
 

 Representing the Plant Science Industry  
1156 15th St. N.W.  Washington, D.C. 20005  202.296.1585  202.463.0474 fax  www.croplifeamerica.org 

 

October 4, 2016   

 

 

Richard Dumas, Designated Federal Official 

Pesticide Re-Evaluation Division (7508P) 

Office of Pesticide Programs 

Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20460-0001 

 

 

Re: Atrazine, Simazine, and Propazine Registration Review; Draft Ecological Risk 

Assessments; Notice of Availability.  81 FR 36301.  June 6, 2016. Docket ID No. 

EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0794. 

 

 

Dear Mr. Dumas: 

 

 CropLife America (“CLA”), established in 1933, represents the nation’s developers, 

manufacturers, formulators, and distributors of crop protection chemicals and plant science 

solutions for agriculture and pest management in the United States.  Our member companies 

produce, sell, and distribute crop protection and biotechnology products used by American 

farmers.  CLA members support a rigorous, science-based, and transparent process for 

government regulation of their products.  CLA represents the interests of its member companies 

by monitoring legislation, federal agency regulations and actions, and litigation that impacts the 

crop protection and pest control industries; and by participating in such actions when 

appropriate.  CLA is committed to working with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

(“EPA” or “the Agency”), as the federal agency responsible for the regulation of pesticides, on 

matters of importance to CLA member companies and the agricultural community. 

 

On April 29, 2016, EPA posted its Refined Ecological Risk Assessment for Atrazine (Docket ID 

No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0266-0315).  Concurrently and subsequently, the Agency posted an 

additional 55 related documents in the same docket.  Mostly relying on their standard toolbox of 

models, EPA concluded that risks are highly likely for aquatic and flowering plant communities, 

fish, aquatic-phase amphibians, aquatic invertebrates, birds, and mammals in areas where 

atrazine is used. EPA’s reliance on conservative modeling and unrealistic endpoints, makes 

conclusions that have not been seen in 50 years of product use and are contrary to what real 

world monitoring data has proven. 
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On June 6, 2016, EPA posted its Preliminary Ecological Risk Assessment for Simazine (Docket 

ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0251-0036) along with 11 related documents in the same docket.  

Also on June 6, 2016, the Agency posted its Preliminary Ecological Risk Assessment for 

Registration Review of Propazine (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0250-0015), along with a 

single related document in the same docket. 

Subsequently, on June 6, 2016, EPA published Atrazine, Simazine, and Propazine Registration 

Review; Draft Ecological Risk Assessments; Notice of Availability (81 FR 36301), soliciting 

public comments and directing them to Docket no. EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0794.  To cover all 

bases, we are submitting these comments to all four dockets. 

These three triazine herbicides are currently under Registration Review, as required under 

FIFRA §3(g) of all pesticides every 15 years, to update and modernize the science and risk 

assessments. The ecological risk assessments posted for public comment do not accurately 

reflect the ecological risks associated with their field use over some 55 years.  Such errors as 

exist, both in data and in methods used, require significant correction in the final assessments, 

prior to taking any regulatory action or mitigation based on them. 

 

 

 

EPA’s Flawed Refined Ecological Assessment of Atrazine is an Example of Shifting 

Science, Policy and Erosion of FIFRA Integrity  

Examples of Egregious Errors and Departures in the Refined Risk Assessment:  

1. The assessment erroneously lowers the chronic no-effect level for birds by a factor of three, 

without new information or data to support such a change. 

2. The assessment relies on a study that was not conducted in accordance with required 

guidelines to lower the fish endpoint 12-fold, while overlooking the results of a more recent, 

guideline-compliant study, as well as other fish studies conducted by EPA itself. 

3. Against the advice of multiple separate SAPs, this assessment relies on scientifically invalid 

aquatic plant studies to define the aquatic level of concern. 

4. QA/QC errors in the exposure database and methodological errors lead to extraordinary 

overestimates of aquatic and terrestrial exposure. 

5. This assessment estimates inflated hypothetical risks that have not been observed in the real 

world in more than 55 years of closely scrutinized product use. 
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For comprehensive detail on these and other flaws in the draft risk assessments on atrazine, 

simazine, and propazine, we refer the Agency to comments of the registrants, including 

Syngenta, and the Triazine Network, filed in these four dockets. 

 

 

Implications of the Risk Assessment: 

1. Labeled atrazine uses would be reduced so low as to render atrazine ineffective, and subject 

the triazines to more resistance problems. 

2. Virtually all herbicides and many fungicides and insecticides could not pass a risk 

assessment developed in this way. 

3. Continued reliance on the flawed science in these risk assessments threatens to undermine 

public confidence in the integrity of EPA’s regulatory science framework. 

 

 

 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 
Janet E. Collins, Ph.D., R.D., CFS 

Senior Vice President, Science and Regulatory Affairs 

 


