
Proposal to Revoke Chlorpyrifos Food Residue
Tolerances

Related Information

Basic information on chlorpyrifos uses and EPA actions
Revised chlorpyrifos human health risk assessment
Learn more about food residue tolerances

In October 2015, EPA proposed to revoke all food residue tolerances for the
insecticide chlorpyrifos. At this time, EPA is unable to make a safety finding as
required under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA). We will
respond to all comments received on the proposal and make a final decision by
March 31, 2017.

In November 2016, we revised our human health risk assessment. This revised
analysis shows risks from dietary exposure (i.e., residues of chlorpyrifos on food
crops) and drinking water. It does not result in a change to our proposal, but after
considering the advice of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
(FIFRA) Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP), we are modifying the methods used to
support that finding.

Learn more about the revised human health risk assessment and opportunity to
comment on the assessment.

Read the proposed tolerance revocation rule.

On this page:

1. Why is EPA proposing to revoke all tolerances for chlorpyrifos?
2. What uses of chlorpyrifos are affected by this proposed tolerance

revocation?
3. What are the specific concerns associated with drinking water?
4. What are EPA’s next steps?

1. Why is EPA proposing to revoke all tolerances
for chlorpyrifos?

https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/chlorpyrifos
https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/revised-human-health-risk-assessment-chlorpyrifos
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-tolerances/about-pesticide-tolerances
https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/revised-human-health-risk-assessment-chlorpyrifos
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2015/11/06/2015-28083/chlorpyrifos-tolerance-revocations


In June 2015 EPA indicated its intention to issue a proposed rule revoking
tolerances by April 15, 2016, to address previously identified drinking
water concerns and in response to a petition from the Natural Resources
Defense Council (NRDC) and Pesticide Action Network North America
(PANNA). This schedule would have allowed time for EPA to complete its
additional analysis, taking into consideration the public comments received
on its December 2014 human health risk assessment.

On August 10, the 9th Circuit Court rejected EPA’s time line, instead
ordering EPA by October 31, 2015, to: deny the petition, issue a proposed
revocation, or issue a final revocation rule. At that time, EPA did not deny
the petition because we were unable to make a safety finding based on the
science as it stood. At that time, EPA did not issue a final revocation rule
because we had not completed our revised human health assessment and
refined drinking water assessment, so certain science issues were still
unresolved.

Based on the 2014 analysis, EPA could not conclude that the risk from
aggregate exposure met the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(FFDCA) safety standard. EPA has determined that safe levels of
chlorpyrifos may be exceeded in parts of the United States for people
whose drinking water is derived from some small vulnerable watersheds
where chlorpyrifos is heavily used. 

We informed the court, we proposed to revoke all chlorpyrifos tolerances
based on the science as it stood. Issuing a proposed revocation provides an
opportunity for public input prior to any final decision. The court also
required EPA to provide the timeline for a final rule should EPA issue a
proposed revocation. The court has extended the deadline for issuing a final
rule to March 31, 2017.

In November 2016, we revised our human health risk assessment and
drinking water exposure assessment for chlorpyrifos that supported our
October 2015 proposal to revoke all food residue tolerances for
chlorpyrifos. The revised analysis shows risks from dietary exposure (i.e.
residues of chlorpyrifos on food crops) and drinking water. 

2. What uses of chlorpyrifos are affected by this
proposed tolerance revocation?

Because tolerances are the maximum residue of a pesticide that can be in or
on food, this proposed rule revoking all chlorpyrifos tolerances means that
if this approach is finalized, all agricultural uses of chlorpyrifos would
cease. Learn more about tolerances. 

According to USDA data there are approximately 1.2 million crop
producing farms in the U.S. EPA estimates that more than 40,000 crop
producing farms currently use chlorpyrifos to control a wide range of insect
pests. Cost effective alternatives are available to control many of the pests
targeted by chlorpyrifos. Some farms growing certain crops (e.g., broccoli,
cauliflower, cabbage, citrus, etc.) may be affected more than others by the
loss of the use of chlorpyrifos.  

Learn more about the uses of chlorpyrifos.

https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/revised-human-health-risk-assessment-chlorpyrifos
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-tolerances/about-pesticide-tolerances
https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/chlorpyrifos#basic


3. What are the specific concerns associated with
drinking water?

EPA’s 2014 revised human health risk assessment showed the potential for
risks in small watersheds with high concentrations of farming where
chlorpyrifos may be widely used. The 2014 assessment included a refined
drinking water assessment for the Pacific Northwest and the Southeast, but
not the entire country. EPA determined that safe levels of chlorpyrifos may
be exceeded for people whose drinking water is derived from certain
vulnerable watersheds in parts of the United States.

EPA completed its refined drinking water assessment in 2016.  While this
drinking water assessment is more refined than the previous assessments,
the results did not identify many areas where potential exposures of concern
to drinking water can be ruled out.  As a result, this assessment does not
significantly alter the conclusions in the proposed rule regarding drinking
water exposure and continues to indicate potential exposure to chlorpyrifos.

While EPA completes the final rule, anyone who has concerns about
contaminants in their public drinking water system should check with their
local water utility or state. Local authorities are not required by EPA to test
for chlorpyrifos, since EPA has no federal drinking water regulation for
chlorpyrifos. However, some local authorities do test for contaminants
beyond federal drinking water regulations.

4. What are EPA’s next steps?

EPA plans to issue a final rule on chlorpyrifos tolerances by the court-
ordered deadline of March 31, 2017, after considering comments received
on the revised analyses. 

LAST UPDATED ON MARCH 30, 2017
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American Agriculture Speaks Out in Support of Chlorpyrifos 
(Jan 16, 2017) 

 

The attached petitions with 2300 signatures in support of chlorpyrifos, represent American growers, farmers 

and others from across the U.S. who are involved in producing the food American consumers rely on and the 

crops that are important exports supporting U.S. trade. Signees have a simple, common message to EPA: 

 

We ask you, the US EPA to retain the current crop tolerances and the continued 

registration and availability of use of the chlorpyrifos-containing products we 

need. 

 

Those involved with production of citrus, corn &soybean, cotton, wheat and sugar beets have petitions specific 

to their crop so they could emphasize the critical importance of chlorpyrifos to their operations. Crop-specific 

petitions were signed by; 

199 for citrus 

619 for corn & soybean 

187 for cotton 

399 for wheat 

224 for sugar beets 

 

For other crops, 672, representing the full range of crops on labels for chlorpyrifos products, signed the 

petition. 

 

Petitions were signed during EPA’s public comment period for EPA’s Chlorpyrifos: Tolerance Revocations; 
Notice of Data Availability and Request [EPA-HQ-2015-0653] from November 17, 2016 to January 16, 
2017.Signatures were collected by Dow AgroSciences and are being submitted by Dow AgroSciences with the 
understanding and agreement of those who signed the petitions. 
 

Submitted on January 16, 2017 by: 

Dow AgroSciences, LLC 
9330 Zionsville Rd 
Indianapolis, IN 46268 
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Chlorpyrifos is a critical tool for American crop production 

 

In the United States, growers of more than 50 different types of crops, including cereal, oil, forage, fruit, nut and vegetable 

crops count on chlorpyrifos as a critical tool. Farmers rely on chlorpyrifos because of its efficacy, broad-spectrum control, 

low cost, and tank mix compatibility. For many important pests, growers face limited or no viable alternatives to 

chlorpyrifos. And, when an outbreak of a new pest occurs, growers look to chlorpyrifos as a proven first-line of defense. 

Growers also look to chlorpyrifos for the ease of implementation into existing Integrated Pest Management and Integrated 

Resistance Management programs, and the minimal impact on beneficial insects compared to alternative chemistries.  

We ask you, the US EPA to retain the current crop tolerances and the continued registration and availability of 

use of the chlorpyrifos-containing products we need.  

 

 

First Name Last Name State Yes I have read and 
understand that this 
petition will be submitted 
into official public 
comment dockets and 
any personal information 
included may be publicly 
viewable Indicate yes by 
checking here 

Manfred Schosnig OR 1 

KENNETH TAMURA IDAHO 1 

Jimmy Wood Ga. 1 

mark hawke GA 1 

Don Tolmie Idaho 1 

Katherine Blanchard WA 1 

Joe Weitz ID 1 

Leland Tiegs Idaho 1 

Matthew Ray GA 1 

Keith Kubik California 1 

Gary Lucas Idaho 1 

Gene  Schmitt Idaho 1 

Leslie Dean ID 1 

Richard Matteson North Dakota 1 

Justin Lynch Washington 1 

Kevin Marshall Oregon 1 

Sidney Naito ID 1 

Grady  Whiddon  Ga  1 

Matthew Hamilton OR 1 

Austin Purvis Georgia 1 
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Talley Brim Ga 1 

Joel Horn CO 1 

Harold Mckay Oregon 1 

Josh White GA 1 

Darin Garland GA 1 

Donna Cowart GA 1 

Matt Taylor GA 1 

Chase Floyd GA 1 

Willie Wiggins GA 1 

Jimmy Wiggins GA 1 

Greg Howard Ga 1 

Jeffrey Howard GA 1 

Lamar White GA 1 

Rebecca White GA 1 

McKinley White GA 1 

June Howard GA 1 

Aaron Wolff KS 1 

Kenneth Tucker KS 1 

Michael Bahr Kansas 1 

Cole McCurry KS 1 

Ryan Mcbride Oklahoma 1 

Shawn Thornton Ks 1 

Travis Kolm Kansas 1 

Keith Hulteen Colorado 1 

Brett Despain Idaho 1 

Julie Gordon MI 1 

Brent Sutton DE 1 

russell byerley washington 1 

Josh Prow WA 1 

Kevin Schwertfeger Kansas 1 

Timothy Guttridge  OREGON  1 

Thomas Egan Oregon 1 

jeff Newton Oregon 1 

Justin Jones Georgia 1 

Matt Storlie Idaho 1 

Willis Connell NC 1 

Tim Semler ND 1 

shawn knudson north dakota 1 

JP Tom Bodderij Arizona 1 

Jason Richter North Dakota 1 

Wayne Christ North Dakota  1 

Ben Lee ND 1 

Andy Grundstad North Dakota 1 

William  McMullin  UT 1 
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Damon Christensen Washington 1 

Alan Gilbert WASHINGTON 1 

Brett Lolley Idaho 1 

Lynn Register NC 1 

Scott Ginn NC 1 

Robbie  Whitfield NC  1 

Marvin  Sutton NC  1 

Brock Leonard  WA 1 

MERLE BLOCK ND 1 

Douglas Duerst Oregon 1 

Nancy Aerni OR 1 

Kyle Gilbert WA 1 

Marty Coble WA 1 

James Cadwallader NM 1 

Wyatt Smith Oregon 1 

Brian Dugo California 1 

Nicholas Martin KS 1 

David  George SC 1 

Sarah Cassel North Dakota 1 

Jerry Domes Oregon 1 

Sam Krautscheid WA 1 

James Boyles Georgia 1 

Tamara Duchsherer ND 1 

Angela  Beehler WA 1 

Steven  Thonney Washington 1 

Todd Crosby Oregon 1 

Mark Millard Oregon 1 

Wally D Huppert Washington 1 

Michael McKoen Oregon 1 

Craig St. Hilaire WA 1 

John Meeks Georgia 1 

Neal Braswell GA 1 

Jay Hendley Georgia 1 

William Ward N C 1 

Joseph Brincks ND 1 

Lily Hyman NC 1 

Ross Greene GA  1 

Brian Walsh North Dakota 1 

Galen scheresky ND 1 

Greg Schultheis WA 1 

Justin Krieg ND 1 

James Freeman Georgia 1 

Crystal  Gaillard Georgia 1 

Ronald Juris Washington 1 
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To: 
Cc: From: Sent: Subject: 
 
Dravis,  Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Minoli, Kevin[Minoli.Kevin@epa.gov];   Flynn, Mike[Flynn.Mike@epa.gov] Jackson, Ryan 
Fri 3/3/2017 12:29:19 AM 
Re: Chlorpyrifos Meeting on Friday 
 
I don't have anything on my calendar.    Wendy has ask to talk to me about it and I've been involved 
with the Administrator all the time.   I'm expecting to meet with Wendy tomorrow. 

 
Ryan Jackson Chief 
of Staff 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 564-6999 

 

mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov
mailto:Flynn.Mike@epa.gov
mailto:Minoli.Kevin@epa.gov


7 

On Mar 2, 2017, at 7:26 PM, Dravis, Samantha   wrote: 
 

The meeting wasn't set up by me, it must have been Robin on my behalf after I suggested that 
this was a hot topic that required attention. 
Ryan and I need a briefing with the appropriate parties as soon as is possible. Thanks, 

Samantha 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
 

On Mar 2, 2017, at 6:49 PM, Minoli, Kevin   wrote: 
 

Hi Samantha- I wanted to reach out to you and discuss a meeting request the one of OGC's 
attorney's received earlier today for a meeting on chlorpyrifos tomorrow. 
While we are happy to meet with you and others on that subject, there were a couple points 
of concern I need to raise. I realize that you may not have actually set up the invitation (a 
ton of meetings get set up under my name), but as the senior person in OP I felt it was 
appropriate to write to you. 

 
Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process, Attorney - Client Privilege 

 
To: From: Sent: Subject: 
 
Dravis,  Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] Minoli, Kevin 
Fri 3/3/2017 1:52:35 AM 
Re: Chlorpyrifos Meeting on Friday 
 
Hi Samantha- That is nice of you to send this follow-up, but you do not need to sing Robin's 
praises to me -- I know she is great! I wasn't thinking of anything other than passing along word to 
combine the two meetings if you wanted as I didn't want to presume folks wanted me to do that. 
Happy to have you touch base with her instead, but please don't think I was upset at her or really 
anyone. Normally I would have called you rather than sent an email, but I had just heard about it 
at 6:00 and am out in the morning, so felt it was my only option. 

 
I will send a note to my folks that that they will likely see a revised invite or at least that the  invite 
was not meant to exclude folks, so unless you reschedule it so Ryan can attend they should be 
there at 10:00. 
Hope you have a good night as well. Kevin. 

Kevin S. Minoli 

Acting General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel 

mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov
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US Environmental Protection 
Agency Main Office Line: 
202-564-8040 

 

On Mar 2, 2017, at 8:33 PM, Dravis, Samantha   wrote: 
 

Kevin, I also just wanted to make sure to say that I really don't think Robin intended to do any 
harm.  She has gone above and beyond to help me this week, and has made me feel welcome 
here. 

 
I hate to reprimand her for something when I think she was really just trying to help on an issue 
that I had indicated was a time pressing topic.  Please bear with us as we learn routines and 
appropriate processes, etc.  thanks and hope you have a great evening. 

 
Sent from my iPhone 

 
On Mar 2, 2017, at 8:07 PM, Minoli, Kevin   wrote: 

 
Sounds like if we simply combine the two meetings we will have Ryan and Samantha, 
as well as OCSPP, OP, and OGC, which would be great. I am happy to email Sharnett 
and Robin tonight to ask them to work together to do that if that works for you. We 
definitely agree you both should be briefed as soon as possible, so this would be a great 
result if you are ok with it. 

 

 

To: 
Cc: From: Sent: Subject: 
 

Dravis,  Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Jackson,  Ryanuackson.ryan@epa.gov];   Flynn, Mike[Flynn.Mike@epa.gov] Minoli, Kevin 
Thur 3/2/2017 11:49:38 PM 
Chlorpyrifos Meeting on Friday 
 
 
Hi Samantha- I wanted to reach out to you and discuss a meeting request the one of OGC's 
attorney's received earlier today for a meeting on chlorpyrifos tomorrow. While we are happy to 
meet with you and others on that subject, there were a couple points of concern I need to raise. I 
realize that you may not have actually set up the invitation (a ton of meetings get set up under  my 
name), but as the senior person in OP I felt it was appropriate to write to you. 

 

 
 
 

mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov
mailto:Flynn.Mike@epa.gov
mailto:Ryanuackson.ryan@epa.gov
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To: From: Sent: Subject: 
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Dravis,  Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] Jackson, Ryan 
Wed 3/8/2017 1:58:05 AM 

Re: Chlorpyrifos - Administrator Briefing 
 
They are trying to strong arm us.  I scared them Friday. 
 
Ryan Jackson Chief 
of Staff 
U.S. EPA 
(202) 564-6999 
 
On Mar 7, 2017, at 8:48 PM, Dravis, Samantha   wrote: 
 

I don't know what she's talking about.  Did Shannon tell her the administrator needs a 
briefing?? 

 
Sent from my iPhone Begin 

forwarded message: 

 
From: "Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy" 
Date: March 7, 2017 at 6:53:32 PM EST 
 
 

 
 
"Dravis, Samantha" 
 

 
Subject: Chlorpyrifos - Administrator  Briefing 

 
Can you let me know status?  Are we still waiting to find out, or is it not happening tomorrow? 

 
Thanks. 

 

Wendy Cleland-Hamnett 
 

Acting Assistant Administrator 
 

mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov
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Sent from my iPhone 
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On Mar 13, 2017, at 10:16 PM, Jackson, Ryan   

wrote: What's a full denial?     You either do or you don't. 

Ryan 

Jackson 

Chief of 

Staff 

U.S. EPA 
 

(202) 564-6999 
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From: Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 10:48 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>; Brown, Byron <brown.byron@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Chloropyrifos 
Samantha, 
I received the first draft late yesterday and am now working through the 40+ pages. Will meet 
with OGC and the pesticides program at 11:00. Will get back to you after that. 
Wendy Cleland-Hamnett 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 
Office of Chemical Safety & Pollution Prevention 
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From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Sunday, March 26, 2017 5:21:14 PM 
To: Rees, Sarah 
Subject: FW: Chlorpyrifos; Order Denying PANNA and NRDC's Petition to Revoke Tolerances - Electronic Copy of 
Final Versions 
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Let's have OEX tee this up for SPs signature. 
 

No autopen, I need to check with the White House on this because they may want to do something 
in conjunction with USDA on it and I don't want it executed before I have a chance to do that. 
Thanks! 

 

From: Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 5:45 PM 
To: Jackson,  Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>;  Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; 
Brown, Byron <brown.byron@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Chlorpyrifos; Order Denying PANNA and NRDC's Petition to Revoke Tolerances - 
Electronic Copy of Final Versions 

 

Status of the order below, and copy attached.  Hope you all have a good weekend. 
 

 

From: Hofmann, Angela 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 5:09 PM 
To: Cleland-Hamnett, Wendy; Wise, Louise 
Cc: Mojica, Andrea;  Friedman, Dana; Chun, Melissa; Keigwin, Richard; Dyner, Mark; 
Guilaran, Yu-Ting; Smith, Charles; Costello, Kevin; Strauss, Linda; Dunton, Cheryl 
Subject: Chlorpyrifos; Order Denying PANNA and NRDC's Petition to Revoke Tolerances - 
Electronic Copy of Final Versions 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:brown.byron@epa.gov
mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov
mailto:jackson.ryan@epa.gov
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E.P.A. Chief, Rejecting Agency’s 

Science, Chooses Not to Ban 

Insecticide 

By ERIC LIPTON MARCH 29, 2017 

Continue reading the main storyShare This Page 

 

 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2017/03/29/us/politics/epa-insecticide-chlorpyrifos.html?mcubz=3&_r=0#story-continues-1
https://www.nytimes.com/by/eric-lipton
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