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The ASPCRO Rodenticide Committee submits the following report for the 2012 Mid-Year
Board meeting:
During the ASPCRO Board meeting held during the 2011 Annual Conference in Mobile, AL, the
rodenticide committee was resurrected to address recent issues resulting from implementation of
the risk mitigation measures. The rodenticide committee was initially enacted to evaluate and
provide comments to the risk mitigation measures issued by EPA in 2007 as part of the risk
mitigation decision for 10 rodenticides. While ASPCRO supported the initial RMD, the current
RMD had some items which are problematic to the pest management industry. See the 2011
annual board meeting minutes for details.
The committee began its efforts in October with the development of a mission statement and
goals (see below).
Efforts in Addressing the Rodenticide RMD:
A conference call was held on November 4th to finalize the mission and goals. The call
also included an update on ASPCRO efforts on RMD issues including the May 1, 2011 letter
Steve Bradbury at EPA (Attachment 1). Discussion also included: previous committee efforts
and history; review of results from a survey conducted of SLA’s asking about the definition of a
building (Attachment 2); the issue of commensal vs. non-commensal rodents and the affect of
removal of non-commensal species where data was lacking, including states approving multiple
24c registrations; and the efforts of an adhoc committee in putting together recommendations to
EPA as well as a letter from ASPCRO to the agency.
The committee maintained communication in several emails from November through January.
This included discussion of a letter to EPA being drafted requesting items identified by the ad
hoc committee of ASPCRO, NPMA, Registrant, and PMP representatives for considerations as
amendments to the RMD. The request includes consideration of a distance of 100 feet and the
term ‘man made structures’. We feel this gives the user greater ability to effectively utilize bait.
Some examples (trash receptacles, ports, transport vehicles and a few others) are provided but it
is not an inclusive list. Also fence lines are specifically excluded to specifically address EPA’s

concerns with exposure to wildlife. Also an allowance would be made for non-anti-coagulants
and 1st generation anti-coagulants to be used in burrow outdoor, non-crop area more than 100
feet, bait is allowed if placed deeply in active Norway/roof rat burrows using only loose pellets
or meal formulation. The update also included briefing the committee on the recent ASPCRO
EPA training.
The training, to give EPA staff real world experience, was held in November and included a trip
to the National Zoo, where obviously rodents are an issue and proper management is vital. We
discussed what a building was utilizing some of the zoo structures – the open air exhibits,
constructed rock outcroppings which contained storage ‘room’s for feed or supplies, large animal
areas with no buildings but vulnerable mechanics such as gate motor housings. The manager at
the zoo was very good at explaining her issues given that animal health and public health were
priorities in her control decisions. It brought home that people do try to make good decisions
and are knowledgeable, because it is their job and in most of these cases are licensed and
inspected. This group is very different than homeowners who use rodenticides themselves. We
also discussed rodent control during a visit to an orchard, where the owner was very good at
articulating his decision making steps in terms of timing and product choice. Now that the
committee is formed again, perhaps if there are still issues, the committee can attend or assist in
further training efforts.
During the December SFIREG meeting Bonnie Rabe and Derrick Lastinger met with EPA staff
to discuss outreach efforts and gain their perspective on the best focus. EPA’s suggestions
included clarification of the risk mitigation decision items including outreach to retail
establishments selling bait products, identifying and promoting best management practices, and
efforts to increase public awareness about proper use of rodenticides in their homes around
children and pets.
ASPCRO provided a letter to EPA on the alternative RMD language on January 27, 2012
(Attachment 3). A letter in support of ASPCRO’s recommendations was also presented to the
agency from AAPCO. Rick Keigwin has continued to keep ASPCRO apprised of the
document’s vetting at the agency and indicated support is being provided by upper EPA
administration. At the recent AAPCO meeting in Alexandria, VA, he again indicated formal
acceptance and a written amendment, placed in the official docket to the RMD are imminent.
When released, the rodenticide committee will review the amendment, and determine next steps.
Discussion has included developing a guidance document for SLAs and the pest management
industry on the amendment items.

Aluminum Phosphide Update:
ASPCRO has learned and received confirmation from Meredith Laws that the Aluminum
Phosphide label amendments have been approved and Registrants should be making those
amendments. The 100 ft buffer has been clarified and the “properties” language has been
removed from all areas accept the rodent burrow section of the label. Additional clarification for
notification and signage requirements were made to the rodent burrow section as well.

It was brought to our attention that EPA has completed the Zinc Phosphide label review and
amendments. The Committee will be reviewing these changes and will report back to the Board
any concerns.
Next Steps:
The rodenticide committee will continue efforts on outreach and best management practice
development, identifying any data needs, staying aware of the current cancellation process for
non RMD compliant products, and assist in label language clarification where needed. The
committee is meeting on April 2, 2012 and an addendum to this report on the results of the
meeting will be provided for the mid-year meeting minutes.
Respectfully submitted,

Bonnie Rabe, Co-Chair and ASPCRO Past President

John Scott, Co-Chair and ASPCRO Vice President

ASPCRO Rodenticide Committee
MISSION
Rodenticides are an important tool that commercial applicators, agricultural businesses and
homeowners use to ensure rodents do not impact the health and safety of the general public or
domestic animals. ASPCRO has an inherent roll in providing guidance to state lead agencies
that must educate and regulate the use of rodenticides by applicators in their respective states.
The ASPCRO Rodenticide Committee’s mission is to address principally structural issues, and
when inter-connected, the agricultural issues related to rodent pest management resulting from
the re-evaluation process and implementation of risk mitigation measures or other use
restrictions for rodenticide active ingredients.
GOALS
• The committee will seek to identify, gather, and disseminate information or pertinent data
from states on rodenticide use and incidents;
• Continue review and comment on any re-registration eligibility decisions on rodenticides
presented for public comment by EPA;
• Assist in review of label language proposed to meet any risk mitigation criteria and
provide feedback to EPA and or the registrant;
• Partner with stakeholders and industry to review, comment and support the development
of best management practices which contribute to stewardship of rodenticide products;
• Determine the applicability of and promote any educational outreach including
development of a ready to use module for training regulatory staff or the affected industry
and consumers.
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