online at the Pesticide 

Safety Education Program (PSEP) website at 

http://pested.okstate.edu/practical.htm.  Registration 

forms can also be downloaded from the website.  

 

Registration will start at 8:45 and the program will 

run from 9:00 am to 12:30 pm. Testing will begin at 

1:30 pm.  

NO CEU‟s will be given for this program! 

BAYER CROPSCIENCE TO 

CLOSE CARBAMATE UNITS 

Bayer CropScience is closing certain manufacturing 

facilities dedicated to carbamate chemistries in 

Institute, WV, and is shutting down its Woodbine, 

GA, formulation facility. As a result of these 

changes at both sites, there will be a total reduction 

of approximately 300 positions within two years. 

“The decision was based on a number of factors, 

with both strategic and economic considerations. It 

is fully in line with our global strategy to focus on 

delivering innovative solutions to modern 

agriculture and replacing older compounds in our 

portfolio, including WHO Class I products,” said 

Achim Noack, Member of the Board of 

Management of Bayer CropScience. 

In recent years, the carbamate family has been 

largely substituted by newer products, prompting a 

review of the company‟s carbamates business 

strategy. Following the August 2010 agreement 

with the U.S. EPA to phase out Temik brand 

insecticide/nematicide, the production of certain 

carbamates is no longer economically viable for 

Bayer CropScience. 

“Temik has been the cornerstone of our carbamate 

manufacturing strategy,” said Chris Evans, Senior 

Vice President of Industrial Operations in North 

America for Bayer CropScience. “The decisions to 

exit Temik and to discontinue our Methomyl and 

Carbofuran production, made it impossible to 

maintain competitive operations at parts of our 

Institute site and at the formulation unit at 

Woodbine.” 

Products affected by this decision include Aldicarb 

(the active ingredient in Temik brand 

insecticide/nematicide) and Carbaryl (the active 

ingredient in Sevin brand insecticide), as well as 

certain intermediate materials associated with their 

production. 

The respective production operations, including 

methyl isocyanate (MIC), will be phased out over 

the next 18 months, to allow for an orderly market 

http://www.regulations.gov/#!searchResults;a=EPA;rpp=10;so=DESC;sb=postedDate;po=0;s=EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0174
http://www.regulations.gov/#!searchResults;a=EPA;rpp=10;so=DESC;sb=postedDate;po=0;s=EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0174
http://pested.okstate.edu/practical.htm
http://www.press.bayercropscience.com/
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exit and honor the company‟s commitment to 

growers. 

Following a complete overhaul and technical 

modification of the MIC plant at Institute, the 

company intends to complete its planned startup of 

the unit over the next few weeks to ensure 

continued safe operations during the remaining 

production period. The unit will then be shut down 

and de-commissioned in mid 2012. 

Bayer CropScience plans to continue supplying its 

customers with Temik in the US and other markets 

worldwide until the end of 2014, after which sales 

of the compound will be ceased. The company 

intends to continue marketing Sevin based on active 

ingredient supplies from alternate sources. 

Larvin brand Thiodicarb insecticide will continue to 

be produced at the Institute Industrial Park and 

Bayer CropScience will continue to provide 

services and support to other site tenants. 

The closure of part of the Institute site and the shut-

down of Woodbine will result in one-time-costs of 

approximately EUR 200 million (approximately 

$275 million), which are primarily accounted for by 

de-commissioning costs. The one-time-cost and 

workforce reduction are part of the global 

restructuring announcement by the Bayer Group, 

published on November 18, 2010. 

“This decision was not an easy one,” said Evans. 

“For many years, the Institute and Woodbine sites 

have provided good jobs within our communities 

and important products for agriculture. Although 

this change is necessary, we recognize the impact it 

will have on our employees and will act responsibly 

to support them during this transition.” 

Bayer CropScience will be working closely with the 

governmental and regulatory bodies involved in this 

process going forward. (Croplife 

http://www.croplife.com/news/?storyid=3136) 

USDA ANNOUNCES DECISION 

TO FULLY DEREGULATE 

ROUNDUP READY ALFALFA  

 

WASHINGTON, Jan. 27, 2011 “The U.S. 

Department of Agriculture's Animal and Plant 

Health Inspection Service (APHIS) today 

announced its decision to grant non-regulated status 

for alfalfa that has been genetically engineered to be 

resistant to the herbicide commercially known as 

Roundup.  

"After conducting a thorough and transparent 

examination of alfalfa through a multi-alternative 

environmental impact statement (EIS) and several 

public comment opportunities, APHIS has 

determined that Roundup Ready alfalfa is as safe as 

traditionally bred alfalfa," Agriculture Secretary 

Tom Vilsack said. "All of the alfalfa production 

stakeholders involved in this issue have stressed 

their willingness to work together to find solutions. 

We greatly appreciate and value the work they've 

done so far and will continue to provide support to 

the wide variety of sectors that make American 

agriculture successful."  

After releasing a final EIS in December 2010, 

USDA took another step to ensure that this issue 

received the broadest examination before making its 

final decision. USDA brought together a diverse 

group of stakeholders to discuss feasible strategies 

for coexistence between genetically engineered 

(GE), organic and other non-GE stakeholders. The 

stakeholders helped to identify areas of consensus; 

issues where the group disagreed and opportunities 

for further dialogue exist; and areas where USDA 

could â€“ or should â€“ play an important and 

helpful role.  

In response to the request for support from its 

stakeholders, USDA is taking a number of steps, 

including:  

 Reestablishing two important USDA advisory 

committees - Advisory Committee on 
Biotechnology and 21st Century Agriculture, and 
the National Genetic Resources Advisory 
Committee. These two committees will tackle a 
broad range of issues, from ensuring the 
availability of high quality seed, to helping ensure 
that growers have access to the best tools 

available to support their production choices, to 
whether risk management and indemnification 
options can play a role; 

http://www.croplife.com/news/?storyid=3136
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 Conducting research into areas such as ensuring 

the genetic integrity, production and preservation 
of alfalfa seeds entrusted to the germplasm 
system;  

 Refining and extending current models of gene 

flow in alfalfa; 

 Requesting proposals through the Small Business 
Innovation Research program to improve handling 
of forage seeds and detection of transgenes in 
alfalfa seeds and hay; and, 

 Providing voluntary, third-party audits and 
verification of industry-led stewardship initiatives.  

More information on these areas of support USDA 

will provide outside of the regulatory arena is 

available online .  

APHIS' deregulation of Roundup ready alfalfa will 

become effective upon publication of the Agency's 

determination of nonregulated status in the Federal 

Register. USDA's Record of Decision on RR alfalfa 

is available to the public at 

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/  

 

 

 

NEW JERSEY ISSUES PENALTY 

FOR IMPROPER BED BUG 

SPRAYING  

An $860,000 penalty was imposed today by the 

Department of Environmental Protection on TVF 

Pest Control of Newark for misapplication of 

hazardous pesticides in residences to control 

bedbugs, Commissioner Bob Martin announced.  

 

The DEP is seeking permanent revocation of TVF's 

pesticide business license and revocation of 

individual applicator licenses for the company's 

responsible pesticide applicator Javier Godoy and 

company owner Josimar Ferreira. The DEP also has 

charged TVF $10,625 for the cost of DEP chemical 

sampling in this matter, and levied a $10,000 

penalty against TVF corporate officer Marta Braga 

for an applicator licensing violation. 

 

"This is an issue of public health and welfare,'' said 

Commissioner Martin. "Bedbug infestation is a 

growing problem in New Jersey and across the 

nation. The DEP is sending a strong and clear 

message in this case that when companies put 

residents at risk by intentionally misusing pesticides 

in dealing with bedbugs they will be dealt with 

severely.'' 

 

TVF and its pesticide applicators may continue to 

operate pending the outcome of an administrative 

hearing provided a request for a hearing is filed 

with DEP within 35 days. 

 

An investigation by the DEP in 2010 revealed that 

TVF Pest Control used chemicals not appropriate 

for indoor use in at least 50 residences and 

apartments, mostly in Essex, Hudson and Union 

counties, between January and June, 2010 in 

spraying for bedbugs.  

 

That investigation found that Malathion and 

Carbaryl were sprayed inside homes and 

apartments. In addition, TVF falsified documents to 

omit a record of their use of these pesticides for 

bedbug control. 

 

"We want pest control companies and individuals to 

address the bedbug problem in a safe, responsible 

manner,'' said Commissioner Martin. "They should 

use only registered pesticides and employing smart, 

approved housekeeping practices and non-pesticide 

techniques to control the troubling insects.''  

 

Neither Malathion nor Carbaryl are approved for 

indoor use. Symptoms of exposure to these 

pesticides, which are readily absorbed through the 

skin, can include headaches, nausea and dizziness, 

muscle twitching and vomiting.  

 

State residents have the right to obtain notification 

information from companies to identify chemicals 

used to control pests in their residences, said Wolf 

Skacel, DEP Assistant Commissioner for 

Compliance and Enforcement. 

 

"The DEP urges residents to arm themselves with 

information about pesticides used in their homes,'' 

said Skacel. "Also, we are cautioning that pesticides 

can only be used in strict accordance with the 

product label. Persistent bedbug problems 

sometimes prompt companies or desperate residents 

to use substances that can create hazardous 

http://www.usda.gov/documents/USDAContinuedDialogueConstructiveCoexistence.pdf
http://www.aphis.usda.gov/
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situations, leading to potential health problems that 

are far more serious than bedbug bites." 

 

For assistance is choosing an indoor pesticide, 

check with the New Jersey Cooperative Extension 

Service office in your county at 

http://njaes.rutgers.edu/county .  Information on 

licensed pest control professionals in New Jersey is 

available at 

http://www.nj.gov/dep/enforcement/pcp/bpo-

busappl.htm .  

 

An investigation of TVF began last June after the 

DEP was alerted by Massachusetts officials that the 

company was the subject of a federal 

Environmental Protection Agency probe in that 

state regarding indoor use of pesticides to combat 

bedbugs. It was learned that residences particularly 

in Newark, and also Elizabeth, Jersey City, 

Harrison, Kearny, Perth Amboy and Linden, South 

River and Avenel were improperly treated by TVF. 

 

An administrative order was issued by DEP in July 

directing TVF to immediately cease all applications 

using the two chemicals and to clean up affected 

residences. TVF cleaned up 40 of the 50 residences, 

said Skacel. The company could not gain entry to 

10 of the remaining residences, so DEP advised the 

owners on recommended cleaning techniques. 

 

The public is advised to contact local or state health 

officials or the DEP if TVF has applied a liquid 

spray to control bedbugs in your residence prior to 

July, 2010, and no one has contacted you about 

proper cleaning. If you have questions, call the DEP 

at (609) 984-6513, or Spanish-speaking persons 

should call (609) 984-6914.   

 

Eliminating bed bugs can be difficult but not 

impossible if done properly, according to DEP 

experts. Hiring a New Jersey licensed pest control 

professional can increase the likelihood of speeding 

up success in eliminating bed bugs. The alternative 

is a do it yourself approach. 

 

Pesticides alone, however, may not solve your bed 

bug problems. Eradicating the bugs requires an 

Integrated Pest Management approach that can 

include a variety of removal methods, including 

vacuuming, use of intense heat or extreme cold, and 

monitoring for the presence of bedbugs to prevent 

invasions. Dogs that are trained to detect bedbugs 

by sense of smell are becoming a more common 

tool to determine if bedbugs are present and the 

extent of an infestation. ( State of New Jersey 

Dept of Environmental Protection) 

 

DOW AGROSCIENCES 

RESPONDS TO EPA'S 

PROPOSED PHASE OUT OF 

SULFURYL FLOURIDE 

Dow AgroSciences is disappointed with EPA's 

announcement of a proposal for a multi-year phase 

out of food tolerances for sulfuryl fluoride, a 

material important to the sustainability of the U.S. 

food supply. EPA's proposed action offers no 

meaningful public health or environmental benefits 

and would actually detract from U.S. public health 

goals. 

EPA has said that it will open a 90-day public 

comment period for stakeholder input on its 

proposal and will not take final action until it has 

evaluated stakeholder response. (The comment 

period will commence upon publication of the 

proposal in the Federal Register.) 

Sulfuryl fluoride protects the U.S. food supply from 

contamination by pests such as rats, moths and 

cockroaches. Sulfuryl fluoride is also the sole 

practical alternative for food processing and storage 

facilities to another product recently phased out due 

to concerns about safeguarding the earthâ€™s 

protective ozone layer. 

"Consistent with our commitment to U.S. 

agriculture, Dow AgroSciences is working with 

government and affected agricultural stakeholders 

toward a resolution of this issue that addresses the 

public's need for a safe, affordable and sustainable 

food supply," said Stan Howell, vice president, 

North America Dow AgroSciences. 

EPA has acknowledged that its proposal is in 

response to a petition and threat of legal action by 

http://njaes.rutgers.edu/county
http://www.nj.gov/dep/enforcement/pcp/bpo-busappl.htm
http://www.nj.gov/dep/enforcement/pcp/bpo-busappl.htm
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activists. EPA has stated in its January 10 

announcement that its proposal is intended to 

address concerns about aggregate exposure to 

fluoride â€“ a material intentionally added to 

drinking water by public and private water systems 

to prevent cavities. EPA acknowledges that the use 

of sulfuryl fluoride to protect the food supply results 

in only "a tiny fraction" of overall fluoride 

exposure. 

EPA has also noted in its January 10 announcement 

that its proposal reflects the Agency's interpretation 

of certain provisions in the 15-year-old Food 

Quality Protection Act (FQPA). 

"The Food Quality Protection Act is intended to 

protect the food supply," Howell added. "If 

implemented, EPA's proposal would actually 

threaten food quality protection. Surely, we can find 

a better policy solution for agriculture and public 

health." 

Dow AgroSciences LLC, based in Indianapolis, 

Indiana, USA, is a top-tier agricultural company 

providing innovative agrochemical and 

biotechnology solutions globally. The company, a 

wholly owned subsidiary of The Dow Chemical 

Company, has sales of $4.5 billion. Learn more at 

www.dowagro.com. 

SOURCE: Dow AgroSciences. 

STUDY: WHEAT RESISTANCE 

GENES FAILING 

Many of the genes that allow wheat to ward off 

Hessian flies are no longer effective in the 

southeastern United States, and care should be taken 

to ensure that resistance genes that so far haven't 

been utilized in commercial wheat lines are used 

prudently, according to U.S. Department of 

Agriculture and Purdue University scientists. 

An analysis of wheat lines carrying resistance genes 

from dozens of locations throughout the Southeast 

showed that some give little or no resistance to the 

Hessian fly, a major pest of wheat that can cause 

millions of dollars in damage to wheat crops each 

year. Others, even those considered the most 

effective, are allowing wheat to become susceptible 

to the fly larvae, which feed on and kill the plants. 

Wheat resistance genes recognize avirulent Hessian 

flies and activate a defense response that kills the 

fly larvae attacking the plant. However, this leads to 

strains of the fly that can overcome resistant wheat, 

much like insects becoming resistant to pesticides. 

"The number of genes available to protect wheat is 

limited. There really aren't that many," said Richard 

Shukle, a research scientist with the USDA 

Agricultural Research Service Crop Production and 

Pest Control Research Unit and Purdue adjunct 

associate professor of entomology. "In the 

Southeast, having multiple generations of Hessian 

fly each year enhances the ability of these flies to 

overcome wheat's resistance." 

Sue Cambron, a USDA Agricultural Research 

Service research support scientist, received Hessian 

flies from 20 locations in Alabama, Georgia, North 

Carolina, South Carolina and Louisiana and used 

them to infest 21 varieties of wheat that each 

contained different resistance genes, most of which 

have been deployed in commercial wheat, and a few 

that haven't yet. While the study did not include all 

of the 33 named resistance genes, it did show that 

only five of the 21 genes evaluated would provide 

effective resistance to flies in the Southeast, and 

none was effective in all the Southeast locations.  

 

"Even some of the newer genes that haven't been 

deployed in cultivars weren't too effective," 

Cambron said. 

That's because flies have likely interacted with, and 

adapted to, those genes already, said Brandi 

Schemerhorn, a USDA-ARS entomologist and 

Purdue assistant professor of entomology. She said 

it's possible that some of the genes were introduced 

to flies unintentionally in plots where wheat 

cultivars with those genes were being tested for 

suitability to Southeast climates. The resistance 

genes also could have come from other plants, such 

as rye, and the flies may already have started to 

overcome those genes. 
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Schemerhorn said she suspects a certain number of 

flies in any population have the ability to overcome 

any wheat resistance gene, which defends against 

the flies' ability to feed on the plant and starves the 

insect larvae. When a resistance gene kills off some 

of the flies, the survivors breed and eventually 

establish a population that renders the gene 

ineffective. 

"We're creating a system in which the fly is 

becoming more virulent," Schemerhorn said. "What 

we have to do is slow down that adaptation or 

virulence." 

Shukle and Schemerhorn suggest stacking genes in 

a wheat cultivar. There are only a few genes that 

haven't been deployed, and they believe combining 

two of those would be the best option. 

"With a small number of identified resistance genes, 

we can't afford to release wheat lines with only one 

resistance gene," Shukle said. "If you deploy two 

different resistance genes, it's unlikely that a 

population of flies could overcome both of them." 

Schemerhorn is working to combine two of the 

unreleased genes for testing with Hessian fly 

populations. 

The USDA funded the research. Shukle, 

Schemerhorn and Cambron collaborated with David 

Buntin, a University of Georgia professor of 

entomology; Randy Weisz, a North Carolina State 

associate professor of crop science and small grains 

specialist; Kathy Flanders, an Auburn University 

associate professor of entomology; and Jeff 

Holland, a Purdue associate professor of 

entomology. Their findings were published in the 

Journal of Economic Entomology. (Crop Life 

http://www.croplife.com/news/?storyid=3152) 

 

EPA FACES PESTICIDES, 

ENDANGERED SPECIES 

LAWSUIT 
 

Environmental conservation groups filed a lawsuit 

Thursday accusing the Environmental Protection 

Agency of lax pesticide regulations that caused the 

poisonings of over 200 endangered and threatened 

species. 

The Center for Biological Diversity and Pesticide 

Action Network North America said in the filing 

that the EPA has failed to consult officials with the 

Fish and Wildlife service regarding pesticide use. 

 “For decades, the EPA has turned a blind eye to the 

disastrous effects pesticides can have on some of 

America‟s rarest species,” said Jeff Miller, 

conservation advocate for the Center for Biological 

Diversity, according to the San Francisco Chronicle. 

“This lawsuit is intended to force the EPA to follow 

the law and ensure that harmful chemicals are not 

sprayed in endangered species habitats.” 

The litigation claims that the pesticides pose a 

critical threat to 214 species around the country that 

need protection, including the California condor. 

 

Plaintiffs also named the western snowy plover, 

northern spotted owl, San Joaquin kit fox, giant 

garter snake, light-footed clapper rail, California 

tiger salamander and several Northern California 

butterflies, rats, snakes, fish, rodents and insect 

species as vulnerable to lead poisoning and other 

chemicals in pesticides. 

The EPA currently performs a number of tests on 

pesticides but rarely discusses findings with the 

Fish and Wildlife Association. 

“The ecological risk assessment does not consider 

the cumulative or synergistic effects posed by 

multiple pesticides on wildlife or the environment, 

nor does it address delayed effects of pesticides, 

referred to as „lag effects,”„ the suit filed in San 

Francisco federal court alleges. 

“Since 1993, there have been only a few completed 

consultations with the (Fish and Wildlife) Service 

regarding pesticide impacts to listed species, other 

than those imposed by court orders,” it added. 

http://www.croplife.com/news/?storyid=3152
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18,000 pesticides are registered with the EPA for 

approved use in the United States. (EcoWorld 

http://www.ecoworld.com/animals/epa-faces-

pesticides-endangered-species-lawsuit.html) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In-State CEU Meetings 
 

 

Date:  February 18th, 2011  

Title:  Southeastern Oklahoma Turf & Landscape 

Seminar  

Location: Johnston County OSU Extension 

Office/Fairgrounds at Tishomingo 

Contact:  Sharyne at 580-371-9533 
http://www.turf.okstate.edu/uploaded_files/Turfgrass-

Landscape%20flyer.5.pdf. 
Course #:  

CEU's:     Category(s):   

7        3a  

7        10  

1        5  

1        7a  

2        7b  

 
Date:  March 2, 2011  

Title:  Target Specialty Products 41
st
 Pest 

Management Conference & Expo 

Location: Clarion Hotel Broken Arrow 

Contact:  Kelly Sheffield (800)-522-9701 

Course #:  

CEU's:     Category(s):   

4       10 
2       7A 

2        7B 

2         All 

 

Date:  March 2, 2011  

Title:  OKVMA 

Location: Clarion Convention Center Oklahoma 

City 

Contact:  Kathy Markham  (918)-256-9302 

Course #:  

CEU's:     Category(s):   

5      6 

5       10 
3       Aerial 

2        3A 

1         5 

1      8 

 

 

 

 

http://www.ecoworld.com/animals/epa-faces-pesticides-endangered-species-lawsuit.html
http://www.ecoworld.com/animals/epa-faces-pesticides-endangered-species-lawsuit.html
http://www.turf.okstate.edu/uploaded_files/Turfgrass-Landscape%20flyer.5.pdf
http://www.turf.okstate.edu/uploaded_files/Turfgrass-Landscape%20flyer.5.pdf
http://www.turf.okstate.edu/uploaded_files/Turfgrass-Landscape%20flyer.5.pdf
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ODAFF Approved Online CEU 

Course Links 
 

Wood Destroying Organism Inspection Course 
www.nachi.org/wdocourse.htm 
 

CTN Educational Services Inc 

http://www.ctnedu.com/oklahoma_applicator.html 

 
Pest Network 

http://www.pestnetwork.com/ 

 
Univar USA 

http://www.pestweb.com/ 

 
Southwest Farm Press Spray Drift Mgmt 

http://www.pentonag.com/nationalsdm 

 

SW Farm Press Weed Resistance Mgmt in Cotton 

http://www.pentonag.com/CottonWRM 

 

 

Western Farm Press ABC’s of MRLs 

http://www.pentonag.com/mrl 

 

Western Farm Press Biopesticides Effective Use in Pest 

Management Programs 

http://www.pentonag.com/biopesticides 

 

Western Farm Press Principles & Efficient Chemigation 

http://www.pentonag.com/Valmont 

 

 

For more information and an updated list of 

CEU meetings, click on this link: 
http://www.state.ok.us/~okag/cps-ceuhome.htm 

 

 

ODAFF Test Information 
 

Pesticide applicator test sessions dates and locations 

for February/March 2011 are as follows: 

 

February  March 

7 OKC  1 Goodwell 

9 Lawton  7 OKC 

10 Tulsa  10 Tulsa 

17 Enid  16 Hobart 

22 OKC  22 McAlester 

24 Tulsa  23 OKC 

   24 Tulsa 

 

Altus:   Western OK State College 

    2801 N Main, Room A23 

 

Enid:   Garfield County Extension Office,  

    316 E. Oxford. 

 

Goodwell:  Okla. Panhandle Research &  

    Extension Center, Rt. 1 Box 86M 

 

Hobart:  Kiowa County Extension Center  

    Courthouse Annex, 302 N. Lincoln 

 

Lawton:  Great Plains Coliseum, Annex Rm. 

    920 S. Sheridan Road. 

 

McAlester: Kiamichi Tech Center on  

    Highway 270 W of HWY 69 

 

OKC:   Oklahoma County Extension Office, 

     930 N. Portland. 

 

Tulsa:   NE Campus of Tulsa Community 

    College, (Apache & Harvard) 

    Large Auditorium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Pesticide Safety 
Education Program 

http://www.nachi.org/wdocourse.htm
http://www.ctnedu.com/oklahoma_applicator.html
http://www.pestnetwork.com/
http://www.pestweb.com/
http://www.pentonag.com/nationalsdm
http://www.pentonag.com/CottonWRM
http://www.pentonag.com/mrl
http://www.pentonag.com/biopesticides
http://www.pentonag.com/Valmont
http://www.state.ok.us/~okag/cps-ceuhome.htm
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