
ADDENDUM TO THE FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
Response to 45-day comments 
 
Comment No. 12:  Regulations should be based on sound science to minimize short-term harm 
to several important tree and vine cropping systems of the regions. A measured approach to 
regulating oxyfluorfen, a key herbicide active ingredient, is even more warranted when one 
considers that the proposed "…restrictions on nonfumigant products will provide minimal overall 
reduction in VOC emission and resulting ozone air concentrations" (Initial Statement of Reason 
and Public Report, page 4) yet could present a significant challenge to summer weed 
management programs in San Joaquin Valley orchard cropping systems.  
 
Response:  See response to comment no. 3.  
 
Comment No. 47: Why do the prohibitions apply to a subset of San Joaquin Valley's seven crops 
rather than all crops that currently use or could use potentially high -VOC emitting nonfumigant 
pesticides. 
 
Response: Abamectin, chlorpyrifos, gibberellins, and oxyfluorfen products are used for several 
dozen crops. The top ten crops account for more than 96 percent of the emissions from these 
pesticide products in the San Joaquin Valley ozone NAA and approximately 92 percent of the 
agricultural applications are applied to alfalfa, almonds, citrus, cotton, grapes, walnuts, and 
pistachios. Most of the minor crops have low emissions and the efficacy of the low-VOC 
products is uncertain in many cases. Restriction of high- VOC products in the seven crops would 
give the necessary reduction. The efficacy and feasibility of using low-VOC products for other 
crops is unknown. 
 
Comment No. 59: All pesticide products containing chlorpyrifos should be cancelled to reduce 
both VOC emissions and toxic air contamination. 
 
Response:  It is not necessary to cancel all pesticide products containing chlorpyrifos to achieve 
the necessary reductions in the San Joaquin Valley ozone NAA. The restrictions on use of high-
VOC products containing chlorpyrifos would give the necessary reduction. 
 
Response to 15-day comment 
 
Richard Matoian's Comment: No suitable substitute for high-VOC oxyfluorfen. It will be 
necessary to supplement with additional herbicides resulting in an economic hardship for 
pistachio growers. 
 
Response:  Not relevant to the modified text. The modified text allowed for an exemption to use 
oxyfluorfen at a reduced application rate. This comment addresses the language originally 
proposed which placed restrictions on high-VOC oxyfluorfen products. 
 


