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But First, A Few 2014 Pesticide
Updates

A Wilbur-Ellis Sporax
A Chlorpyrifos insecticide
A Rodenticides

A California Groundwater Protection List
Additions

A Pollinators and the President



US EPA Worker Protection Standard (40 CFR 17C

A Quick Reminder What it is

AEPA's Proposed Changes
A Reactions to the Proposal

A Future Forecast What will become of the proposal?
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Quick Refresher




Relationship Between Pesticide Labeling & WF

A The labeling has produspecific requirements to protect workers
andhandlers

A WPS has instructions on how to implement the lalegjuirements

A WPS also has general protections too lengthy to place on every
label, such as:
| Pesticidesafetytraining
I Hazardcommunicationmaterials
I Decontamination
I Emergencyssistance
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WPS-Current Prowsmns

PROTECT
YOURSELF
il“

A Pesticide safety training and
safety posters sLn
o o s 1 -
""" i mu
A Notification to workers of treated &=iy”
areas B

DANGER PELIGRO
PESTICIDES PESTICIDAS

Vs

A Restrictions on entry into treated
areas

KEEP OUT
NO ENTRE
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WPS- Current Provisions

A Decontamination supplies
A Emergency assistance

A Access to applicatiespecific
iInformation and labeling
(hazard communication)

A Personal protective
equipment (PPE)
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EPA’s Proposal

A Proposed revisions to WPS announced March 19, 2014 in
Federal Register

A Public comment period closed August 18

A 119,528 responses received of which there are 2,343 unique
comments

A EPA is now evaluating public comments
A www.requlations.govdocket ID ERAQOPP2011-0184
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http://www.regulations.gov/

Reasons f or EPA’ s

A Concern over occupational incidents of pesticide
exposure

A Concern that dayo-day exposure may have long
term effects

A Parts of existing rule unclear or difficult t
Implement

¥

g
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A More controversial:
:

Proposed Changes

Train workers/handlergvery yeainnstead
of every 5 years

Phaseout of certified applicators as
trainers of workers

Require unit posting if REI > 48 hours, [z faiiss
changes sign i

No entry buffers adjacent to treated unit .«
NI ENTRY RESTRICTED
Minimum age of 16 years for handler |exrraoarestrineioa
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Proposed Changes

A More controversial:

I Allowingauthorized representativ® obtain pesticide application
iInformation on behalf of an ag worker

I Cease applications If workers or other persons are In the treated are:
I Respirator use will use OSHA standards
I Use CA standards for closed mixing system

I Increased record keeping requirements, but drops central posting
requirement
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Reactions to WPS Proposal

A Not surprisingly, strong reactions from all sides
I growers, grower groups/lobbyists, farm bureaus
| state pesticide regulators
I farm workers and their advocates/lobbyists
| pesticide applicatorand applicator groups
I government health organizations
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ResponsesCal DPR

A Does not support phase out of cert applicators as trainers of
workers

A Supports 18 years as minimum age for handler

A Closed systermCA moving away from prescriptive to
performance based standardrecommends EPA do same

A Supports posting requirement but asks that CA sign still be
allowed

A Request EPA generate a standard training form
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Y e s"™tio ) arim b ut

A Mandatory monitoring of workers using cholinesterasfibiting
pesticides

A Retain central posting requirements

A Expand spray buffers, and expand onto neighboring properties
A Posting should be required for REI>24 hours

A Raise minimum age to 18 for handlers

A Provide legal aid contacts & how to report pesticide violations as
part of worker training

ACentral gov’'t database for tr
A Increase records retention time (5, 7, 30 years)
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"No t eReMpouwsitr e | e s

A Drop proposed rule entirely; no justification

A Keep certified applicators as trainers of workers

A Annual training not justified

A Concerned about additional state costs not considered

A Drop authorized rep from proposal

A Reduce or eliminate nrentry buffers

ARet ain use of ‘natural water
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Forecast

A EPA is currently analyzing comments

A Controversial nature of this proposal will likely defer any
decision until at least after elections

A EPA may decide to take a more piecemeal approach to
changing the WPS

ADon’t hold your breath on tF
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Now on to the Audience
Participation Part of Our
Show....



A Few Rules (of course!)

A Each table is a team, no moving

A To answer a question the entire team has to
stand up and say their table number

A The first team to do so gets to answer the
guestion first, then the second team, and so on.

A The first team to get the answer right gets a point

A After a question is answered correctly, we move
to the next question and start over.

A No whining, complainindyacktalking...
A There is no appeal.



Question 1

A Under the current US EPA WPS, there are
requirements for central posting of safety
iInformation about pesticides. This Info Is
required to be posted if an application has
occurred on the establishment:

A1) ever
A 2) within last 60 days
A 3) within last 30 days

A 4) only if restricted use pesticides have been
applied within 30 days




Answer 1

A 3) within last 30 days

A 40 CFR 170.135(a) and 170.235(a)



Question 2

A If the pesticide label says to wear loalgeved shirt, long
pants, shoes and socks, and because of the signal word,
California requires coveralls, can the applicator wear shorts
and a shorsleeved ishirt under the coveralls?

A Yes or No



Answer 2

A No

A If listed on the label under PPE, even though they are
considered work clothes, long pants and leslgeved shirt are
requil red by the | abel. The
requirement is above and beyond what the label requires.



Question 3

Al f | want a O0.5% solution of
together 40 quarts of pesticide and water, how many ounces o
Insecticide do | add to the water?



Answer 3

A 0.005 x 40 quarts = 0.2 quarts

A 0.2 gquarts x 32 ounces/quart = 6.4 ounces



Question 4

A Which of the following pesticide information is
not required to be posted in a central location for
the benefit of ag workers under the US EPA WPS?

Pesticide Safety Poster

Location/description of the treated areas
Nameof the applicator

Pesticide Safety Info SerieDA

All the above

Just 1 and 2

1, 2 and 3

| don’t <car e, | " m | ust

OO 0 N,

her



Answer 4

A6.Just1and 2

A 40CFR170.135 (b)poster

A 40CFR170.122(e)specific required application info listed
under section (¢} note this application info is required only If

an application has occurred within last 30 days (see Question
1).



Question 5

A Leather gloves can be worn in California when applying liquid
pesticides from the ground.

A True or false?



Answer 5

A True, but only if:
A 1. The label allows it

A 2. Or if chemical resistant gloves are not durable enough (thinl
thorns)

A 6738(c)(2)

A Bonus questior- What else must be worn in addition to
leather gloves In case #27



Question 6

A According to the US EPA WPS, leather boots can be worn by
pesticide applicators even if label requires chemical resistant
footwear.

A What two boot qualities must not be met by chemical resistant
footwear to allow the use of leather boots?



Answer 6

A40CFR 170240 (d)@Y | f chemical resi s
sufficientdurablilityand atread appropriate for wear in rough
terrainis not obtainable, leather boots may be worn in such
terrain.




Question 7

Does the US EPA WPS apply to:

1. landscape workers applying pesticides around your house?
Yes or No?

2. Weed control by CalTrans alon§? Yes or No?

3. Gopher control using strychnine treated grain bait in a forest
plantation? Yes or No?

Three answers required.




Answer [/

A As per 40CFR 170.203 Exceptions, none of these situations
would be required to follow the Worker Protection Standards.

A So answer is No, No, No.



Question 8

A For fieldworker decontamination facilities (not for emergency
eyewash), what is the minimum quantity of clean water that
must be available per worker?

A gallons




Answer 8

A Trick question-there is no minimum gquantity specified.
AEPA says “enough water” (40
ACal i fornia says “reasonabl e

A Reason why EPA is proposing a specific quantity of 1
gallon/worker and 3 gallons per handler.



Question 9

A You have applied a Califorri@signated restricted use
pesticide on property that you manage. How long are you
required by state regulations to maintain the records
associated with that application?

A 1. 6 months

A 2.1 year

A 3. 2 years

Ad4. Records, we don’'t need ar



Answer 9

A As per 6624(g) pesticide use records of restriaied
pesticides must be retained for 2 years.

A Answer is #3-2 years



Question 10

A You are applying a pesticide with a Warning signal word. The
abel only says you need to wear long sleeved shirt and long
nants, socks and shoes. But since you are in California, you
Know that you must wear coveralls. Do you still need to wear
ong-sleeved shirt and long pants under the coveralls?

A Yes or No?



Answer 10

A As recently explained to me, the requirement for coveralls as
per 6736 replaces the label requirement for lesigeved shirt
and long pants; therefore a shesteeved shirt or shorts are
allowable under the coveralls.

A Answer— No.

A Apologize to those who have heard me say otherwise in our
field trainings.



Tiebreaker 1

A What month did President Obama issue his pollinator
protection memo?



Tiebreaker 2

A The EPA WPS proposal states that units will be posted if
treated with a pesticide with a restricteentry interval (REI)
greater than how many hours?



Tiebreaker 3

A In whatyear did the Guid&ire occur?



