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November 20, 2007

Public Information and Records Integrity Branch (PIGIG)

Information Resources and Services Divistion (7502c)

Office of Pesticide Programs (OPP)

Environmental Protection Agency

120-0 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20460

Re:
Comments on the Aldicarb Reregistration Eligibility Decision and Notice of Availability (Docket ID Number EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0163)

To whom it may concern:

I am writing in response to the request by the EPA for public comment regarding the reregistration of aldicarb and the cancellation of use on tobacco.  I can not agree that cancellation of the 24(C) Supplemental Label for tobacco in Virginia is warranted.  Aldicarb has a long history of use on tobacco in Virginia and the product has provided tobacco growers with very good results, has not resulted in harm or injury to applicators, and according the Virginia Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services has not been implicated in any case of accidental wildlife mortality.  Aldicarb or Temik 15G is a restricted use pesticide and must be applied by certified pesticide applicators.  If such certification is considered of any value, then we must consider tobacco growers applying aldicarb as competent to do so in a safe manner and to follow all pesticide label requirements.  I routinely speak with growers regarding the use of Temik and would like to convey the observation that growers appreciate the hazards associated with the compound and give its use all due consideration.

I take exception to the EPA memorandum dated September 6, 2007 on the subject of the use of aldicarb for aphids and flea beetles on tobacco.  I believe that the calculated Risk Quotients for aquatic species and wildlife presented in the memo overstate the actual risk.  The output results presented on page 9 of this memo use a row width of 60 in. and a treated band width of 6 in.  A row spacing of 48 in. is more typical for tobacco and no one uses a 60 in. row.  The 6 in. band width results in a doubling of the dosage concentration compared to the actual treated band width of 12 to 14 in.  However, my concern is the assumption that 100% of the product is unincorporated into the soil and thus left exposed on the soil surface.  This assumption has no basis in fact and is an obviously violation of the label.  These input assumptions are in contrast to those shown on page 6 (48 in. row spacing, 12 in. band width, and 15% unincorporated).  Aldicarb is applied with the bedding operation of a field prior to transplanting and is applied in a band immediately ahead of the raised bed being formed.  I would suggest that there is only a minimal quantify that is not incorporated at the end of the rows where the equipment exits the field.  I feel that a label requirement for the use of a direct-drive, positive displacement applicator is reasonable to further minimize the possibility of any unincorporated product at the end of a row.

In examining Table 1 of the EPA’s Reregistration Eligibility Decision for Aldicarb it is interesting to note that the maximum RQ’s for tobacco are essentially no different from other field crops grown in the southeast U.S. (cotton, peanuts, and soybeans) with the assumption of 85% product incorporation.  Tobacco was not included in Table 2 where 99% incorporation was assumed.  I am suggesting that such an omission was an error and does not reflect how the product is actually used in tobacco.

Temik 15G was used on approximately 8 to 10% of the flue-cured tobacco acreage in Virginia in 2007.  Traditionally, aldicarb has played a vital role in the management of aphids and flea beetles.   The product is also a potentially important tool in a management program for nematodes, for which it is also labeled.  Use of the product has declined significantly since the introduction of imidacloprid for tobacco and the adoption of multi-purpose fumigants necessary to combat bacterial wilt in certain areas.  However, over the past 2 to 3 years, we have begun to encounter an increased incidence of nematodes problems where imidacloprid has been substituted for aldicarb solely for aphid and flea beetle control.  For these affected growers, aldicarb represents the only available management option short of fumigation.  The use of soil fumigants for nematodes alone is very expensive and is becoming increasingly problematic from a regulatory standpoint and there are added issues of applicator safety.  I consider aldicarb as the most appropriate option for a number of growers in the event that chemical control of nematodes becomes necessary for their tobacco production.

Thank you for considering my comments for flue-cured tobacco producers in the Commonwealth of Virginia.  If I can be of any assistance please contact me.

Sincerely,
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T. David Reed

Extension Agronomist, Tobacco
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�Doug Edwards of VDACS told me that he checked with all of the appropriate pesticide inspectors, and there are no reported “incidents” of wildlife poisoning in Virginia from use of this 24c label for tobacco.
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