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= ésﬁlt of a citizen lawsuit against Montana
= =J3epartment of Fish and Wildlife

“® Treatment of a lake with an EPA
registered aguatic pesticide to remove
undesirable fish
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A chemicalipesticide applied,
LEntionally, 1n accordance with a
EIERA abel and with

in IS not “waste”
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o DmerJ F om Headwaters/Talent case

o al el prohibited the discharge of this
= ﬂe ﬁtlc herbicide from the canals to fish
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— Pearing waters.
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j“'_ ‘A discharge did occur
® Therefore it was a violation of FIFRA
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ASHinNE ___5 an Water Act requires an
NEDES | ‘permit when a pollutant is
rIJJF—"f. from a point source to
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rnnrl aguatic pesticides are not to
Jomgn dered pollutants when

_ _tcordlng to label with
;ﬁifj ‘ CONSequUEeNces...



91= f Us In the Nlnth Circuit
| hat rely on these products
ﬁl no longer be subject to the
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d for an NPDES permit.
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Jv‘ﬁ’ to deflne regulatory.
reg ents as a result of the ruling

-:a pest|C|de IS applied Iin accordance
IFRA label,

in , an
NPDES permit is required
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State\Water B@ard?:"

SWAGplication of court's rules is neither
mnolx jor straightforward
J_p_e_,i oped matrix describing various

_:.., gsticides, their toxicity, environmental
eregradatlon and residual effects

s Cannot conclusively be stated when
permits are required for aquatic pesticides
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> {ou nll ht ot need an NPDES permit
> Bt rgf | again you might
ST doubt as to whether the pesticide you

= lan to use will remain in the water
—--fu:fgjlewmg its intentional and beneficial

- function, contact the State Water Board
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E'r]'f"'(“‘.fﬁ! 2Nt Response: Policy:
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em: s only policy
<c ! "ed 1o be put into formal regulations
hat carry the force of law

= ;Standardlzes local enforcement penalties
“» Helps counties set enforcement priorities
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IO EQF”'SQ polley

"Eﬂlassification system
- I‘rJUIGﬁ" response procedure

| _____ ﬁe s_rstent
== Progresswe
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: *-ﬂ\7|ust be considered every time there Is a
~ vjolation to determine the appropriate
response or action
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ERiorcement Response Policy.
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CTON rr Erance attitude toward pesticide
\/101:? @ns that hurt people

‘.é. oA *Suc':h vielations carry mandatory fines

il T

| f:;Eﬂﬁcourages consideration of all options
Including district attorney referrals
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o IF
You v;c te the law while applying a

= AND
‘r‘f??tsa?neone other than a worker is injured or
made i
THEN

® You are liable for medical expenses



Mo mupano al Pestjgggq%ﬁ'nesw
- 391

e C nty Agricultural Commissioner Is
ESC sihle
,r conductlng an investigation

.-‘,I'aklng appropriate action on a violation
?-:_-::-,, Providing notice to the violator about

reimbursement requwements

® The County Agricultural Commissioner Is
not responsible for overseeing
reimbursement process
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to comply will result in additional
ent actions by DPR
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® Uorlgl_r.J 1abels for aluminum: phosphide
rrnc agnesmm phosphide in 2004
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S Al "phoshine labels now require a
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= J‘umlgatlon management plan

= Plan is developed and followed by certified
applicator
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eremrlﬂa to ensure the safety
— ,—\QQEJ- c tOI’S
= Site employees

= '_—-n- e —

'_-__;i; gurroundmg community

-'_ff__;r — Environment
“» Designed to ensure
— Legal fumigation
— Effective fumigation
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- OrJrlm/' o| wrltten description of the
eylired steps that will be taken for
mrm,

h_l-l-l

= Sibrovides specific information to help
==
- —~cﬁaracter|ze the fumigation site

— Logistical
— Performance
— Contact



R gatlon ManagemMnsb—

~ puU G nn Pests

> Eollo the “GUidance for Preparing ofi a

lmnr ation Management Plan™ contained

m A pllcators Manual that comes with
el

epare the plan after reviewing label and
~ Applicator’s Manual

e \Weevil-cide product manual has a draft
plan that you can use as a template
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