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BUSINESS MEETING: 

1. Lonnie Mathews(NM) advised the Board that the 1996 meeting 
would be in Santa Fe, New Mexico from October 20 to October 
23. He also advised the Board that he would be retiring 3/96. 

2. Carl Falco(NC) moved to amend article 4, section 1 of t h e 
Constitution to allow the separation of the offices of 
Secretary and Treasurer. Jim Wright(SC) seconded the motion 
and the motion passed. 

3 . Bud Paulson(AZ) moved to amend article 5, section 2 of 
the Constitution to allow the amending of the Constitution in 
writing with a 3/4 vote of the ASPCRO membership. Carl 
Falco(NC) seconded the motion and the motion passed. 

4. Benny Mathis(TX) reported on the IPM Model and Notification 
Notice. Carl Falco(NC) moved to mail out the information to 
the ASPCRO membership. The motion was seconded by Grier 
Stayton(DE) and the motion passed. 

5. Bob Wulfhorst(OH) reported on indoor residues and the methyl 
parathion case in Ohio. 

6 . 

7 . 

Tom Diederich (Orkin) discussed 
applications in public structures. 

unlicensed pesticide 

Carl Falco(NC) discussed developing a database for 
membership and developing a home page for ASPCRO. 
President Benny Mathis(TX) directed Carl Falco(NC) 
into the concept. 

ASPCRO 
ASPCRO 

to look 

8. Bud Paulson (AZ) volunteered to develop a computer program 



J ' 

cross-referencing the mailing lists of ASPCRO and NPCA. 
Robert Rosenberg (NPCA) volunteered to assist in the project. 

9 . Jim Wright(SC) discussed labeling for termiticides and was 
appointed to be the contact person for ASPCRO to discuss 
termiticide issues with EPA and report proposed changes to the 
ASPCRO membership. 

10. Roger Borgelt(TX) discussed the technician training model and 
advised the Board that there would be another committee 
meeting in New Orleans on June 14, 1996. 

11. Roger Borgelt(TX) discussed having a training program 
presented by the National Center for Investigator Training 
(NCIT) for state investigators and a possible credentialling 
for state investigators. 

Ge or~~ 
ASPCRO Secretary/Treasurer 



MCS Referral & Resources 
~ssiONAl OUTRudt, pATIENr suppoar AMI p~c M\IDCAcy 

dEVOTEd TOM dtAGNOslS, TREATMENT, ACCOMMOdATICM Md ptlEVENJION 

of MublplE CltEMICAl SENsl1h1hy DlsoRdiH 

Undisclosed Bias and Misr'epresentatlons of Dr. Ronald Gots 
Results of an independent investigation by Albert Donnay, MHS, 15 August 1996 

Or. Ronald Gots, MD, PhD, descrtbes himself in his writings and testimony as a toxicologist and 
president of the National Medical Advisory Service (NMAS). He does not usually reveal that 
NMAS is a private consulting firm that specializes in providing corporme clients with medical 
"experts" willing to oppose the daims of chemically injured patients and the diagnosis of Multiple 
Chemical Sensitivity (MCS). Or, Gots himself has been testifying as a paid defense witness 
against MCS patients since at lent 1985, Npresentlng Dow Chemical and the UNUM Life 
Insurance Company, among others. 

l 
Dr. Gots' Undisclosed Blu and Conflicts of Interest: 

Or. Gots fails to note in His resume and speaking engagements that he also is the founder and 
president or several other businesses. These include Risk Communication lntemational (RCI), a 
consulting firm started in 1993 that providH corporate dients with "risk management and 
communication services," and the Environmental Sensitivities Research Institute (ESRI), an 
ostensibly no~profit organization founded In 1995 to serve the needs of industries affected by 
MCS litigation. Both RCI and ESRI share offices with NMAS at 8001 Montrose Rd, Suite 400, 
Rockville MD 20852 (tel. 301-984-8933). Dr. Gots has since started yet another organization 
called the lntemational Center for Toxicology and Medicine, but his salary is still paid by NMAS. 

An article in Risk Policy Report (8116195) ttbout ESRl's 2-day founding meeting aaid 
"Establishment of the new group by the N:ttional Medical Advisory Service was prompted by 
concem that MCS daims are continuing to grow ... " ESRl's name is quite misleading, however, 
as it does not engage In or pubish any ret9arch. Its work consists primarily of conducting 
literature searches for Its corporate memblrs, and keeping them ~to date on legal and medical 
issues related to MCS via private ''executive brieflnga" conducted by Dr. Gots. 

An early ESRI brochure acknowledged th11t "ESRI member organizations comprise a diverse 
cross section of Interested parties ... , ESRI will addl'9ss issues relating to any and all products or 
product groupings that are relevant to tha chemical sensitivity issue by virtue of their odor or 
chemical constituents.• This brochure war. quickly withdrawn, however, and ESRI has since 
become quite secretive. It offers no infom1ation to the public and refuses to release a 
membership list or even the names of Its 18 directors. Dr. Goll has said under oath that "anyone 
who wants to join is welcome• but-judging: by ESRl's dues atn.idure-lt is a very exclusive group: 
"Enterprise Membership" costs $10,000 pt:r year and "Service Membership" (the only other 
option) cost.s $5,000 per year. 

In June 1996, when Dr. Gots was asked in a deposition to name ESRl's directors, he claimed he 
could remember the names of only a few. Thay included Robert Strum, a scientist with Proctor 
and Gamble; Or. Gerald McEwen, vice pre.sldent of the Cosmetic, Toiletry and Fragrance 
Association; Dr. Richard Hancey, medical 11iractor of Monsanto; mld Tim Manlscalo, public affairs 
manager of OOW-Elanco, the m111ufacturer of chlorpyrttos {a.k.a. Dursban), which is associated 
with more reports of chemk:al sensitivity than any other puticide, according to the EPA's National 
Pesticide Telecommunlcation1 Natworlt 

(continued over] 
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Dr. Goll' Mlarepruented Quallflcatlons: page2 

Or. Gots consistently mlsrwprasents himself in his writings, testimony and speaking engagements 
as a "toxicologist.• His resume makes ~ar, h<Mever, that he has • PhD only in pharmacology 
(1968}, while his medical internship and fellowship were In surgery. He actually is not board 
certified in any medical specialty ancl, by hl5 own admission, has not treated or followed any 
patients or his over 20 ye.-s (since 1976). WhWt asked in June 1998 to identify the last time ha 
testified on behalf of • plalnttrr, Or. Gots cited • S.yar old case of DWI (drtvlng while under the 
influence of alcohol) and a 1 &-year old case of medical malpractice. On the subject of MCS, he 
has published only three opinion articles, none based on any original research. 

Dr. Gota' Misrepresented Opinion on Multiple Chemle11I Sensitivity: 

Through ESRI, Dr. Gots paid $2,800 for a public relations flnn called NewsUSA to distribute a 
400-word "advertorial" on MCS (an advertiHment made to look like• news article) to 10,000 
newspapers nationwide In the fall of 1995. Entitled •MCs: Fear of Risk or Fact of Life?," this 
ESRI advertisement quotes Dr. Gots as saying that •MCs is a dangerous diagnosis" which "exists 
only because a paU~nt believes it does, and because • doctor validates that belief." In support of 
this 11r1d his other anti-MCS daims, Dr. Gata usually dtas only the wortc of other anti-MCS defense 
witnesses (especially Dr .. Abba T8fT, Or. Jahn Seiner, Or. Herman Staudenmayer, and Or. Philip 
Witorsch) and the position papers of 1 few rnadlcal societies adopted in the late 1980s and ear1y 
1990s which opposed the practice of clinir.al ecology. Dr. Gots ra1'91y acknowfedges that these 
statements are all at least 5 years old and do not take into account any of the over 125 articles on 
MCS that have been published since (more than half of all paper& on the subject). 

Dr. Gots' Mlsrepraaented Opinion on Idiopathic Envlronmentat Intolerances: 

Since attending an invitation-onty MCS Workshop convened by the International Program on 
Chemical Safety in Bertin in February 1996, Or. Gots and his colleague Dr. Staudenmayer have 
repeatedly misrepresented this avant as a "World Health Organization (WHO) committee" or 
"panel" and its controversial conciuslons and recommendations-which proposed that MCS ba 
renamed Idiopathic Environ"*1tal Intolerances (IEl)-as formal "WHO polcy." In fact, as clear1y 
noted In a footnote on the first page of ttie ~orbhop's otherwise unreferenced report, all ttvae of 
the IPCS's organizational sponsors-the Wor1d Health Organization, the United Nations 
Environment Program and the lntemationat Labor Organlzatlon-expntSsly disclaim responsibility 
for the MCS Workshop's conclusions and recommendations. 

These mlsrepresan\rions ware made by Dr. Gots and other ESRI staff to the occupatlonal­
environmentm-medicine list on the lntamet, to magazine and newspaper reporters, In 
presentations before the American Industrial Hygiene Association and the American College of 
Asthma, Allergy and Immunology, and even Jn legal proceedings opposing the claims of MCS 
patients. Written protests about this from MCS Referral & Resources .,d others (Including a 
letter signed by the Workshop's chairman, Or.· Howard l(jpan, and over 80 other distinguished 
occupational health and safety experts from around the wor1d) resulted in the IPCS issuing a 
"Note to Invited Participants• on 7 June 1996 that reiterates the original clsdalmer and adds that, 
"with reaped to 'MCS,' WHO has neither adi'JPted nor endorsed 1 policy or scientific opinion." 
Even this, however, has not deterred Or. Gots from continuing to refer to the name IEI as WHO 
policy, which he did again in a deposition givian on 19 June 1998. 

Contrary to Dr. Gots inftated daims, the suggestion that MCS be renamed IEI is nothing more 
than the still unpublished opfnion of those who participated in the IPCS workshop, including 17 
invited "experts• (only 7 of whom had ever published anything Ntllted to MCS), 14 
representatives of German govemmant agendas and Institutes, and 4' repreaentatives of non­
govammental organizations (NGOs) who wer• actually full_t!.."'.18_ e~yHI of directly affected 
corporations: Bayer, ~SF1 C~ofa1 al"l~ . .Mon~rtt~'=-

For more information or documentation ragarding any of the above, please contact 
Albert Donnay, Executive Director, MCS Referral & Resources, at 410-448-3319. 



1. April 5, 1996 Original notice for membership dues 

2. June 17, 1996 Notice of meeting and motel information 

3. July 8, 1996 Model Indoor Posting and Pre-Notification 
Guidelines and constitutional amendments sent 

4. August 7, 1996 School Integrated Pest Management Act of 1996 
sent to state agencies. 

2. August 7, 1996 Memo regarding the meeting and agenda and 
motel deadline. 

4. 

3 . 

August 27, 1996 
requested. 

Meeting reminder and address change 

August 30, 1996 Reminder of 
reservation date, constitutional 
Posting and IPM in schools. 

the 
by-law 

meeting, 
change, 

motel 
Indoor 



ASPCRO MID-YEAR BOARD MEETING 

3/10/96 

**Lonnie Mathews(NM) advised that the 1996 meeting would be in 
Santa Fe from October 20 to October 23 

**Carl Falco(NC) made a motion to amend article 4, section 1 of 
the constitution to allow the separation of the offices of 
Secretary and Treasurer. Jim Wright(SC) seconded the motion 
and the motion passed. 

**Bud Paulson(AZ) made a motion to amend article 5, section 2 of 
the constitution to allow the amending of the constitution in 
writing with a 3/4 vote of the ASPCRO membership. Carl 
Falco(NC) seconded the motion and the motion passed. 

**Benny Mathis(TX) reported on the IPM Model and Notification 
Notice. Carl Falco(NC) made a motion to mail out the 
information to the ASPCRO membership. The motion was seconded 
by Grier Stayton(DE) and the motion passed. 

**Bob Wulfhorst(OH) reported on indoor residues and the methyl 
parathion case in Ohio. 

**Tom Diederich (ORKIN) discussed unlicensed pesticide 
applications in public structures. 

**Carl Falco(NC) discussed developing a database for ASPCRO 
membership and developing a home page for ASPCRO. ASPCRO 
President, Benny Mathis(TX) directed Carl Falco(NC) to look 
into the concept. 

**Bud Paulson(AZ) volunteered to develop a computer program 
cross-referencing the mailing lists of ASPCRO and NPCA. Robert 
Rosenberg (NPCA) volunteered to assist in the project. 

**Jim Wright(SC) discussed labeling for termiticides and was 
appointed to be the contact person for ASPCRO to discuss 
termiticide issues with EPA and report proposed changes to the 
ASPCRO membership. 

**Roger Borgelt(TX) discussed the technician training model and 
advised the Board that there would be another committee meeting 
in New Orleans on June 14, 1996. 

**Roger Borgelt(TX) discussed having a training program presented 
by the National Center for Investigator Training (NCIT) for 
state investigators and a possible credentialling for state 
investigators. 

George N. Saxton, ASPCRO Secretary/Treasurer 



August 22, 1996 

To: Benny Mathis 

From: Bob Rosenberg 

Thanks for the invitation to attend the ASPCRO board meeting in Santa Fe. There is a topic I'd like to see 
on the agenda. Namely, it's an outgrowth of discussions I've had with you and others about unresolved 
regulatory issues relating to tennite control. 

\Vhat I'm thinking about is a workshop at NPCA in December. About twenty people would be invited to 
attend. These are the people I'm thinking about 

• EPA (Dan Barolo, Steve Johnson and Becky Cool) 

• Two representatives from each of the tenniticide registrants (one executive and one technical/ 
registration person) 

• State Regulators (you, Jim, Carl and maybe one more) 

• USDA (Larry Ellsworth) 

• Forest Service (Brad Kard and maybe a Washington policy person) 

• NPCA staff 

• PCOs (3 or 4) 

The idea is to bring together the top people in the research, regulatory, manufacturing and applicator 
communities to discuss a range of issues and start working to resolve some of the issues. The agenda would 
include: 

• tenniticide efficacy 

• tenniticide volume 

• bait use and regulation 

• foam 

• the future of funding for the forest Service 

• rigid foam insulation 

• non-chemical alternatives 

• et. cetera. 

Would you look this over and give me a call to Jet me know what you think. 

f=lUG 22 '96 09:03 1 703 573 4116 Pf=lGE.02 

• 



New Technologies Forum 

9:50AM 

Termiticide Efficacy 
Brad Kard 
U.S. Dept. of Agriculture 

How Premise Works 
John Ivey 
Bayer Corporation 

Termiticide Labeling 
Jim Wright 
Clemson University Dept. of 
Pesticide Regulation 

Termiticide Labeling PR 
Notice 
Becky Cool U.S. EPA 

BREAK 

Styrofoam: Termite Super 
Highway? 
Paul Hardy 
Orkin Pest Control 

The Great Bait Debate 

Byron Reid-American 
Cyanamid 

Jim Ballard-FMC Corporation 

Kevin Burns-Dow Elanco 

Roger Borgelt-TX Structural 
Pest Control Board 

& 
Dennis Howard-MD Dept. of 
Agriculture 

Questions 

12:00 PM Meeting Adjourned 

1996 
ASPCRO ANNUAL MEETING 

SPONSORS 

AgrEvo 
American Cyanamid 
Bayer 
Ciba Crop Protection 
DowElanco 
FMC 
National Pest Control Association 
New Mexico Pest Control Association 
PCT Magazine 
Responsible Industry for a Sound 

Environment 
Target Specialty Products 
Van Waters & Rogers 
Western Exterminator Co. 
Whitmire/Microgen 
Zeneca 

Sunday Reception 
sponsored by Orkin Pest Control 

Monday Lunch 
sponsored by Terminix International 

Breakfasts 
sponsored by All-American Termite 
and Pest Control 

. . 
6&0CIOJIOn Of 
trucll.Tlll 
eGt . 
cnrrol 
eg.Jbtay 
fflCloJ& . 

1996 
Annual Meeting 

Santa Fe, 
New Mexico 

Saturday, October 19 

Annual Golf Tournament 

ASPCRO Board of Directors 

Sunday, October 20 

Tour of Taos 

Opening Reception • 



Monday, October 21 
I .... ,.,,.,., ..... " ... , .. -;-,. 

· 7i30'AM 
~ ·, 

LJ . 

. 

[J 
.. . 

10:15 AM 

BREAKFAST 

Morning Moderator 
Bobby Simoneaux 
LA Dept. of Agriculture 

Welcoming remarks 
Frank Dubois 
NM Dept. of Agriculture 

Lonnie Matthews 
ASPCRO Program Coordina­
tor 

Benny Mathis 
TX Structural Pest Control 
Board 

Pesticides and Health 
Issues 

Has Our Future Been Stolen? 
Dr. Linda Meyers 
Ciba Crop Protection 

MCS-Real or Not? 
Dr. Ronald Gots 
Environmental Sensitivities 
Research Institute 

BREAK 

LJ . . 
LJ 

. 

. 

12:00PM 

2:45 PM 

... :illi. .. . 

4:30 PM 

:• -~;pot7ij .. 

'· 7'~0.'PM ' : ... : •. *,:(.~ ,-; ............ 

Policy Before Science 
Fred Langley 
Responsible Industry for a Sound 
Environment 

Summary of the Gulfport 
Termiticide Workshop 
George Rambo 
George Rambo Consulting 

Lunch 

Afternoon Moderator 
Forrest St. Aubin 
KS Dept. of Agriculture 

New From EPA 
Stephen Johnson and Artie 
Williams 
U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency 

BREAK 

Alternative Pest Control 
Technologies 
Dr. Vernard Lewis 
University of California-Berkeley 

Norman Goldenberg 
Terminix and TruGreen 
ChemLawn 

Adjourn 

RECEPTION 

Tuesday, October 22 

l"':''i:Sffitl": ·1 • • !· .·' '\'"'.-' . 

•:u•\ ·• ... :-: 

10:00AM 

12:30PM 

7:30PM 

BREAKFAST 

Morning Moderator 
Carl Falco 
NC Dept. of Agriculture 

Annual ASPCRO Business 
Meeting 

BREAK 

Legislation, Regulation and 
Other News From NPCA 
Bob Rosenberg and Greg 
Baumann 
National Pest Control Association 

The Ohio Methyl Parathion 
Mess 
Bob Wolfhurst 
OH Dept. of Agriculture 

News From the 
Research Community 
Dr. Roger Gold 
Texas A&M University 

Lunch on your own 

Santa Fe Music Hall 

Wednesday, October 23 

BREAKFAST 

Morning Moderator 
Gene Harrington/Bob Rosenberg 
National Pest Control Ass'n 



R. I. S. E. 
1156 15TH ST NW-STE 400 
WASHINGTON DC 20005 

CORPORATE OFFICE 
AGR EVO ENVIROMENTAL HEALTH 
95 CHESTNUT RIDGE ROAD 
MONTVALE NJ 07645 

BOB ANDERSON 
NEBRASKA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
1111 LINCOLN MALL #308 
LINCOLN NE 68508 

SCOTT ARMBRUST 
COLORADO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
3363 W AQUEDUCT AVENUE 
LITTLETON CO 80123 

THOMAS H ATKINSON, PH. D. 
TECHNICAL SVC & DEVEL/URBAN PEST MG 
1021 VILLAGE PARKWAY 
COPPELL TX 75019 

RODNEY AWE 
IDAHO DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 790 
BOISE ID 83701-0790 

MIKE BAESSLER 
TERMINIX 
701 LEE ROAD - STE 301 
WAYNE PA 19087 

ROBERT E BAILEY 
OFFICE OF PESTICIDE SERVICES 
PO BOX 1163 - RM 403 
RICHMOND VA 23218 

DENISE BAILEY 
HAWAII PEST CONTROL ASSN 
677 ALA MOANA BLVD #815 
HONOLULU HI 96919 

JERRY BAILEY 
NEB PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
4700 NORTH 56 
LINCOLN NE 68507 

DOROTHY BALLANTYNE 
ILLINOIS PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
3230 SPRUCEWOOD LANE 
WILMETTE IL 60091 

• 



JAMES BALLARD 
FMC CORPORATION 
PO BOX 8 
PRINCETON NJ 08543 

BOYD BARKER 
TENNESSEE DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 40627 - MELROSE STA 
NASHVILLE TN 37204 

MR. DAN BAROLO 
US EPA I OFFICE OF PESTICIDES PROGR 
MAIL CD 7501-C/401 M ST SW 
WASHINGTON DC 20460 

RICHARD E BARRETT 
ALASKA DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSER 
500 S ALASKA STREET 
PALMER AK 99645 

ROBERT I BATTESE, JR 
MAINE BOARD OF PESTICIDES CONTROL 
STATION #28 
AUGUSTA ME 04333 

GREG BAUMAN 
NATIONAL PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
8100 OAK STREET 
DUNN LORING VA 22027 

BILL BEACH 
COLORADO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
2150 W 29TH AVE - STE 310 
DENVER CO 80211 

RAY H BEAL 
ZENECA 
17 ALAVA LANE 
HOT SPRINGS AR 71909 

PHILIP R BENEDICT 
VERMONT DEPT OF AG 
116 STATE ST I STATE OFFICE BLDG 
MONTBELIER VT 05620 

JANET BESSEY-PAULSON 
AZ DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
1688 W ADAMS 
PHOENIX AZ 85007 

JIM BIGELOW 
WYOMING DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
2219 CAREY AVENUE 
CHEYENNE WY 82002-0100 



A BILLIOT 
LOUISIANA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
3042 OLD FORGE DRIVE 
BATON ROUGE LA 70808 

ROSS BLACKMORE 
AUSTRALIAN ENVIROMENTAL PEST MGRS 
PO BOX 349 
TURRAMURRA, N.S.W. AUSTRIALIA 

GARY BLANKENSHIP 
KENTUCKY PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
752 E 7TH STREET 
LEXINGTON KY 40505 

W.B. BLASINGAME 
BALSINGAME SERVICES, INC. 
PO BOX 967 
MCDONOUGH GA 30253 

'1 A BLOCH 
ALABAMA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE & INDUS 
BOX 3336 
MONTGOMERY AL 36193 

ROBERT BOESCH 
HAWAII DEPT OF AG 
1428 SOUTH KING STREET 
HONOLULU HI 96814 

ROGER BORGELT 
TEXAS STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
9101 FM 1325 - STE 201 
AUSTIN TX 78758 

DONALD BOYLE 
NY STATE PEST CONTROL ASSOC 
176 WASHINGTON AVE 
ALBANY NY 10018 

ROBERT G BRACKETT, Ph.D. 
AARP FOUNDATION/US EPA REG 5 
77 W '1ACKSON BLVD <DRT-14'1) 
CHICAGO IL 60604-3590 

DAVE BROADSTREET 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 

BETH BROOKS 
TEXAS PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
BOO CENTRE PK DR #350 
AUSTIN TX 78754 



..JAN BROWN 
MISS PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 12741 
..JACKSON MS 39236-2741 

ANN BROWN 
TERMINIX 
860 RIDGELAKE BLVD 
MEMPHIS TN 38120 

LEN BRUNO 
501 SHARP AVE 
GLENOLDEN PA 19036 

KEVIN BURNS 
DOWELANCO 
9390 ZIONSVILLE ROAD 
INDIANAPOLIS IN 46268 

TONI CAITHNESS 
FLORIDA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
6882 EDGEWATER COMMERCE PKWY 
ORLANDO FL 32810 

MINERVA CALLWOOD 
DIV OF NATURAL RESOURCES MGMT 
WATERGUT HMS, BOX 118A/CHRISTIANSTEE 
ST. CROIX VI 00802 

..JANIS CAMERON 
NJ PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
2029 LENTZ AVE 
UNION NJ 07083 

PAUL CANAVAN 
AMERICAN CYANAMID 
ONE CYANAMID PLAZA 
WAYNE NJ 07470 

CAROL CAUTHEN 
ALABAMA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
1609 COLESBURY CIRCLE 
BIRMINGHAM AL 35226 

STEPHEN CERTA 
WATCH ALL 
1109 WASHINGTON ST 
WEYMOUTH MA 02189 

CHARLES CHURCH 
TIDEWATER PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 6066 
NORFOLK VA 23508-6606 



MEL CLARK 
CLARK'S PEST CONTROL 
131-25 ROCKAWAY BLVD 
OZONE PARK NY 11420 

PAT CLARK 
PEST CONTROL OPERATORS OF CALIFORNI 
PO BOX 2466 
BAKERSFIELD CA 93303 

WES CLAYTON 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 

FRED CLIFF 
SC PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
141 VILLAGE FARMS ROAD 
COLUMBIA SC 29223 

MARK COFFELT, Ph.D. 
AGR EVO ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
7016 N MERCIER CT 
KANSAS CITY MO 64118 

ARTHUR COGSWELL 
CONN PEST CONTROL ASSN 
1233 CAMPBELL AVE 
W HAVEN CT 

BARRY COLEMAN 
N DAKOTA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
CAPITOL BUILDING 
BISMARK ND 58505 

REBECCA COOL 
US EPA I DEPT BRANCH CHR 
401 M ST SW C7505C> 
WASHINGTON DC 20460 

ANDREA CORON 
VA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 41056 
FREDERICKSBURG VA 22404-1056 

JAMES COTTEN 
ORKIN--MARYLAND COMMERCIAL 
2401 CUB HILL ROAD 
BALTIMORE MO 21234 

LINDA COULTER 
COLORADO DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
700 KIPLING - STE 4000 
LAKEWOOD CO 80215-5894 



JIM COX 
ARIZONA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
202 E MCDOWELL - STE 273 
PHOENIX AZ 85004 

TIM CREGER 
NEBRASKA DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 94756 
LINCOLN NE 68509-4756 

WAYNE DALLY 
MINNESOTA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
90 W PLATO BOULEVARD 
ST PAUL MN 55107 

JERRY DAVIS 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85,58-5514 

ELAINE DEWITT 
COLORADO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 5926 
DENVER CO 80217-5926 

TOM DIEDERICH 
GREATER ATLANTA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
2170 PIEDMONT RD NE 
ATLANTA GA 30324 

JIM DILL 
PEST MANAGEMENT OFFICE 
491 COLLEGE AVENUE 
ORONO ME 04473 

JOAN DODD 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 

RANDY DOMINY 
US EPA - REGION IV 
345 COURTLAND ST, NE 
ATLANTA GA 30308 

JEROME DOWNEY 
METRO PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
9806 CAMPUS DRIVE 
CLINTON MD 20735 

PAUL DOYLE 
S JERSEY PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 380 
WESTVILLE NJ 07432-0380 



STEVE DRENNAN 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
2170 PIEDMONT RD, NE 
ATLANTA GA 30324 

FRANK DUBOIS 
NEW MEXICO DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
POB 30005 I DEPT 3AG 
LAS CRUCES NM 88003-8005 

SID DUVAL 
TIDEWATER PEST CONTROL ASSN 
612 21ST ST 
VIRGINIA BEACH VA 23451 

CHARLES ECKERMAN 
IOWA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
WALLACE BUILDING 
DES MOINES IA 50319 

JOE M ESSEX 
ALL AMERICAN TERMITE & PEST CONTROL 
6359 EDGEWATER DRIVE 
ORLANDO FL 32810 

DAN EVERTS 
INDIANA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
451 EAST 38TH STREET 
INDIANAPOLIS IN 46205 

CARL FALCO.DIRECTOR 
NORTH CAROLINA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 27647 
RALEIGH NC 27611-0647 

HARLAN FEESE 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
2170 PIEDMONT RD NE 
ATLANTA GA 30324 

PETE FEHRENBACH 
PCT MAGAZINE 
4012 BRIDGE AVENUE 
CLEVELAND OH 44113 

JEFF FENNER 
PCT MAGAZINE 
4012 BRIDGE AVENUE 
CLEVELAND OH 44113 

DAVID FIELDS 
LOUISIANA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 3596 
BATON ROUGE LA 70821-3596 



DAVID FISH 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
2170 PIEDMONT ROAD 
ATLANTA GA 30334 

SUE FISHER 
OREGON PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 301416 
PORTLAND OR 97294 

ROSA FISK 
OKLAHOMA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
2600 SW 44 
OKLAHOMA CITY OK 73119 

CATO FISKDAL 
LA COUNTY AG COMMISSIONERS OFFICE 
3400 LA MADERA AVENUE 
EL MONTE CA 91732 

DR. BRIAN FORSCHLER 
DEPT OF ENTOMOLOGY 
GEORGIA EXPERIMENT STATION 
GRIFFIN GA 30223 

ROBERT E FRAME 
WV DEPT OF AG - PESTICIDE REGULATOR 
1900 KANAWHA BLVD EAST 
CHARLESTON WV 25305-0190 

HARLAN FREESE 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
2170 PIEDMONT RD NE 
ATLANTA GA 30324 

RICHARD FREYE 
WI PEST CONTROL ASSN 
1210 ANN ST 
MADISON WI 53715 

ALLEN FUGLER 
LOUISIANA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
3042 OLD FORGE DRIVE 
BATON ROUGE LA 70808 

BILL GALL 
OHIO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
2204 ROOD STREET 
TOLEDO OH 43613 

ED GATHRIGHT 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH ROAD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 



GEORGE GEISE 
PA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
509 N SECOND ST 
HARRISBURG PA 17101 

JOSEPH GIAIMO 
CONN PEST CONTROL ASSN 
8 MONTE CIRCLE 
EAST HAVEN CT 06512 

GARY L GINGERY 
MONTANA DEPT OF AG 
CAPITAL STATION 
HELENA MT 59620-0205 

DR. ROGER GOLD 
TEXAS A&M 
412 HEEP CENTER 
COLLEGE STATION TX 77843-2475 

NORMAN GOLDENBERG 
TERMINIX 
505 NW 103RD STREET 
MIAMI FL 33150-1426 

DR. LYNN GOLDMAN 
US EPA I OFFICE OF PREVENTION PESTI 
MAIL CD 7101 I 401 M ST SW 
WASHINGTON DC 20460 

ARLINE GONZALEZ 
PR DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 10163 
SANTURCE PR 00908 

PAUL GOSSELIN 
CALIFORNIA DEPT OF PESTICIDE REGULA 
1020 N STREET - RM 100 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-5624 

RONALD E GOTS, M. D. I Ph.D. 
ENVIRONMENTAL SENSITIVITIES RESEARC 
6001 MONTROSE ROAD - STE 400 
N BETHESDA MD 20852 

MARC GRAHAM 
VAN, WATERS ~ ROGERS 
3301 EDMUNDS SE 
ALBUQUERQUE NM 87122 

MARK GREENLEAF 
ENVIRONMENTAL REG ADMIN - STE 203 
2100 MARTIN LUTHER KING JR AVE SE 
WASHINGTON DC 20020 



LINDEN GRIFFEN 
MICHIGAN PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
3001 E KILGORE 
KALAMAZOO MI 49002 

BRYAN GRIMES 
FLORIDA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
911 DON DR 
FORT WALTON BEACH FL 32547 

JIM GRIMSLEY 
ALABAMA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
701 E PARK AVENUE 
ENTERPRISE AL 36330 

DEBORAH GRUBB 
ARIZONA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
325 E SOUTHERN AVE-STE 119 
TEMPE AZ 85282 

J. PAUL HARDY 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
2170 PIEDMONT RD NE 
ATLANTA GA 30324 

DR. CURTIS HARPER 
NC SP CC 
166 RIDGE TRAIL, VILLAGE WEST 
CHAPEL HILL NC 27516 

GENE HARRINGTON 
NATIONAL PEST CONTROL ASSN 
8100 OAK STREET 
DUNN LORING VA 22027 

JIM HARRON 
GEORGIA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
CAPITOL SQUARE 
ATLANTA GA 30334 

JAMES HASKINS 
MS DEPT OF AGRICULTURE & COMMERCE 
PO BOX 5207 
MISSISSIPPI STATE MS 39762 

PHILLIP HELSETH 
FL DEPT OF AG ~ CONS SERV 
PO BOX 210 
JACKSONVILLE FL 32231-0210 

BERNARD HOLST 
NJ PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
174 PATTERSON AVENUE 
MIDLAND PARK NJ 07432 



DENNIS HOWARD 
MD DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
50 HARRY S TRUMAN PKWY 
ANNAPOLIS MD 21401 

MELANDA HOWELLS 
OHIO PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
485 N STANBERY AVE 
COLUMBUS OH 43209-1061 

DOUG HOWICK, EX DIR 
AUSTRALIAN ENVIRONMENTAL PEST MGRS 
PO BOX 219 I MOORABBIN 
VIC AUSTRALIA 3189 

CHARLIE HROMADA 
TERMINIX INTERNATIONAL 
PO BOX 17167 
MEMPHIS TN 38187-0167 

HAL HUDSON 
KANSAS PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
3601 S W 29TH ST-STE 116-B 
TOPEKA KS 66614-2015 

MARK HUNTER 
GEORGIA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
3984 N NAPIER AVENUE 
MACON GA 31204 

RON HUTT 
IDAHO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 6946 
BOISE ID 83707 

JIM IGLEHEART 
OKLAHOMA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
2800 N LINCOLN BLVD 
OKLAHOMA CITY OK 73105 

JOHN W IMPSON 
HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL & PESTICIDE SA 
9010 STREET, SW #330 
WASHINGTON DC 20250-2220 

JOHN IVY 
BAYER CORPORATION 
PO BOX 4913 
KANSAS CITY MO 64120-4913 

WAYNE IWAOKA 
HAWAII DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
1428 SOUTH KING STREET 
HONOLULU HI 96814 



VALERIA JESSEE 
GEORGIA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
1 EXECUTIVE CONCOURSE #103 
DULUTH GA 30136 

STEPHEN L JOHNSON 
DIR/REGISTRATION DIV C7505C> 
401 M ST, S. W. 
WASHINGTON DC 20460 

RAY JOHNSON 
TENN PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
415 DEERFIELD CIR 
MANCHESTER TN 37355 

DICK JUDY 
WYOMISSING GROUP 
PO BOX 6589 
WYOMISSING PA 19610 

PAUL KAERCHER 
DELAWRE PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 373 
SMYRNA DE 19977 

JOEL KANSIGER 
WASHINGTON STATE DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 42589 
OLYMPIA WA 98504-2589 

BRAD KARO 
US FOREST SERVICE 
PO BOX 928 
STARKVILLE MS 39760-0928 

DONALD KEMPER 
NEBRASKA DEPT OF AG 
301 CENTENNIAL MALL 
LINCOLN NE 68509 

LARRY KLINKE 
TEXAS PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
8000 CENTRE PK DR #350 
AUSTIN TX 78754 

KEN KUKOROWSKI 
RHONE-POULENC 
PO BOX 12014 
RESEARCH TRIANGLE PK NC 27709 

DEAN KUTCHER 
ILLINOIS PEST CONTROL ASSN 
830 N JACKSON 
MACOMB IL 61455 



MIKE LACIVITA 
PA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
400 SPROUL ST 
MCKEES ROCKS PA 15136-2811 

DON LAMAR 
KY DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
100 FAIROAKS LANE/5TH FLOOR 
FRANKFORT KY 40601 

JULIE LANGHAM 
TENN PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
415 DEERFIELD CIRCLE 
MANCHESTER TN 37355 

FRED LANGLEY 
R. I. S. E. 
17 TIDEWATER FARM ROAD 
GREENLAND NH 03840-2148 

JOHN LAWRENCE, III 
RI DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MGMT 
22 HAYES STREET 
PROVIDENCE RI 02908 

CARLTON LAYNE 
US EPA - REGION IV 
345 COURTLAND, NE 
ATLANTA GA 30308 

TIM LEATHERMAN 
KENTUCKY PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 781 
FLORENCE KY 41022-0781 

GARY LEEPER 
COLORADO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 5926 
DENVER CO 80217-5926 

JOE LESLIE 
MISSOURI DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 630 
JEFFERSON CITY MO 65102-0630 

DOUG LESUER 
SHELPBY COUNTY PEST CONTROL INC 
DRAWER 900 
CALERA AL 35040 

JACK LEWIS 
SC PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 27 
ROCK HILL SC 29731 



DR. VERNARD LEWIS 
FOREST PRODUCTS LAB 
1301 S 46TH STREET 
RICHMOND CA 94804 

MICKEY LINAHAN 
AMERICAN CYANAMID 
PO BOX 400 
PRINCETON NJ 08543-0400 

HARVEY LOGAN 
3031 BEACON BLVD 
W SACRAMENTO CA 95691 

TIM LYONS 
HAWAII PEST CONTROL ASSN 
677 ALA MOANA BLVD # 185 
HONOLULU HI 96813-5416 

RONALD MAHOU 
ASSN DES SPECIALIALTIESEN EXT 
2549 BOUL ROSEMONT #101 
MONTREAL GUEBEC CAN GC RIV IK5 

TIM MANISCALO 
DOWELANCO 
9330 ZIONSVILLE RD-BLDG 308 
INDIANAPOLIS IN 46268-1054 

ANDREW MANNINO JR 
MISSOURI PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
4106 OLD HWY 94 S 
ST CHARLOTT MO 63303 

KAREN MANUS 
NAVAJO AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS INDUST 
PO BOX 1318 
FARMINGTON NM 87499 

MAT MARKOWSKI 
TENN PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
256 AIRWAYS BLVD 
JACKSON TN 38303 

REX MARTIN 
CIBA 
4673 S FOREST AVENUE 
SPRINGFIELD MO 65810 

CHRISTOPHER MASON 
NEVADA DIV OF AGRICULTURE 
350 CAPITOL HILL AVE 
RENO NV 89502 



BENNY MATHIS 
TEXAS STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
9109 FM 1325, SUITE 201 
AUSTIN TX 78758 

LONNIE MATTHEWS 
NEW MEXICO COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SV 
PO BOX 30003 
LAS CRUCES NM 88003 

GARY MAXWELL 
TARGET SPECIALITY PRODUCTS 
15415 S MARGUARDT AVENUE 
SANTA FE SPRINGS CA 90670 

JAMES MCARDLE 
BJ'S EXTERMINATING CORP 
PO BOX 158 
SPRING VALLEY NY 10977-0158 

JOHN W MCCAULEY 
KENTUCKY DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
100 FAIR OAKS LN-5TH FL 
FRANKFORT KY 40601 

DR. WILLIAM D MCCLELLAN 
ZENECA PROFESSIONAL PRODUCTS 
PO BOX 15458 
WILMINGTON DE 19850-5458 

CHARLES MCCORMICK 
ONTARIO PEST CONTROL 
PO BOX 296 
DON MILLS ON CANADA 

JOHN MCGLAMERY 
NC SP CC 
1000 EDGEBROOK DRIVE 
GARNER NC 27529 

MURRAY L MCKAY 
NEW HAMPSHIRE DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 2042 
CONCORD NH 03301-2042 

DR. LINDA MEYER 
CIBA CROP PROTECTION 
PO BOX 18300 
GREENSBORO NC 27419 

BRAD MITCHELL 
MA DEPT OF FOOD & AG 
100 CAMBRIDGE ST- RM 2103 
BOSTON MA 02202 



.JERRY MIX 
PEST CONTROL MAGAZINE 
7500 OLD OAK BLVD 
CLEVELAND OH 44130 

.JAY MORAN 
OHIO PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
3122 WILMINGTON PIKE 
DAYTON OH 45429 

DAN MORELAND 
PCT MAGAZINE 
4012 BRIDGE AVENUE 
CLEVELAND OH 44113 

HERMAN, PRES. MOXEY 
MARYLAND PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 927 

·ABERDEEN-MD--21001-0927-- ·-- ----

AL MUENCH 
NY DEPT OF ENVIRON CONSERVATION 
50 WOLF ROAD, ROOM 440 
ALBANY NY 12233-7254 

DAVID M MUNN 
N.J DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
401 E STATE ST- CN411 
TRENTON NJ 08625-0411 

NICK NEHER 
WISCONSIN DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 8911 
MADISON WI 53708-8911 

FRED NEIL 
MARYLAND PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
4029 PEBBLE BRANCH ROAD 
ELLICOTT CITY MD 21042-5348 

DAVID NEWBIL 
TENN DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 232 
GREENFIELD TN 38230-0232 

DAVID NIMOCKS, III 
NC SP CC 
PO BOX 2587 
FAYETTEVILLE NC 28302 

.JAY NIXON 
MARYLAND/NATL PEST CONTROL ASSOC 
6460 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE 
TAKOMO PK MD 20912 



BUBBA NOLAN 
GA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
ONE EXECUTIVE CONCOURSE-STE 103 
DULUTH GA 30136 

NORMAN NOSENCHUCK 
NY DEPT OF ENVIRON.CONSERVATION 
50 WOLF ROAD I RM 440 
ALBANY NY 12233-7254 

STEVE OAKES 
BELL LABORATORIES 
3699 KINSMAN BLVD 
MADISON WI 53704-2508 

.JIMMY ODOM 
MISSOURI PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 618 
BELTON MO 64012-0618 

NEIL OGG 
DEPT OF FERTILIZER & PESTICIDE CONT 
257 POOLE AG CENTER/CLEMSON UNIV 
CLEMSON SC 29634-0394 

FAITH OI 
AUBURN UNIVERSITY 
208 EXTENSION HALL/ENTOMOLOGY 
AUBURN AL 36849-5629 

PRESTON OLSON 
OLSON'S PEST TECHNICIANS INC 
PO BOX 661 
CHAMBERLAIN SD 57325-0661 

.JOHNNY ORZELL 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 

VINCENT PALMER 
SUNY-STONEV BROOK - BLDG 40 
STONEY BROOK NY 11790-2356 

BARRY PATTERSON 
NEW MEXICO DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 30005 
LAS CRUCES NM 88003 

JOHN PATTON 
OHIO PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 248 
CHAGRIN FALLS OH 44022-0248 



J H <BUD> PAULSON 
AZ STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSI 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH ROAD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258 

KIM PHILLIPS 
MISSOURI PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
1623 HEADLAND DRIVE 
FENTON MO 63026 

PLANT IND & CON SVCS 
OKLAHOMA DEPT OF AG 
2800 N LINCOLN BLVD 
OKLAHOMA CITY OK 73105-4298 

DAVE POOLE 
MISSISSIPPI PCA 
1697 MONTICELLO ST NE 
BROOKHAVEN MS 39601 --

BERT PUTTERMAN 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 

GEORGE RAMBO 
GRCS INC 
1004 VAN BUREN 
HERNDON VA 20170-325~ 

JOHNY RASCHELLA 
PEST CONTROL OPTRS OF WVA 
PO BOX 22 
BELINGTON WV 26230-0022 

BENNY RAY 
NC PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 5927 
WINSTON SALEM NC 27113-5857 

RICHARD READ 
WA ST PEST CONTROL ASSN 
E 3890 HWY 302 
BELFAIR WA 95828 

DANIEL REARDON 
WYOMISSING GROUP 
PO BOX 6589 
WYOMISSING PA 19610 

JOSEPH REARDON 
DELAWARE PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 4047 
GREENVILLE DE 19807 



LEONARD G REED, JR 
DEPT OF CONSERVATION ~ CULTURAL AFF 
PO BOX 4340 
ST THOMAS VI 00801 

BYRON REID 
AMERICAN CYANAMID 
PO BOX 400 
PRINCETON NJ 08543-0400 

ROLAND L RHODES 
UNITED PROD. & FORMULATORS ASSOC 
PO BOX 3204 
KANSAS CITY MO 66103-2004 

L.DON RICHARDSON 
KANSAS PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 638 
WINFIELD KS 67156-0638 

FRED RIECKS 
ILLINOIS DEPT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
535 W JEFFERSON, 5TH FLOOR 
SPRINGFIELD IL 62761 

DON RIVARD 
NEW ENGLAND PEST CONTROL ASSOC 
PO BOX 538 
WALTHAM MA 02254 

FRITZ ROANHORSE 
NAVAJO NATION EPA/PESTICIDE PROGRAM 
PO BOX 529 
FORT DEFIANCE AZ 86504 

TERRY ROBISON 
UTAH PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
300 GORDON LANE 
MURRAY UT 84017 

GLEN ROLLINS 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
3117 POPLARWOOD COURT 
RALEIGH NC 27625 

SANDRA ROMIAS 
HAWAII PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 877 
PERL CITY HI 96782 

JACK ROOT 
NORTH & ROOT CONSULTING 
799 ROAD 2900 
AZTEC NM 87410-9738 



ROBERT ROSENBERG 
NATIONAL PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
8100 OAK STREET 
DUNN LORING VA 22027 

TERRY ROSENTHAL 
OKLAHOMA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
2831 E 11TH ST 
TULSA OK 74104 

BRIAN C ROWE 
MICHIGAN DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 30017 
LANSING MI 48909 

GARY ROWELL 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
1101 CALIFORNIA AV - STE 104 
CORONA CA 91719 

KAY RUFFINO 
MICHIGAN PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 608 
NEW BALTIMORE MI 48447-0608 

ROBERT SADUSKY 
DELAWRE PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 1375 
DOVER DE 19903 

RONALD SALISBURY 
IOWA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 4891 
DES MOINES IA 50306-4891 

GLENN SCHERZINER 
KENTUCKY PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
5164 KENNEDY AVEUNE 
CINCINNATI OH 45213 

MIKE SCHLACHTER, PRES. 
NEW MEXICO PEST CONTROL ASSN 
3102 SUE CIRCLE 
ALBUGUERGUE NM 87124 

LINDA SCHMIDT 
CT DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
79 ELM STREET 
HARTFORD CT 06106 

WALTER SCHROEDER 
NY STATE PROFESSIONAL APPLICATORS C 
PO BOX 301 
YAPHANK NY 11980-0301 



DAVE SCOTT 
OFFICE OF INDIANA STATE CHEMIST 
1154 BIOCHEMISTRY BLDG 
CAMPUS MAIL 

MARY ELLEN SETTING 
MARYLAND DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
50 HARRY S TRUMAN PARKWAY 
ANNAPOLIS MD 21401 

JOEL SHERMAN 
NM PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 15743 
RIO RANCHO NM 87174 

JOSEPH SILVESTRINI 
PA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
PO BOX 1951 
NORRISTOWN PA 19401 

BOBBY SIMONEAUX 
LOUISIANA DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 3596 
BATON ROUGE LA 70821-3596 

WINSTON SMITH 
EPA, REGION IV 
345 COURTLAND STREET 
ATLANTA GA 30308 

SUE SPIROFF 
PEST CONTROL OPTRS OF WVA 
454 MEADOW LA-RT 7 
MORGANTOWN WV 26505 

FORREST ST AUBIN 
KS DEPT OF AG 
901 S KANSAS STREET 
TOPEKA KS 66612-1281 

GRIER STAYTON 
DE DEPT OF AG 
2320 S. DUPONT HWY 
DOVER DE 19901 

JIM STECKEL 
OHIO PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
600 WEST TOWN ST 
COLUMBUS OH 43215 

BOB STEIN 
EXTERMINATING INDUSTRY INST 
460 9TH AVENUE 
NEW YORK NY 10018 



KIVEN STEWART 
ARKANSAS STATE PLANT BOARD 
PO BOX 1069 
LITTLE ROCK AR 72203 

R. J. STRAND 
BRITISH PEST CONTROL ASSN 
3 ST JAMES CT 
FRIAR GATE, DERBY UK DE1 1ZU 

R I SULLIVAN . 
COLORADO DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
700 KIPLING ST--STE 4000 
LAKEWOOD CO 80215-5894 

JOANNE SZYMANSKI 
US BORAX INC 
26877 TOURNEY ROAD 
VALENCIA CA 91505 

BOBBY TAYLOR 

UK 

W TENN PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
5813 LEISURE LANE 
BARTLETT TN 38134 

BRUCE TENNEBAUM 
STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMMISSION 
9545 E DOUBLETREE RANCH RD 
SCOTTSDALE AZ 85258-5514 

TODD THOMPSON 
LOUISIANA DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 3596 
BATON ROUGE LA 70821-3596 

CHARLES THOMPSON 
ARKANSAS PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 2631 
WEST HELENA AR 72390-2631 

PAT TOBIN 
REGION IV, US EPA 
345 COURTLAND STREET 
ATLANTA GA 30308 

TAMI TRACEY 
DELAWARE PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 183 
ELKTON MD 21921 

LARRY TRELEVEN 
WA STATE PEST CONTROL ASSN 
PO BOX 2222 
TACOMA WA 94801-2222 



'10E URAM 
PA DEPT OF AG 
2301 N CAMERON STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17110-9408 

BOB VANDALL 
ND DEPT OF HEALTH ~ CONSOLIDATED LA 
PO BOX 937 
BISMARK ND 58502-0937 

RICH VOYTON 
PA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
76 ALLEN STREET 
WEST NANTICOKE PA 18634-1127 

DR. MIKE WALDVOGEL 
NCSU 
PO BOX 7613 
RALEIGH NC 27695-7613 

STEVE WEBER 
ARIZONA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
680 N GOLDEN KEY ST 
GILBERT AZ 

ALLEN WELCH 
SD DEPT OF AG 
445 EAST CAPITOL 
PIERRE SD 57501 

FRED WETMORE 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
5501 EXECUTIVE CENTER 
CHARLOTTE NC 28212 

RICHARD WHITMAN 
VA PEST CONTROL ASSN 
601 S OAKWOOD AVE 
BECKLEY VA 25801 

MS ARTIE WILLIAMS 
US ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
401 M STREET, SW 
WASHINGTON DC 20460 

BILL WILLIAMS 
ENV EPIDEMIOLOGY SECTION 
COOPER BUILDING 
RALEIGH NC 

G. RICHARD WILSON 
UT STATE AG DEPT 
PO BOX 146500 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84114-6500 



JOHN WILSON 
ORKIN PEST CONTROL 
2170 PIEDMONT RD NE 
ATLANTA GA 30324 

KARL WINT 
NV ST PEST CONTROL ASSOC 
840 GRAND CONCOURSE 
BRONX NY 10451 

KEN WINWARD 
DELAWARE PEST CONTORL ASSN 
155 S DUPONT PKWY 
NEW CASTLE DE 19720 

DOUG WISEMAN 
MINNESOTA PEST CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
9917 VALLEYVIEW RD 
EDEN PRAIRIE MN 55344 

KNOX WRIGHT 
TN DEPT OF AG 
PO BOX 40627 I MELROSE STATION 
NASHVILLE TN 37204 

JIM WRIGHT 
DEPT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION 
PO BOX 21767 
COLUMBIA SC 29221 

JOHN WRIGHT 
FMC CORP 
PO BOX 8 
PRINCETON NJ 08543-0008 

BOB WULFHORST 
OHIO DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
8995 E MAIN STREET 
REYNOLDSBURG OH 43068-3399 

JEFFREY ZIMMER 
MICHIGAN DEPT OF AGRICULTURE 
PO BOX 30017 
LANSING MI 48909 

RICK ZOUCHA 
NEBRASKA STATE PCA 
4802 CALVERT ST 
LINCOLN NE 68507 

LEE ZUSMAN 
TERMINIX 
626 POTRERO AVENUE 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 34110 
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ASSOCIATION OF STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL 
REGUU\ TORY OFFICIALS 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS ANNUAL MEETING 
OCTOBER 19. 1996 - 3:00 P.M. 

AGENDA 

Update from Bob Rosenberg on FIFRA Reauthorization Bill (H.R. 1627) l---' 

Discussion of Unresolved Regulatory Issues relating to Termite Control at NPCA 
Convention - Bob Rosenberg 

Review Product Specific Information on PR Notice V--­

Appoint Termiticide Labeling Committee 
Committee of Jim Wright, Chair, Dave Scott and Bud Paulson ,_7 _ _ 

/qfis' 
Discussion of EPA Proposal to add certain active ingredients to 25b list. '--__ 

Report from Dave Scott regarding Sllbterranean Termite Treatment Service 
Agreement (Draft JID/NPCA form) 

Discussion on Proposed Model Indoor Posting and Pre-Notification Guidelines 
along with IPM Guidelines 

VIII. Travel Expenses for ASPCRO Members attending ASPCRO Related Meetings, i.e. 
NPCA; SFIREG; Members of Various ASPCRO Committees; and Members 
Attending Meetings Representing ASPCRO. 

Soil Sampling Survey - George Saxon, Dave Scott and Jim Wright 
1 

(tt.-----­

Monthly Pesticide Applications and Contracts - Dave Scott L----

E-mail Addresses and Home Pages - George Saxon 

Discussion of ASPCRO Internet Web Site/Home Page and what information need 
to be included on ASPCRO Home Page. 

• 
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c. Travel 
d. Contributors 

Committee Report from Roger Borgelt and Jim Harren on Model Training for 
Technicians 

Amending the Constitution - Roger Borgelt 
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I 

ISSUE: 

l 
The 1996 Annl al Meeting of the Association of S.tructura.1 Pest Control Regulatory 

Officials (ASPCRO) 'Ya$ held in Santa Fe, New M~xico. The program included excellent 

informative speakers ab well as the opportunity to exchange idea.q among representatives of 

states, industry and otl}crs who have an interest in structural pest control issues. 

I 
RESOLUTION: 

Therefore, ASPCRO resolves to recognize Lonnie Matthews and his family for their 

work with the planning committee in organizing and conducting the meeting. ASPCRO also 

wishes l.o recognize the New Mexico Department of Agriculture and the foHowing sponsors for 

their -.wistahce in maklng-thlsmeethtg possible: 

AgrEvo 
American Cyanamid 
Rayer 
Ciba Crop Protection 
DowEJanco 
FMC 
National Pest Control Association 
New Mexico Pest Control Association 
Orkin . 
PCT Magazine 
Tenninix International 
Responsible Industry for a Sound Environment 
Target:Specialty Product 
Van Waters & Rogers 
West.em Exterminator Co. 
Whitmire/Micro gen 
Zeneca 

• 
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ISSUE: 

ASPCRO has long recognized the need for training directed at structural pest control 

technicians (inspectors, sales people and handlers). The interest in particular is dh-ected toward 

employees who arc outside the scope of certified applicator programs. 

In recognition of this need ASPCRO ha,, established a committee charged to develop training 

materials for pest control technicians. Service Technician Magazine has contacted ASPCRO, 

infomrina ·us of their intention to develop a series of serviceman training materials. In order t.o 

enhance the recognition of their training materials they have requested ASPCRO's endorsement of 

their training materials. Jn exchange for this endorsement Service Technician Magazine is offering 

to ASPCRO, review rights of the materials as well as a percentage of their receipts from sale of those 

materials with the compensation being placed in a research fund under the control of Service 

Technician Magazine. 

RESOLUTION: 

'Illerefore, ASPCRO resolves to authorize itc; representative to meet with Service Technician 

Magazine and negotiate the terms of an ASPCRO endorsement for the PCT tecJmician training 

program and the compensation to he provided to this oraanijl'..ation. 
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ISSUE: 

There is significant concern about both human ~xposurc and other environmental impacts 

from pesticide usaae in the mban environment. Further, the States recognize the quality of training 

that has been made available through Pesticide Regulatory Education Programs (PREP). 

RESOLlITION: 

Therefore, ASPCRO resolves to urge EPA and the PREP Advisory Committee to consider 

development of a PREP Course specific to the issues surrounding mban pesticide use. 



IS SUR: 

ASPCRO has long recognized the need for structural pest contro1 technician training. This 

interest in particular is directed toward those technicians who are outside of the scope of certified 

applicator training programs. In recognition of this ncOO. ASPCRO ha.~ established a committee with 

the charge to develop training materials for structural pest control technicians. To faci1itate this 

process ASPCRO has obtained EPA/USDA grant fonds. 

lbc National Pest Control Association (NPCA) lw approached the training committee with 

its own commitment to developc technician training materials and is seeking to work jointly with 

ASPCRO toward this mutual goal. 

Under the terms of the EPA/USDA grant. ASPCRO is obligated to produce trainin& matcri.als 

which can be made available at no charge to !!lattes for use in their programs. 

In contrast, NPCA would distribute any jointly developed training materials under copyright. 

Jn order to saiisfy both objectives, will require the development of parallel materials; one 

a manual ouU;idc of copyright and a separate offering to be more comprehensive in its content to be 

distributed under copyright. 

ASPCRO would have full editorial review of those materials developed jointly with NPCA 

and would share in profit from sales of said training materials. 

RESOLUTION: 

Therefore, ASPCRO resolves to jointly develop with the NPCA service technician training 

materials. A representative of the ASPCRO Board of Directors is authorized to negotiate with 

NPCA concerning any financial tenn.c; for this joint operation. 



Board of Directors 

LORA L. BRAMER, CPA 
4641 JACKSON HIGHWAY 

WEST LAFAYETTE, IN 47906 

3 1 7-!583-1 507 

October 14, 1996 

Association of Structural Pest Control 
Regulatory Officials 

1154 Biochemistry Building 
Purdue University 
West Lafayette, IN 47907 

I have reviewed the receipts and disbursements of the Association of Structural Pest 
Control Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO) for the period of December 1, 1995 through 
September 30, 1996. The review was limited to bank statements, canceled checks, check 
re-gisters, exp ns-ereceiprs-arrd-gran ocumerftafion. 

The following procedures were performed in order to assess the accuracy and 
completeness of the above mentioned records: 

1. The numerical sequence of the checks written during the period was verified. All 
checks were accounted for as either canceled checks or void checks. 

2. Checks were traced to the computer generated check register. All checks were 
recorded in the check register. 

3. The September 1996 bank statement was reconciled with the computer generated 
report. There was a $.50 difference in the balances. The check register should 
be corrected to show that check #1029 was issued for $483.36 instead of $483.86. 

4. Supporting documentation was examined for the checks written. Documentation 
was available for all but 5 of the checks written. The checks without documentation 
were for expenses paid in September after most documentation was submitted for 
review. 

5. Prior treasurer's records were examined to verify that all funds were transferred to 
the new account. 

6. Deposits were traced to the computer generated check register. All receipts were 
reported. 

.. 



7. Grant income was verified against documentation. 

8. Dues income was verified against paid dues receipts. 

The above procedures do not constitute an audit in accordance with generally accepted 
accounting standards. I am, therefore, not expressing an opinion on the financial 
statements of the Association for Structural Pest Control Regulatory Officials. 

In connection with the above referenced procedures, no material matters came to my 
attention that require adjustment of any income or expense accounts. 

Sincerely, 

c{Ji()_,~~ 
-----------------------bora-L-:-Brarner,-GP··fi---



10/3/ 96 

ASPCRO CHECK 

Date Num Descriptio~ 

BALANCE 12/1/95 

12/13/95 
12/15/95 
1/2/96 
1/30/96 
2/9/ 96 
3 / 18/96 
3/18/96 
3/21/96 
3/21/96 
3/29/ 96 
4/4/96 
4/8/96 
4 / 29/96 
5/8/96 
5/8/96 
5/22/96 
5/22/96 
5/24/96 
5/24 / 96 
6/4 / 96 
6/5 / 96 
6 / 5 / 96 
6/5/96 
6/5/96 
6/12 / 96 
6/12/96 
6/17 / 96 
6/17 / 96 
6/17 / 96 
6 / 17 / 96 
6/19/96 
6/24/96 
6/24 / 96 
6/27/96 
6/27 / 96 
6/27 / 96 
6/27 / 96 
7 / 8/96 
7 / 12 / 96 
7 / 12/96 
7/12/96 
7/12/96 
7/12/96 
7/12/ 96 
7 /12/96 
7/19/96 

TXFR 
DEP 
Maint 
1001 
1002 
1003 
1004 
TXFR 
0143 
TXFR 
1005 
1006 
DEP 
1007 
1008 
1009 
1010 
DEP 
1012 
1013 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
1014 
1015 
1016 
1017 
1018 
1019 
1020 
1021 
1022 
1023 
1024 
DEP 
DEP 
1025 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
1026 
DEP 

Opening Balance 

Huntington Bank 
Roger Borgelt 
Jim Harron 
George Saxton 
Benny Mathis 
Carl Falco 
Carl Falco 

Printing Svcs 
Benny Mathis 

June Moncrief 
June Moncrief 
Benny Mathis 
Jim Wright 

Bob Rosenberg 
Bobby Simoneau 

Benny Mathis 
Roger Borgelt 
Drew Martin 
Penny Pava 
OISC 
Carl Falco 
Dave Scott 
Donald Molnar 
Jim Wright 
Bob Wulfhorst 
Roger Borgelt 

Drew Martin 
Bob Wulfhorst 

OISC 

Register Eeport 
12 /2/95 Through 10/2/9 6 

Memo Category C1r 

(ASPCRO CHECK] x 
Ag Research 
Check Pri nting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
Midyear meetin g 
Midyear meetin g 
reimbursement 
Midyear meeting 
(ASPCRO CHECK] 
Stationary 
Bus. Utilities:Telep ... 
1996 Dues 
1996 Meeting 
1996 Meeting 
Forum Meeting 
1996 Meet i ng 
1996 Dues 
1996 Meeting 
Overpayment 
Ag Research 
NPCA Donat 
Zeneca 
1996 Dues 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
Supplies , bus. 
Postage 
RT Meeting 
RT Meetin<] 
RT Meeting 
RT Meet ing 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
1996 Dues 
reimbursement 
RT Meeting 
1996 Meeting 
Target 
AgrEvo 
Western Ext 
Rise 
Whitmire 
Postage 
NPCA Reimb 

Amount 

0.00 

2,000 .00 
25, 000 .00 

- 85. 99 
-631. 06 
-449 . 14 
-396 . 66 
- 589.82 

5 25.72 
-525. 72 

21,377.78 
-137.53 
-259 . 47 

1,000.00 
- 3 67 . 64 

- 1,000 . 00 
- 656 .43 
-7 43. 00 

1,500 . 00 
-360. 00 
-200.00 

25,000.00 
1 , 000.00 
2 ,000.00 

500.00 
- 433 .65 
-419.20 
-4 44.37 

- 10 . 45 
-64 .8 8 

-312 . 8 4 
- 519 . 94 
- 396. 06 
-171. 20 
-184.37 
-718 .51 

600.00 
10.00 

- 306. 00 
170. 00 
500 . 00 

1, 5 00 . 00 
5 00 . 00 

1,000 . 00 
500 . 00 
-22 . 40 

1 , 336. 89 

Page 



10/3/96 
ASPCRO CHECK 

Date 

7/19/96 
7/19/96 
7/19/96 
7/24/96 
7/24/96 
8/2/96 
8/2/96 
8/2/96 
8/7/96 
8/16/96 
8/16/96 
8/16/96 
8/21/96 
8/21/96 
8/21/96 
9/3/96 
9/3/96 
9/3/96 
9 / 9 / 96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/9/96 
9/23/96 
9/23/96 
9/23/96 

Num Description 

DEP 
DEP 
1027 Jim Harron 
1028 OISC 
1029 Benny Mathis 
DEP 
DEP 
1030 Todd Thompson 
1031 OISC 
1032 OISC 
1033 MT Dept of AG 
1034 Clay Bernard 
1035 Printing Svcs 
DEP 
DEP 
1036 OISC 
1037 OISC 
1038 Bernie Rodriquez 

DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
DEP 
1039 Bernie Rodrique 
1040 Bob Russell 
DEP 
DEP 

TOTAL 12/2/95 - 10/2/96 

BALANCE 10/2/96 

TOTAL INFLOWS 
TOTAL OUTl!'LOWS 

NET TOTAL 

Register Report 
12 / 2/95 Through 10/2/96 

Memo Category 

1996 Meeting 
1996 Meeting 
RT Meeting 
Postage 
DC Meeting 
1996 Dues 
1996 Meeting 
RT Meeting 
Postage 
Postage 
Overpayment 
Bus for meeting 
Stationary 
1996 Meeting 
1996 Dues 
Postage 
Postage 
Meals & Entertn 
Cancel 1038 
1996 Meeting 
1996 Dues 
Orkin 
Bayer 
All America 
Ciba 
GIE 
Meals & Entertn 
reimbursement 
199 € Dues 
199€ Meeting 

Clr 

Page 

Amount 

340.00 
85.00 

-295.67 
-70.18 

-483.86 
150.00 
510.00 

-219.47 
-62.31 
-84.80 
-50.00 

-300.00 
-112.55 

1,190.00 
200.00 
-94.19 
-85.13 

-150.00 
150.00 

2,495.00 
300.00 

3,000.00 
2,000.00 
2,850.00 

500.00 
500.00 

-150.00 
-85.00 
100.00 
965.00 

88,705.90 

88,705.90 

101,355.39 
-12,649.49 

88,705.90 

lfS 5?S.9lf 

t/3) I 9 ·9 l 



10/17/96 
Technician Acct 

Date 

12/2/95 
1/30/96 
2/9/96 
4/8/96 
6/5/96 
6/12/96 
6/12/96 
6/17/96 
6/17/96 
6/19/96 
6/24/96 
6/24/96 
6/27/96 
6/27/96 
7/8/96 
7/19/96 
7/19/96 
8/2/96 

Num Descripticn 

BALANCE 12/1/95 

Opening Balance 
1001 Roger Borgelt 
1002 Jim Harron 
1006 Benny Mathis 
DEP 
1014 Benny Mathis 
1015 Roger Borgelt 
1016 Drew Martin 
1019 Carl Falco 
1020 Dave Scott 
1021 Dave Molnar 
1022 Jim Wright 
1023 Bob Wulfhorst 
1024 Roger Borgelt 
1025 Bob Wulfhorst 
DEP 
1027 Jim Harron 
1030 Todd Thompson 

TOTAL 12/2/95 - 10/11/96 

BALANCE 10/11/96 

TOTAL INFLOWS 
TOTAL OUTFLOWS 

NET TOTAL 

Register Report 
12/2/95 Through 10/11/96 

Memo Category 

RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
Conf. Call 

RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 
NPCA Reirnb 
RT Meeting 
RT Meeting 

Clr 

x 

Page 

Amount 

0.00 

25,000.00 
-631. 06 
-449.14 
-259.47 

25,000.00 
-433.65 
-419.20 
-444.37 
-312.84 
-519.94 
-396.06 
-171.20 
-184.37 
-718.51 
-306.00 

1,336.89 
-295.67 
-219.47 

45,575.94 

45,575.94 

51,336.89 
-5,760.95 

45,575.94 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

Multiple Chemical Sensitivities Task Force of New Mexico 
P.O. Box 23415, Santa Fe NM 87502-3415 

505-466-4446 

ASPCRO Conference Participants 

Multiple Chemical Sensitivities (MCS) Task Force of New Mexico 

October 21, 1996 

We, the MCS Task Force of New Mexico, are deeply disturbed that only the chemical 
industry view of MCS is being presented at this conference (by Dr. Gots and Mr. 
Langley). While it is to be expected that the chemical industry is more concerned with 
profits than human welfare, we believe that pest control regulators must be held to a 
higher standard -- that of prult:!cling public health as well as managing pests. To that end, 
we urge pest control regulatory officials to get fillthe facts about MCS before coming to 
conclusions about it. 

The Task Force would be happy to arrange for speakers at future ASPCRO meetings so 
that MCS researchers, doctors who treat people with MCS, experts on The Americans 
with Disabilities Act, and chemically sensitive people themselves, can be heard. Only in 
this way can a true picture of MCS be obtained. Unless chemically sensitive people are 
able to participate in the debate, they will remain invisible and misunderstood. 

People with MCS are not those "other" people who are so different from everybody else. 
We are your fathers, mothers, sisters, brothers, husbands, wives, and children who have 
developed a complicated and serious illness. We are real people with real health 
problems. We deserve respect, compassion, protection, accommodation, and the right to 
be heard. 



Multiple Chemical Sensitivities Task Force of New Mexico 
P.O. Box 23415, Santa Fe NM 87502-3415 

505-466-4446 

Common Misconceptions about Multiple Chemical Sensitivities (MCS) 

FICTION 

MCS is not a recognized 
illness. 

MCS is a small problem 
affecting only a few 
individuals. 

People only develop MCS 
after a doctor tells them 
they have it. 

The diagnosis ofMCS 
begins a downward spiral 
that condemns the sufferer 
to a life of misery and 
disability. 

There are no abnormal lab 
tests in people with MCS. 

Symptoms reported by 
people with MCS are not 
accompanied by any 
detectable changes on 
physical examination. 

A voiding chemical 
exposures condemns the 
patient to a life of misery, 
isolation, and disability. 

FACT 

MCS is recognized as a potentially disabling condition 
by Social Security, HUD, EPA, and the National 
Academy of Sciences. MCS is also recognized by the 
U.S. Army, Department of Veterans' Affairs, and many 
other federal, state, and local governn1ent entities ~ . ,. . 

MCS is a widespread, growing, and serious public health 
problem that is reaching epidemic proportions. It occurs 
in men and women of all ages, races, and socio-economic 
backgrounds around the world. Preliminary results of a 
1995 California Department of Health Services study 
found 16% of the study population were chemically 
sensitive and 7% had been diagnosed with MCS. That's 
approximately 2 million cases of MCS in California 
alone. 

Most people with MCS see 15 - 20 doctors because of 
their troubling chemical sensitivities before finding 
someone who can diagnose and help them. 

Being diagnosed with MCS usually marks the beginning 
of recovery for people with MCS, for which they are 
immensely grateful. 

Many people with MCS have abnormal brain scans, 
EEGs, immune studies, and neuro-psychological tests 
that indicate brain and/or immune damage. 

MCS patients may have a yellowish skin color, low body 
temperature, wheezing/asthma, rashes, edema/swelling, 
aphasia, irregular or rapid heartbeat, poor coordination, 
visual impairment, tremors, and seizures -- among other 
things. 

A voiding chemical exposures has been shown to be the 
most helpful measure in relieving symptoms, stabilizing 
health, and helping patients regain their ability to 
function. 



..... FICTION FAC'F .. 
"'1 --:-------~---'---.......:.--._;:_ _ _ ....:·- ------------

The U.S. J~fi~~ D~p ' rinl~nt enforces the ADA and 
considers ~1/fcs · ~·-'isa.bility on a case-by-case basis -- as 
with all other conditions. 

People with MCS are not 
entitled to protection under 
The Americans-with 
Disabilities Act (ADA). 

Itis unreasonable to help 
. people with MCS until all 

L.nthe medical facts are _ 
known about this illness. 

People with MCS don't 
want to work. 

:-:jie.~~ple with MCS just want 
sympathy and get it. 

. ' 
iJ,~"''~ '~~,:~ ::·t~ 1 ·.~,·I 

\. TJ1e. d1emical industiy 
.wants' tc:Lfoam the truth 
about MCS. 

' · 
Doctors who earn their 
living by testifying against 
people with MCS are 
scientifically objective 
when discus~ing MCS. 

,.,, 1 

1b:e ~w:o.rld Health 
tlrgap.ization wants to 
change the name ofMCS. 

,, 

"Public officials rhust ~ckiiowledge the exi~te~.e of ~. 
people with MCS and the sincerity of their needs ... .. The 
scientific debate should not be used as an.excuse against 
taking proper action now." 
Judy Myers, Director, New Mexico Governor's 
Committee on the Concerns of the Handicapped, 1996 . 

• 1 
' 1:..' 

So many people with MCS are asking for wo;r}( place 
accommodations -- so they can work -- that -.chemical 
industry advocates are advising employers on how to 
deny requests for accommodations ("How to Marshal the 
Power of the ADA to Minimize Your Company's 
Exposure Liability to Individuals Seeking 
Accommodations for MCS," Lonny Dolan, l.995)._ 

,. .t-),, . 
People with MCS are misunder~top<l, maligl(-ed, ancJJ 
rejected. Many lose.their family and friends.c"3q~,$f-S, co­
workers, neighbors, and even doctors, can be rude and 
hostile. Public officials usually ignore theni. C~l;iJ.dren 
and adults make fun of them for wearing respirators" 
What sympathy?? .. '. , , . ;·, :· , .. · . , ; 

. . ~.: ~~ ·1 ' - ~ '. '. l"}.";.t: 
The chemical industry has vowed to suppres~ f~Je.- ·. • 
recognition of MCS in order to presr;rve profits ("The 
Chemical Manufacturers' Association Environmental 
Illm::ss Briefing Paper," 1990). . .. 

There is an obvious conflict of interest regarding MCS 
for those who profit from anti-MCS testimony. 

' 
The · orld Health 0 ganization· catego 'ic~!ly denies that ,, 
th conclusions and 1eco mendatio s of a 1996 

~ ..... ' •:\· 
industry-dominated~ CS workshop represent the 
decisions or stated policy of the WHO. 
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8100 Oak st. 
Dunn Loring, VA 22027 
Phone: 703-573-8330 
Fax: 703-573-4116 
Email: NatPestTec@aol.com 
Home Page: http://www.nationalpest.org 

Fax 
To: Interested Parties 

Fax: List 

Phone: List 

Re: Revised Forms 

National Pest Control 
Association, Inc. 

From: Greg Baumann, Director of Field Services 

Pages: 3 

Date: October 7 1996 

cc: Tim Leatherman, Chair, WOO Committee 

0 Urgent ~ For Review D Please Comment D Please Reply D Please Recycle 

•Comments: 

Thanks once again for your interest. The following are the latest revisions to the form. There are several 
points to note: 

1. We will try again to get HUD and VA to accept the five year guarantee for the builder from date cl 
treatment. The four years from date cl occupancy has been confusing for all cl us. Also, we deleted 
the FHA and VA treatment standards considering that they dont exist. 

2. If the buyer sells the house or structure in the five years, the successors or assigns will be covered. 

3. We have clarified that the C7M1er should go to the PCO who did the treatment preferably under 
Attention Buyer. 

4. We added the consumer advisory from the NPCA-1 form. 

5. We tried to make licenses pest control firm authorized by the state for states where no business 
licenses are issued. 

6. On the NPCA-99b, we added more treatment information including type of construction. 

Please consider these drafts and let me kna.v if you have substantial comments as soon as possible, 
certainly by the end of Wednesday. 

Thanks for all cl the work and comments. 



NEW CONSTRUCTION SUBTERRANEAN TERMITE 
SOIL TREATMENT RECORD 

.,,,,. fDnn ,. complMed by U,. lic•llSIHJ PtNJt COntral company. 

--·--

This report II aubmitted for lnfonNllional purpoeee to the bu~der on propoud (now) construction caee wt.n aoll trNtmM fot pMYMtion 
of aubterranun llrmlta lnfutadDn ia apm:Nd av th• builder, architect, Ot raqulred bl/ the lender, archiled, FHA. OI VA.. 

All contractl for Mrvicea •• betwMn th• Put Control Operator and builder, unleaa etated othetwiae. 

SECTION 1: GENERAL INFORMATION 

TREATING COMPANY INFORMATION (Stlwl-**9a, City, Sim and Zip~ 

COMPANY BUSINESS LICENSE NO.: 

FHANA CASE NO. (l.ny): 

9EC110H 2: BUILDER INFORMA T10N 

COMPANY NAME: 

PHONE NO.: 

SECTION 3: PROPERTY INFORMATION 

TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: CJ SlAB 
,,.,_ -... OM bflx 1MY be cJ»allMI) 

APPROXIMATE OEP'ni OF FOOTING: 

S&CTION 4: TAEATUENT INl'ORUATION 

DATE(S) OF TREATMENT(S): 

BRAND NAME OF PRODUCT(S) USED: 

CONCENTRATION%: 

Cl BASEMENT 

APPROXIMATE SQUARE FOOTAGE OF TREATMENT AREA: 

APPROXIMATE TOTAL GAUONS APPLIED: 

WAS TREATMENT COMPLElED ON EXTERIOR? 0 YES 

SERVICE AGREEMENT ISSUED; CJ YES 1J NO 

COMPANY PHONE NO.: 

CJ CRAWL 

CJ NO 

No9: ~ .... la• IWquh.,.. 1(1/'Hr.""'11/r {D ,. iaswd. 7hJa fcnn a. not ptfllllJl/lt ..... Alw. 

ATTACHMENTS (Uat>: 

COMMENTS: 

NAME OF APPLICATOR($): 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: DATE: 



SUBTERRANEAN TERMITE SOIL TREATMENT 
BUILDER'S GUARANTEE 

1111• tonn I• completH by,,,. bulldu. 

... ---

Thia form is submitted for proposed (new) construction cases when soil treatment for prevention of aublenanean tennlte 
Infestation IB speci1ied by the builder or required by the lender, the architect, FHA or VA. 

Thia form la compleMd by the bulldar. Thia guarantM la llsued by the builder to th• buyer. Thia guarantee la not 
to be conalc:llnd • a waiver at lag•I rwnedlea that the buyer may have against the builder. 

lh• un~raignad builder guaranteet to th• buyer, 1uccuso,.., or assignees, that 1hla property hu been treated for 1ubterranaat1 
t..-mltaa by an appllcatlon ol a liquid termiticlde and that addltlonal treatm&nt records are on flla In the builder's office. Tha builder furth.r 
guarantee& thal the appllcalor hu uMd a product r. accordance with the product labal, atate requirements and was applied by a 
lic»naed J)fft control company m net lesa lhan tlte volume or concentration specified on the EPA approved label. All tr8atmant mat.erlala 
and 1Mthoda uud co...py with sta and federal ragulatlons. 

Th• tiuildar llltfeb/ guarantees thli, if subterranean termite lnfectatlon ahoUld oc:aJr withins yQalS from tha dale al treatmant. the build., 
wRI .naur• thar the rasponaible licensed or otherwise stat. -.Jthorized peat control company (where required tiv allb law) or other 
quaifled licensed pelt control company, retreat the soa. or uae ~EPA reglsterad product•, aa neceaeasy to control the lnfMtation " 
the attuclura. Thia retrQ.lt,,,.,,t will be without cost to the buyer. The builder further agrees to rapalr all damage by 8'berraneen '8m1 ilea 
within the one yaar bulld•r'• warranty period. If, during the term of this agreement, additions or alterationa are made which alt.ct the 
atructL ... or surrounding soil lnclud~ lend:!IC8pe and mulch alteration& and Cfeato new subterranean termite hazards. or lnterfe ... with 
!he control measures, 1hla guarantff wUI become nuU and void in th• areas of addltlone or aheratlona unless stated atharwiu. 

r within the guarani.lie period tha builder questions th• validity of a claim by tha buyer, the claim will be invaaligatad by an unbiased 
•xpert agreeable to the buyer and bullder. The report ot the expert win be acceptad as the basis for disposition of the caaa. The bullder 
will pey the oost of lnepectiorw made to test th• claim, if th• claim la detelmlned to be valid, or by the buyer i t.M dalm i. Invalid. 

Thia guwantM providee uauranc:. to the buyer, succeasors, ot assigns that treatmeri has been provided to mitigate the potantlal of 
tetml• -=tillity. 

BUILDER'S COMPANY NAME: PHONE NO.: ( 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: DATE: 

ATTENTION BUYER: You may have th• option of having the pest control oompany which pelformed th• treaDnent or .nother peat 
control company lnapect tM pioperty annually for an additional fee. For further Information, contact the p.st con1rol firm Usted on the 
NPCA·99b. 

Consumer UalnteNnce Advi.ary regarding lnt.gratad P .. t Managamant for Prevention of Wood Deatro~g lnuc:ta Information 
nagardng prewndon aC wood doatoylng lnaect ln,_tlllion 11 helpU kl eny prop•rty own. lntiHolted In proladlng 1he lllrUCIUt9 ll"Dm ln181taUoll. lvw 
~ e1r1 be ~ bY wood deatl'O'jing ln18C11. Perio<ic !Mini.~ should inoklc» meaauraa ID minimize poulbliciM ol lnfMllalion In and 
-nd a 1wc:tuN. Factota which may lead IO ln181taion tom wood destroying in1ecu lrducle to.m lnaJallan at foundlitlon, _.._od ooniact, fau!W 
;ra, f~ againlt alNCILn, inauflldent 11enlilalion, moisture, wood debrl1 In crawl apace, wood mulch. lr88 branche11DUaiing IWclUtH, landlcape 
tilWI, and wciOd l'Dl Should htN Ol other euah condtioi. eMlat, conec:he measures chould be taUn by lhe owner In otdBr kl r1lduce 1he d\tncea of 
lnlM1adonl ~ wood dala'o/ilg ln..m, and Iha need for lreelment 

An original and one copy at• prepared by the builder and sent 1o the lender. The lender provid.s one oopy to tM buyer at claling. The 
buider aanda one COf11 to the licanaed peat control company which performed the treatment. 

An.oh#,. e copy of"-.,._ *"horlz.d ,,_i oonlrol oompwty'e New CoMrruotlon Sub,.,,..,,._. T""'lr. Sall T,.....t Ret:Otd, MICA..-. 



SUBTERRANEAN TERMITE SOIL TREATMENT 
BUILDER'S GUARANTEE 

Tbl• tonn I• comptel«I by'"" bulldu. 

This tonn ii SJbmitted tor proposed (new) construction cases when soil treatment for prevention of subterranean tennlte 
Infestation Is specified by the builder or required by the lender, the architect, FHA or VA. 

Thia form I• complltacl by the bullder. Thia guarantM I• llsued by 1he bullder to the buyer. Thia guarantee la not 
to be conelCIM'ed 81 • waiver of lag•I rwnedles that the buyer may have against the bulldar. 

Th• unci.falgned builder guaranteae to the buyer, tuccuso..., or assignees, that 1hls property haa been treated for 1ubternnean 
termltaa by an -.:iplicatlon ot a liquid termilicide and that additional treatment records are on flla In the builder's office. Tha builder fur1her 
guarant-.a that the applicatDt hu uMd a product In ao::ordanc. with the product labal, state requirements and was appUed by 1 
lloenud pHt con1rol comp11ny c not laaa than the volume ot ccncantration specified on the EPA approved label. All treatment mallalll 
and method• uaad coq>ly with 9tale 1nd federal regulations. 

Th• builder herebv guaranteee that, if aubterranean termite lnf8'\tatlon lilhould occur withins years from tha date al trealmant.1he build., 
wll enavr• that th• raponalble licensed or otherwiae stat.a authorized peat control company (whore required ~ ~ law) or other 
qualified llcenud pall control company, relreat the sou. or UM oth9I' EPA registered product•. aa naceuary to control !he lnfMtalion In 
the ettudut'•. Thlo ratraatment will~ without cost to the buyer. Th• bu lid er further agrees to repair all damage by 81.titarraneo.n t.atmife• 
within the OM year bulkMr'• warranty pwiod. If, dwing the tarm ot this agreement. additions or alterations are mad• which a#ed the 
struct1.r• or surrounding aoil Including landscape and mulch alterations and etaato new subterranean termite hazards. or lnterf•,. with 
1he controt measures, !his guarantH will become nuU and void In tn. areas of additions or aharaliona unlesa stated atharwtu. 

r wihin th• guarantee period the builder questions the validity of a daim by the buyer, the claim wiU be invaat~atad by an unbiased 
expert agreeable to th• buyer and builder. Tha report ot the expert wll be accepted as the ba.sia fot dlapositlon of the caa .. The builder 
will pay tt'le oott of lnspection1 mado to ttit tM claim, it the claim la determined 1D be valid, Of' by th• buyer if the dairn la Invalid. 

Thia guerant .. providee auurance '° the buyar, successors, ot aastins that treatment haa been provided tg mitlgat• the potential of 
termite 8divity. 

BUI.DER'S COMPANY NAME: PHONE NO.: ( ) 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: DATE: 

ATTENTION BUYER: You may ha\le the option of hav~ the pest control company which perfonned th• treatment or another past 
control company lnapect tM property annually for an addllonal fe11. For lurther Information, contact the pest control firm listed on the 
NPCA-99b. 

Consumer Uantenence Advl8ory regerdlng Integrated 1'9at Managemont tor Prevention of Wood Destroying lnMCta lnbmalian 
1'9QardnQ p19venllon al wood desnyine lnMCt in•tatian i• helpLll ao My property ~ lnlei'eat.d in prollc1ing Iha llFW:DJnt fn>m lnfalallon. Nw 
man cen be ~ by wood deMIOjlng inucll. Pariocic INinlllnanc. should In~ IMUUIM m minimize poulbllliM ol lnfe&lalioft In ..t 
.,.nd • awcuw. FK11n whicft may leed b lnl111~on from Wood dltslrtlylng inNcil iodude loull lneuldon at to1o111datlon, _.,~ -lllCl, fauty 
grade, firewood llglliNt atrucU'O, in1ulllalent venlilalion, moisture, wood debris In crswtapace, wood ITU<ti. lr88 branchn llOUc:hing &Wcllnl, l.ndtcepe 
lnmlrs, lfld woOci rat Should fwM °' ofler auch concltion9 exl1t. coned.WI maa£uraa lhould be taken b)' lhe owner In OldBr ID rlldUc.e Ille chance• of 
lntlmba ~wood dellravW!g ln..m, and the need for halment 

An original and on• copy ar• prepared by the builder .xi uni 1o the lender. The lender provid .. one copy to tho buyer at cla.ing. The 
builder Nndl one CJ:ifJ1 to th• licanaad peat control company which performed the treatment. 

Anaoh# lee copy ot llte .,.,,. Mhodnd ~ oonlrol oomp111w'• NrM CoMtruotlon Sub..,.,,.., T#JD/le Sall T,......,., R#!Otd, Nl'CA4fllJ. 

&tte Ndcrlltl l'MI Coftlllll AMoc:tllllclll. o\I Rlgtrt. ~ Mo ttpOCIU<tOn ol Ihle form II ,,_.., wtthoU lht •lC>Nlt Pltl*llerl OI Nf'CA. 'Tlllt form ~-.._, .......,.., Dy~ a I ..... lo ... 
awllU Ima. 8)'I04~ '-IPCA dael JIGI aNYly .... the psi aonarollnn .. -~ 1119°"" llanclng ol NPCA Cl 'NI l 11 quelbd IOpetloml ... - NPCA II tlCll ~ N ..... QllllfG """'' 
--. NPOA aMll '*be l*'V .. ""I~ ot Mlloft llQlllNI IN butiw ot ,_. oan1ra1 llml-*" bf -at 11111.1111\Q 1hll 1ep:111 IOlnl _..,."°' - Fann N~ 



NEW CONSTRUCTION SUBTERRANEAN TERMITE 
SOIL TREATMENT RECORD 

11118 fDm ,. compWed by the 11e«m11 PM control ColrrpMy. 

Thia rapon 11 aubmilted for lnformaional purpoeee to the builder on propoud (new) oonsaruction a.ea whwi aoll tr.atmn fot piwent1on 
of 1ubterran.an Wnllte lnf811allan la apecifi.d bi/ the bulldet. arohitect, Of required ~ the lemer. •c:hilec;t. FHA, or VA. 

NI contractl for Mrvicea •• between the P..a Control Opera1or and builder, unlaal elmd otherwiM. 

SE.C110N 1: Gl!tf!lllAL INFORMATION 

TREATING COMPANY INFORMATION,.,.,_,..._., City, S,_,undZJpf. 

COMPNN BUSINESS LICENSE NO.: 

FHANA CASE NO. (If .ny): 

leC'llON 2: BUILDER INFORUA 110N 

COMPANY NAME: 

PHONE NO.: 

S!CTION 3: PROPERTY INFORMA110H 

COMPANY PHONE NO.: 

LOCATION OF PROPERTY (S..t ......... or L.,,_ ~dun, Ci ... &alt and ZJpJ: 

TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: ll SLAB 
,,.,. ...., OM .Ila 1NJ1 llil dtet!ftd} 

APPROXIMA'TE DEPTH OF FOOTING: 

SECTION 4: TIEATllENI' INfORMATIOH 

OATE(S) OF TREATMENT(S): 

BRAND NAME OF PRODUCT(S) USED: 

CONCENTRA T10N %: 

Cl BASEMENT 

APPROXIMATE SQUARE FOOTAGE OF TREATMENT AREA: 

APPROXIMATE TOTAL GALLONS APPLIED: 

WAS TREATMENT COMPLElED OH EXTERIOR? 0 VES 

SERVICE AGREEMENT ISSUED: Cl YES 1J NO 

CJ CRAWL 

CJ NO 

No9: SolM •• llM Nqift .... l(ll'HmM. *1 t. iasuN. TIU fonn-. l>OI ~ ••• •· 

ATTACHMENTS (l.Ai>: 

COMMENTS: 

NAME Of APPLICATOR(S): 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: DATE: 

91• MUNI ,._eom,114 ~. AN,_. AliMNecl. No ~ldlrl at Illa lam lo~ MhDul IN...- pomitolM d NPCA. TNa .... MI Mm ...... bV llPCA• a.-vlm • P9ll 
oonro111ira a, aoc1one. NPCAdoe91111 co1111ythtl .. pm1-o111nn11 • nm. n good u.idlnQ GI NPCKor 11111 111q~Ud1a j1911om!._ wm11. "'°"•Mt...--. it.pMO - 111ma 
Mlle. liPCA ti.I Ml W ll&'lr ID any dllrn Of &*lr'I llllNl 119 WiMr !If pall collllol lhn ~ ~ - 4 rraliino lllJe ...,orl lam .. .olllliil lllr la. 

FonnNPCA~ 



A. R.Hanks 
Slalt CMmist &: 

Seed Commissioner 

R.J. Noel 
Associate State Chemist & 

l.Aboratory Director 

J. G. Eikenberry 
Feed Administrawr 

R. L. Geiger 
Chief lmpector & 

Auditor 

Office of 

INDIANA STATE CHEMIST AND SEED COMMISSIONER 
Purdue University• 1154 Biochemistry Building 

West Lafayette, IN 47907-1154 
(317) 494-1492 

TO: Benny Mathis, ASPCRO President 
,(le~ 

FROM: Dave Scott, HUD/ ASPCRO Liaison Committee 

SUBJECT: Status Report on Revision of HUD Form 92052 (Termite Soil Treatment 
Guarantee) and NPCA-1 (revised last year) 

M. R. Hancock 
FtrriUur Administrator 

L. W. Nees 
Sud Administralor 

D. E. Scott 
Pes1icidt Administrator 

C. L. Wiese 
Accounting &. 

Adminislratil'e Assistant 

1. See attached 10-7-96 fax from Greg Baumann (NPCA) and draft Form NPCA-99a and 
Form NPCA-99b. Comments were made on previous drafts by several ASPCRO 
members, and several of the suggested changes have been incorporated. 

2. This form will be copyrighted as NPCA-1 was. HUD insisted on it because it worked well 
for them with NPCA-1 . They documented some people trying to change and customize 
NPCA-1 and were able to get it corrected as the result of the copyright. NPCA will allow 
others to print their own forms as long as they sign an agreement with NPCA stating that 
they will not change it. This is what they do with NPCA-1 . 

3. Draft forms should be at HUD next week (Oct. 21) for final review. 

4. NCPA is suggesting cut off date for use of old form to be April 1, 1997. 

5. NPCA-1 seems to be working well so far from the inspector' s perspective. Based on 
wording on NPCA-1 a court has already ruled that the PCO was not liable for the damage/ 
evidence that was concealed behind a wall. 

6. The seller disclosure statement and signature on NPCA-1 are not being used in many 
instances. It has not been tested in court. However, in one case where an attorney 
advised the seller not to sign it when the buyer requested, the lender said the deal wouldn't 
fly if the seller didn't sign. The seller relented and signed. 

cc: George Saxton, ASPCRO Secretary 

Printed on Recycled Paper 



8100 Oak st. 
Dunn Loring, VA 22027 
Phone: 703-573-8330 
Fax: 703-573-4116 
Email: NatPestTec@aol.com 
Home Page: http://www.nationalpest.org 

N Fax 
'lb: Interested Parties 

Fax: List 

Phone: List 

Re: Revised Forms 

National Pest Control 
Association, Inc. 

From: Greg Baumann, Director cl Field Services 

Pages: 3 

Date: October?, 1996 

cc: lim Leatherman, Chair, WOO Committee 

D Urgent It!' For Review 0 Please Comment 0 Please Reply 0 Please Recycle 

•Comments: 

Thanks once again for your interest The following are the latest revisions to the form. There are several 
points to note: 

1. We will try again to get HUD and VA to accept the five year guarantee for the builder from date cl 
treatment. The four years from date of occupancy has been confusing for all cl us. Also, we deleted 
the FHA and VA treatment standards considering that they don't exist. 

2. If the buyer sells the house or structure in the five years, the successors or assigns will be covered. 

3. We have clarified that the owner should go to the PCO who did the treatment preferably under 
Attention Buyer. 

4. We added the consumer advisory from the NPCA-1 form. 

5. We tried to make licenses pest control firm authorized by the state for states where no business 
licenses are issued. 

6. On the NPCA-99b, we added more treatment information including type of construction. 

Please consider these drafts and let me know if you have substantial comments as soon as possible, 
certainly by the end of Wednesday. 

Thanks for all of the work and comments. 



TERMITICIDE LABELIN.G PR NOTICE 

, -BACKGROUND 

• 1988 - SFIREG committee formed - state regulatory 
officials, EPA, AND NPCA 

• 1989 - SFIREG "TERMITICIDE LABELING REPORT" issued 

• PR NOTICES - system for informing registrants of Agency's 
policies and procedures 

• JULY 1994 - Draft TERMICIDE LABELING PR NOTICE · 
published for public comment 
• 40 . comments received 

• OCTOBER 1, 1996 - TERMITICIDE PR NOTICE issued in 
FINAL 
• true collaborative effort between EPA, state regulatory . 

personnel, and the regulated community . 
• full ASPCRO participation 
• NPCA workshop 

I 



SCOPE 

• ONLY applies to soil treatmenttermiticide products. Does 
NOT apply to fumigants and dry baits. 

• All products distributed or sold by registrants and 
supplement registrants must bear approved labeling 
consistent with the notice by OCTOBER · 1, 1997. 

• All products distributed or sold by any other person must 
bear approved labeling by OCTOBER 1, 1999. 



MINIMUM PRODUCT PERFORMANCE 

• Soil treatment termiticide products should demonstrate 
efficacy for at least 5 YEARS~ 

• Generally, registration of a product with less than 5 years 
of efficacy not appropriate from sat ety or efficacy 
standpoint. 

• Generally, will not grant registration for a termiticide 
product requiring ~nnual · retreatment. 

MINIMUM APPLICATION RATE 

• Section 2(ee) of FIFRA, a pesticide may be applied at any 
dosage, concentration, or frequency 1.ess than that 
specified on_ t~e labeling unless the labeling specifically 
prohibits it. · · 

• PRE-CONSTRUCTION applications - those made prior to 
finished grade being installed. 

• POST-CONSTRUCTION applications - those made after the 
final grade is· installed. 

• Less than labeled rates PROHIBITED for pre-construction 
applications. Post-construction applications can be made 
at less than labeled rates, although states may prohibit 
such applications if they so choose. 



LIMITATIONS ON USE 

• Requires the following statement for general use termiticide 
products: 

"For use by individuals/firms li.censed or registered by the 
state to apply termiticide products. States may have 
more restrictive requirements regarding qualifications of 
persons using this product. Consult the structural pest 
control regulatory agency of your state prior to use of 
this product." · 

' 

• Termiticide products. classified for "Restricted Use~· will 
remain so classified. Must bear the required restricted 
use statements. 

PERSONAL PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT (PPE) STATEMENTS 

• End-use product labeling must contain current PPE 
statements based on acute toxicity of end-use product 
by route of entry and the amount of expected exposure. 



•' 

- PRECAUTIONARY STATEMENTS 

• For termiticides, the precautionary statements apply to 
both the concentrate and any use dilution unless 
registrant provides data on use dilution. showing a lower 
toxicity. 

• Standardized precautionary statement for bystanders and 
pets: 

. .5 

"When treating adjacent to an existing structure, the 
applicator must check the area to be treated, and 
immediately adjacent areas of the structure, for visible 
and ac.cessible cracks and holes to prevent any leaks or 
significant exposures to persons occupying the structure. 
People present or residing in the structure during 
application must be advised to remove their pets and 
themselves from the structure if they see any s.igns of 
leakage. After application, the applicator is required to 
check for leaks .. All leaks resulting in the deposition of 
termiticide in locations other than those prescribed on , 
this label must be cleaned up prior to leaving the 
application site. Do not allo~ people or pets to contact 
contaminated areas or to reoccupy contaminated areas of 
the structure until the clean up .is completed." 



RETREATMENT 

• Requires the following statements regarding retreatment. 

"Retreatment for subterranean termites can only be 
pert ormed if there is clear evidence of reinfestation 
or disruption of the barrier due to construction, 
excavation, or landscaping and/or evidence of the 
breakdown of the termiticide barrier in the soil. 
These vulnerable or reinfested areas may be 
retreated in accordance with application techniques 
described in this product's labeling. The. timing and 
type of these retreatments will vary, depending on 
factors such as termite pressure, soil types; soil 
conditions and other factors which may reduce the 
effectiveness of the barrier. 

Annual retreatment of the structure is prohibited 
unless there is clear evidence· that reinfestation or 
barrier disruption has occurred." 

TREATMENT OF FOUNDATIONS 

• For post-construction applications, where footer is more 
than 4' below grade, foundation walls should be treated 
to a minimum depth of 4'. 

• For pre-construction applications, termiticide should be 
applied as the backfill is being replaced. However, if 
contractor does not notify applicator in sufficient time to 
allow this, foundation should be treated to a minimum 
depth of 4'. 



STANDARDIZED LABELING 

• Notice provides standardized labeling. language for: 
• mixing directions 
• treatm~n-t of crawl spaces, acces$ible and inaccessible 
• treatment of voids 
• foam treatments · 
• mixing directions . 
• treatment of structures that .contain wells or cisterns. 

CONSTRUCTION WORKERS 

• Applicators must notify th~ general contractor, construction 
superintendent, or other responsible party of the intended 
application and instruct them to notify construction 
workers to leave the area to be treated during the 
application. ' 

VARIABLE CONCENTRATIONS 

• Label provisions for variable application rates must be 
supported by data, conducted in accordance with our 
product performance guidelines. 

• Also, any amendment to add lower concentrations that 
those currently on a registered label must be supported 
by product performance data, as any change in 
concentration will affect product's efficacy. 



FORMOSAN TERMITES 

• _Applicator training should include instruction ·in the u~e of 
proper application volumes, dosages, and uniform 
distribution to control Formosan termites. 

• Because application rates and method of control for the 
treatment of Formosan termites ~ay differ from current 
labeling~ any registrant seeking to register this use· may 
have to submit applicator exposure and possible air 
monitoring data to the Agency. 

PLENUM CONSTRUCTION 

• Label directions for use in plenum construction will be the 
responsibility of the individual registrant, subject to 
Agency approval. 

• Because plenum treatments are likely to increase air 
concentrations, air monitoring data or relevant 
information to assess the risk to applicators and 
bystanders must be submitted to the Agency. 

• A standardized label statement for plenum treatments is 
required: 

''When treating plenums, turn off the air circulation 
system of the structure until application has been 
completed and all termiticide has been absorbed by the 
soil." 



ASPCRO REVIEW 

• As of October 1 , registrants are to submit a copy of the 
PROPOSED . LABEL and any relevant EFFICACY DAT A for 
any new application or significant amendment to 
AS PC RO, concurrent with their submission to the 
Ag~ncy. 

• ASPCRO will review the pertinent portions of the 
application and co111municate any concerns or questions 
in the early stages of the review process in time to 
resolve any issues prior to a registration decision. 

• ASPCRO will review the submission and submit comments 
to the ·Agency within 90 days of receipt. 

• There recommendations will be one of the factors 
considered in the Agency's decision .making process . 

. • Measures will be taken to ensure that'CBI is protected~ 

, 



ASSOCIATION 
OF 

STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL 
REGULATORY OFFICIALS 

NEW TECHNOLOGIES 
TERMITICIDE BAIT LABEL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

COMMITTEE REPORT 

October 1996 

Committee Members - Dennis Howard, Maryland Dept. Of Agriculture 
James Harron, Georgia Dept. Of Agriculture 
Kiven Stewart, Arkansas State Plant Board 

• 



1996 COMMITTEE REPORT 
TERMITICIDE BAIT 

LABEL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

During the Board Meeting at last years ASPCRO meeting representatives of American 
Cyanamid made a presentation regarding a termite bait product they were developing. Following 
the meeting they provided the committee with copies of a draft label for their product. The 
committee reviewed the draft label and provided our comments to American Cyanamid on April 
22, 1996 (copy attached). American Cyanamid has reviewed the committee's comments and on 
October 18, 1996 provided the committee with a response to our review. In addition, they also 
provided the committee with a copy of a revised label for the committee's further review and a 
copy of EPA 's efficacy review for the termite bait. The committee will review the new label 
submission. 

The committee also had the opportunity to review and comment (copy attached) on draft 
labels for FMC Corporation's two termiticide bait products (FirstLine Termite Bait Station & 
FirstLine Bait Tube Station). Upon reviewing these labels it was apparent many of the comments 
and concerns the committee raised in our March 1195 review of FMC's first label were 
incorporated in the two new labels. 

The committee wishes to thank the FMC Corporation, American Cyanamid, Mr. John 
Wright, Dr. Jim Ballard and Dr. Byron Reid for their continued cooperation. 

Dennis W. Howard, Chairman 
Termiticide Bait Label Review Committee 

DWH:dh 

Attachments 



PARRIS N. GLENDENING, Guvemor 

LEWIS R. RILEY, Secretary 

HENRY A. VIRTS, D. V.M., Depwy Secretary 

Mr. John F. Wright, Manager 
Product & Regulatory Development 
FMC Corporation 
Pest Control Specialties Operations 
P.O. Box 8 
Princeton, New Jersey 08543 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PESTICIDE REGULATION SECTION 
(410) 841-5710 

April 1, 1 996 

The Wayne A. Cawley, Jr. Building 
50 HARRY S. TRUMAN PARKWAY 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

Baltimore/Annapolis (410) 841-5700 
Washington (301) 261-8106 

Facsimile (410) 841-5914 
MD Relay 1-800-735-2258 

Re. Association of Structural Pest Control Regulatory Officials comments regarding proposed labels for FMC 
Corporations FirstLiner:vi Termiticide Bait 

Dear Mr. Wright: 

The enclosed comments are provided on behalf of the Association of Structural Pest Control Regulatory 
Officials (ASPCRO). These comments were prepared by a committee of ASPCRO members with additional input 
from our Board of Directors. We believe that this input reflects the level of expertise and interest which is provided 
by this association and request your consideration of our comments. 

On behalf of the association I would like to thank you and the FMC Corporation for your willingness to 
work closely with ASPCRO in advance of the regulatory (registration) process. If you have any questions 
concerning the attached comments, please feel free to contact me. 

DWHnc 

Enclosure 

cc:file 
Jim Wright 
Benny Mathis 
Jim Harron 
Kiven Stewart 

wp\lim: ltr 

Sincerely, 

D1~ tJ. i:!au~J 
Dennis W. Howard, Chair 
ASPCRO, New Technologies, Termiticide 
Bait Label Review Committee 
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PARRIS N. G LEND ENI NG, G°"'"""' 
LEWIS R. RILEY,S1crwtary 

The Wayne A. Cawley, Jr. Building 
50 HARRY S. TRUMAN PARKWAY 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 2140 1 

Baltimore/ Annapolis ( 410) 841-5700 
Washington (301) 261-8106 

Facsimile (410) 841-5914 
MD Relay 1-800-735-2258 

HENRY A. VIRTS, D. V.M., D.PlllY S1crwtary 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PESTICIDE REGULATION SECTION 
(410) 841-5710 

March 29, 1996 

Ms. Becky Cool 
Registration Division (7505C) 
Insecticide, Rodenticide Branch 
Environmental Protection Agency 
40 I M Street, SW 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

RE Comments from the Association of Structural Pest Control Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO) 
regarding FMC Corporation's (Jroposed labels for Sulfluramid Termit1cide Bait and American 
Cyanarrna's proposed label for Hydramethylnon Termiticide Bait 

Dear Ms. Cool: 

The attached comments are provided on behalf of the Association of Structural Pest Control 
Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO), an association of persons who license and regulate businesses and 
individuals involved in structural pest control through9ut th€? United States ana ~an~da. I am ,f9rwarding 
the attached comments to you at the request of Mi. Jun Wnght of Clemson University' s Fertilizer and Pest 
Control Department. Jim indicated to me that he spoke with you recent!~ regarding FMC Corporation's 
proposed labels for their Suliluramid Termiticide Bait product (FirstLine 'M) and Arrierican Cyanamid's 
Hydramethylnon Termiticide Bait. 

FMC Corporation had provided the association with a draft of a single label for a Sulfluramid 
1ermiticide bait product in February 1995. At that time the association reviewed the label and provided 
FMC with a list of the comments and concerns (copy attached). FMC recently provided the association 
with co pie of the proposed labels for their two 'FirstLinern products. Upon reviewing these labels it was 
apparent that a majority of rhe association 's comments and concerns were addressed m the new labels. 
However. the association ·till has a few comment and concerns regarding the proposed labels. Jim Wright 
suggested that I provide vou with copies of the association 's comments. These comments were preparea 
by a committee of ASPCRO members with additional input from our Board of Directors. We believe that 
this if1put retlects ~he level of expertise and interest which is provided by this association and request your 
careful cons1derat1on of our comments .. 

Should you have any questions concerning the committee's comments, please feel free to contact 
me. 

DWH:dwh 

Enclosures 

cc:file / 
Jim Wright 
Benny Mathis 

wp\bcuol.txt 

Sincerely, 

[bt~lJ-~ 
Dennis W. Howard, Chair 
ASPCRO New Technologies, Termiticide 
Bait Label Review Committee 
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ASSOCIATION 
OF 

STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL 
REGULATORY OFFICIALS 

NEW TECHNOLOGIES 
TERMITICIDE BAIT LABEL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

COMMITTEE REPORT 
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FMC Corporation's 
Proposed Labels for 

Sulfluramid Termiticide Bait 
FirstLine rM Termite Bait Station Code 1629 

FirstLine',\I Tennite Bait Tube Station Code 1743 

Committee Members -

April 1996 

Dennis Howard, Maryland Dept. Of Agriculture 
James Harron, Georgia Dept. Of Agriculture 
Kiven Stewart, Arkansas State Plant Board 



ASPCRO 
TERMITICIDE BAIT 

LABEL REVIEW C01\.1MITTEE 

In March of 1995 ASPCRO's Termiticide Bait Label Review Committee reviewed and commented on 
FMC Corporation's proposed label for Sulfluramid Termite Bait Station. In March of 1996 FMC Corporation 
provided the committee with copies of two new labels for termiticide bait products containing Sulfluramid 
(FirstLine™ Bait Station and FirstLine™ Termite Bait Tube Station). These labels incorporated many of the 
comments and concerns the committee raised in our March 1995 review of FMC Corporation's first draft label. 
In providing the committee and opportunity to review their draft labels FMC has shown a willingness to work 
closely with ASPCRO in advance of the regulatory (registration) process. The committee feels that FMC 
Corporation has done a good job in addressing ASPCRO's comments and concerns. 

The committee feels that FMC Corporation has done a good job in addressing ASPCRO's first 
comments and suggestions. Upon reviewing the two labels FMC provide the committee has the following 
comments and or suggestions: 

A. General Comment - The label for the FirstLine1M Bait Tube Station references in several places 
"FirstLineTM Termite Bait Stations". Is this referring to this product or to the other (FirstLine™ Termite 
Bait Station) product label? If so, should one label refer to another pesticide product label? What is the 
difference between the two product? This reference is unclear and confusing. 

B. FirstLine™ Bait Tube Station Label 

I . Directions For Use - First paragraph - Permitted areas of use include "vessels" . Vessels would 
not appear to be an appropriate use site. Product is intended to be used in an integrated pest 
management program consisting of frequent monitoring and inspection of bait. How would a 
PCO monitor a vessel that is in transit? 

2. Directions For Use-For Structures With an Active Infestation 

(a) . First sentence "Termite Bait Stations should be placed in close proximity ... ". Should 
read "Termite Bait Stations must be placed in close proximity ... ". 

(b). Third sentence "Use the tubes ... " Same comments as item A (above) General Comment. 

3. Directions For Use-For Structures With No Active Infestations 

(a) . First paragraph - Makes reference to product being intended for use in an integrated pest 
management (IPM) program. Is an IPM program required? Also many states have a 
requirement to correct conditions conducive to infestation as part of the regulations, while 
some states do not. Does this language make it a requirement? If so there need to be 
additional guidance such as how much ventilation, how much clearance between wood 
and soil? 



' ' 

Page Two 

(b). First paragraph, last sentence - "Only PCO's authorized by FMC may apply this bait 
product." 

(1). Is the requirement that FMC provide the training enforceable? Would the State 
take action or would FMC? Could product be applied by a technician working 
under the supervision of an FMC trained and certified individual? and if so would 
the FMC authorized individual have to be on-site at the time of application? 

(2). Why is authorization by FMC required to use the FirstLineTM Bait Tube Station but 
not the FirstLineTM Termite Bait Station? Both products contain the same active 
ingredient. 

(c). Second paragraph, last sentence - "Termites infesting areas adjacent to wells may ... but 
no baits may be placed inside of a well." Recommend that statement should read " .. . 
baits must not be place inside a well". 

D FirstLine™ Bait Station Label 

I . Directions For Use - First paragraph - Permitted areas of use include "vessels" . Vessels would 
not appear to be an appropriate use site. Product is intended to be used in an integrated pest 
management program consisting of frequent monitoring and inspection of bait. How would a 
PCO monitor a vessel that is in transit? 

2. For Structures With An Active Infestation - Second paragraph - "As an option, the bait may be 
misted with water ... to enhance Termite attraction." How much water? and why is this comment 
not on the label for the other product, FirstLineTM Bait Tube Station. 



PARRIS N. GLENDENING, Gawmar 

LEWIS R. RILEY, S1cnr.y 

HENRY A. VIRTS, D.V.M.,Dlpvly S1cntary 

The Wayne A Cawley, Jr. Building 
50 HARRY S. TRUMAN PARKWAY 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 2140 l 
Baltbnore/Annapolis (410) 841-5700 

Wa.rhington (301) 261-8106 
Facsimile (410) 841-5914 

MD Relay 1-800-735-2258 

Dr. Byron Reid 
American Cyanamid 
P.O. Box 400 
Princeton, New Jersey 08543-0400 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PESTICIDE REGULATION SECTION 

(410) 841-5710 

April22, 1996 

Re: Association of Structural Pest Control Regulatory Officials comments regarding proposed label for 
American Cyanamid's Hydramethylnon Termite Bait. 

Dear Dr. Reid : 

The enclosed comments are provided on behalf of the Association of Structural Pest Control Regulatory 
Officials (ASPCRO). These comments were prepared by a committee of ASPCRO members with additional 
input from our Board of Directors. We believe this input reflects the level of expertise and interest which is 
provided by this association and request American Cyanamid's consideration of our comments. 

On behalf of the association I would like to than you and American Cyanamid for your cooperation and 
willingness to work closely with ASPCRO in advance of the regulatory (registration) process. Should you have 
any questions concerning the attached comments, please feel free to contact me. 

DWH:nc 
Enclosure 
cc:file 

Benny Mathis 
Jim Wright 
Jim Harron 
Kiven Stewart 

wp\A.mCyan. txt 

Sincerely, 

~tJ.~ 
Dennis W. Howard, Entomologist 
Enforcement Program Coordinator 

• 



PARRIS N. GLENDENING, G01J1mar 

LEWIS R. RILEY, S1cntary 

HENRY A. VIRTS, D. V.M., Dlpuly S1cntary 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PESTICIDE REGULATION SECTION 
(410) 841-5710 

March 29, 1996 

Ms. Becky Cool 
Registration Division (7505C) 
Insecticide, Rodenticide Branch 
Environmental Protection Agency 
40 I M Street, SW 
Washington, D. C. 20460 

The Wayne A. Cawley, Jr. Building 
50 HARRY S. TRUMAN PARKWAY 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

Baltimon/Annapolis (410) 841-5700 
Washington (301) 261-8106 

Facsimile (410) 841-5914 
MD Relay 1-800-735-2258 

RE: Comments from the Association of Structural Pest Control Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO) 
regarding FMC Corporation's IJroposed labels for Sulfluramid Termit1cide Bait and American 
Cyanamid ' s proposed label for Hydramethylnon Termiticide Bait 

Dear Ms. Cool : 

The attached comments are provided on behalf of the Association of Structural Pest Control 
Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO), an association of persons who license and regulate businesses and 
individuals involved in ·tn.ictural P,est control through~ut the: United States ana ~an~da. I am .f~H-wardin_g 
the attached comments to you at the request of Mr. Jim Wright of Clemson Umversl!Y's Fert1hzer and Pest 
Control Department. Jim indicated to me that he spoke with you recent)~ regarding FMC Corporation's 
proposed labels for their Sulfluramid Termiticide Bait product (FirstLine ~1 ) and American Cyanamid's 
Hydramethylnon Termiticide Bait. 

FMC Corporation had provided the association with a draft of a single label fo r a Sulfluramid 
termiticide bait product in February 1995 . At that time the association reviewed the label and provided 
Ft:1C wit_h a list of the comments and con~erns ( c~py "!-ttached) FMC recent ly proyided the associ~.tion 
w1rh copies of the proposed labels for their two FirstLmem products. Upon reviewing these labels 1t was 
apparenc that a majority of the association's comments and concerns were add ressed m the new labels. 
However. the association still has a few comment and concerns regarding the proposed labels. Jim Wright 
suggt:sted that I provide vou with copies of the association's comments. These comments were prepared 
by a committee of ASPCRO members with additional input from our Board of Directors. We believe that 
this input retlects ~he level of expertise and interest which is provided by this association and request your 
careful consideration of our comments .. 

Should you have any questions concerning the committee's comments, please feel free to contact 
me. 

DWH:dwh 

Enclosures 

cc:file / 
Jim Wright 
Benny Mathis 

wp\bwol.lxt 

Sincerely, 

~~lJ.~ 
Dennis W. Howard, Chair 
ASPCRO New Technologies, Termiticide 
Bait Label Review Committee 
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ASPCRO 
TERMITICIDE BAIT 

LABEL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Upon reviewing American Cyanamid Company's proposed label for Hydramethylnon Termiticide Bait the 
Label Review Committee has the following comments or concerns: 

I . Storage and Disposal "Wrap used bait cartridges in newspaper and place in a trash can." 

A. Suggestion that above statement should also include "cartridges in poor condition" so that 
statement would read "Wrap used bait cartridges or cartridges in poor condition in newspaper and 
place in trash can ." 

2. Direction for Use - General Information 

A First paragraph reference is made that the Termiticide Bait contains a bait matrix which has been 
shown to be a preferred food source, that the bait matrix has been shown to stimulate feeding 
activity and induce the recruitment of termites, a·nd that the Termiticide Bait, hydramethylnon, has 
been shown to be effective in suppression or eliminating communal or social insects. Is there 
data to show this and if so can ASPCRO obtain a copy of the data? 

B. Second paragraph - last sentence- " ... and the number of baits that are discovered and fed on." 
should read " .. . and the number of bait stations that are discovered and fed on." 

C Third paragraph - first sentence - "Termiticide Bait should be used in conjunction ... " should 
read "Termiticide Bait must be used in conjunction ... " or alternatively "Termiticide Bait shall be 
used in conjunction .. . " 

D Third paragraph - fourth sentence - "Whenever the supply of bait is depleted by heavy termite 
feeding, a fresh supply of Termiticide Bait should be installed ... " should read "Whenever the 
supply of bait is depleted by heavy termite feeding, a fresh supply ofTermiticide Bait must be 
installed ... " 

E. Third paragraph - seventh sentence - "More frequent inspection may be necessary in some cases." 
What cases would require more frequent inspections? and where? 

3. Preventative Treatment 

A. First sentence - Reference is made to installing semi-permanent plastic housings fitted with a 
Termiticide Bait cartridge in the soil around the exterior of the building or structure to be 
protected yet no mention is made of how many bait stations should be installed or at what 
intervals the stations should be placed. (Note this comment is for the entire label) 

B. Second sentence - "The baits ... " should read "The bait stations or the bait cartridges ... " 
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C Fourth sentence - ·'Monitor the bait placements and inspect building or structure at least annually 
for signs of termite activity or infestation." 

(I). Concern over whether or not this language is enforceable under either State or Federal law 
or regulation. Would failure to monitor or inspect constitute a violation oflabel 
directions? 

(2). Concern that the frequency of monitoring or inspection of bait stations and structures 
protected by Termiticide bait may be two different questions. 
(a). Recommend inspection or monitoring frequency for bait stations be more frequent 

than annually. Feel strongly that label language should require inspection 
frequency must be every 2 to 4 weeks. 

(b) . Recommend frequency of inspection or monitoring of protected structure for signs 
of termite activity or infestation should be more frequent than annually. Feel 
strongly that language should require inspection or monitoring frequency for 
protected structures must be at least every two months. 

Supplemental Treatment First sentence - "Monitor ·the bait placements and inspect building or 
structure at least annually for signs of termite activity" Same concern as 
expressed in item 3 C ( 1) & (2) above. 

5. Remedial Treatment 

A First sentence - " ... Termiticide Bait cartridges at intervals around the perimeter of the building or 
structure." Additional language is needed, recommending a minimum number of bait placements. 

B. Fourth sentence - "Monitor the bait placements and inspect building or structure at least annually 
for signs of termite activity or infestation." Same concerns as expressed in item 3 C (1) & (2) 
above. 

6 General Use Instructions 

A First paragraph-second sentence - " .. . and in areas (e.g., wet areas, areas where wood is in contact 
with soil) ... " Most state regulations require removal of wood in contact with soil. Recommend 
that label should reference IPM practices regarding debris, wood in contact with soil, and 
ventilation (conditions conducive). 

B. · First paragraph-last sentence - "After locating bait placements in those areas oflikely termite 
activity .. " General comments, why would applicat~r place bait in areas where there is not much 
chance of getting a "hit". 

C. Third paragraph-third sentence - "Water that contains any pesticide, or that has been stored near 
any pesticide, should be avoided ... " should read "Water that contains any pesticide, or that has 
been stored near any pesticide, must be avoided ... " 
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D Fifl:h paragraph-third sentence - "In areas of suspected high termite activity, bait availability should be 
monitored often as termites can rapidly deplete the bait supply ... " 

(1). How often must bait stations be monitored? Feel strongly that label language should 
require inspection frequency must be every 2 to 4 weeks. If termites can rapidly deplete 
the bait supply this is all the more reason for monitoring more frequently than annually as 
referenced in other sections of the proposed label. 

(2). Is there a time frame in which the bait should be changed? Should it be changed out once 
a year? Or more frequently? Bait can't stay in ground forever, can it? 

E. Fifth paragraph-last sentence - "Whenever baits become saturated with water or moldy they 
should be replaced with fresh bait." should read "Whenever baits become ... they must be 
replaced with fresh bait." 

7. General Comments 

A Feel strongly that label must bear directions for a minimum frequency for monitoring or 
inspection of bait stations. 

8 In general the label directions for use seem very broad. A PCO could put out as few or as many 
of the bait stations about anywhere they wanted to so long as they are placed in a semi-permanent 
plastic housing. This can be a regulatory problem for states which rely solely on the pesticide 
label for their treating requirements for termite control. Additional language needs to be added 
that recommends a minimum number of stations around a building. For example one bait station 
every 25 feet around the outside perimeter with not less that none on each side of a building. 

C Label should bear language stating "Do not reuse old bait cartridges." 

D. Would like to see data to support claims made on label such as "bait matrix shown to stimulate 
feeding activity", "Termiticide Bait, hydramethylnon, has been shown to be effective in 
suppressing or eliminating communal or social insects." 

E. General concern about the use of bait products as "stand alone" treatment as opposed to being 
used as a component or supplement to a larger termite management program. 
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PESTICIDE REGULATION (PR) NOTICE 96-X 
08-22-96 

NOTICE TO MANUFACTURERS, PRODUCERS, AND REGISTRANTS OF PESTICIDE 
PRODUCTS 

ATTENTION: Persons Responsible for the Registration of 
Pesticide Products 

SUBJECT: TERMITICIDE LABELING 

This notice sets forth the Agency's policy with respect to 
certain labeling statements and minimum product performance (5 
year period) for soil treatment termiticide products. 

I . BACKGROUND 

Because of the highly specialized nature of termiticides, a 
number of issues have evolved over the years with regard to 
termiticide product labeling regarding: 1) limitations on 
distribution, sale or use; 2) precautionary statements; 3) 
environmental hazards statements; 4) storage and disposal 
statements; 5) use directions; 6) the minimum product 
performance of termiticide treatments; and 7) application at less 
than labeled rates. This notice describes the Agency's decisions 
on some of these issues and the policies it intends to apply to 
current and future termiticide products. 

II. SCOPE 

This notice addresses product labeling statements for 
currently registered uses of and future uses of soil treatment 
termiticide products. The labeling statements addressed by the 
notice include labeling statements regarding environmental 
hazards, exposure information for construction workers, 
retreatment, and use directions. This notice is not applicable 
to fumigant type termiticides such as sulfuryl fluoride and 
nitrogen, and dry baits, such as hexaflumuron. 

In addition, this notice address·es questions about minimum 
product performance and application at less than labeled rates. 
EPA believes that the label changes and policy clarifications set 
forth in this PR Notice will reduce risk while maintaining the 

• 
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efficacy associated with currently registered products. 
Accordingly, failure of any . registrant subject to this notice to 
adopt the label changes set forth in this policy may result in 
the issuance of a notice of intent to cancel or an enforcement 
action. 

Lastly, the Agency is announcing a new procedure for 
submission of new termiticide registration applications and 
significant amendments to current termiticide registrations that 
will ensure coordination with the Association of Structural Pest 
Control Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO) . 

III. EFFECTIVE DATES 

Registrants should make the changes specified in this notice 
on all applicable termiticide products and submit an application 
for amendment to the appropriate Product Manager in accordance 
with Section XII. of this notice. All products distributed or 
sold by registrants and supplemental registrants should bear 
approved labeling which is consistent with this notice and 
complies with the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) by October 1. 1997. All products distributed or sold · 
by any person after October 1. 1999 should bear this same 
approved labeling. After these dates, the Agency may either 
issue a Notice of Intent to Cancel a product or bring enforcement 
action against registrants of products bearing labeling 
inconsistent with this notice. Registrants should submit their 
applications for amendment as soon as possible to ensure adequate 
time for review and approval from EPA before the effective dates 
in this notice. 

IV. EFFICACY 

A. MINIMUM PRODUCT PERFORMANCE 

The current Agency policy (see Pesticide Assessment 
Guidelines, Subdivision G, Product Performance, Section 95-
12 (b) (i) (C)) regarding termiticides is that soil treatment 
termiticide products should demonstrate efficacy for at least 
five years against termites. The most recent data from the USDA 
Gulfport Mississippi Laboratory regarding currently registered 
termiticides indicate that most currently registered products are 
effective for three to five or more years. In addition, the 
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information from the USDA Gulfport Mississippi Laboratory 
supports the current five year termite soil treatment warranties 
required by Federal housing agencies concerned with new 
construction. 

The Agency believes that registration of a product 
demonstrating less than five (5) years of efficacy for control of 
termites is generally not appropriate from a safety or efficacy 
standpoint, considering the costs of treatment and the potential 
damage that could occur. The Agency does not believe that the 
homeowner should be subjected to such costly protection as would 
occur with products that are only efficacious for one year. Such 
products could, quite possibly, pose unreasonable adverse effects 
on the environment because of higher risk than alternatives 
(because more treatments required could result in greater 
exposure and risk) or fewer benefits (because of being less 
effective if not retreated, or more expensive if retreated) . 

Thus, the Agency will generally not grant a registration for 
a termiticide that requires annual retreatment. The Agency will 
continue its current policy of requiring that applications for 
registration of soil treatment termiticide products be supported 
by data showing a minimum of 5 years of efficacy which is 
accepted by the Agency, unless the applicant can demonstrate that 
the pesticide is either significantly less toxic than currently 
registered pesticides or the benefits from the use of the 
pesticide are much greater than currently registered 
alternatives. 

Until more data can be gathered and evaluated regarding what 
the longevity of termiticide treatments should be, the Agency 
will consider applications requesting registration of termiticide 
products on an individual basis. However, in addition to the 
standard data package for termiticide products and the risk and 
benefit information just described, the Agency will require 
additional data on anticipated homeowner and/or applicator 
exposure risks resulting from treatment and retreatment over the 
projected life-span of the structure to be treated and/or 
retreated. 

B. MINIMUM APPLICATION RATE 

Under Section 2(ee) of FIFRA, a pesticide may be applied at 
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any dosage, concentration, or frequency less than that specified 
on the labeling, unless the labeling specifically prohibits such 
a deviation. However, EPA has been informed by state 
enforcement agencies of inadequate efficacy and unnecessary 
retreatments resulting from termiticide applications at less than 
the labelled rates. In this regard some states have in 
accordance with FIFRA section 24(b) regulated the use of 
termiticides to prohibit the application of less than the 
specified dosage or concentration. Until now, the Agency has not 
officially addressed the application of termiticides at less than 
the labeled rate. 

EPA has always required efficacy data to be submitted by 
registrants to demonstrate that termiticides perform their 
intended function as claimed. EPA has reviewed such data prior 
to registration to assure that the benefits of the use would 
outweigh the potential risks. 

No efficacy data have been submitted by registrants or 
reviewed by EPA concerning use of termiticides at rates lower 
than the minimum rate specified on the label. Consequently, EPA 
has no evidence that such lower rates would result in adequate 
efficacy. Accordingly, EPA is concerned that registered 
termiticides used at rates lower than those specified on the 
label may not achieve adequate benefits to counterbalance the 
risks from use. 

EPA is further concerned that application at rates lower 
than the minimum would likely necessitate more frequent 
applications which, in turn, would increase the risks to 
applicators and users. Such increased risks, when balanced 
against lower or inadequate efficacy, would likely make a product 
unregisterable (or subject to cancellation). EPA realizes 
howver, that there are significant differences between pre­
construction and post-construction treatment which affect the 
applicators ability to apply the full label rate. For the 
purposes of this PR Notice, preconstruction applications are 
defined as those applications made prior to the finished grade 
being installed, and post construction applications are defined 
as those applications made after the final grade is installed. 
There are often circumstances encountered in post-construction 
treatment that make application at the full label rate impossible 
or undesirable. These circumstances could include environmental 
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conditions such as the presence of a well, structural barriers 
that do not allow application of the labeled volume, or 
construction elements that would encourage a reduced volume. 
Treatment to the top of the footing is sometimes not possible 
because of equipment limitations or the inordinate amount of 
labor involved. 

In order to assure that termiticide products perform their 
intended function, that the benefits of their use outweigh their 
risks, and that states are able to carry out enforcement 
necessary to protect the public, EPA has determined that, for I 
preconstruction applications, no termiticide may be used at less 
than the dosage, concentration, or frequency specified on the 
labeling. Accordingly, registrants should add the following 
statement to the labeling of termiticides: 

11 PRECONSTRUCTION TREATMENT: DO NOT APPLY AT A LOWER DOSAGE, I 
CONCENTRATION, OR FREQUENCY, THAN SPECIFIED ON THIS LABEL 
FOR APPLICATIONS PRIOR TO THE FINISHED GRADE BEING 
INSTALLED. 11 

While this notice is silent in regards to post­
construction application rates, states may continue to prohibit 
applications at less than label dosage and/or concentration if 
they so choose. 

V. LIMITATIONS ON USE 

Most currently registered termiticide products are not 
classified for restricted use, but contain label statements 
limiting their use to commercial applicators. Registrants should 
replace the current statement on the labeling of termiticide 
products intended for use by commerical applicators, or 
individuals/firms licensed or registered by the state to apply 
termiticide products, with the following statement: 

"For use by 'individuals/firms licensed or registered by 
the state to apply termiticide products. States may 
have more restrictive requirements regarding 
qualifications of persons using this product. Consult 
the structural pest control regulatory agency of your 
state prior to use of this product." 
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Termiticide products already classified for "Restricted Use" 
will remain so classified and must bear the required restricted 
use statements on product labeling. 

VI. PERSONAL PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT STATEMENTS 

Registrants of end-use termiticide products should make 
revisions necessary to ensure that their product labeling 
contains the current personal protective equipment (PPE) 
terminology described in this section. An end-use termiticide 
product is a product whose labeling bears instructions for using 
or applying the product (as packaged and sold, or after dilution 
by the applicator) for controlling termites. In general, PPE 
requirements for pesticide handlers should be based on the acute 
toxicity of the end-use product, by route of entry, and the 
amount of expected exposure. Handlers, under this guidance, are 
defined as persons directly exposed to a pesticide, such as 
mixers, loaders, and applicators. Registrants of end-use 
termiticide products should refer to the acute toxicity data for 
the end-use product, determine the PPE required based on that 
data, and adopt the toxicity-derived PPE outlined below. 
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The following provisions for personal protective equipment 
statements reflect the minimum requirements, based on the acute 
toxicity of the end-use product and expected exposure, and 
contain acceptable terminology. 

A. Toxicity Category I. Signal Word: DANGER (Add POISON + Skull 
and Cross-bones if Toxicity Category I by oral, inhalation or 
dermal routes) 

"All pesticide handlers (mixers, loaders, and applicators) 
must wear long-sleeved coveralls worn over long-sleeved 
shirt and long pants, socks, chemical-resistant footwear, 
chemical-resistant gloves, respiratory protection 
device1

, and protective eyewear2
• " 

B. Toxicity Category II. Signal Word: WARNING 

c. 

"All pesticide handlers (mixers, loaders, and applicators) 
must wear long-sleeved coveralls worn over a minimum of 
short-sleeved shirt and short pants, socks, chemical­
resistant footwear, chemical-resistant gloves, and 
protective eyewear2 • In addition, all pesticide handlers 
must wear a respiratory protection device1 when handling the 
concentrate o r when working in a non-ventilated space." 

Toxicity Categories III or IV. Signal Word: CAUTION 

"All pesticide handlers (mixers, loaders, and applicators) 
must wear l ong-sleeved shirt and long pants, s ocks, shoes, 
and chemical - resistant gloves. In addition , all pesticide 
handlers must wear a respiratory protection device1 when 
working in a non- ventilated space and all pesticide handlers 
must wear protective eyewear2 when working in a non­
ventilated s pace or when applying termiticide by rodding or 
sub-slab injection." 

1 If the Inhalation Toxicity of the end- use product is Category I or II , or 
if the Inhalation Toxicity of the end-use product is Category III or IV but 
the termiticide is being applied in a non-ventilated space, then one of the 
following respirator types and t he appropriate Mine Safety and Health 
Administration (MSHA)/National Institute f or Occupational Safety and Health 
(NIOSH) approval number prefix should be indicated: (i) Dust/mist filtering 
respirator with MSHA/NIOSH approval number prefix TC-21C; or (ii) Respirator 



8 

with an organic-vapor removing cartridge and a prefilter approved for 
pesticides with MSHA/NIOSH approval number prefix TC-14G; or (iii) Supplied­
air respirator with MSHA/NIOSH approval number prefix TC-19C or self­
contained breathing apparatus (SCBA) with MSHA/NIOSH approval number TC-13F. 

2 Protective eyewear is goggles, a faceshield, or safety glasses with front, 
brow, and temple protection. "Protective eyewear" is the term to be used 
instead of goggles and/or faceshield and/or shielded safety lasses. 
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VII. PRECAUTIONARY STATEMENTS 

The Agency's current policy regarding precautionary 
statements is that they apply to both the concentrate and any use 
dilution unless the registrant provides data on the use dilution 
product which demonstrate lower toxicity than the concentrate. 
For example, if a label states "Do not get in eyes or on skin. 
Wear chemical-resistant gloves and protective eyewear. etc.," the 
Agency means that a handler must abide by those precautions 
during handling of the concentrate and during application of the 
product diluted for use unless specifically stated otherwise on 
the pesticide labeling. 

Termiticide labels have been found to be inconsistent with 
respect to precautionary statements for applicators, bystanders, 
and pets. In order to standardize termiticide labels so that 
they include precautions for each of these three groups, the 
following additional precautionary statements should be added to 
all termiticide labels that contain directions for subterranean 
use: 

"When treating adjacent to an existing structure, the 
applicator must check the area to be treated and immediately 
adjacent areas of the structure for visible and accessible 
cracks and holes to prevent any leaks or significant 
exposures to persons occupying the structure. People 
present or residing in the structure during application must 
be advised to remove their pets and themselves from the 
structure if they see any signs of leakage. After 
application, the applicator is required to check for leaks. 
All leaks resulting in the deposition of termiticide in 
locations other than those prescribed on this label must be 
cleaned up prior to leaving the application site. Do not 
allow people or pets to contact contaminated areas or to 
reoccupy contaminated areas of the structure until the clean 
up is completed." 

VIII. ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS STATEMENTS 

Because termiticides are applied both indoors and outdoors, 
product labels are required to carry generic environmental hazard 
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statements that may, in some cases, result in inappropriate 
information. For example, a statement such as "Cover and 
incorporate spills" on a product intended to be applied only 
indoors would be inappropriate. Some termiticides may also carry 
a bee toxicity statement. Such a statement would not be 
applicable to products intended only to be injected into the soil 
or applied as a trench treatment. Registrants should modify the 
Environmental Hazard statements on termiticide products labeled 
for indoor use where existing Environmental Hazard statements 
transmit inappropriate or inapplicable information. Existing 
Environmental Hazard statements should, however, be retained on 
termiticide products labeled for other uses for which the 
Environmental Hazard statements are appropriate. 

IX. STORAGE AND DISPOSAL STATEMENTS 

The Agency has proposed revised Storage and Disposal 
statements for pesticide products (59 FR 6712, Feb. 11, 1994). 
Until those statements are issued in final form, the Agency will 
continue to require the standard storage and disposal label 
language, as specified in P.R. Notices 83-3, Label Improvement 
Program for Storage and Disposal Labeling Statements, and 84-1, 
Clarification of Label Improvement for Farmworker Safety and 
Pesticide Storage and Disposal Instructions. 

X. USE DIRECTIONS 

A. RETREATMENT 

To remain co'nsistent with the requirements of FIFRA, 
registrants should add the following retreatment statement to 
their labels: 

"Retreatment for subterranean termites may be 
performed only if there is clear evidence of 
reinf estation or disruption of the barrier due to 
construction, excavation, or landscaping and/or 
evidence of the breakdown of the termiticide barrier in 
the soil. These vulnerable or reinfested areas may be 
retreated in accordance with application techniques 
described in this product's labeling. The timing and 
type of these retreatments will vary, depending on 
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factors such as termite pressure, soil types, soil 
conditions and other factors which may reduce the 
effectiveneas of the barrier. 

Annual retreatment of the structure is prohibited 
unless there is clear evidence that reinfestation or 
barrier disruption has occurred. 11 

B. MIXING DIRECTIONS 

To remain consistent with the requirements of FIFRA, 
registrants should include clear and specific mixing directions 
for each application rate on the label. A table should be added 
to each label to make the label mixing directions as simple as 
possible. Only the rates that are applicable to the product at 
that site and target pest should be on the label. 
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The following generic directions should be used in labeling 
each termiticide for soil treatment: 

"Mix the termiticide use dilution in the following manner: 

1. Fill tank 1/4 to 1/3 full. 
2. Start pump to begin by-pass agitation and place end of 

treating tool in tank to allow circulation through 
hose. 

3 . Add appropriate amount of (product name). 
4 . Add remaining amount of water. 
5. Let pump run and allow recirculation through the hose 

for 2 to 3 minutes. 

To prepare a % water emulsion, ready for use, 
dilute gallons of (product name) with 
gallons of water. To prepare a ~~% (for labels with 
more than one rate) water emulsion, ready for use, 
dilute gallons of (product name) with ~~ 
gallons of water. For termite control operations 
requiring smaller volumes use fluid ounces of 
(product name) per gallon of water to achieve a ~~% 
concentration. 

Application Volume: To provide maximum control and 
protection against termite infestation it is important 
to apply the specified volume of the finished water 
emulsion and active ingredient as set forth in the 
directions for use section of this label. If soil will 
not accept the labeled application volume, the volume 
may be reduced provided there is a corresponding 
increase in concentration so that the amount of active 
ingredient applied to the soil remains the same. NOTE: 
Large reductions of application volume reduce the 
ability to obtain a continuous barrier. Variance is 
allowed when volume and concentration are consistent 
with label directed rates and a continuous barrier can 
still be achieved." 

All labels should contain the following statement: 

"Do not treat soil that is water' saturated or frozen. Do 
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not treat while precipitation is occurring. II 

C. PRE-CONSTRUCTION SUBTERRANEAN TERMITE TREATMENT 

1. TREATMENT OF FOUNDATIONS 

Registrants should add the following statement to the 
pre-construction section of their label: 

"PRECONSTRUCTION TREATMENT: DO NOT APPLY AT A LOWER 
DOSAGE, CONCENTRATION, OR FREQUENCY THAN SPECIFIED ON 
THIS LABEL FOR APPLICATIONS PRIOR TO THE INSTALLATION 
OF THE FINISHED GRADE. 

When treating foundations deeper than 4 feet, 
applicators should apply the termiticide as the 
backfill is being replaced. If the construction 
contractor fails to notify the applicator to permit 
this, such foundations must be treated to a minimum 
depth of 4 feet after the backfill has been installed. 
The applicator must trench and rod into the trench or 
trench along the foundation walls and around pillars 
and other foundation elements, at the rate prescribed 
from grade to a minimum depth of 4 feet. When the top 
of the footer is exposed, the applicator must treat the 
soil adjacent to the footer to a depth not to exceed 
the bottom of the footer. However, in no case should a 
structure be treated below the footer." 

D. POST-CONSTRUCTION SOIL TREATMENT 

1. TREATMENT OF FOUNDATIONS 

Treatment to the top of the footing is sometimes not 
possible in post-construction soil treatment because of 
equipment limitations or the inordinate amount of labor 
involved. Also, termite activity is generally limited to 
the upper four (4) feet of soil. The following statements 
should be added to the post-construction soil treatment 
section of all termiticide labels: 

"POST-CONSTRUCTION TREATMENT: For applications made 
after the final grade is installed, the applicator must 
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trench and rod into the trench or trench along the 
foundation walls and around pillars and other 
foundation elements, at the rate prescribed from grade 
to the top of the footing. When the footing is more 
than four (4) feet below grade, the applicator must 
trench and rod into the trench or trench along the 
foundation walls at the rate prescribed to a minimum 
depth of four feet . The actual depth of treatment will 
vary depending on soil type, degree of compaction, and 
location of termite activity. When the top of the 
footing is exposed, the applicator must treat the soil 
adjacent to the footing to a depth not to exceed the 
bottom of the footing. However, in no case should a 
structure be treated below the footing." 
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2. CRAWL SPACES 

The Agency is aware that confusion exists regarding use 
directions for certain termiticides labeled for overall 
surface appl~cations in crawl spaces. The wording currently 
used on some labels dealing with overall crawl space 
treatment does not indicate precisely where and how overall 
soil treatment may be applied in crawl spaces. To clear up 
that confusion and to provide standardized labeling for 
treating crawl spaces (both accessible and inaccessible), 
the following standardized wording for treatment of crawl 
space areas should be used. 

a. Accessible Crawl Spaces 

"For crawl spaces, apply vertical termiticide 
barriers at the rate of 4 gallons of emulsion per 
10 linear feet per foot of depth from grade to the 
top of the footing, or if the footing is more than 
4 feet below grade, to a minimum depth of 4 feet. 
Apply by trenching and rodding into the trench, or 
trenching. Treat both sides of foundation and 
around all piers and pipes. Where physical 
obstructions, such as concrete walkways adjacent 
to foundation elements, prevent trenching, 
treatment may be made by rodding alone. When soil 
type and/or conditions make trenching prohibitive, 
rodding may be used . . When the top of the footing 
is exposed, the applicator must treat the soil 
adjacent to the footing to a depth not to exceed 
the bottom of the footing. Read and follow the 
mixing and use direction section of label if 
situations are encountered where the soil will not 
accept the full application volume. 

A . Rod holes and trenches shall not extend below 
the bottom of the footing. 

B. Rod holes shall be spaced so as to achieve a 
continuous chemical barrier but in no case 
more than 12 inches apart. 



16 

C. Trenches shall be a minimum of 6 inches deep 
or to the bottom of the footing, whichever is 
less, and need not be wider than 6 inches. 
When trenching in sloping (tiered) soil, the 
trench shall be stepped to ensure adequate 
distribution and to prevent termiticide from 
running off. The emulsion must be mixed with 
the soil as it is replaced in the trench. 

D. When treating crawl spaces, turn off the air 
circulation system of the structure until 
application has been completed and all termiticide 
has been absorbed by the soil." 

b. Inaccessible Crawl Spaces 

"For inaccessible interior areas, such as areas 
where there is insufficient clearance between 
floor joists and ground surfaces to allow operator 
access, apply one or a combination of the 
following methods of treatment. 

A. Excavate the crawl space so that it is accessible 
for treatment. This is the preferred method of 
treatment. 

B. To establish a horizontal barrie~ . , apply to 
the soil surface, 1 gallon of emulsion per 10 
sq. ft. overall using a nozzle pressure of 
less than 25 p.s.i. and a coarse application 
nozzle (e.g., Delavan Type RD Raindrop, RD-7 
or larger, or Spraying Systems Co. 8010LP 
TeeJet or comparable nozzle) . For an area 
that cannot be reached with the application 
wand, use one or more extension rods to make 
the application to the soil. Do not 
broadcast or powerspray with higher 
pressures. 

C. To establish a horizontal barrier, drill through 
the foundation wall or through the floor above and 
treat the soil perimeter at a rate of 1 gallon of 
emulsion per 10 square feet. Drill spacing must 
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be at intervals not to exceed 16 inches. Many 
states have smaller intervals so check state 
regulations which may apply. 

D. When treating crawl spaces, turn off the air 
circulation system of the structure until 
application has been completed and all termiticide 
has been absorbed by the soil. 11 

Because overall surface application may increase indoor air 
concentrations of termiticides, the Agency has required 
registrants with these use patterns on their product label to 
submit air monitoring data or relevant information to assess the 
risk to applicators and inhabitants from inhalation exposure. 

Accordingly, the Agency will generally require 
registrants/applicants applying to add these uses to currently 
registered termiticide products or applying to register new 
products with these uses to use the above standard labeling 
language and to submit air monitoring data or relevant 
information to assess the risk from exposure via the respiratory 
route to applicators and inhabitants. Such labeling and data 
must be accepted by the Agency before applications for these uses 
will be approved. 

Registrants who have currently registered products with 
these use patterns on their label should submit an amended 
application to add the above standard language to the label. No 
additional data a re required for these registrants, at this time, 
since they have already submitted acceptable air monitoring data 
or exposure information. 

E. TREATMENT OF VOIDS 

The Agency requires that termiticide product labels provide 
clear and specific instructions for the treatment of different 
types of structural voids. In order to provide more adequte 
treatment of voids and to remain consistent with the requirements 
of FIFRA, registrants should adopt the following 
label language on all termiticide product labels intended for 
treatment of voids: 

"Drill and treat voids in multiple masonry elements of the 
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structure extending from the structure to the soil in order 
to create a continuous treatment barrier in the area to be 
treated. Apply at the rate of 2 gallons of emulsion per 10 
linear feet of footing using a nozzle pressure of less than 
25 p.s.i. When using this treatment access holes must be 
drilled below the sill plate and should be as close as 
possible to the footing as is practical. Treatment of voids 
in block or rubble foundation walls must be closely 
monitored: Applicators must inspect areas of possible 
runoff as a precaution against application leakage in the 
treated areas. Some areas may not be treatable or may 
require mechanical alteration prior to treatment. 

All leaks resulting in the deposition of termiticide in 
locations other than those prescribed on this label must be 
cleaned up prior to leaving the application site. Do not 
allow people or pets to contact contaminated areas or to 
reoccupy the contaminated areas of the structure until the 
clean up is completed." 

It should be noted that newly constructed buildings may 
contain rigid foam insulation. If the registrant intends for 
their product to be used in voids containing rigid foam 
insulation, then use directions must be provided on the label. 
If the registrant does not intend for their product to be used on 
these systems then the label should prohibit such use with the 
following statement. 

"Not for use in voids insulated with rigid foam." 

The Agency also encourages more training of applicators in 
the treatment of different types of structural voids and 
encourages national and state pest control associations, 
termiticide registrants, State Cooperative Extension Services, 
and State Lead Agencies to continue to provide training and 
materials in these areas. 

F. FOAM TREATMENT 

Foam application is a recent innovation enabling volumetric 
treatment of certain ina ccessible voids. It has been found to be 
useful in treating areas where conventional application may not 
give acceptable distribution of an aqueous emulsion. These sites 
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would include situations such as sub-slab treatments where the 
fill has settled, and voids in and behind fireplaces, veneers, 
piers, etc. 

Most current labels give dilution directions only for water 
and provide treatment information in gallons per square feet. 
Because foam applications involve the use of foaming agents and a 
unique application method, termiticide labels must bear specific 
instructions for use of such agents or such use constitutes a 
misuse pursuant to section 12 of FIFRA . Registrants must have 
specific rates for using foam or liquid , including proper dosage 
and dilution, incorporated into the Directions for Use under 
post-construction treatments. The sites of application where 
foam treatment is appropriate, recommended expansion ratios for 
each site, and the methods of application must be provided. The 
labels must include an explanation of what an expansion ratio 
actually is, meaning how many gallons of foam are required to 
move one gallon of termiticide solution . Also the re must be an 
explanation of how to determine the expansion ratio by 
calibration of the foaming equipment. Also, the label must 
indicate what the desired ratio would be to yield effective 
delivery of their product. Generally, it is recommended that the 
termiticide solution be applied with at least 75% of the labeled 
r ate delivered with typical liquid application. The remaining 
25% or less may be delivered to appropriate areas, such as hollow 
voids, beneath concrete slabs, and earth-filled porches, using 
foam application. 

Registrant s should develop language of their own which 
f o llows the above gui delines or a dd the following l a b e l statement 
which addresses foam treatment to their labels: 

"FOAM APPLICATIONS: The emulsion may be converted to a foam 
and the foa m used to control or prevent ter mite 
infestat i ons . 
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Depending on the circumstances, foam applications may be 
used alone or in combination with liquid emulsion 
applications. Applications may be made behind veneers, 
piers, chimney bases, into rubble foundations, into block 
voids or structural voids, under slabs, stoops, porches, or 
to the soil in crawlspaces, and other similar voids. 

Foam and liquid application must be consistent with volume 
and active ingredient instructions in order to ensure proper 
application has been made. The volume and amount of active 
ingredient are essential to an effective treatment. At 
least X% (fill in the correct number) of the labeled liquid 
emulsion volume of product must be applied, with the 
remaining percent delivered to appropriate areas using foam 
application. Refer to label and use recommendations of the 
foam manufacturer and the foaming equipment manufacturer. 

Foam applications are generally a good supplement to liquid 
treatments in difficult areas, but may be used alone in 
difficult spots. 11 

Registrants applying to add these uses to currently 
registered termiticide products or to register new products with 
these uses should incorporate the above instructions or develop 
language of their own which follows the above guidelines. 
Product performance data are required to support new label uses 
unless adequate distribution data are provided with the 
submission. Such data will be reviewed by the Agency in light of 
the Pesticide Assessment Guidelines, Subdivision G, Product 
Performance, Section 95-12(b) (i) (C), which states that soil 
treatment termiticide products should demonstrate efficacy for at 
least five years (Refer to Section IV. Efficacy). Such labeling 
and data must be accepted by the Agency before applications for 
these uses will be approved. 

Registrants who currently have registered products with 
these use patterns on their label should submit an amended 
application to add the above standard language or language they 
developed · which follows the above guidelines to the label. No 
additional data are required for these registrants, at this time, 
because they have already submitted acceptable data/information. 
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G. TREATMENT AROUND WELLS OR CISTERNS 

To remain consistent with the requirements of FIFRA, 
registrants should have specific instructions for treatment of 
structures that contain wells or cisterns which address the 
following general guidelines. Treatment restrictions on 
structures which contain a cistern should be limited to a cistern 
in use or in usable condition. Structures which contain cisterns 
which have been permanently disabled may be treated by normal 
methods. For wel.ls, the treatment technique ( s) recommended must 
consider the proximity of the well to the structure, soil type, 
and the characteristics of the termiticide. The applicator 
should be instructed to take these and other site specific 
conditions into consideration when selecting a treatment method . 
The label should refer the applicator to state, county, and local 
authorities, including the state Wellhead Protection Program, for 
good practices to determine proper treatment procedures relating 
to factors such as water table, soil conditions, etc. The 
treated backfill technique may be recommended to allow treatment 
of a structure when a well is within, adjacent, or near the 
structure. 

To remain consistent with the requirements of FIFRA, 
registrants should add the following specific label statement 
which addresses treatment around wells or cisterns. 

"Do not contaminate wells or cisterns. 

"STRUCTURES WITH WELLS/CISTERNS INSIDE FOUNDATIONS 

Structures that contain wells or cisterns within 
the foundation of a structure may be treated provided 
the following conditions are met: 

(1) Do not treat soil while it is beneath or within the 
foundation or along the exterior perimeter of a 
structure that contains a well or cistern. The treated 
backfill method may be used if soil is removed and 
treated outside/away from the foundation. The treated 
backfill technique is described as follows: 

(a) trench and remove soil to be treated onto heavy 
plastic sheeting or similar material or into a 
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wheelbarrow. 

(b) treat the soil at the rate of 4 gallons of dilute 
emulsion per 10 linear feet per foot of depth of 
the trench, or 1 gallon per 1.0 cubic feet of 
soil. See · "Rate Determination Guidelines". (If 
Rate Determination Guidelines are not already on 
the label, provide directions in this section). 
Mix thoroughly into the soil taking care to 
contain the liquid and prevent runoff or spillage. 

(c) After the treated soil has absorbed the diluted 
emulsion, replace the soil into the trench. 
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(2) Infested and/or damaged wood in place ·may be treated 
using an injection technique such as described in the 
"Control of Wood Infesting Insects" section of this 
label. 

STRUCTURES WITH ADJACENT WELLS/CISTERNS 
AND/OR OTHER WATER BODIES 

Contamination of public or private water supplies (e.g. 
wells or cis~erns), surface ponds, streams, and other bodies 
of water must be avoided. Therefore, structures with nearby 
water sources must be inspected and all treatment options 
evaluated prior to making an application. Structures with 
adjacent wells/cisterns and/or other water bodies may be 
treated provided the following conditions are met: 

(1) Prior to treatment, if feasible, expose the water 
pipe(s) coming from the well to the structure, if they 
enter the structure within 3 feet of grade. 

(2) To avoid applying termiticide directly into subsurface 
drainage which could empty into adjacent bodies of 
water, do not automatically apply termiticides to the 
top of the footer on the side of the house nearest the 
water. In such situations, the applicator must limit 
the depth of treatment sufficient to avoid 
contamination of the subsurface drain. Factors such as 
depth to the drain system and soil type and degree of 
compact.ion should be taken into account in determining 
the depth of treatment. 

(3) When appropriate (i.e., on the water side of the 
structure) , the treated backfill technique (described 
above) can also be used to minimize off-site movement 
of termiticide." 

H. PLUGGING OF HOLES 

For safety reasons all exterior holes and accessible drilled 
holes in commonly occupied areas into which material has been 
applied must be plugged. The Agency's labeling requirement that 
"gil holes into which material has been applied must be plugged'' 
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has been modified to read "all holes in commonly occupied areas 
into which material has been applied must be plugged" and will 
continue. The label should also contain the statement that 
"Plugs should be of a non-cellulose material or covered by an 
impervious, non-cellulose material." 
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To remain consistent with the requirements of FIFRA, 
registrants of currently registered termiticide products without 
the above statements on the product label should add them to the 
label. 

I. COVERING TREATED SOIL 

The Agency no longer requires the label statement "cover 
treated soil with a layer of untreated soil" and this statement 
has been deleted on most termiticide labels. This statement was 
originally required due to the concern for exposure to the 
certain termit i cides such as chlordane and heptachlor. Available 
data indicate that termite tunneling even occurs over treated 
soil. Therefore, the benefit of covering treated soil with 
untreated soil is negligible compared to the risk of termite 
infestation. To remain consistent with the requirements of 
FIFRA, registrants should delete this statement f rom all 
termiticide products. 

J. EXPOSURE INFORMATION FOR CONSTRUCTION WORKERS 

EPA does not have any information demonstrating that a 
precautionary s tatement informing construction wor kers to wear 
protective clothing during or subsequent to pre-construction 
termiticide applications is necessary. In general, construction 
personnel or other individuals on-site during or subsequent to a 
pre-construction treatment application are neither directly nor 
frequently exposed to the pesticide s being appl ied and, 
therefore, a re g e n e rally conside r e d not to be at risk. However, 
to ensure that construction personnel and other individuals are 
not exposed to termiticides during or subsequent to treatment, 
the Agency believes that label precautions are n e cessary. 
Accordingly, to remain consistent with the require ments of FIFRA, 
t h e following s t atement should b e a dde d to the label of all 
ter miticide products with pre-construct ion application use 
directions: 

"Prior t o each application, applicators must 
notify t h e general contractor, constr uction 
superin tende n t , or similar responsible p arty, 
of the intended termiticide application and 
intended sites of application and instruct 
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the responsible person to notify construction 
workers and other individuals to leave the 
area to be treated during application and 
until the termiticide is absorbed into the 
soil." 
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K. VARIABLE CONCENTRATIONS 

The Agency encourages terrniticide registrants, pest control 
companies, national and state pest control associations, State 
Cooperative Extension Services, State Lead Agencies and others 
responsible for applicator training to emphasize the importance 
of training applicators in the use of proper application volumes, 
dosages, and uniform distribution to control all species of 
subterranean termites in their applicator training plans and in 
their research and development plans. Termiticide product 
registrants, pest control companies, and others responsible for 
applicator training should incorporate data from USDA's 
Starkville, Mississippi Laboratory, as well as regional research 
centers, together with recommendations of appropriate state 
entomologists, in the training of applicators in order to 
facilitate their choice of the proper concentration where 
variable concentrations exist on the termiticide product label. 

The Agency is also receptive to the generation of data 
supporting variable concentrations and appropriate label 
provisions regarding variable concentrations. In addition, the 
Agency encourages the development of information and label 
provisions regarding the efficacy of such treatments in different 
soil types. 

However, any change in concentration will likely affect the 
product's efficacy and the duration of the efficacy. Therefore, 
product performance data to support use of lower concentrations 
than those currently specified on the label must be submitted to 
the Agency with an application to amend the product to add those 
lower concentrations (refer to Section XI.B.). Such data will be 
reviewed by the Agency in light of the Pesticide Assessment 
Guidelines, Subdivision G, Product Performance, Section 95-
12 (b) (i) (C), which states that soil treatment terrniticide 
products should demonstrate efficacy for at least five years 
(Refer to Section IV . Efficacy). Such labeling and data must be 
accepted by the Agency before applications for these uses will be 
approved. 

L. FORMOSAN TERMITES 

The Agency encourages termiticide registrants, pest control 
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companies, national and state pest control associations, State 
Cooperative Extension Services, State Lead Agencies and others 
responsible for applicator training to emphasize the importance 
of training applicators in the control of Formosan termites. 
Applicators should be instructed in the use of proper application 
volumes, dosages and uniform distribution to control Formosan 
termites in their applicator training plans and in their research 
and development plans in areas where Formosan termites are known 
or suspected to occur. In this regard, considerable data 
concerning application rates for Formosan termites and other 
types of termites are well documented by the United States 
Department of Agriculture's Forest Service (USDA-FS). USDA-FS 
can provide such data to interested parties. Re quests for such 
data should be sent to: 

USDA-FS, Southern Research Station 
P . O. Box 928 
Starkville , Mississippi 39760-0928 

Street Address: 
201 Lincoln Green 
Starkville, Mississippi 39759 

Phone Numbe r: 
601-325-0199 

Because application rates and method of control for the 
treatment of Formosan termites ma y differ from cur rent labeling , 
a ny r egistrant a dding Formosa n Termite Tr~atment t o his/her 
p roduct labe l or seeking to register a new product f o r Formosan 
Termite Treatment may have to submit applicator exposure and 
possibly air monitoring data to the Agency. Registrants 
contemplating a dding this use pa ttern to their p r oduct label 
s hould consult wi th the Agency Product Manager f o r guidance prior 
to s ubmitting t heir application. 

M. PLENUM CONSTRUCTION 

The Agency 's policy with regard to plenum c onst r uction is 
that label directions for use i n plenum constr uction wi l l be the 
responsib i lity of t he individua l registrant , s ubj ect to Agency 
approval. However, registrants should be aware that they should 
also contact t h e Agency to determine any data n eeded to support 
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application to such areas. For example, because these treatments 
are likely to increase air concentrations, adequate air 
monitoring data or relevant information to assess the risk from 
exposure via the respiratory route to applicators and inhabitants 
must first be submitted by the registrant and accepted by the 
Agency. 

At a minimum, labels which include directions for 
application in plenum airspaces should include the following 
standard language: 

11 When treating plenums, turn off the air circulation system 
of the structure until application has been completed and 
all termiticide has been absorbed by the soil. 11 

Registrants applying to add these uses to currently 
registered termiticide products or to register new products with 
these uses should use the above labeling statement and submit air 
monitoring data or relevant information to assess the risk from 
exposure via the respiratory route to applicators and 
inhabitants. Such labeling and data must be accepted by the 
Agency before applications for these uses will be approved. 

Registrants who have currently registered products with 
these use patterns on their label should submit an amended 
application to add the above standard language to the label. No 
additional data are required for these registrants, at this time, 
since they have already submitted acceptable air monitoring data 
or exposure information. 

XI. COORDINATION WITH THE ASSOCIATION OF STRUCTURAL PEST 
CONTROL REGULATORY OFFICIALS (ASPCRO) 

Effective as of the date of this notice, the Agency requests 
that registrants submit a copy of the proposed label and the 
relevant efficacy data for any new termiticide product or for any 
significant amendment to a currently registered termiticide 
product, such as a change in concentration or method of 
application, to the Association of Structural Pest Control 
Regulatory Officials (ASPCRO) at the same time the application is 
submitted to the Agency. This will allow ASPCRO the opportunity 
to review the pertinent portions of the proposed registration or 



30 

amendment and communicate any concerns or questions they have 
regarding the proposed registration or amendment to the Agency 
and the registrant in the early stages of the registration 
process and to provide sufficient time for resolving any issues 
prior to a registration decision. 

ASPCRO will designate 3 to 5 state officials to serve on a 
Termiticide Review Committee whose function will be to review the 
proposed registrations/amendments. ASPCRO agrees to appoint to 
this committee only representatives from those states whose 
pesticide laws provide the ability to maintain the integrity of 
Confidential Business Information (CBI) received with the 
submission. ASPCRO will review the submission and submit written 
recommendations to the Agency within 90 days of their receipt of 
the submission. ASPCRO's recommendations will be one of the 
factors considered in the Agency's decision making process. The 
specifics of this coordinated review process will be further 
detailed in a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the 
Agency and ASPCRO. The Agency believes that the involvement of 
ASPCRO in the review process will speed review of amendments and 
applications and therefore strongly encourages registrants to 
submit applications to ASPCRO. Copies of termiticide 
applications should be sent to the following address: 
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Off ice of the Indiana State Chemist 
Purdue University 
1154 Biochemistry Building 
West Lafayette, IN 47907-1154 
ATTN: Jim Wright 

XII. PROCEDURES 

All modifications to termiticide product labeling should be 
submitted as proposed amendments on the EPA application form 
8570-1. In Section I. of the application, indicate the 
Registration Division (RD) Product Manager (PM) for the product. 
In Section II. of· the application, make the following notation: 
"Amendment to product label in accordance with PR Notice 96-X on 
Termiticides. 11 The amendment should be accompanied by five (5) 
copies of the proposed revised labeling. Applications should be 
sent to the following address: 

For USPS Submissions: 

Document Processing Desk (AMEND) 
Office of Pesticide Programs (7504-C) 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460-0001 

For Courier Deliveries: 

Off ice of Pesticide Programs 
Document Processing Desk (AMEND) 
Room 266A, Crystal Mall 2 
1921 Je'ff er son Davis Highway 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

XIII. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

You may call Rebecca S. Cool, Insecticide-Rodenticide 
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Branch, RD at (703) 305-7690 if you have any questions about this 
notice. 

Stephen L. Johnson, Director 
Registration Division 
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· . af?q_ut tl,le application: , ., · · - · · · . , · :.: · 

bnder. "REQ.UIBED WOR'MATION.11 shouldn't a reentry ~e b~· on.,ih~ posted not' ce? .. If a 
·reentry time is.,' to. b,e•OO :a p.osted notice, it may m~ that you nee.Ci two ppstings"'.'""-One to ·~·ert 
·that an application is to· occur ·~nd.a ·second to lil~vise when reentfy. ~.an pccur: -

• • , ·• • ' I ... - . 

Under "PRE-NOTiFICATION REGISTIU: II I don't belie:ve.thaphis ~hould be a requirement of 
a s·tate regulatory ag_ency . .. ThCre is. the ·pof:entw that this registry could .cornpris_e thousands of 
names because of the requirementto post virtually all.b'uildings·but pnvate t:'eside~ces. -lt would 
take a .several p~.ople to iit:ipl¢ine,nt ·311d ·mai~in the registry which eould never be completely 
ac·cu~ate or distril>~ted to .thos.~ ·req~i!ed to provide tlie notifica~ion iii a timely fa~hion. ·Inaccurate 
regi~es o~ untimely ·notification ~outd negate the usefulness of the concept. A. ~tate agency 
could also be faulted for ,not providing a:ccurate/timely infonnation to the applicators. In addition, 
there would be· a subs.tantial. cost tp a state agen~y to perform this serVi1=e. W.autdn't it make more 
sense to require ind1,J.stryfbUil,ding owners to maintain a registry for their·clients since they are 
required to post the notices? '. After all, th~y would; be in a .better po$ition• to know which people 
would object to applications or want to be p.otitied prior to .the application. This infonnation 
would also be in their hands iii a more timely manner; . 

Finally, why is a registry needed in the first place? Since certain individuals are required to post 
virtually all buildings, occupants and visitors are being notified in advance that a pesticide 
application will occur or is occurring. This can be assured if the signs are posted for a specified 
amount of time before the application at all building entrances. 
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Comments 

School Integrated Pest Management Act (1996) 

.I ., ' . 

Section 4(B)(6)(b) taJ.ks.abo\it .(t\dividqa.i~ no.t· being in.the immediate area when chemical 
control is perf?rme'Ci. ~~~fwoRld se~mto, ipean thaf :kaits lik.e.'MaxForce (for roaches) 
could not be applie(l' in~ 'open(tibnal .. kitclieu or· .office. :"no we· r~apy mean for that to 
occur? Aren'.t;:Wei tciilly :~teteS.te.d°-in products ·~t b.~\;e the pote.i:i~at to contaminate food 
or irritate pe6:ple,· ~cti as aerosg,s,:;dusts, liquids, 'ete:?·.! · -·· ."·-:· · ·,· ... · . ; : . · 

~ect~pn· .. ~{A;· r~q~ir~ WM.'·c.~or~huitdr~ to receive "verifiabl~: ttaiajpa!~ . m .~~~o.~l WM 
·~e9~que:s or:be a ~~rtµi¢,!:t .ap~licai~r ·b~9re'.performin,s .pesticide appligatioris ;~ .s~oo]s . 

. . Whq ·esta~.U~he.s1 wJla~ 11 ve'fifialil~ trai~g'.~ is? WhQ is ~es1fonsible _for ·rtuiint~g. a· ~~g 
~ individu~s··"ver$ab1y· trained" .as.schQol IPM coordinators? '.There Will ce.rtainly,be ~ 
.cost if a.state ,ag~cy is to do this. Aren't we actuaJ!y. crea~~g another catego1y·of'''. •' :· 

. eel1ifi.cation 'for a volwitacy (not r~~fatary) program? .. Also, who will pay ·t.he costS'.'fqr . 
l'rpvi~ the.seniliuirs.(ic:e., travel,1rooms fot ·t~aching staff: seminar location, et,9.:)?. ·,; 
S~tes c~pt ac.c~pt additional mandaies Without ··a t\lndjng mechanism and state .. · · :, 
legis.18.tors h~ve·nqt:l1cen, ,receptjve~to· placing.additional moneta!Y ,burdens upqn . · 

.. ~~ividuals. · · - ., ' · · . '. . . .' · .. 

How'will this Act affect·. existing rPM p~ograms establishe4 b.y 9thei· states ·:which· ma}'; n~t 
be as ·detailed' as this Act? . , 

. . . ~ . 
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Summary Of Results 

The vast majority of Service Technician readers responding to the poll indicated that label 
comprehension, safety issues and customer relations were among the most important topics for 
new hires to be instructed in. Label Comprehension earned a 72% response rate, and Safety 
Issues and Customer Relations earned 67% and ~ responses, respectively (See Table 1 ). 

Interestingly, when Service Technician combined the top two rankings from each category it 
reinforced the message that these three topics, plus Inspection Techniques and Laws & 
Regulations were important for new hire training. All received rankings of 80% or higher (See 
Table 2). 

The survey was sent to 300 randomly-selected Service Technician readers nationwide. Survey 
respondents worked in a variety of job classifications including service technician, service 
manager/supervisor, technical director and owner/president. 

Respondents were asked to rank the topics in order of importance on a scale of 1 to 5 (1 = Most 
Important; 5 =Least Important). A breakdown of the survey and responses of Service 
Technician readers follows. 

Q: Please rank the topics that are most important for new hires (e.g. technicians) to be 
instructed in? 

TABLE 1 

1.) Label Comprehension 
2.) Safety Issues 
3.) Customer Relations 
4.) Laws & Regulations 
5.) Application Techniques 
6.) Inspection Techniques 
7.) Pest Identification 
8.) Equipment Operation 

72% 
67% 
65% 
63% 
57% 
52% 
37% 
26% 

(Respondents indicating #1 [most important] on survey) 

TABLE 2 

1.) Label Comprehension 
2.) Safety Issues 

Inspection Techniques 
Customer Relations 

3.) Laws & Regulations 
4.) Application Techniques 
5.) Equipment Operation 
6.) Pest Identification 

84% 
83% 
83% 
83% 
80% 
78% 
65% 
63% 

(Respondents indicating either #1 [most important] or #2 [somewhat important] on survey) 
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June 21, 1996 

TO: ASPCRO Officers 
FROM: Service Technician magazine 
SUBJECT: Service Technician Technician Training Initiative 

Dear ASPCRO Officer: 

To bring ASPCRO up to speed on Service Technician's Technician Training 
Tutorial initiative, please find enclosed a copy of the proposal presented to the 
ASPCRO Technician Training Committee. 

The proposal outlines Service Technician's industry-wide training initiative and 
proposes ASPCRO designate the program a "Recommended Educational 
Resource" similar to the designation granted Service Technician magazine. 

The Service Technician training initiative will consist of specially crafted training 
tutorials encompassing a wide range of pest control topics. The tutorials will be 
available on a variety of educational formats, including CD-ROM, computer disk 
and text version, to satisfy the training needs of all pest control technicians. All 
options will be available simultaneously at the project's launch in mid-1997. 

With its exclusive designation ASPCRO would increase its exposure to industry 
professionals by having its logo appear on all training materials (see proposal 
cover jacket). ASPCRO's designation of this program would also reinforce its on­
going commitment to assist industry members in improving training standards 
and creating a safer, pest-free environment for both the applicator and consumer. 

ASPCRO would also have the opportunity to provide input for the training tutorials 
and review the material for accuracy before publication. Final editorial approval, 
however, will remain with Service Technician. 

Key elements of the Service Technician training initiative include flexibility of the 
delivery system and editorial content, and the verifiable testing component. All 
versions of the training tutorials can be custom formatted to satisfy the specific 
training requirements of individual states. Each version of the tutorials also 
include verifiable training tests for technicians. 



The project is funded in whole by Service Technician magazine and would not 
require ASPCRO to seek changes in its Environmental Protection Agency grant 
obligations. 

Service Technician appreciates ASPCRO's consideration of our proposal for the 
"Recommended Educational Resource" designation and welcomes the 
opportunity to discuss areas of mutual concern and assist the members of 
ASPCRO in delivering quality, verifiable training to technicians in their respective 
states. · 

Best Regards, 

Jeff Fenner 
Editor 



Service Technician Magazine 
Technician Training Initiative 

When management in the structural pest control industry prioritize their 
company's needs, the issue typically topping the list is the need for improved 
technician training. Proper training is the foundation behind any successful, safe 
pesticide application and is an issue with universal appeal with industry members 
and consumers alike. 

However, the resources for obtaining proper training have not been uniform, nor 
in some industry member's and regulator's view, adequate. This is not to say 
there aren't excellent training programs available to technicians, but merely that 
there is always room for another source of training information. 

That was the thought behind the creation of Service Technician and was the 
impetus for the magazine to seek ASPCRO's "Recommended Educational 
Resource" seal of approval in 1994. It has been the magazine's mission to offer 
industry technicians the information resources to expand their professional 
knowledge and improve service standards for consumers, a mission shared by 
the members of ASPCRO. 

In 1996, Service Technician is taking the next step in the education process with 
the development of comprehensive technician training tutorials designed to 
address one of the industry's most pressing needs -- the effective and safe use of 
pesticides. And we are again seeking the "Recommended Educational Resource" 
endorsement of ASPCRO for what we believe will be a valuable training asset for 
the industry. 

We recognize ASPCRO and this committee are currently developing a 
standardized technician training program for states not possessing a formal 
registration program and Service Technician applauds and supports this program. 
We feel, however, that there is always room for additional development of training 
programs that could benefit all technicians. 

The Service Technician Technician Training Tutorial initiative is being written by 
Dr. Richard Kramer, contributing technical editor for Service Technician, and 
developed in conjunction with Dr. Philip Koehler and Tom Fasulo of the University 
of Florida. The tutorials will be offered in a variety of formats including CD-ROM, 
computer disk and textbook. 

The CD-ROM and computer tutorial will be graphic-based rather than text based, 
created in a Windows format and include a verifiable training test at the end of the 
program. A tutorial workbook (with testing component) will also be available for 
technicians whose companies aren't equipped with computers. 

The verifiable training, a highly sought after asset of industry professionals (see 
attached chart), will allow technicians to obtain continuing education units in 
approved states on a wide variety of technical topics. The topics will be divided 



into individual training modules. 

The first Service Technician training tutorial is scheduled for release in mid-1997. 
It will cover "Pesticide Safety & Environmental Protection" and include modules 
on personal protection, spill clean-1,1p and prevention, laws and regulations, and 
mixing and application techniques (see attached outline). 

The core program is applicable to a wide range of applicators, including those in 
both the private and commercial sectors. The educational level of the target 
audience is 12th grade. Emphasis in the program will be placed on the safe use 
and handling of pesticides, focusing on environmental protection. 

Service Technician's computer programs will require minimal supervision for 
training and administration of the testing components. The programs are self­
paced and bookmarks can be left by individual trainees. Thus, a single computer 
can be used to train multiple individuals. Tests are self-grading and under the 
control of the program administrator. The contents are easy to update or modify 
and can be tailored to reflect individual state laws and/or regulations. 

Service Technician magazine is looking forward to embarking on this 
revolutionary project and is confident it will satisfy the industry's need for more 
targeted, interactive training programs. We welcome ASPCRO's input on this 
project and look forward to future discussions. 



Service Technician Magazine 
Pesticide Safety and Environmental Protection 

Computerized Training Tutorial 

PROPOSAL 

I. Introduction 
This section will discuss the role of pesticides in integrated pest management programs 
and the role of the technician in protecting the environment when using these products. 
The theme throughout the course of instruction will be the safe handling of pesticides 

and environmental protection. The program will be based on understanding the information 
contained on product labels. 

II. Laws & Regulations 
A. FIFRA 
B. DOT 
C. ESA 
D. U.S. EPA and State Regulatory Agencies 
E. Chemical Sensitivity 
F. Hazard Communications 
G. Notification and Posting 
H. Record Keeping 

Ill. Labels, Labeling & MSDS Sheets 
A. Classification 

1. General Use 
2. Restricted Use 

B. Labels 
1. Hazards 
2. Trade and Common Names 
3. Ingredients 
4. Net Contents 
5. Name and Address of Manufacturer 
6. Registration and Establishment Number 
7. Directions For Use 
8. Misuse Statement 
9. Reentry Statement 
10. Storage and Disposal Directions 
11. Formulation 
12. Precautionary Statements 
13. Environmental Hazards 
14. Physical and Chemical Hazards 

C. Mixing 
1. Precautions 

. 2: Procedures 
D. Application Precautions & Procedures 

1. Outdoors 
2. Indoors 

a. Crack and Crevice 
b. Spot 
c. Broadcast or General 



d. Space 
IV. Storage & Disposal 

A. Requirements 
B. Precautions 

V. Transportation 
A. Hazardous Materials 
B. Reportable Quantities 
C. Shipping Papers 
D. Marking and Placarding 

VI. Spill Prevention & Clean-Up 
A. Emergency Procedures 
B. Notification 
C. Spill Control Kit 
D. Containment and Control 
E. Decontamination 
F. Disposal 

VII. Poisoning & First Aid 
A. Symptoms of Pesticide Poisoning 
B. First Aid 

Notes: 

The concept of this program is to construct approximately six or more modules in disk or CD­
ROM format. They would be constructed in a programmed text format, with tests to insure 
mastery and verification of the knowledge. The target audience education level is 12th grade. 
Average time for completion of all modules would be 24 hours. Information would also be 
produced in a printed text format. The CD-ROM format would allow for integration of some live 
footage (e.g. mixing, spill management, calibration). The disk format would require the use of 
photographs and/or slides. 



Proposed Structure & Composition 
C&T Advisory and Working Groups 



ADVISORY GROUP 
Co - leads: OPP-EPA 

CSREES USDA 

Members: President - AAPSE 

Rep-AAPCO 

Rep-ASPCRO 

Rep - AAPCO/SFIREG 

EPA Region 

Secretariat/Contributing Member 



Program 
Funding 

• Advisory (2) 
• SLA 
• CES 
• EPARegion 
•OPP 

WORKING GROUPS 

Program 
Content 

• Advisory 
• SLA 
• CES 
• EPARegion 
•OPP 

Program Intra- Program 
Structure & Delivery Evaluation 

• Advisory • Advisory 
• SLA • SLA 
• CES • CES 
• EPARegion • EPARegion 
•OPP •OPP 



Proposed Goals I Objectives 
Certification & Training Advisory and Working Groups 



ADVISORY GROUP 
• Lead effort to determine current status and define 

the future direction of C&T Program. 

• Coordinate four Working Groups and produce~?;.~/./ 

annual/biennial report, including: 
- overview of program, highlight recent 

accomplishments, anticipate changes and upcoming 
events; 

- overview of each state program, highlight basics and 
recent accomplishments, recent changes, anticipated 
changes and upcoming events; 

• Facilitate implementation of findings of the 
Working Groups as appropriate. 



WORKING GROUPS 
PROGRAM FUNDING 

• Capture actual program cost and funding 
sources (state & national). 

• Review distribution off ederal funds 
(funding formula) and recommend 
modification as appropriate. 

• Explore alternative funding sources and 
recommend additional resources or more 
effective use of resources. 



WORKING GROUPS 

PROGRAM CONTENT 

• Levels of supervision 

~ • Initial certification 

/.. Recertification 

/ . Training materials 

v/,/. Matching training and competency 
demonstration 



' . 

WORKING GROUPS 

PROGRAM INFRASTRUCTURE & DELIVERY 

• Roles and responsibilities of stakeholders 

• State regulations, plans and reciprocity issues 

• Training delivery 

• Certification process delivery 

• Involvement of stakeholders in decision making 

• Maintaining communication with stakeholders 



. . 

WORKING GROUPS 

PROGRAM EVALUATION 

• Assessment of national program 

• Measurement of competency 
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