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CropLife International A.I.S.B.L.
Avenue Louise 326, box 35 - B-1050 - Brussels – Belgium
TEL +32 2 542 04 10 FAX +32 2 542 04 19 www.croplife.org

Ms. I. RodaMartin
Rotterdam Convention Secretariat
Plant Protection Service
Plant Production and Protection Division
Food and Agriculture Organisation of the United Nations (FAO)
Viale delle Terme di Caracalla
00100 Rome Italy

22 August 2008
BGJ/L/ln/08-6

Dear Ms. Roda Martin,
Subject: The Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent (PIC)
Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International
Trade – Your letter of 11 July 2008 and your invitation to review and comment
on the draft internal proposal for aldicarb
Please find attached the comments and explanatory letter concerning the draft aldicarb
DGD produced by our member company Bayer Cropscience, which I submit on their
behalf.
We would like to request that the enclosed letter and comments are considered by the
inter-sessional drafting group on aldicarb in their task of finalising the internal proposal
for aldicarb. We would like to further request that this information is made available to
and brought to the attention of all members of the PIC Chemical Review Committee.
We thank you for your consideration of the enclosed information.
Yours sincerely,

Bernhard Johnen
Director, International Regulatory Policy
Cc: Peter Ohs, Bayer CropScience

Representing the Plant Science Industry

Bayer CropScience

Date: 20.08.2008

Review Comments on the Draft DGD on Aldicarb
Comments from Bayer CropScience
The comments are mostly focusing on the wording of the incorporation of the Jamaican
notification in the draft DGD to ensure that the wording in the DGD is backed up by received
and verified documents from Jamaica and industry. They are offered in the sincere belief that
they will be considered seriously as a constructive contribution to help improve the quality of
the DGD.
To make it easier for the working group of the draft DGD the comments are numerated and
the page, the chapter, the Country and if necessary the paragraph of the relevant sentence(s)
are given.

Comments:
Comment 1
Page: 6
Chapter: 1
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Granular formulations of aldicarb were known to be used as insecticides to control sucking
aphids, mites, leaf miner and nematodes particularly in citrus fruit and ornamentals.
New proposal
Temik 15 GR formulation of Aldicarb was known to be used as insecticide to control sucking
aphids, mites, leaf miner and nematodes in citrus fruit and ornamentals.
Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD does not reflect the wording given in the supporting
documentation by Jamaica, which was only mentioning Temik 15 GR.

Comment 2
Page: 6
Chapter: 1
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Before 1975 they were available to all farmers and could be applied to vegetables. They were
applied to soil by hands.
New proposal
It has been reported that Temik is in the hands of persons that are not capable of handling the
product and it is being used on vegetables and other products for which the health
consequences to both, user and consumer as well as the environment may be regrettable.
Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD does not reflect the wording given in the supporting
documentation by Jamaica and furthermore is misleading. Nothing is stated in the
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documentation from 1995 concerning the time before 1975. Nothing is stated on the
application method. The quotation in the 1995 document (PCA 1995) only reflects the time
before the 1994 decision. No documentation is available on the reasoning of the prohibition of
1975, which was the basis for the notification.
In this connection it has to be stressed again that according to Annex II (b) to establish
whether a risk evaluation has been conducted, “the documentation provided shall
demonstrate” that “data have been generated according to scientific recognized methods”. “It
has been reported”, whatever this means, can as such not be seen as data generated according
to scientific recognized methods.

Comment 3
Page: 7
Chapter: 2.1
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Aldicarb was on the second schedule (prohibited list) of the Pesticides act 1975, however, a
registration was subsequently found on the Jamaican register of pesticides. In 1994, reregistration was refused and it was decided that no further registrations would be considered.
New proposal
Aldicarb was on the second schedule (prohibited list) of the Pesticides act 1975, however, a
registration was subsequently found on the Jamaican register of pesticides. In December 1994,
the decision was made to prohibit Aldicarb from importation and use in Jamaica.
Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD does not reflect the wording given in the supporting
documentation by Jamaica. It only mentioned that Aldicarb was prohibited from importation
and use in 1994.
The 1995 part of the documentation still has under “Conclusion” the proposal to the PCA
Board to stay with the decision of 1975. No documentation of the final decision of the PCA
Board in 1995 has been provided. The DGD drafting group should encourage the DNA from
Jamaica to provide the respective documentation from the PCA Board, to be able to use the
right wording and dates in this chapter.

Comment 4
Page: 8
Chapter: 2.2 (Risk to workers)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Aldicarb is used primarily on citrus and ornamentals on small and medium farms in Jamaica.
There is no program to manage the distribution of Aldicarb which meant that small farmers
would have access to and use Aldicarb on a wide range of crops including tomatoes.
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New proposal
Aldicarb was used on citrus and ornamentals in Jamaica. In the years before 1994, specific
products were available to a limited number of farms under a stewardship program
implemented by the manufacturer.
Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD does not reflect the wording given in the supporting
documentation by Jamaica. It is also in contradiction to the statement in the DGD on page 6.
The new proposal reflects the information given by the supporting documentation of Jamaica
and the supporting documentation of the manufacturer.

Comment 5
Page: 8
Chapter: 2.2 (Risk to workers)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Pesticide operators on such small farms do not have access to protective gear. Also hot
tropical conditions make protective clothing uncomfortable. Use of the product
represents an unacceptable risk to the health of these small farmers.
New proposal
--Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD is not supported by verified information from Jamaica,
therefore the sentences in bold should be deleted. As mentioned on page 6 of the draft DGD,
farmers using Aldicarb under the respective stewardship scheme were provided with the
necessary protective equipment.
The DGD Drafting Group should encourage the Jamaican DNA to deliver the reference to the
pages presented by the Jamaican DNA at the CRC meeting on the availability of protective
clothing. Without reference nothing should be stated in the DGD on the availability of
personal protective equipment (PPE), as this was not, as written before, mentioned in the
supporting documentation of Jamaica (PCA 1995).

Comment 6
Page: 9
Chapter: 2.2 (Environmental impact)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Jamaica has several areas of limestone and underground rivers where much of the
farming is done. Consequently, as evidenced by the incidents of pollution in the US,
there is a risk of contamination of groundwater and surface water.
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New proposal
--Reasoning
These sentences should be deleted as no evidence is given in the supporting documentation of
Jamaica that Aldicarb was used on limestone areas (PCA 1995). This sentence is only cited in
the notification without reference.
It has to be emphasized that for using a risk evaluation from another country for bridging
purposes, in minimum the use pattern in both countries must be compared (clear evidence of
the prevailing conditions have to be submitted, as recommended by COP3). To be able to
compare the exposure scenarios the following information has to be submitted:

product used

use pattern (rate, frequency, period)

climatic conditions

soil types (in case of certain environmental comparisons)
The relevance of recommended risk mitigation measurers can only be taken into consideration,
if product and use pattern are comparable. In the supporting documentation of Jamaica, no
use pattern is given.

Comment 7
Page: 12
Chapter: 4.5 (Specific information of on aldicarb)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Sweep spilled aldicarb into containers. If appropriate, moisture first to prevent dusting.
Carefully collect remainder, and then remove to a safe place.
New proposal
Sweep spilled aldicarb into containers. After careful collection, store the container in a safe
place.
--Reasoning
Temik granules are designed in a way that they are virtually dust free. Dermal toxicity of the
product is low as long as the active substance stays in the granule. Watering releases the
active substance. This should be avoided. Watering/irrigation are only recommended in
definite cases (in agricultural & horticultural practice) after the application of the granules
according to the label to ensure that the active substance in the granule is transferred into the
subsoil.
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Comment 8
Page: 14
Chapter: Annex I (Introductory text to Annex I, 1st paragraph)
Country: ---DGD Proposal
The information presented in this Annex reflects the conclusions of the two notifying parties:
European Community and Jamaica. In a general way, information provided by these two
parties on the hazards are synthesized and presented together, while the risk assessments
specific to the conditions prevailing …….
New proposal
The information presented in this Annex reflects the conclusions of the two notifying parties:
European Community and Jamaica. In a general way, information provided by these two
parties on the hazards are synthesized and presented together, while the risk assessment / risk
evaluation specific to the conditions prevailing …….
Reasoning
As Jamaica has not done a risk assessment but in maximum a risk evaluation, if at all, this
should be reflected in the introduction.

Comment 9
Page: 14
Chapter: Annex I (Introductory text to Annex I, third paragraph)
Country: ---DGD Proposal
The notification of Jamaica includes consideration of the Environmental Health Criteria …….
(US EPA, 1988), comparing the worker exposure and leaching conditions with the
conditions of use in Jamaica.
New proposal
The notification of Jamaica drafted in 2007 includes consideration of the Environmental
Health Criteria ……. (US EPA, 1988).
Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD in bold should be deleted as nothing was given in the
notification on the use pattern of aldicarb in Jamaica. To use a risk assessment from other
countries (bridging) for the own evaluation, in minimum the use pattern in both countries
must be compared (clear evidence of the prevailing conditions have to be submitted, as
recommended by COP3; see comment 6). A comparison of use conditions without knowing
how the substances were used is not leading to the desired result.

Page 5 of 10

Bayer CropScience
Review Comments on the Draft DGD on Aldicarb

Date: 20.08.2008

Comment 10
Page: 17
Chapter: 3.1 Food (1st paragraph)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Residues have been detected in a variety of crops on which Aldicarb has been applied.
New proposal
Residues have been detected in the US in a variety of crops on which Aldicarb has been
applied.
Reasoning
The sentence should be changed to the proposal, as this makes it clear to the reader that
residues have been found in the US. No residue results are available from Jamaica.

Comment 11
Page: 17
Chapter: 3.1 Food (3rd paragraph)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
The evaluation by Jamaica reported that the aldicarb product, Temik, was in the hands of
persons that were not capable of handling the product and were not wearing PPE, and it was
used on vegetables and other products where there were potential health concerns for both the
consumer and user (PCA, 1995).
New proposal
The evaluation by Jamaica stated that it has been reported that the aldicarb product, Temik,
was in the hands of persons that were not capable of handling the product and were not
wearing PPE, and it was used on vegetables and other products where there were potential
health concerns for both the consumer and user (PCA, 1995).
Reasoning
The sentence should be changed to truly reflect the PCA report (“It has been reported”).
In this connection we want to mention again that the PCA report was from 1995 and “one”
decision from 1994. Therefore, we want to ask the working group on the draft DGD to clarify
this inconsistency, as this means that the preliminary risk evaluation was done after the
“prohibition” in 1994 and far after the given date of the ban in 1975, which was the basic date
of the regulatory decision in the notification.
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Comment 12
Page: 17
Chapter: 3.1 Food (4th paragraph)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
It was concluded that there was an unacceptable risk of contamination of food products in
Jamaica based on known incidents in the USA and the normal pattern of use under the
prevailing conditions in Jamaica.
New proposal
It was concluded that there was an unacceptable risk of contamination of food products in
Jamaica based on known incidents in the USA.
Reasoning
The sentence in the draft DGD in bold should be deleted as no use pattern of aldicarb in
Jamaica was in the notification. A comparison of the use conditions (US versus Jamaica)
without the use pattern in the two countries is, according to my knowledge, without any
scientific basis. Also nothing was given in the supporting documentation on the prevailing
conditions in Jamaica (PCA 1995). Assumptions should not be used in a DGD to substitute
facts.

Comment 13
Page: 18
Chapter: 3.3 Water (1st paragraph)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
….. (PCA, 1995).
New proposal
??????.
Reasoning
The working group on the draft DGD for aldicarb should clarify with the DNA from Jamaica
how an evaluation from 1995 could be used for a decision in 1994 or even for the earlier
decision in 1975, as this was the basic date of notified regulatory decision of Jamaica.

Comment 14
Page: 18
Chapter: 3.3 Water (3rd paragraph)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
As Jamaica has several areas of limestone and underground rivers where much of the
farming is done it was concluded that there was a risk of contaminating ground water and
hence, drinking water, based on known incidences in the USA.
Page 7 of 10
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New proposal
It was concluded that there was a risk of contaminating ground water and hence, drinking
water, based on known incidences in the USA.
Reasoning
The working group on the draft DGD for Aldicarb should verify with the notifying DNA
whether before 1994 Aldicarb was really used in these areas, as this statement in the
notification is not backed by the supporting documentation of Jamaica (PCA 1995). As long
as this could not be verified, the sentence in bold should be kept deleted.

Comment 15
Page: 19
Chapter: 3.4 Occupational exposure (3rd paragraph)
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Pesticide operators, mainly small farmers, in Jamaica do not have access to protective gear. A
further reason why they fail to wear protective clothing is that it is uncomfortable in the hot
tropical climatic conditions. Therefore, use of the product was considered to represent an
unacceptable risk to the health of small farmers (PCA, 1995).
New proposal
-----Reasoning
This chapter should be deleted until the working group on the draft DGD for Aldicarb
received from the Jamaican DNA the reference of the paper presented during the CRC
showing that this may have been used in the evaluation. Furthermore, the working group
should clarify with the DNA from Jamaica how an evaluation from 1995 could be used for a
decision in 1994.

Comment 16
Page: 23
Chapter: 5.2 Aquatic species
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
…… (PCA, 1995). Jamaica has several areas of limestone and underground rivers,
where much of the farming is done.
New proposal
-----Reasoning
The working group on the draft DGD for Aldicarb should verify with the notifying DNA
whether before 1994 Aldicarb was really used in these areas, as this statement in the
notification is not backed by the supporting documentation of Jamaica (PCA 1995). As long
as this could not be verified, the sentence in bold should be kept deleted.
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Comment 17
Page: 24
Chapter: 5.6 Summary
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Jamaica has several areas of limestone and underground rivers, where much of the
farming is done. Consequently, as evidenced by the incidents of pollution in the US,
there is a risk of contamination of ground water and surface water
New proposal
-----Reasoning
The working group on the draft DGD for Aldicarb should verify with the notifying DNA
whether before 1994 Aldicarb was really used in these areas, as this statement in the
notification is not backed by the supporting documentation of Jamaica (PCA 1995). As long
as this could not be verified, the sentence in bold should be kept deleted.
Furthermore, the working group should verify with the Jamaican DNA the use pattern used in
1995 by the PCA for their risk evaluation. As stated above, bridging without use pattern is
scientifically not possible.

Comment 18
Page: 26
Chapter: 4.2 Criteria used
Country: Jamaica
DGD Proposal
Comparison of conditions in agricultural areas in Jamaica with similar conditions in the
USA where contamination of ground and drinking water has been described despite use under
very restricted conditions. The island ecology of Jamaica is more vulnerable than conditions
in the USA. Contamination of citrus fruit has also been observed in the USA. The lack of
access to and proper use of protective equipment in Jamaica by small farmers were also
considered.
New proposal
The island ecology of Jamaica is more vulnerable than conditions in the USA. In the USA
contamination of ground and drinking water has been described despite use under very
restricted conditions. Contamination of citrus fruit has also been observed in the USA. It has
been reported in Jamaica that Temik is in the hands of persons that are not capable of
handling the product and is being used on vegetables and other products for which the health
consequences both user and consumer as well as the environment may be regrettable.
Reasoning
In the supporting documentation from Jamaica (PCA 1995) there is only one statement given
on the environmental conditions under point 4.1. :
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“Aldicarb is registered for use in the united States of America under very restricted conditions:
This entails strong enforcement measures under environmental conditions that are even less
susceptible to contamination as for an island ecology like Jamaica.”
The wording in the draft DGD should reflect this. Nothing else is given, especially nothing on
the use pattern of the compound (bridging requirement, see also comment no. 6).
The sentence in bolt has to be deleted, as long as no reference to the pages presented at the
CRC could be given.

Comment 19
Page: 28
Chapter: Documentation used for risk evaluation
Country: Jamaica
In the draft DGD reference list the following references of documents are missing:
1: PCA (1995).
2: Document on the availability of personal protective equipment (PPE) in Jamaica (reference)
They must be added to the reference list, to be in line with the citations and the given
statements.
Reasoning
1: PCA (1995) is frequently cited in the document
2: Pages were shown during the CRC meeting on the availability of Personal Protective
equipment (PPE) in Jamaica. These pages were taken into consideration without reference
and without reference in the supporting documentation of Jamaica (PCA, 1995). The
working group on the draft DGD for Aldicarb should implement this document in the
reference list, as without this reference no backing of the statement on personal protective
equipment is possible (see comments before).
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