eRegul ati onsAgency : ENVI RONVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
Title : Pesticides; Emergency Exenption Process Revisions
Subj ect Category : Pesticide prograns: Pesticides use under
enmergency conditions; energency exenption process; revisions
Docket ID : OPP-2004-0038; FRL-7371-3
CFR Citation : 40 CFR 166
Publ i shed : Septenmber 03, 2004
Comments Due : Novenber 02, 2004
Phase : PROPCSED RULES

Your conment has been sent. To verify that this agency has received your
conment, please contact the agency directly. If you wish to retain a copy
of your commrent, print out a copy of this docunent for your files.

Pl ease note your REGULATI ONS. GOV number .
Regul ations.gov #: EREG - 1 Subnmitted Sep 24, 2004

Attached Files :

Conment : As the prinmary person who prepares and subnits
section 18 requests for Idaho, | support these proposed rules.

| have participated in the pilot project for recertification
of some active ingredients. It was a sinple and easy process
and saved nme a lot of work in preparing the repeat request. |
woul d encourage the USEPA to further expand this procedure to
apply to a broader range of active ingredients. | believe that

| ess than 10% of repeat requests can even qualify for this
process, yet the vast majority of my requests do not change
very much fromone year to the next. It is conmon to send in a

repeat request with | ess than 100 words changed in a 12 page
request. It would seemlogical to ne to allowthis sinplified
process for any Section 18 that has a mnimal anount of change

fromthe previous year’'s request.

| al so support the change in the way that the econonic issue
is evaluated. The proposed change will allow unconventi onal
requests to be assessed in a nore logical manner. It will also

allow a level playing field for mnor use and unconventi onal
crops that do not have as much data devel oped by registrants
and universities. Mnor crops rarely have as much attention
paid to themand end up with far |ess data available for
assessnent.



