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prcase national mc:dcncc or prevalencc
of pesticide 1llnesscs that occur in the ag-
ricultural sector.” Also, “2'number of fed-
erally sponsored studies are underway on
the chronic effects of pesticide exposure,

but it will be many years, perhaps de- .

-cades, before condusive results from thcsc

studies are known,” .. - .. -
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the
u.nder 12. The GAO also found that en-

, forcemcnt of the Standard is lax. Enforce-
. 'g ment remains “in its infancy” with at least ~ |
15 states conducting fewer than 10 en-

2 forcement inspections per year. EPA has
“httle or no mformatlon on the results

‘The report, while only a smalI step,
@ should encourage EPA to initiate some
cntxcally overdue efforts to protect

' farmworkers .and their children from_
' . —Caroline Cox

U.S, GAO. 2000. Pesticides: lmprUVBménts needed
to ensure the safaty of farmworkers and their chil-

dren, Washington, DG, Mar. www.gao.gov.

.NEWS FROM AROUND

EPA TAKES ACIION ON

CHLORPYRIFOS,

,zv

Calhng thc action “a major step to
improve safety for all Americans,”! the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
{(EPA) announced on June 8 that some
significant ‘uses of the organophosphate

insecticide chlorpyrifos will be cancelled.

After December 31, 2001, chlorpyrifos

will pot be sold for most mdoor and o” t-

‘door residential uses; most uses in.
schools, parks, and other instinitions; all

uses on tomatoes; and uses on applc trees ’

after fruit has begun to form.2
- Chlorpyrifos, first rcglstered in 1965,

is currently the most widely used insecti- -

cide in the U.S. 4 Estimated annual use is

24 million pounds, split evenly betwct;_n_ :

agricultural and nonagricultural uses. ~
. A number of chlorpyrifos uses will
' continue: use on an additional 110 food

crops® will not be restricted; use to coni-

trol fire ants and mosquitos is unchanged,

‘and termite treatments are on 4 slower .
phascout schedule. Golf course use will -
also.contiriue, as well as uses on roadway .
miedians, but at a lower apphcauon rate '

_ th-.m is current!y allowed 2.

Caroline Cox is a JPRs editor. - © ; - .’
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Clclai:lsr, EPA’s action restricting

.- chlorpyrifos uses is important, However,

- EPA’s decision' to ‘restrict use of
chlorpyrifos is a result of the agency’s
evaluation of the insecticide under ‘the
1996 Food Quality Protection Act. The

act requires special protections for chil-

-dren and established an .extra tenfold .
safety factor for EPA to usc whcn domg '

pesticide risk assessments.? .

" In December, 1999, EPA released a
preliminary - risk assessment for
chlorpyrifos, which was criticized because
the children’s safety factor was reduced

from ten to ‘three. EPA relcased a final

risk assessment for chlorpyrifos June 8-in

*“which the chlldrcn § safety factor was re-

,_‘.stored to ten.6’

‘EPA’s decision to restore thc chlldrcn s

- safety factor was based on studies evalu-

ated by the agency this spring. One new

study showed that newborn laboratory
animals were more susceptible to
chlorpyrifos than adult anirnals at doses

sitbstantially lower than ‘had been ob:

‘setved in éarlier studies. Other studies .

showed that chlorpyrifos exposute caused-

* structural alterations in developing brams, .
_and that thése effects were observed at all _

doses testcd for Whlch mcasurcmcnts wcrc

.“ f

it is shocking that EPA did not act sooner;

.chlorpyrifos has been in w1desprcad use

for neatly 35 years.
. . Although about half of chlorpynfos use .
s agncultural only a few of these uses of

chlorpyrifos are affected by EPA’s action.
It thus fails to protect farmworkers who
are occupationally exposed.

The announcement also raises serious -

questions about. the other large families
of nerve poisons that are commonly used

as insecticides: carbamates (carbaryl, for

example) and pyrethroids (permethtin, for
example). If cancellation of chlorpyrifos
uses just results in increased use of these
other chemicals, many of the same risks

remain. Implementation of nonchemical’

pest management techniques is the only
long-term solution. —Caroline Cox
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