




Near-Term actions.e all society boards get information and decide on participation
WSSAboard.e Assign to Treasurer/Finance Committee

Other: Oversight Committee - establish an oversight committee to carry these actions further. Regional
boards appoint a delegate. Want energetic people with passion

SUSTAINING MEMBERSHIP
David J.Mayonado

A total of 30 checks were received from Sustaining Members for 1998. That is down 2 from last year.
Industry consolidation is affecting our numbers. The $25 increase in Sustaining Membership dues does
not appear to have impacted membership and has been helpful in maintaining revenues with declining
numbers. We still have 2 outstanding commitments for coffee break money. Assuming these are paid,
Sustaining Members will have supported the society with a total of $9,350.00 for 1998. This is down
$750 from last year, primarily due to fewer dollars being collected for the Weed Contest. We have
received 7 requests for exhibit space from our Sustaining Members. Job placement forms have been
collected and will be made available to our membership during the meeting. The forms will be forwarded
to the WSSA for display at the national meeting in February.

LEGISLATIVE
Jerry Baron

FOOD QUALITY PROTECTION ACT OF 1996:
During 1997, EPA started the process of impIementing the new policies and actions associated

with FQPA. On January 31, 1997, EPA issued a notice (PR Notice 97-1) to registrants outlining their
interim approach to implementing the new food safety requirements. The most important item in this
notice is 'Risk Cup concept to handle aggregate pesticide exposure from diet, drinking water, pets and
residential sources Using current risk assessment methods, EPA will allocate up to 20% of allowable
exposure from non-dietary exposure sources. New uses will be allowed as long as the calculated dietary
risk plus the reserved non-dietary exposure estimate does not exceed acceptable levels.

Following the issuance of the interim FQPA implementation notice, EPA registered several new
active ingredients. Most of the new clearances involved pesticides classified as reduced risk. They new
actions included the clearance of the herbicides thiazapyr (Visor R - Rohm and Haas), Mon21200
(Monsanto) and sulfentrozone (Authority - FMC). In addition, EPA registered a significant new use of
the herbicide glufosinate ammonium.

In late spring, EPA published PR 97-2, and finally opened their door and began accepting
submissions of data to support registration of conventional pesticides. However, the companies were
only allowed to submit data to support their most important five registration requests or priorities. EPA
developed six categories of priorities listed in decreasing order of importance (1) methyl bromide
alternatives; (2) reduced risk candidates; (3) USDA/EPA identified vulnerable crops; (4) minor use
priority; (5) non-minor use priority; and (6) addressing trade irritants. Using this system, EPA felt it
could better utilize its resources to achieve its goals. For example, a use that has potential to replace
methyl bromide would get a EPA review prior to a major crop that is classified as a non-minor use
priority. Registrants could upgrade non-minor use priority to minor use priority by adding registration
actions for minor crops to their submission. In certain instances companies could submit data to support
more than five priorities if the data supported a methyl bromide alternative or if the data supported a
replacement to a USDA/EPA identified vulnerable crop use. PR 97-2 also specifically recognized 29
major crops and defined remaining crops as minor uses.

In early August, EPA announced the schedule for reassessing approximately 10,000 existing
pesticides tolerances. EPA plans on completing review of 33% of all pesticide tolerances by August 1999,
66% by August 2002, and 100%by August 2006. In their plan, they break the tolerances down into three
groups. Group 1, will be examined first, and consists of 228 pesticides that appear to pose the greatest
risk to public health.lt includes the organophosphate, carbamate, probable/possible human carcinogens,
and other pesticides that exceed their reference dose. Group 1 herbicides include acetochlor, adfluorfen,
alachlor, asulam, atrazine, benfluralin, bromacil, bromoxynil, butylate, cycloate, desmedipham,
dich1obenil, diclofop, EPTC, ethalfuralin, fenoxaprop, fomesafen, lactofen, metolachlor, molinate,
oryzalan, oxadiazon, oxyfluorfen, paraquat, pebulate, pendimethalin, quazalofop, simazine, terbacil,
thiobencarb, triclopyr, trifluralin, vernolate, and 2,4-0. Group 2 consists of 93 pesticides that are
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considered possible human carcinogens and are not included in Group 1. Group 2 also are the remaining
pesticides subject to reregistration. This group is classifiedas EPA's second priority. Finally, Group 3, is
148 pesticides that are mostly biological based, inert ingredients, or recently registered(post 1984 active
ingredients). These will be the last to be reassessed.

To respond to the challenges of FQPA, USDA has created the Office of Pest Management.
This Office will serve as USDA focal point for pesticide regulatoryissues. The press release

announcing the new office noted that it is chargedwith integrating and coordinating pesticide issues
within USDA along with improving communications with and strengthening the existing network of
growerorganizations and crop specialists at land grant universities. This will heIp make available
accurate, high qualitydata on pesticide use practices for regulatorydecision making. The Office of Pest
Management will assume the current responsibilities of the National Agriculture Pesticide Impact
Assessment Program as well as coordinating actives of existing USDA programs such as IR-4, Pesticide
Data Program, Pest Management Alternatives Program. IPM.and food.consumption surveys. In a related
development, EPA announced the a newly created.Minor Use Program Team Thisteam will work closely
with grower organizations and other stakeholders to obtain and use the best available data to facilitate
an open dialogue with the minor use community and to promote the development of safer pesticides for
minor uses.

Following up on food consumption surveys, USDA Agricultural ResearchService announced a
study of domestic households to obtain data on foods eaten by children. Thisdata will be used in risk
assessments associated with FQPA. USDA noted that the children's survey is an extension of the 1994­
96 nationwide food survey, "What We Eat In America," which covered all age groups. The new survey
will cover children between birth and 10 years of age. The information will be combined with food intake
data collected during the larger survey from about 5,700 children up to age 18.

INVASNE PLANTS UPDATE:
Members of the WSSA were asked to present a briefing for the House Agriculture Committee on

January 29, 1997 to discuss the scientific issues that involved with invasive plants. Vice President Rich
Bonanno represented NEWSS. The briefing was extremely well attended by congressional staffers. This
briefing laid the foundation for WSSA to serve as an unbiased, scientific resource during the upcoming
debate on new legislation with invasive plants.

As a follow-up to the above meeting,representatives of WSSA and representatives of American
Association of Nurserymen (AAN) met on February 4, 1997. This meeting provided a forum for open
dialogue on the issue of inadvertent introduction of new invasive plants by the nursery industry. Since
the first meeting AAN and WSSA have developed a formal workgroup that is charged to author a
strategy for screeningplant introductions for invasiveness. GeneCross of NC Department of Agriculture
and Keith Menchey of AESOP Enterprises represents WSSA in this workgroup. The first meetingof the
workgroup was scheduled for July 17 & 18.

The WSSA Board of Directors endorsed the concept of nationwide coordination of invasive weed
management and will co-sign a letter-urgingestablishment of a National Center for Invasive Weed
Control.

FoodSaftty/Organics
On October 2, 1997, President Clinton announced an initiative to upgrade domestic food safety

standards and to ensure that fruitsand vegetables coming overseas are as safe as those produced in the
United Stales. The President asked Congress to enact legislation that will require the Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) to haIt imports of fruits, vegetables and other food products produced in
countries that do not meet US. food safety requirements. The President will direct the Department of
Health and Human Services (HHS) and the Department of Agriculture (USDA) to work cooperatively
with the agricultural community to develop guidance on good agricultural and manufacturing practices
for fruitsand vegetables.

The National Cancer Institute of Canada published a paper in the November 15 issue of Cancer noting
that public exposure of pesticides residues in fruit and vegetables does not pose any increased risk of
cancer. The panel focused primarily on exposure in the general population and reviewed a wide range of
studies that addressed issues related to dietary exposure as well as incidental home and garden use. See
American Cancer Society's World Wide Web Site http://www.cancer.orgfor the full document.

USDA Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS) issues proposed ru1esgoverning the marketing of
organically produced commodities. The program would establish national standards for the organic
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production and handling of agricultural products. It also would establish National List of synthetic
substances approved for use in the production and handling of organically produced products. The
program also discusses an accreditation program for State officials and private persons.

WAIVERS OF UABILITY /THIRD PARTY REGISTRATIONS UPDATE:
Registrants to limit their liability for herbicides and other pesticides on high value minor crops

often use waivers of liability and third party registrations. The specific concerns involve language that
appears on labels noting that without a signed indemnification agreement, the use of the product is not
legal. Growers sign away some of their ability to sue the registrant. Some states have insisted that
waivers of liability should not be contained on labels and that they are not enforceable by regulatory
agencies while other states rely on waivers heavily. EPA, after stating that waivers of liability are a state
issue, have unofficially requested the Washington State Department of Agriculture (WSDA) to withdraw
a Section 24(c) due to inclusion of a waiver of liability on the label.

In early December, EPA working with some of the companies has come up language that is
allowable for inclusion on special local needs registrations Section 24(c) labels. This hopefully ends this
regulatory issue.

USDA-ARS WEED SCIENCE UPDATE:
In spite of concerns expressed by weed science community, the vacant USDA-ARS National

Program Leader for Weed Science was not be filled with an individual with extensive weed scientist
background. Dr. Emest Delfosse has taken on the USDA-ARS National Program Leader for Weed
Science position. Though, Dr. Delfosse is an entomologist by training, he has shown his willingness to
work with the weed science community. He will be providing the keynote address at the 1998 NEWSS
Annual Meeting General Session.

USDA was considering terminating two weed science related projects with agriculture crops and
closing down one of their facilities in order to redirect resources for invasive weed research. This action
was stopped at the last minute due to pressure from the State of Washington delegation. There is still
concern that USDA-ARS will switch resources production agriculture research to research on biological
control of invasive weeds on public lands.

CROPS99 CONFERENCE:
The coalition for Research on Plant Systems (CROPS) is a coalition of farm/commodity and

scientific associations. Their mission is to establish research priorities and related education and
extension activities of the agriculture industry. The CROPS99 Conference was held on November 9-11 in
SI. Louis, MO. Jerry Baron, Rich Bonanno and Jeff Derr represented NEWSS at the meeting. A
compressive report will be provided at a later date.

NEWSS EDUCATION/OUTREACH AD HOC COMMITTEE FINAL REPORT
July 15, 1997
Nate Hartwig

Results of Education/Outreach Mission Questionnaire

The majority of those responding (86%) felt, the NEWSS should be involved in outreach education
(Appendix 1). This is to be expected since the annual meeting itself is a form of outreach education.
A clear majority (68 to 73%) felt we should be more aggressive in sponsoring outreach workshops and
educational programs to weed management decision-makers, practitioners and even growers, as is
presently being done in turf and ornamentals.

A clear minority (34%) felt the publication of a Northeast Regional Newsletter was not a good
idea. The general feeling was summed up by one person's comment that "A nwnber of state weed
extension researchers publish weed mgt. and other pest mgt. info. annually for the public. This proposed
newsletter sounds like a duplication of effort, along with assumption of responsibilities that we do not
need to share with the extension service.

There was a little more support (50%) for a Northeast Regional Weed Management Guide for
agronomic crops, vegetables, turf, ornamentals, forestry, etc. on the net and updated at least once a year.
Some of the negative comments were the same as for the newsletter; infringement on local extension
territory, too much variation over the entire region, too difficult to get everyone to agree to format,
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herbicide rates etc. and not all are connected to the net. Mark VanGessel noted that "the net lacks depth
and is often out of date. Most people glance or skim net information but in order to read information and
absorb it, they need hard copies. - AU this is meant to say that as widespread as the 60 to 70% of those
responding felt would be useful on the net are such things as weed management methods other than
herbicides, environmental impact information and regulations related to the use of herbicides.

Three fourths of the respondents thought the NEWSS should have an Education Coordinator with
a seat on the executive committee. Several felt that to get a person who would commit sufficient time to
this job it would have to be a paid position. Most felt it would be time consumingand require expertise
in computer technology and setting up a net home page with linkage to information on the net.
Recommendations to the NEWSS Executive Committee.

1. Establish an Education Coordinator position with a seat on the executive committee.
2. Provide $3,000 - $5,000 to establish a homerage for the NEWSS
3. First responsibility to develop an outline 0 the type of information that should be provided on the
web site.

The ad hoc committee's thinkingwas that this position should be filled by a volunteer. The
NEWSS doesn't have the money to pay such a person but if this person had some moneyto hire student
help with some experience in developing web pages, the job could be accomplished without spending an
excessive amount of time him/herself.

The questionnaire didn't ask enoughquestions about the kind of information that people would
like on the web. Betty Marose suggested that each state should put information on the web pertinent to
that state and the NEWSS web page would have links to these state web pages.
There would be some information that pertained to the business of the NEWSS that the Education
Coordinator would be responsible for putting on the web and keeping it updated. Such information
would include publicizing the NEWSS annual meeting etc.

Ad Hoc Education Committee
Dr. Nathan L. Hartwig, Chm., Penn State
Or. William S. Curran, Penn State
Ms. Betty Marose, Univ. of Maryland
Dr. Mark]. VanGessel, Univ. of Del.

161




