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Environment.
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This is a particularly egregious crime because the agency which
is supposed to protect our environment is doing the opposite, it
is poisoning it. Someone should investigate the decision-makers
here to see if they are on the pesticide industry’s payroll.
The 70 secret approvals would certainly point toward this
possibility.
Thanks to the Center for Biological Diversity for doing the
work here, and we hope they take whatever next step is necessary
to correct this incompetence/corruption,

whichever it might be.

Also thanks to EchoWatch for publishing this, at this link.
Comments by OSFR historian Jim Tatum.
-A river is like a life: once taken, it cannot be brought back-

EPA Allowing Widespread Use of
Unapproved Pesticides, Study
Finds
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has routinely
been allowing use of unapproved pesticides under the pretext of
an “emergency” when no actual emergency exists, according to an
analysis released Monday by the Center for Biological Diversity.
The abuse of the emergency provision has created a loophole
allowing the widespread use of unapproved pesticides, year after
year, across millions of acres in ways that are either known to
be harmful to wildlife or haven’t been tested to be safe.
In one case the EPA has granted 78 “emergency” exceptions over
the past six years for a well-known, bee-killing pesticide
called sulfoxaflor, allowing its use on more than 17.5 million

acres of U.S. farmland.
“It’s disgusting to see the EPA’s broken pesticide program
bending over backward to appease the pesticide industry,” said
Stephanie Parent, a senior attorney in the Center for Biological
Diversity’s environmental health program. “These exemptions put
people and wildlife at tremendous risk because they allow
poisons to be applied in ways that would otherwise be illegal.”
The EPA has the authority to OK temporary emergency use of
unapproved pesticides if the agency determines the pesticide is
needed to prevent the spread of an unexpected outbreak of cropdamaging insects, for example.
But the Center for Biological Diversity’s analysis shows the
EPA’s routine use of the emergency provision has allowed
pesticide manufacturers to bypass the typical pesticide approval
process, resulting in poisons with either known or undetermined
risks being applied across millions of acres of crops.
The 78 emergency exceptions for sulfoxaflor are notable because
previous approval for its use on cotton was cancelled by a
federal judge in 2015 due to sulfoxaflor’s potential harm to
pollinators, and it has never been approved for use on sorghum,
which is attractive to bees. Yet the EPA granted every single
requested emergency exemption for the pesticide’s use on sorghum
and cotton. The EPA has not released any information regarding
bee die-offs or pollinator impacts as a result of these
widespread exemptions.
The Center for Biological Diversity’s analysis found that:
The 78 emergency approvals for sulfoxaflor allowed its use
across more than 17.5 million acres of U.S. farmland.
The great majority of the approvals were done behind
closed doors, with only eight of the 78 approvals going

through a public review and comment process, leaving the
EPA to rely almost exclusively on the applicant as a
source of information.
Rarely was any actual emergency identified by the EPA. For
example, the emergency uses of sulfoxaflor on cotton were
in response to an insect that has been a problem for at
least a decade and has already developed resistance to
four different classes of pesticides.
The emergency uses approved for sorghum were issued in at
least 18 states in response to an insect that has been a
known problem for the past five years.
Fourteen states were given emergency exemptions for
sulfoxaflor for at least three consecutive years for the
same “emergency.”
“The chronic abuse of the emergency approval process has created
a shortcut for pesticide companies looking to gain backdoor
approval for use of harmful pesticides,” said Parent. “This
dangerous, secretive practice puts people and wildlife at
ongoing risk, and it needs to stop.”

