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§ The 2019 objection denial is being challenged in the Ninth 
Circuit, but EPA will not answer questions about pending 
litigation.

§ EPA is expediting the Agency’s review of chlorpyrifos. The 
proposed interim decision incorporating updated 
chlorpyrifos assessments is anticipated for public 
availability and comment by October 2020. 

§ EPA has also been engaged in discussions with the 
chlorpyrifos registrants that could result in further use 
limitations affecting the outcome of the EPA’s assessment.

Chlorpyrifos Registration Review 
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§ In late January 2020, EPA issued the Glyphosate Interim Decision. 
§ The decision includes mitigation and label changes to target 

pesticide sprays on intended pests, protect pollinators, and 
reduce the problem of weeds becoming resistant to glyphosate.

§ After a thorough review of the best available science, EPA  
concluded that there are no risks of concern to human health 
when glyphosate is used according to the label and Glyphosate 
is not likely to be a carcinogen. 

§ EPA’s scientific findings on human health risk are consistent with 
the conclusions of science reviews by many other countries and 
other federal agencies. 

§ EPA continues to find that there are no risks to public health when 
glyphosate is used in accordance with its current label and  
glyphosate is not a carcinogen. 

Glyphosate Registration Review 
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§ In 2016/2017, published draft risk assessments for public comment.
§ In 2018, considered public comments submitted and revised risk 

assessments based on new data and comments.
§ In November 2019, the Agency announced the availability of the 

Pyrethroids and Pyrethrins Ecological Risk Mitigation Proposal for 
23 Chemicals, which summarizes proposed labeling intended to 
address ecological risks for all the pyrethroids. 

§ The public comment period ended January 13, 2020.
§ EPA plans to publish interim decisions for additional pyrethroids in 

2020.

Pyrethroids Registration Review 
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§ On December 19, 2020, EPA published the Atrazine Proposed 
Interim Decision for a 90-day public comment.

§ EPA is proposing to: 
§ reduce the maximum application rate for turf to protect children who 

crawl or play on atrazine-treated grass
§ add personal protective equipment to protect workers
§ add mandatory label directions for spray drift management to minimize 

pesticide drift into non-target areas to protect the environment
§ add new label language to reduce the problem of weeds becoming 

resistant to atrazine
§ After reviewing the comments received, EPA anticipates 

publishing a final registration review decision in late 2020. 

Atrazine Registration Review
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§ Field studies examining off-site movement of dicamba.
§ Studies to investigate temperature effects on volatility of 

dicamba.
§ Ecological effects data on non-target plants, related to 

survival, growth and reproduction for select sensitive 
tree/shrub/woody perennial species.

§ Studies examining the effect of lower pH on secondary 
movement both in terms of the spray tank mixture.

§ Studies conducted in IL, MO, and MS.
§ Companies required to deliver final study reports to EPA by 

January 2020. 

Dicamba Update
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§OTT registrations set to expire December 20, 2020
§Gather updates on incidents
§ Review data
§ Engage the states
§ Engage academics
§ Evaluate compliance with terms of registration 
§New regulatory decision 

Dicamba: Next Steps
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§ In November 2019, EPA proposed updates to the Worker Protection 
Standard pesticide regulation to improve the Application Exclusion Zone 
(AEZ) requirements. The updates would:
§ improve enforceability for state regulators and reduce regulatory 

burdens for farmers
§ maintain public health protections for farm workers and other 

individuals near agricultural establishments that could be exposed to 
agricultural pesticide applications 

§ The Agency held a 90-day public comment period for input on select 
updates that were publicly suggested to EPA by state pesticide 
agencies.

§ The comment period closed January 30, 2020.

Worker Protection Standard 
Application Exclusion Zone
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§ Certifying authorities had until March 4, 2020 to submit 
modified certification plans (which may include provisions 
contingent upon legislative/regulatory action, etc.) to EPA. 

§ Existing plans remain in effect until EPA approves or rejects the 
revised plan or March 4, 2022, whichever is earlier.

§ Timeframe for implementation/compliance with revised 
certification plan will be decided on a case-by-case basis as 
part of EPA’s review and approval of each revised certification 
plan.

CPA Rule - Certification Plan 
Implementation Timeline
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§ The 2018 Farm Bill established an Interagency Working 
Group to provide recommendations on improving the ESA 
consultation process for pesticides. The working group is 
comprised of EPA, USDA, DOC (NMFS), DOI (FWS), and 
CEQ.

§ The Working Group provides recommendations to EPA, FWS 
and NMFS leadership on improving the ESA consultation 
process for pesticide registration and registration review. 

§ EPA Administrator Wheeler chairs the Interagency Working 
Group.

§ EPA delivered its first Report to Congress on ESA 
implementation on December 20, 2019.

Endangered Species Act 
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§ In early 2019, EPA released for public comment the revised 
proposed methods for evaluating the potential effects of 
pesticides on endangered and threatened species
§ Based on experience gained from the first three pilot assessments on 

chlorpyrifos, diazinon, and malathion
§ The comment period on the proposed framework closed in 

August 2019, and EPA completed its review of comments in 
early 2020.

§ EPA updated its biological evaluation methods based on 
comments received from stakeholders.

§ EPA will apply its revised methods to methomyl, carbaryl, 
glyphosate, atrazine, simazine, and propazine and will release 
the draft biological evaluations for public comment.

Endangered Species Act 
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• Master pesticide label as structured data
• Replaces EPA interpreted data entry
• Standardized/formal/public OPP vocabulary

• A process to improve label review and risk assessment workflow
• Increased label/review consistency, and faster review 

process
• Increased label quality/consistency through validation rules and 

standard vocabularies

• Final phase of pilot participant testing in Spring 2020

OPP Electronic Pesticide Label (OPPEL)
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§ EPA committed to a timely review of any pesticide registration 
action for use on hemp.

§ By July 2019, EPA had received 10 applications under FIFRA 
and sought comment via Federal Register notice of receipts.

§ In December 2019, EPA approved adding hemp to the use 
sites of 10 pesticides. Nine of the products are biopesticides, 
and one is a conventional pesticide.

§ As EPA receives additional applications to amend product 
labels to add use on hemp, the agency will process those 
applications on an ongoing basis.

§ https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-registration/pesticide-
products-registered-use-hemp

Hemp Registrations

17

https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-registration/pesticide-products-registered-use-hemp
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-registration/pesticide-products-registered-use-hemp
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-registration/pesticide-products-registered-use-hemp


§Devices require no pre-market review. 
§Many devices being sold make public health claims.  
§Companies cannot make false or misleading claims on their 

labels and must be able to substantiate any pesticidal claims.
§Often, the Agency becomes aware of a device through the 

import Notice of Arrival process, which is time-sensitive.
§ The Agency is discussing the unresolved issue of a tolerance 

or exemption for the output of certain devices used on crops 
or food contact surfaces.

Pesticide Devices
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Thank You!


