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On April 15, 2020 the State and Federal agency representatives of EPA Region 7’s Pesticide Programs 

met by conference call for the spring pre-SFIREG discussion.  There were representatives from all four 

states in EPA Region 7 as well as the EPA Regional Office. 

The first portion of the meeting discussed the primary agenda items presented to the regional 

representatives by Chair of SFIREG, Liza Fleeson-Trosbach.  They were as follows: 

 FY2022-FY2025 FIFRA Cooperative Agreement Guidance (CAG).  States felt that the POINTS 

water quality tracking and reporting function of the current CAG should be reclassified as an 

elective pick list item, rather than a mandatory water quality item.  The reason for this is due to 

the infrequent number of new pesticides of concern that are presented to states to review and 

assess, and the requirement to reassess the impacts of the same products every year when 

there are very few changes in use and watershed management.  Also, the States felt that the 

push to have all SLAs use the CDX program by July 1st was going to present a problem, since 

States that have begun to use it have found it does not work as promised.  The states that have 

tried to use the CDX site comment that the 5700 tables are incorrect for coding, inspection and 

time commitment calculations, as well as reporting of enforcement responses.  The experience 

of one state found that after trying for six months to find solutions to incorrect reporting 

formulas in the 5700 form, it was learned the backend formulas were incorrectly set up, and 

there is no way for the State agency to correct them.  There has also been no response from EPA 

to effectively correct the errors.  Again, States feel they should not be forced to use a system 

that demonstrated it does not work. 

 

 Paraquat Labeling – Certified Applicator Requirements.  States noted that they were concerned 

about how applicators were going to be able to obtain proper PPE required by paraquat labels 

during the current Covid-19 pandemic, and that the RUP statement that indicates the applicator 

must be certified in “the appropriate category” opens up the label to interpretation and use by a 

much wider audience than EPA likely envisioned. 

 

 

 Dicamba 2020 Growing Season: States felt the 2019-2020 RUP dicamba labels fell short of 

adequate details when it came to definitions of certain terms such as “measure wind and 

temperature at boom height”, “sensitive site”, sensitive area”, “neighboring area”, and specific 

directions on how to conduct and record sensitive sites.  States also expressed frustration of the 

non-enforceable application standards of the RUP dicamba labels (such as record keeping, 

labeling, receipts of purchase, and Bulletins Live! 2 bulletins), and the inability to establish 

beyond a reasonable doubt where any given dicamba residue came from, since so many non-

RUP dicamba products were being used at the same time in other nearby crops.   



 Revised C&T Plans: All four R7 states met the March 4, 2020 deadline for submission of revised 

certification plans to EPA, and EPA has conducted the first level review of those plans as of April 

1st.  Some states are concerned that the Federal rule forces States into changes that are political 

non-starters in their state, possibly setting the stage for eventual denial of the state plan when 

state legislatures decide the revisions are not politically prudent, or burdensome. 

 

 Covid-19: All states and EPA have experienced significant impacts on their respective programs 

due to public health decisions made to prevent further spread of coronavirus.  All employees at 

EPA are teleworking from home, with only a few allowed in once each week to check on mail 

and package deliveries.  States have reduced or suspended field inspection activities, all have 

experience complete shutdown of in-person applicator certification testing and training, and 

some have been able to ramp up online training activities for recertification of applicators prior 

to the busy spring and summer use seasons.  One question has arisen for disinfectant labels that 

restrict use to “certified applicators” but do not further identify what kind of applicators (such as 

“in the appropriate category for the use of the pesticide”).  The States believe this limited 

language does not restrict the use of the product to any category of applicator, since it isn’t 

clear what kind of category or license is required.   

 

Specific to modified state operations, Kansas has decided to expand applicator reciprocity to all 

states without detailed compliance verification, as long as the state categories match up; 

Missouri has shifted most field inspectors to review of dicamba case reports in hopes of catching 

up on long-standing cases from 2017 and 2018;  Nebraska has chosen to provide one-on-one 

testing services for critical needs situations, but has set significant limitations on those sessions 

in order to comply with the statewide emergency health directives; Iowa has approved an 

extension for applicator licenses for up to one year and waived certification requirements for 

applicators of GUP disinfectants until the state emergency declaration ends. 

 

 Disinfectant Registrations: The topic of EPA’s N-List of disinfectants was discussed, especially as 

to how many secondary distributor labels those registrations have resulted in that have been 

found to carry misbranded labels.  EPA is asking all states to refer credible misbranding or 

unregistered disinfectants or sanitizers to the regional office and possibly to the Criminal 

Investigations Division for follow-up. 

 

 Dicamba Section 6(a)(2) Reporting:  There was a brief discussion of EPA Headquarters asking 

states to submit data on dicamba damage incidents for 2018 and 2019 so that they can be 

compared to the 6(a)(2) reports submitted by registrants was discussed. 

 

 Mosquito Adulticide Equipment Calibration: The American Mosquito Control Association has 

published a memo to state control associations regarding EPA’s recent announcement of 

Federal enforcement discretion in light of possible non-compliance due to Covid-19.  The memo 

was copied to some States, and it appears the specific issue was regarding mosquito adulticide 

labels that require annual equipment calibration when those activities might be countermanded 

by state health distancing directives.  The Regional office offered to follow-up with 

Headquarters to reach out to the AMCA and determine if re-messaging was warranted, since it 



appeared the memo inferred States and EPA would not pursue violations whether or not they 

were a result of Covid-19 impacts on resources and applicators. 

 

Respectfully Submitted 

Tim Creger, Nebraska Department of Agriculture 

 

 


