001

FOTA/PA

42 FAX 7036055104

1nu o7

10714704

Filels

[l

1=
o
-
i




[d1 002

FOIA/PA

o0 FAA 7TUa00D0104

1y uy{

1V 153/ ua

LEL

.

‘:.:iﬂ g

o not =

=i

) E}*

LI

0

o]

15




doos

FOTA/PA

4 FAX 7036055104

1HU 07

1u/14/04

The o

185

V]

Sl=taly
e

[

s

Bt

oI

o

o

The

o not ncluds




[dooa

FOTA/PA

FAaA 70506055104

JQ

inu vy

11U/ 1a/,U0q

ob T

(el

T




714704 1hU 07:486 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA doos

nrnan, Dire

Tnntliﬁ’ﬁnitfﬂﬂ

Cox, Staff molentls
'ttﬁgt@rﬁ%ﬁe Etves To Pesti
(R

Frelb e
i Y

92&[ ﬂ. ui =] ,‘

b charm




[doo6

FOTA/PA

FAX 7040055104

40

nu vy

1ds1asUa

LY Doy
EFi FR2W O




[doo7

FOTA/PA

FAX 7036055104

37

THU 07

1014704

o a1
0w

N
it

W

I

St |

e

IR
[t~

i

Wilit il

il

.

Dty e

RN

-1

W

[T

£y

g

haed




@008

FOTA/PA

38 FAX 7036055104

THU 07

1014704

ich

el

Johrson Feb




g oog

FOIA/PA

39 FAX 7036055104

THU 07

10/14/04

=i

00

i1

QLT

an

il

=]

HRYEHEN

Ry

r

&

=y

MGLS

L]
[l

A had

e

cGaddl

-

3t

s

o

Tx

¢

ot

1

174

i

ra

i .
oL 2
[ [
bz ]

-

DL

e 1

=iaells

|

-

it

reported |

a5
=
niure

5 I tLre
2

S Infarmation v




do10

FOTA/PA

40 FAX 7036055104

THU 07

1014704

:‘:\

t’.

=

:

SIENINC

L

7

T

s

il
P

A

ST

1ot

1.
i

| diet

aliar

i

=

1

Ao

=k

Hurmain

i

=itts




10/14/04 THU 07:41 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do11

"

tha

ey

DWITRY
i

concentrations,

S 0f Plt

[

izl

W_zy’?

an impla

oy b

' d'\_a JL\_' _f




do12

FOTA/PA

FAX 7036055104

42

07

THU

10714704

aeria

1

4
iy

i

e




10/14/04 THU 07:43 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA 4013

o, il was de
ides {refuls

e IO

Alguid B ins
WL dropie
o of d:""

stalement on pecticr

1 the Sil

|'w v



A 014

FOTA/PA

44 FAX 7036055104

07:

THU

10/14/04

et |

Tan

2 Nio-

[

R

=t
Lt

e
i)

A

E
(

&
=L

-

Lrci




1014704 THU 07:45 FAX 7036055104

E=1ay ‘Hé’k“If&n o

FOoth

i o
WL

T

et
oy an

Compa

FOTA/PA

ment

= 1r

-
pua ]

4015




do16

FOTA/PA

THU 07

1014704

46 FAX 7036055104

i

o

sy
R

1
WK

A

a
i

i

Cart




o017

FOTA/PA

46 FAX 7036055104

THU 07

1014704

£

;
i

M=

J

b

it

i

C.f_'n

"Murag

il

e
)




4018

FOTA/PA

FAX 7036055104

47

THU 07

1014704




do19

FOTA/PA

4¢ FAA 7036005104

1y Oy

1714704

p=




do2o

FOTA/PA

48 FAX 7036055104

1HU 07

1u/14/04




[do21

FOTA/PA

44 FAA 7036005104

1y Oy

1714704

e

the
ey

)
A=

F
1
i
-

A3
-

.-
!

T

in

[y
ol

.

FEH

i,
L

=

ok Fih Bl

e

L
L

and

1]

e e T

'
1
i
i

L'_V
IS N o]



do22

FOTA/PA

50 FAX 7036055104

THU 07

1014704




714704 1hU 07:01 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do23

ﬁDEh ADHD;

: ;n EE;Air 3 n T WL

'=(u,.s Dﬁ{ ""f' r
tﬂ* Factsneot’ 'ttf:s{_l@ ?&




[do2a

FOTA/PA

2 FAA 70360505104

1y Oy

1714704

[

th-

ot

SwWIng the

S

chromatid =




1014704 THU 07:53 FAX 7036055104

FOTA/PA do2z5

Thr -

CAttormey
eling ies

S

AR

-l

J\I{D[F L‘r_‘hHU'C:G'

Lsalm‘.@: T,h-;j r

Vi
I

‘ﬂj“
nane ,i“llr[[:h Tals

l rial, Moy,

CArhuck !-E'
ion in an Ot




[ 026

FOTA/PA

24 FAX 7036055104

1nu o7

10714704

or

A

=t

LR

a2t

S I
v

a0 e
= i
% =

P =
] jos

&

aarm

)

' F

=l

i

i




V714704 1hU 07:05 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do27

O e on 'i‘ (== Tn [ |p¢ =it

%hat we ma @y prove to ¥ou OJF f‘ian‘f‘ ‘hat even the fbove ex wnq;;e £
reprea&ntarxiy a fraction of the mdppendent studies rumiai’*

c;‘"gr{}mc ':a.;m::t\; whan }fﬂu =:ia,7se’= none' or uﬁiik_;%‘f.
e fergture search of 4 :arrn '
Wup-q for submirtal
Thiz IJF-‘G'::WN‘%(:J'J
*‘. and mutagen

ted com lﬁiﬁ*

no 4ot

{inauhs

the cuzily

e OIC
gens since 15

fritdees ‘r?.u!wrtfq
i aun“ i 1;3!11‘ of ir—-H

iLon

*emdlr :atf wqesfng L—‘,4~ )

the highest quality
i which :

5 i paLr axpe:”fmen;s; studies had Feei
ihey ignared(as i ypical chronic e
1oy af the dose T f i

nave IF-e?; ans ﬂ}
200 mgikg body w

desth rqrr“up-s W N and Viinthe é-ﬂth dq“ e
i the 16, 20th, and 42hd day affer g i CRNOST Emnt anim qtu of CHCUD W ‘8'.11%5‘:: b "'35_ :
survival, Accélerated growih of the tumcﬂ* was noted in the ﬂnrmals exvposed 1o the herbicide for the

s th




1vslas0a  THU Dy iob FAA 7036055104 FOTA/PA dozs

iy

N
i

Ixler=]
L

YoLE
ed, cocaming < : me
andths M Please srandge for public nodce and comment

CET oL

ged-Dohk
- thal we SUrmenz

MUEE W

2 sy Elerms

byphoma in &

[k,

s

ARl
— et
ig=tg

X

p

‘;)k‘

)
=

(P for frend = 0.08

HETTISN




10714704 THU 07:57 FAX 7036055104

=nplies
souipment Althot

WP, Bilar A, B
for ‘Ef:n!‘r‘ﬁu :(J

ntana A, Ficoos
sy Nerbiddes:
“The authors
g data on o
schE owhio iy

s rznﬁﬁla*

eton and ine

- Sl 3;\!em¢m¢cﬁ t’-

oooitEn 1‘“

y Softtiss

FOTA/PA

bLI[ 1 wt w ith 'hs— Jr’ﬂ}‘aer Ivs

q, boih i this study 5
ngs s ymiphoma o

[ncider
sty

:_3
o and watsr

Du”. i
Thzy foum

kin's lyrnphicma
= The

sartnent of Onoobog

: nd, when unb
1 wm ?\;HL “‘:'_ 27

Ty u’:’ﬂtu = Tl
s lymphorns
O - '_l'l)dg

ey

@d O (T
Cj Number of

HEE and exposurs o chemiogl 5t

g 029




714704 1hU 07:08 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA doso

Swsl) WHN 30 qne el SSISIEY
Hind eﬁ?ﬂ( £ W Heh -_a“i mﬁ-‘d m._u
i N n the rigk for this byoe

=T

WD oy

A ({‘;F{ - =Y -2e EE TR C!Ihiuf’
taTI |J athans i, '._r:‘ifb-:u
o fhvatiag

‘ A nd o sidnin
¢ For MHL, whe g persona history of

exitcides

]

;i@'\ﬁ,,-:ﬂqp a
ot The

mphoma




1014704 THU 08:00 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do31

Environ ‘—Iealté 1Hsd Feb
mrﬂq R gﬁ=‘;r|wL,L¢§[1| jals RS DROVINGSS

15 hyrr :;_:‘n-amit
Pubbded - &

TS LD b»— iy esticgats

=]
A e v
non-Hodgkit

nthe

Kt pho I

7 ek refl
iU
who o

oo of
pﬁf”;[""—“ b=l
w MEDLINE]

I

nd bgnoring e quslity Sl

STLC

2 A-dicnioraphenoyya

e DOad

In 2 Iy SUpD genicly 10 pets in o



04 1hU 06:01 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA dos2

[[:Hu

r\;q_

b=t

13 rT;-i’,f}"afo-“
TED &T 250

and Minne

Ao (OF) 12

aréﬁrﬁ




10714704 THU 08:02 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA 033

e of spning and duram w
'n‘ Wirter wh iﬂ this

. larj@r;,. {ru\ut& ki

sl biaddear and b

. : ; ; ! e TED £
m.l belmsﬁ’ thc ant o wi unty. There

ri women, brain and eukemia in bot;ﬂ Ty - and all oz

and wheat ; _re-age i count

waEn Arne ;
mb—rr aticnal / a’ﬂh; \J
Wv::E I <erf—‘r o

= 10 \Jrl'Ji‘th‘ RS
drs F‘ of gkirt GEN i i3tk ortakty ragio |

o herh

(IRl o

N AND OTHER NG

i CANTER

= of this un-rznslat
PSSl It Y TOC»

klinken, Regionziukhuset

ronic oy Biudy done fof reqis ras
admingiered in rabbits’ drinking water, the it fofe 4-Dioausad ar ino i the i SF o i

m th ioo many chromesomegand o of the b
4-0) Animatl Boienoes 2954-51

IBTED N POSITIVE RESLLTEMUT

;a ;rﬂ[ 1‘1; nr’wy =1

-'-»f,tq e a

'—n{’—rl‘\-""‘ ac = Doy : GFAF and -

Sy ede

CHYTOERC

 Miadm

!
Nt after we

: gﬁfﬂr’}u =k
jenuctel aitd it hippocampus
= hetwean neuronal r:‘"xdﬂ;jﬁ

rw that o-HT neulfons




1014704 THU 08:03 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do3s

o4

aS’Erﬁgiir’aai“ {2y 2001 E
Fewwords:

evier Soiencs Inc. All righis

"aeaf},e [HDY, and non-Hedgkir's lvmphema (MHL) in
‘15‘@ confidence interval [0, 0.9, 2.8). Ealative risk
and Iﬁn—"r'f . Men exposed o herbicides mors than
COEL 219 1 .u) relativie to nonfarmers. Frequent ugsrs who mixad or
SR 27 S for l‘\hL :D{f}::b{; &5 wers assoddtad with uss of phenoxyacets
F\Jc‘:i[her = asfror'atr—ﬁ with pesticids asure. Thiz study
1 fanm herbicide use, espedially phenoxyacstic
cide manufacturers and Yistnarm veterans linking

THAN A CHANGE H THE TITLE OF THE MAN RES MS TABLE]

= or chlorophanols,

s¥posUre 1o phenoxyacshc ackls were described
urs te chiorophenols was also included n this
i AHJF- wimately Sfoid increase in the risk for
if xﬁ‘ﬁed h“ *} et o0 \mpound o by

Ietals ar"m’:atﬁﬂ
:u for MEDLIME]

LNy o

S sl

noTEET Aug ; g i Swediahi |
Pubkded - inde or ME |

[ Tal =i
aols @

enols were
hrrphoma

rilbznon

TRESS




10/14/04

stg=tHate

Wlth :;!J.ﬂ [ @‘;{DCH,L,

THU 08:04 FAX 7036055104

< chigron

SATHE RESULTEMNHEL

i -"u’a"

Tt “‘(1 twi K“"
siausitie thet th

atio 5

FOTA/PA

[do3s

5e

Fubbied - in

1 nwashigan

Al e i e e .
rmLhMHll’i St :hnL{L

ed, fo msiey

WO l‘r":‘a.‘."’ﬁwi 24

S

Femica] w
e
: fr-:m t?'\c



1014704 THU 08:06 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do36

M2l &l

2 yith

Dy

Tt wms It

L HWTie

e Ercoimas
ot

o8 inter

Y ICreass

h& tots

n-ras is achyaied

@ ymphoma Toxi

¥ wWas 1o deferming
ant lvimphon
tron and

aimins whathor rass : Paigntslgat
wth oy otolo )
ol

o e ericdal




10/14/04 THU 08:07 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA do37

i tei’ﬂ] VS 0T s

=1 !-:ils'““i
Tog-iu

i‘) ¢t'n

=l ]

anm‘;% -v:—r o
w,qnur =t =hort

Elzevier rﬁew,@ o Al

el a it f—

wee fonmod

!l‘_) Fashite

ettt

e animals ; of ok i fife | feiled o teat for) =i sphacive haw poorly 2
everlthuLuh i

CEITIWVE BESULTEMUT

Jul. Sistsr

Soy B Environm

i brc-ac:

; mbyos)
erit i bcth 2 pwnmeﬂfuf
=, sithouoh somewhzt more
i studies




10/14/04 THU 08:08 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA [doas

e 1
tachior svaitsd

el e i
pbbard A

[ggitwie;

o

1

147

=5 QN0




10/14/04 THU 08:09 FAX 7036055104 FOIA/PA ] 039
. \

avaiof

T GULCHre]

z of differsnt charmicals, \tn & organaf
raetiin, 2.4-0

i C}ur s F’ Kaova

anovsl ge it

‘E»L?-E’ 7

m_;rm tm: s
des aff@f:tsw gl

""1"'?‘: Wy

O ﬂi”;m W ot

UtE 5 L

: _‘“ﬂﬂo‘—fyfw
-"’-:;J‘Edzﬂ chro
cators wh

nined. The o

nasim m" =
estic

M }utei

:[ai festnst

15 of thess

; rJ‘!H.,,'M[h‘-:
ated afec
i frequenoy

I r:.-:é,‘mr zhf*n”f &
which | Eppea
sretation of the dats [Ref

the iim

.i.ﬂta_' 0w 1907 'Effect of the herbicide 5
cArirk ng wWaer, the sodium sait of 2.4-0 caused o i
tn mumpl chromosoms sote |

DiM'POEMVEREBULT

G

AN CARC

el e gl

68—

Maw-Jur hor
“,’.“*.F"[]f‘ Ja= TV

i o

de P

OpfiEnoy 3oeh
ob 2 d- d\lif“i_lfz_!

Y} Cetv(mmp @-’--’hether
oy ozl of mi

msweil gsteao

UL"‘* ﬁf[ T

g injeied v ;n




10/14/04 THU 08:11 FAX 7036055104 FOTA/PA g1 040

—jmet,
i J L

Al 'Hﬂl?:ruh'mﬂﬁk! :
e hv‘ol
3 mt 2 mbhe

ghg'.,ﬂ..‘ed ggr, & 5 e efdorophena
i 11 werth
?Tip [ Yies

hi”lf‘l'
=T ue=tni s

of chramosomes

3 cuftured human
imted i;a’mp’mﬂﬂes Hart
by berrations,

S L 2O v, s ity stittied phonoy

i ddifferent t




10/14/04 THU 08:12 FAX 7036055104

“h-'-“

ot s i

=Y I;u_]{' ;

K

conoetrahio

Y i

g T

o ,
TATEDL

FOIA/PA glal

nerbicice b

S Te
[EAR ]

s CHTn erjv

e m)

P

oy CIOnally o tesl In Wil
]N!, (=] J‘ o=t

[

o ohror




10/14/04

THU 08:13 FAX 7036055104

FOIA/PA

sticaod (MOFA)
pe fipsicemic

And ur»-:r'hm‘i !
& Ervvron

5055

\‘HJL\,

sure varisd fron

IMEAN Wa g
dired




Qi) V2

10/14/04 THU 08:14 FAX 7036055104 FOIA/PA

CER MECHAF

aimost rﬂtﬂt ;

navin

1

wrneroial 2 =D formuiahion o cherie

bar of ¥ 4- it
o e'f’r[ui'a‘[Pd [

e =

RN Langl=|

caad herhbicds erpos

UECTE: BEvaluste pe

A an [,ilCd!OFbl pr.,, {alaty E ; uaandlsmr:sim
UNe IS REL ST ‘& A~ ooncertration, an e

VA it BT 200 Plow & Rty onc : and protiteration n

henayyacetc aod 0 W ¢

e aTa .+
- (IR :
Jaﬂdumer CANCS'S NEs s : {1 terotivcieus (M maatruruuo reen

& and mitedc indices

Lction D Tel
o by (71006

= tlmﬂ'e fole

f

it

=



10/14/04 THU 08:16 FAX 7036055104 FOIA/PA LARVE 24

al

ph ﬂy[.a-
ial damages

pod

e dUJJEtIUUu,

“t:—,ff fror‘ﬂ ’[ﬁ"

arol 1 pHioep! ;ohp iel ratic, and 5
sscence. Onthe other :'land, bbb

M”f? ’%f’fd i

al ibsule *h 1 in rats and
TiJ -’lt.ul Pathn
1 ‘jw{"f"‘ acfing hioth

ohand dit

tedin
e deferTine
interacton with
Additionsdy, £

1 Dinosah I
,déi‘lwq'r’




10/14/04 THU 08:17 FAX 7036055104 FOIA/PA Laf Vaad

n "L“IE‘ tl'lﬁ”\ FaTs

forrmuiatiang

afc @i (2

’dv
iing. The ind
0wttt the oat

, Hardy WA,
i wivo as ':E'JS ‘::
; .i‘u\fiC!'EN C?T




10/14/04 THU 08:18 FAX 7036055104 FOIA/PA LARVE Y

'-] l', [ =

ﬂ;r(,z:("etu S]_,

e,

ued of & vraEte gt

S0 W Ao

W

wL‘



10/14/04 THU 08:20 FAX 7036055104 FOIA/PA L V52 4

wlarminod [u JF'.‘B

i

pfmﬁﬁ'ur &

2
5

i
fate aoyin

Y
] MERF
g L—iﬂti pr:\f1 SR EJ‘(':i' }'\\'—"%‘3




US D A United States Forest Washington 1400 Independence Avenue, SW

===z Department of Service Office Washington, DC 20250
] A ’
griculture

File Code: 2150
Date: May 21, 2007

Mr. Tony Tweedale

The Alliance for the Wild Rockies
Post Office Box 8731

Missoula, MT 59807

Dear Mr. Tweedale:

This letter provides our determination in response to your Request for Correction filed under the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Information Quality Guidelines (IQG) and
Data Quality Act (DQA) (Pub. L. No. 106-554- § 515). You sought correction of information in
1) Table 3.5.3, Comparison of Harmful Chronic Effects of Herbicides Proposed for Controlling
Weeds on the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest, which is in the Beaverhead-Deerlodge
National Forest Noxious Weed Control Final Environmental Impact Statement of May 2002; 2)
Table 4-7, Comparison of Herbicide Toxicity, which is in the Bitterroot National Forest Noxious
Weed Treatment Project Final Environmental Impact Statement (March 2003); and 3) Table 4-5,
Comparison of Harmful Chronic Effects of Herbicides Proposed for Controlling Weeds on the
Salmon-Challis National Forest, which is in the Salmon-Challis National Forest Noxious Weed
Management Program Final Environmental Impact Statement (September 2003).

In particular, you contend that the data in the cited charts does not meet the USDA Data Quality
standards because the information relied upon does not meet the objectivity criterion. You
contend that the information is not objective because 1) it relies only upon unpublished pesticide
registration data submitted by pesticide manufacturers to the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA); 2) the registration data produced by pesticide manufacturers are biased; and 3) the
information in the cited charts does not address the impact of the uncertainties associated with
drift, mixtures, and low or infrequent exposure.

With respect to the first point, it is important to note that the process the Forest Service (FS) has
used in generating its risk assessments has evolved over time. Specifically, prior to 2000, FS
risk assessments were based only upon the open published literature. It is only since 2000, that
FS has gained access to the toxicological and chemical data submitted to the EPA in support of
registration and re-registration of pesticide active ingredients and formulated products including
additive ingredients. These data are now included along with published data in our risk
assessments, as appropriate for forest uses of the active ingredients and formulated products.
The charts at issue, though published in 2002 and 2003, were compiled from risk assessments
prepared prior to 2000, thus the data contained in the charts at issue predate FS access to EPA’s
pesticide database, and thus were drawn from published sources only.

The process that was used to generate the charts at issue is described in this paragraph. Between

the years 1995 and 2000, the Forest Service contracted the production of health and ecological
pesticide and other chemical risk assessments in support of its National Environmental Policy

& *
Caring for the Land and Serving People Printed on Recycled Paper "a



Mr. Tony Tweedale 7

Act (NEPA)-mandated activities to Syracuse Environmental Research Associates, Inc. (SERA).
The assessments during this period relied primarily on the relevant, available data in the open,
peer-reviewed published literature, as well as other open literature sources such as government
reviews and reports (EPA, NIEHS, NIOSH, CDC, and the World Health Organization). These
published studies were identified by a comprehensive literature search strategy that examined all
major and relevant bibliographic databases addressing the chemistry and toxicology of pesticides
and related substances, as well as numerous secondary sources. The retrieved abstracts and
citations were and are extensively reviewed for relevance to the forestry use patterns of the
subject chemical to be assessed. Additionally, FS risk assessments incorporate an extensive
system of quality assurance and quality control (QA/QC). This includes strict adherence with
risk assessment methodology recommended by the National Academy of Sciences, and
assurance of product quality by a FS QA/QC team and external reviewers.

With respect to your second point, although the charts in question relied only on the open,
published literature, and not on the EPA pesticide database which was not available to the FS
when the questioned charts were prepared, we are taking this opportunity to address your
concern that incorporation of these EPA data by the FS might raise concerns about bias and
conflict of interest. Since 2000, the FS risk assessments conducted by SERA incorporate the
toxicological and chemical data submitted to the EPA in support of registration and re-
registration of pesticide active ingredients and formulated products including additive
ingredients. This means that, as appropriate for forest uses of the active ingredients and
formulated products that FS uses, SERA now uses this EPA database in addition to its
comprehensive published literature search strategy.

We decided to incorporate EPA’s unpublished database in our assessments when it became
available to the FS in 2000 because EPA has an extensive in-house quality assurance program,
with a multi-step review and a public comment process for the pesticide re-registration program
and for the tolerance reassessment program. In fact, these “unpublished studies™ are also subject
to extensive peer review and quality control by the testing laboratories, and industry scientists
assembling the registration packages prior to submittal to EPA for its own review. These
assessments are also provided to the public for comment, and the EPA’s independent review
committee, the Science Advisory Panel, is often included in these reviews. This process, taken
in conjunction with the federal penalties for data fraud, including both fines and imprisonment,
has served to greatly diminish the occurrence of fraud and conflict of interest in this process
observed in the 1970’s. Furthermore, it is important to bear in mind that the EPA data are
generated by manufacturers specifically to test product safety and adhere to strictly outlined
study designs. In contrast, much of the open, published literature seeks to address questions of
how and why a pesticide exerts a specific toxic effect. When both types of data are used together
in a risk assessment, as in the FS assessments conducted after 2000, the quality of the
information provided in the assessment is greatly enhanced.
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Within the context of your request for correction, the National Toxicologist of the FS has
compared the pesticide toxicity and risk information in question with the most recent FS risk
assessments, which include both open-literature data and data submitted to EPA. He has found
no basis to find that conclusions presented in the original Environmental Impact Statements in
question require change, based on more recent data and assessment contained in subsequent new
and updated FS risk assessments. In other words, the original conclusions in question are
confirmed by review of the more recent FS assessments.

With respect to your third point, the National Toxicologist’s review of these recent FS
assessments also refutes the contention that the impact of uncertainties associated with drift,
mixtures, and low or infrequent exposure are not addressed. In fact, potential off-site airborne
drift of pesticide residues following applications has been routinely estimated for FS risk
assessments since 1995 using the peer-reviewed, publicly available AgDRIFT model, developed
by USDA, FS, EPA, and a private task force (see http://www.AgDRIFT.com). Further, risks
presented by exposure to mixtures are directly considered for commonly used tank mixtures, and
during FS reviews of toxicity of formulated pesticide products which may contain product inert
ingredients (identity of which is generally held as proprietary information by manufacturers) and
impurities. Finally, low exposures and risks are indeed assessed in FS documents, especially for
maternal risks for reproductive/developmental effects, and infrequent exposure as a component
of worker and general public (including sensitive subgroups) risks, as well as non-target
environmental species where appropriate and data permits. In summary, these areas of potential
uncertainty were addressed in the FS risk assessments cited as the source documents for the
tables in question.

In conclusion, the information you provided was carefully considered. After full consideration
and careful, thorough review, I conclude that no correction of information is necessary. The
information you provided does not demonstrate that the challenged information is inconsistent
with USDA Information Quality Guidelines. Much of the information you have referenced to
document your request for correction has either been considered by the FS in preparing its risk
assessments or has no bearing on FS programs.

You may submit a request for reconsideration if you are dissatisfied with this decision. Details
on how to file a request for reconsideration can be found on the USDA website:
http://www.ocio.usda.gov/irm/qi_guide/index/html. The request for reconsideration should
reference this letter and follow the “Procedures for Requesting Reconsideration of USDA’s
Decision.” Please submit written material to support your case for reconsideration, and a copy of
the information originally submitted to support the request for correction, and a copy of this
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response. Requests for Reconsideration filed after the 45-day deadline may be denied as
untimely. All requests for reconsideration must be submitted by overnight delivery service,
letter, fax, or email (see: http://www.fs.fed.us/qoi/requests).

Sincerely,

bt B, Mangotd]

ROBERT D. MANGOLD
Director, Forest Health Protection, State and Private Forestry



	EnvironmentalImpactWeedControlPlans_RFC_2004
	Response-Tweedale

