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 NEWSLETTER RENEWAL  
If you have not already done so it is time to renew 

your subscription to the Pesticide Reports 

newsletter. To do so, complete the instructions at 

the end of this edition. Either e-mail or mail your 

renewal to us. If you do not respond we will have to 

drop you from the mailing list.  

  

OSU Extension personnel do not have to renew. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

OSU PSEP TEST HELP SESSION 
 

The OSU Pesticide Safety Education Program will 

its next test help session January 31
st
 in Tulsa. The 

meetings will be held at the Tulsa County Extension 

Center at 4116 E 15
th

 St.   

 

This testing session will focus on information 

covered in the core/service tech test. OSU PSEP 

will also answer any questions over other category 

tests during this session. 

 

Cost of registration is $30 if received by January 

24
th

.  Registration will increase to $50 after by 

January 24
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. More dates have been scheduled for 

Oklahoma City and Tulsa for 2012 please check the 

website or watch the newsletter for future dates. 

The next test help will be February 6
th

 in Oklahoma 

City at the Oklahoma County Extension Center. 

 

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! 
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JANUARY 2012 PRATICAL   
The first Practical for 2012 has been scheduled for 

Category 7A General Pest for January 24
th

 in 

Stillwater. The first scheduled Practical for 

Categories 7B Structural and 7C Fumigation will be 

held in March.  The complete 2012 practical 

schedule can be found at 

http://pested.okstate.edu/practical.htm. (PSEP) 

 

RECERTIFICATION 

CATEGORIES FOR 2012 
Categories 1b Agricultural Animal (5 CEUs 

required) , 2 Forest (5 CEUs required), 8 Public 

Health (15 CEUs required), and Service Technician 

must recertify by December 31, 2012. Current 

Service Technicians cannot get CEU’s and must re-

test this fall to recertify. (PSEP) 

 

UNINTENDED EFFECTS FROM 

2,4-D TOLERANCE 

  
 

Plants that seem tolerant to some herbicides may 

not be entirely unaffected by them, researchers from 

Purdue University in West Lafayette, Ind., have 

found.  

Results from a recently published study show that 

an unintended target of the synthetic auxin 

herbicide, 2,4-D, is the protein that modulates 

endogenous auxin (indole acetic acid - IAA) levels 

in plants. The protein, ABCB4, is the key 

component of the "fine tuning" mechanism that 

coordinates plant root growth. The protein is 

expressed on the surface of root hairs, where it acts 

as a bi-way transporter, shunting auxin into and out 

of cells. 

The herbicide 2,4-D is effective against 

dicotyledonous plants, but does not affect 

monocotyledonous grasses, which are able to 

inactivate it. The researchers have found that 2,4-D 

"switches" ABCB4 into intake-only mode. The 

consequent increased cellular auxin levels result in 

shorter root hairs.  

The researchers caution the need to be aware of the 

effects of 2,4-D on non-target crops. Application 

techniques that limit 2,4-D entry into soils are 

important to ensure that production with genetically 

modified 2,4-D-tolerant crop plants does not require 

additional fertilizer and/or water inputs, they point 

out.  

Genetically modified 2,4-D-tolerant soybeans and 

corn have been developed by Dow AgroSciences, 

which has applied for USDA deregulation. The 

company has made several patent applications to 

the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office covering 

aryloxyalkanoate herbicide-tolerant plants.  

Details of the study have been published in The 

Plant Journal. (Pesticide & Chemical Policy, 

December 9 2011, Volume: 40 Issue: 01) 

 

 Study: Atrazine Aids Environment 

University of Wisconsin-Madison economist Paul 

D. Mitchell, Ph.D., found the use of atrazine helps 

farmers reduce aggregate soil erosion by up to 85 

million tons per year — enough to fill more than 3 

million dump trucks. 

 

Mitchell will present the findings of his paper, 

"Estimating soil erosion and fuel use changes and 

their monetary values with AGSIM: A case study 

for triazine herbicides," Jan. 10 at the Wisconsin 

Crop Management Conference in Madison, WI. 

 

The study's other key findings include: 

 Atrazine and sister triazine herbicides, 

simazine and propazine, benefit U.S. society 

by up to $350 million in soil erosion costs 

per year. 

 By encouraging conservation tillage and no-

till farming, atrazine and the other triazines 

reduce soil erosion, decrease fuel use and 

improve water quality. 

 Increased farmer adoption of conservation 

tillage and related practices, made possible 

in part by popular herbicides such as 

atrazine, led to a 43-percent decrease in soil 

http://pested.okstate.edu/practical.htm
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erosion from U.S. farmland over the past 

three decades. 

 Because atrazine increases corn and 

sorghum yields, farmers use less land for 

crops. This allows as many as 875,000 acres 

to remain in the Conservation Reserve 

Program, where it generates environmental 

benefits for everyone, including wildlife 

habitat and reduced soil erosion. 

 Mitchell also will discuss a second paper he 

authored, "Economic assessment of the 

benefits of chloro-s-triazine herbicides to 

U.S. corn, sorghum, and sugar cane 

producers." This study demonstrates that 

atrazine and chloro-s-triazines simazine and 

propazine benefit U.S. corn, sorghum and 

sugar cane farmers up to $3.3 billion in 

value annually. 

"We are just beginning to understand the full 

environmental economic impact atrazine has on the 

agriculture industry and global food markets in this 

new agricultural economy," said Mitchell. "Atrazine 

effectively controls weeds and significantly 

increases corn, sorghum, and sugar cane yields. But 

it also supports conservation tillage and no-till 

farming, which are critical to protecting the 

environment and providing food and clean water to 

our world's population." 

 

Findings from the two studies show atrazine and its 

sister triazines generate a $4.4 billion consumer 

surplus annually. Combining the consumer surplus 

estimates with the soil erosion benefits, atrazine's 

value to the U.S. economy totals up to $4.8 billion, 

with most of these benefits going directly to 

consumers. 

 

Mitchell, an associate professor in the Department 

of Agricultural and Applied Economics at the 

University of Wisconsin-Madison, grew up on his 

family's farm in Iowa and received his doctorate 

from Iowa State University. Before joining 

University of Wisconsin-Madison, he was an 

assistant professor in the Department of 

Agricultural Economics at Texas A&M University. 

His current research and outreach programs focus 

on the farm-level economics of crop production, 

emphasizing pest management, risk management 

and specialty crop economics. 

 

Syngenta, the principal registrant for atrazine, 

provided resources and support for Mitchell's 

research. His papers are part of a broad assessment 

by Syngenta to examine the value of atrazine in 

today's agricultural economy. Other papers include: 

 "A biological analysis of the use and 

benefits of chloro-s-triazine herbicides in 

U.S. corn and sorghum production," David 

C. Bridges, Ph.D. 

 "The importance of atrazine in the integrated 

management of herbicide-resistance weeds," 

Micheal D. K. Owen, Ph.D. 

 "Efficacy of best management practices for 

reducing runoff of chloro-s-triazine 

herbicides to surface water: A review," 

Richard S. Fawcett, Ph.D. 

(Crop Life January 9, 2012 

http://www.croplife.com/article/24635/study-

atrazine-aids-environment) 

 

ARKANSAS SUPREME COURT 

UPHOLDS VERDICT FOR RICE 

FARMERS 

 The Arkansas Supreme Court last week upheld a 

$48 million award to rice farmers in Lonoke County 

who had sued Bayer CropScience for damages 

caused by contamination of their crops by Bayer's 

LibertyLink 601 unapproved transgenic rice variety 

in 2006. 

USDA announced in August 2006 that Bayer's 

experimental LL 601 rice variety was discovered in 

the conventional long-grain rice supply, causing 

rice growers in Arkansas and adjacent states to lose 

valuable markets in Europe and elsewhere. More 

than 400 lawsuits representing 11,000 plaintiffs 

were filed within weeks. 

A jury last year awarded the Lonoke County 

farmers $5.9 million in actual damages and $42 

http://www.croplife.com/article/24635/study-atrazine-aids-environment
http://www.croplife.com/article/24635/study-atrazine-aids-environment
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million in punitive damages, which Bayer called 

"incomprehensible." 

In a unanimous 24-page opinion issued Dec. 8, the 

Arkansas Supreme Court acknowledged that 

Amendment 26 to the state's constitution gives the 

legislature the power to enact measures to prescribe 

the amount of compensation to be paid employees 

for injury or death. However, the Supreme Court 

agreed with the Lonoke County Circuit Court that a 

cap on punitive damages, as set by the state's 2003 

Civil Justice Reform Act, is unconstitutional under 

Amendment 26 because it "limits the amount of 

recovery outside the employment relationship," 

Associate Justice Courtney Goodson says in the 

Supreme Court's opinion. 

The legislature passed the law after a jury awarded 

a $78 million judgment against a nursing home in a 

resident's death. The Arkansas Supreme Court 

reduced the award to $26 million in May 2003. The 

law limits punitive damage awards to $250,000 or 

three times the amount of compensatory damages, 

with a maximum award of $1 million, according to 

the Arkansas News Bureau. 

In the ruling, Justice Goodson wrote that the cap, 

"limits the amount of recovery outside the 

employment relationship," while the Arkansas 

constitution only allows limits on compensation 

paid by employers to employees. 

Bayer considering its options 

Bayer CropScience says in a Dec. 8 statement that it 

is disappointed with the Supreme Court's decision 

and is considering its options. Bayer argued that the 

Lonoke County circuit court had erred last year on 

various matters of law, including the determination 

that Arkansas state law limiting punitive damages is 

unconstitutional and that state law precluding 

economic damages for business losses didn't apply 

in this case. 

The 14 Lonoke County rice farmers aren't part of 

the $750 million settlement announced by Bayer in 

July, with a claims deadline of Nov. 21. In cases 

where Bayer CropScience hasn't reached a 

settlement agreement, the company says it will 

continue the appeals process. (Pesticide & Chemical 

Policy, December 16 2011, Volume: 40 Issue: 02) 

 

 

ROACHES TAKE OVER HOME 
ON TLC'S 'HOARDING: BURIED 
ALIVE' 
 
 On the Dec. 28 episode of TLC's "Hoarding: 

Buried Alive," viewers met Sherry, a woman who's 

coped with depression and the loss of her mother by 

not coping with the growing mess in her own home. 

It's driven her husband out of the house and 

provided the perfect environment for a slew of 

creepy crawly tenants.. 

The insects were, in fact, skittering across surfaces 

throughout the house. An open can of food in the 

kitchen alone was filled three inches deep with 

roaches. Even the refrigerator, or what one 

exterminator called "an incubator," was packed with 

them. 

And as it turned out, unbeknownst to Sherry, 

roaches weren't her only pest problem. Hidden 

beneath trash on her kitchen floor, exterminators 

found a nest of black widow spiders. 

"I'm really concerned about the safety of you and 

your kids in that house," a psychologist warned 

Sherry after the spider discovery. "This is a really 

disturbing environment. It's not safe." (PCT January 

2, 2012 http://www.pctonline.com/TLC-hoarding-

tv-program.aspx?List_id=31) 

 

 

 

 

http://www.pctonline.com/TLC-hoarding-tv-program.aspx?List_id=31
http://www.pctonline.com/TLC-hoarding-tv-program.aspx?List_id=31
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STATES ADOPTING VARYING 

APPROACHES TO CLEAN 

WATER ACT PESTICIDE 

PERMITS 

States are adopting varying approaches to Clean 

Water Act pesticide permits, heightening concerns 

among farmers and other affected stakeholders that 

the diversity of rules will further complicate their 

understanding of application requirements. 

In April 2009, when the 6th Circuit Court of 

Appeals vacated an EPA rule that would have kept 

regulation of aquatic pesticides under FIFRA, the 

agency began the process of writing a General 

Permit under the Clean Water Act's National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 

program. EPA's permit applies in six states, the 

remaining 44 have been delegated their own 

NPDES permitting authority. Some of those 44 

states used the General Permit as their blueprint, 

while others wrote permits based on state laws or 

regulations already in place for pesticides applied to 

water, and still others are trying to keep NPDES 

permitting to a minimum.  

But industry stakeholders remain exceedingly wary 

of any permitting requirement. 

"No matter how you look at it, this is going to be a 

train wreck," says Don Parrish, senior director of 

regulatory relations at the American Farm Bureau 

Federation. Parrish tells Pesticide & Chemical 

Policy most states "are pretty much just 

regurgitating what EPA has done and only applying 

permits to pesticides that are applied directly over 

water, or intended to be used in water." However, 

he says other states, such as Louisiana and South 

Carolina, are "including routine agricultural-type 

operations in their permits as well, and that's a little 

troubling." 

He believes some of the latter states came to the 

conclusion it would not be "a big deal" if 

agricultural activities were covered. "We're working 

with states and trying to make them understand 

where the liabilities are," Parrish says. 

Lower thresholds 

But Parrish notes other states have approved higher 

thresholds for permit coverage than those in EPA's 

General Permit, with the goal of minimizing the 

number of permits.  

One of those states is Arkansas. It sets an annual 

treatment threshold for mosquitoes and other flying 

insects - below which permits are not required - of 

6,400 acres, ten times that of EPA's General Permit. 

Without the higher threshold, "we would potentially 

have 17,000 people applying for this General 

Permit," Arkansas Department of Environmental 

Quality Water Division Permits Director John 

Bailey tells P&CP. "In the Water Division right 

now, our permit universe is about 7,000 permits … 

I just don't have the staff to be able to write that 

many permits." Bailey said their reasoning was that 

no waters in the state are impaired as a result of 

pesticide application and if that changes, the 

threshold would be the first thing addressed.  

He says he would have preferred to follow the same 

route as Louisiana, whose regulations "were 

adapted more for not having to get the permits than 

ours," and will attempt to do so if more permit 

requirements are implemented by EPA in the future. 

In a press release, the Louisiana Department of 

Environmental Quality says its permit "incorporates 

existing pesticide control measures, which are 

currently being managed by the Louisiana 

Department of Agriculture and Forestry." This 

means no applicators will need to submit a Notice 

of Intent, because those requirements are already 

covered through the LDAF's certification and 

licensing process. 

70 permits in Florida 

Another state with less extensive permitting 

requirements than EPA is Florida. In an a e-mailed 

response, Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection spokeswoman Dee Ann Miller tells 

P&CP only about 70 local government agencies, 

the majority of which are mosquito control districts, 

will require permits. Miller says, "DEP crafted a 
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permit that provides automatic permit coverage 

without the need to submit permit application or 

permit fees for all pest control businesses and 

private citizens (approximately 18,000 statewide) 

who apply smaller amounts of pesticide to surface 

waters." 

Florida's Generic Permit identifies specific 

government and government-authorized entities as 

operators required to submit Notices of Intent. They 

are authorized to discharge pesticides into surface 

waters upon receipt of the DEP coverage letter. All 

other entities are authorized to discharge 

"immediately."  

EPA spokeswoman Enesta Jones says a cursory 

review by EPA has found "states have issued 

permits with different conditions than EPA's 

general permit in many instances." 

While Jones notes that "EPA is not obligated to 

approve or even comment on those permits," 

Alexandra Dunn, executive director of the 

Association of Clean Water Administrators, tells 

P&CP she does not believe EPA has had any 

problems with any state program.  

"The states try to mirror the federal program, and 

then of course they will tailor the program to 

something that they had implemented, or something 

that made sense for them," Dunn says. Among the 

variances, she says, are their approaches to 

implementing the Endangered Species Act. Dunn 

says, "Their permits will say things such as, 'Should 

this have an effect on an endangered or threatened 

species, we'll take the following steps,' and those 

steps may be different from state to state, but all 

states will have some sort of provision about 

endangered species." 

CropLife America spokeswoman Mary Emma 

Young tells P&CP by email that some state laws 

require inclusion of all federal ESA requirements in 

their implementation of any federal law. "Further, 

some states have already decided to include some or 

all of [the National Marine Fisheries Service's] 

proposed Reasonable and Prudent Alternative 

(RPA) into their state permits," she says. "CLA 

believes that it is crucial that any potential 

ambiguities are answered prior to full permit 

implementation in January." 

Already on the books 

Several states already had regulations addressing 

pesticide discharges into water, including 

Washington, which developed NPDES permits in 

response to the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals' 2001 

ruling in Headwaters v Talent Irrigation District. 

The court found the district's adherence to FIFRA 

labels did not preclude its obligation to obtain an 

NPDES permit. 

Because their permits were already more stringent 

than EPA's General Permit, all Washington added 

was EPA's requirement for a pesticide discharge 

management plan to its aquatic plants and algae 

management permit. 

Kathy Hamel, aquatic plant specialist for the 

Washington State Department of Ecology, says the 

department has eight separate aquatic pesticide 

permits, requires applicators to post and notify the 

public of spraying, and maintains lower thresholds 

for coverage than EPA. "We say anybody that is 

going to use an aquatic pesticide needs to get 

coverage under the permit, so they have to file a 

Notice of Intent with us," she says. "We do have a 

few areas where we feel that the uses are kind of de 

minimis and we don't really want them to have to 

get coverage, but they're pretty restrictive compared 

to EPA permits." 

California has also had an NPDES program in place 

since the Talent ruling. California Water Resources 

Board public information office Kathie Smith tells 

P&CP via e-mail that California has no threshold 

for coverage under the permit. "Anyone applying 

pesticides at, near, or over water must get permit 

coverage before applying," she says. The state also 

requires a Pesticide Application Plan in addition to 

a Notice of Intent, and requires chemical and 

physical monitoring as well as the visual monitoring 

required in the EPA General Permit of those 

applicators required to submit NOIs." 
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Side by Side Systems 

Other states, like New York with its Article 15, 

already had state laws on the books requiring 

aquatic pesticide application permits prior to the 

NPDES requirement, and intend to keep the state 

requirements. 

Martin Williams, a New York Department of 

Environmental Conservation pesticide control 

specialist, says Article 15 requires a permit for the 

discharge of pesticides into any body of water more 

than an acre in size. The agency decided against 

seeking a repeal of Article 15 and was unable to tie 

it into the NPDES permits, so applicators covered 

under the requirements will have to seek both. 

Williams tells P&CP their NPDES permit is 

patterned after EPA's General Permit. "Our existing 

Article 15 permittees are already collecting a lot of 

the similar information and documenting that in 

how they draw up their [state] permit applications, 

so we're just making the analogy that if you're 

already collecting that kind of information, then 

we'd accept that as equivalent to NPDES 

requirements," he says.  

Jeff Brauer, environmental engineer with the 

Wisconsin Dept of Natural Resources, says the 

state's aquatic pesticide permits have been in place 

for twenty years. "I would say that our permit just 

layers on the Integrated Pest Management concept 

from the federal permit," he tells P&CP. "I found it 

somewhat confusing the way [EPA] described it, 

and we worked with our aquatic plant application to 

have the permit specify the management practices 

that made sense for their operations." 

Wisconsin also used its existing state thresholds in 

the NPDES permit, which are stricter than EPA's. 

After January 1, 2013, treatment operations 

affecting greater than 20 acres or 20 shoreline linear 

miles of waters of the state in a calendar year will 

be required to document the integrated pest 

management decisions for each pest treatment 

project, and submit an annual monitoring report. 

EPA only requires annual reports of "large entities" 

as defined by the Small Business Administration, or 

those that serve populations of greater than 10,000. 

Variations in state permitting requirements can 

cause difficulties for potential permittees. At a 

meeting this week of the Association of American 

Pesticide Control Officials' State FIFRA Issues 

Research and Evaluation Group (SFIREG), some 

participants suggested SFIREG consider working 

with EPA regional water and pesticide personnel, 

who would be familiar with the variations in the 

states they serve. (Pesticide & Chemical Policy, 

December 9 2011, Volume: 40 Issue: 01) 
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In-State CEU Meetings 
 

Date:  January 11, 2012  

Title:  Professional Applicator Training  

Location:  Autry Career Tech Enid OK 

Contact:  Melanie Mayhall 580-233-9516 

Course #: pending 

CEU's:     Category(s):   

6      1A, 10 

 

Date:  January 16-18, 2012  

Title:  Oklahoma Agricultural Aviation 

Associations Annual Meeting 

Location:  Biltmore Hotel Oklahoma City 

Contact:  Sandy Wells (405)-341-3548 

Course #: OK-12-006 

CEU's:     Category(s):   

6     Aerial, 1A, 10 

 

Date:  January 24-25, 2012  

Title:  10
th

 Annual Oklahoma Arkansas Turfgrass 

Short Course 

Location: OK Botanical Garden Education Center 

 Oklahoma State University Stillwater OK 

Contact:  Dennis Martin (405)-744-5419 

Course #: Ok-11-036 

CEU's:     Category(s):   

6      3A, 10 

 
Date:  January 27, 2012  

Title:  Ewing Spring CEU Class 

Cost $40 

Location: OSU OKC 

Contact:  Jeff Gazaway (405)-431-8316 

Course #: pending 

CEU's:     Category(s):   

6      3A, 10 

 
Date:  January 26, 2012  

Title: High Plains Grain Elevator Workshop 

Cost $40 

Location: Amarillo TX 

Contact:  Texas Agrilife Extension Ronda Fisher 

(806)-677-5600 

Course #: pending 

CEU's:     Category(s):   

3      7c, 10 

 

 

Date:  March 7, 2012  

Title:  OKVMA 

Location: Magnuson (Formerly the Clarion) 

Convention Center Oklahoma City 

Contact:  Kathy Markham  (918)-256-9302 

Course #:  

CEU's:     Category(s):   

4      6 

4       10 
1       Aerial 

1         5 

1      8 

 

 

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 

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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ODAFF Test Information 
 

Pesticide applicator test sessions dates and locations 

for January/February 2012 are as follows: 

 

January   February 

9 McAlester  8 Lawton 

9 OKC  9 Tulsa 

12 Tulsa  13 OKC 

26 Tulsa  16 Enid 

30 OKC  23 Tulsa 

   27 OKC 

 

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 
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RENEWAL FORM TO REMAIN ON OR BE ADDED TO 

PESTICIDE REPORT’s MAILING LIST 

 

PLEASE PRINT - THANK YOU!  

 

Name_____________________________________________ 

 

Company/Business Name_____________________________________________ 

 

Address___________________________________________ 

  

City____________________ State______ Zip Code_____   

 

E-Mail____________________________________________  

 

Please send to:   Charles Luper or Kevin Shelton 

      Pesticide Safety Education Program  

127 NRC  

Oklahoma State University  

Stillwater, OK 74078-3033  

 

or E-mail us at: Sharon.hillock@okstate.edu.  Please type Pesticide Report in the subject box.  

 

If this is not returned your name will be removed from the Pesticide Report’s mailing list.  

 
Oklahoma State University EXTENSION personnel ARE NOT TO RETURN this form. 
 

 

mailto:Sharon.hillock@okstate.edu

