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Ms. Esther Barajas-Ochoa 

Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 

P.O. Box4010, MS-19B 

Sacramento, California 95812-4010 

Fax: (916) 323-2265 

October 20, 2015 

Regarding: NOIL Glyphosate 

Ms, Barajas-Ochoa, 

Please accept these comments from California's unified agrlcultural Industry in opposition to 

the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment's (OEHHA) intention to llst glyphosate 

under the Labor Code provision of the Safe Drinking Water & Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 

(Proposition 65) . If OEHHA chooses to accept the lnternatlonal Agency for Research on Cancer's 

(IARC) classification as a singular basis for Prop 65 listing without further scrutiny or review and 

does not evaluate the weight or quallty of evidence, it will overlook errors in IARC's process 

that resulted in the misclassification of glyphosate. 
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In the U.S., the E.U. and most other countries, no herbicide can be used untll rt has been 
thoroughly reviewed and approved for its intended use. And no regulatory agency in the world 
considers glyphosate to be a carcinogen. In fact, the U.S. EPA has placed glyphosate in its most 
favorable category for carcinogenicity. The sclentfflc data on glyphosate also consistently 
demonstrates no evidence for developmental and reproductive toxicity, genotoxlclty, 
endocrine disruption potential, neurotoxicity and immunotoxicity. Glyphosate's history of safe 
use is supported by decades of data from more than 800 scientific studies - many conducted by 
independent researchers. Based on the overwhelmlng weight of evidence and the consensus of 
regulatory agencies around the world, IARC's listing is scientifically unwarranted and unsound. 

The JARC classification overlooked decades of thorough and robust analysis by regulatory 
agencies, including a multi-year assessment just completed on behalf of the pesticide 
regulatory authority In the European Union which classified glyphosate as non-carcinogenic. 
Another registration review is currently underway by the U.S. EPA. The EPA has previously 
classified glyphosate in its mostfavorable carcinogenicity category, Indicating evidence of non
cardnogenlclty, and In 2014, reviewed more than 55 epidemiological studies conducted on the · 
possible cancer and non-cancer effects of glyphosate and concluded: "this body of research 
does not provide evidence to show that glyphosate causes cancer, and It does not warrant any 
change In EPA's cancer classification for glyphosate."1 The IARC classification is also based on a 
limited hazard identification approach and does not consider real-world use and exposure, 
which is a key element of the thorough risk assessments conducted by regulators. 

In addition, during the IARC review, relevant scientific data were excluded and/or dismissed as 
not contributing to reach the conclusion, such as the recently completed review conducted on 
behalf of the European Union, as well as many animal studies. No link between glyphosate and 
an increase in cancer is identified when the full data set Is Included In a rigorous review. 

To put it simply, IARC's conclusion Is not supported by scientific data and is inconsistent with 
numerous multi-year, comprehensive assessments conducted by hundreds of scientists from 
countries worldwide who are responsible for ensuring public safety. 

Notably, glyphosate specifically inhibits an enzyme that Is essential to plant growth; this 
enzyme is not found in humans or animals, contributing to the low risk to human and animal 
health when using glyphosate-based products according to label directions. It also is able to be 
applied with a low chance of harming non-target plants, as It has low volatllity and binds tightly 
to most soils. 

Agricultural systems in the US have evolved over the last 20 years to become more productive 
and environmentally sustainable. Glyphosate has allowed farmers to increase the 
incorporation of more sustainable practices into production, including no-till and conservation 
tillage systems. Reducing tillage has enormous benefits, such as less soil erosion, improved soil 

1 Statement of Carissa Cyran, Chemical review manager for the Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA (2015). 
http://www.cropllfe.com/edltorlal/epa-plans-response-to-iarc-slyphosate-finding-but-not-just-yet/. 

http://www.cropllfe.com/edltorlal/epa-plans-response-to-iarc-slyphosate-finding-but-not-just-yet
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organic matter, less soil compaction, increased soll moisture, cleaner water, reduced energy 
use, more wildlife habitat, and less greenhouse emissions that contribute to climate change, 
The principle barrier to reducing or efiminating tillage was the challenge of controlling weeds 
with avallable soll-applled herbicides. 

In the state of California, glyphosate-based herbicides have been a valuable tool for weed 
control for farmers and other users (e.g., landscaping and lawn care professionals, foresters, 
etc.) for more than 40 years. It provides excellent, cost-effective, broad-spectrum weed control 
and is labeled for use in more than 250 crops in California. Further, it doesn't have the 
restrictions that many substitute herbicide products may have. Globally, the overall safety 
profile has contributed to the adoption of glyphosate-based herbicides in more than 160 
countries. 

In conclusion, IARCs classification should not be used by OEHHA to list glyphosate under Prop 
65, because the classification does not establish a llnk between glyphosate and an increase in 
cancer, and the conclusion conflicts with the overwhelming consensus of regulatory authorities 
around the world. General actions against herbicides, such as glyphosate, would have 
significant impacts on agriculture production systems and productivity goals, which would 
result in economic and environmental costs to farmers and society domestically and 
internationally, As the unified voice of California's agriculture industry, we urge you to 
scrutinize IARC's report, weigh the opinions of regulatory bodies worldwide and not list 
glyphosate under Prop 65. 

Sincerely, 

~(}JJe__ /)k~.~ · 
Matthew Allen Debra Murdock 
Western Growers Association Association of California Egg Farmers 

Callfornia Women for Agriculture 

fl~ De'>~~.a~ 
Jane Townsend Donna Boggs 
California Alfalfa & Forage Association California Seed Association 
California Bean Shippers Association 
California Agricultural Irrigation Association 

Chris Zanobini 
John Agulree Callfornla Assoclatlon of Nurseries and Garden Centers 
California Association of Wlnegrape Growers California Grain &Feed Association 

California Pear Advisory Board 
Callfornla Pears Growers Association 
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Nick Matteis 
California Association of Wheat Growers 

Mike Montna 
California Tomato Growers Association 

Joel Nelsen 

California Citrus Mutual 

Renee Pinel 

Western Plant Health Association 

Terry Gage 
California Agricultural Aircraft Association 

Barry Bedwell 
California Fresh Frult Association 

Alex Ott 

California Blueberry Association 

_A;,;~J--
Steven Kost 
Far West Equipment Dealers Association 
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Manuel Cunha 

Nisei Farmers league 
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Will Scott1 President 

African American Farmers of California 

Roger Isom 
California Cotton Ginners and Growers Associations 

Western Agricultural Processors Associaiton 

Anita Gore 
Pacific Egg & Poultry Association 

r~ 
Justin Oldfield 
California Cattlemen's Association 

Tf'.vcit· t(. -1--ll"lfLV" 
Trudi Hughes 

California League of Food Processor 

i'~~ 
Kelly Covello 
Almond Hullers &Processors Association 

~~ t? Lu. -4t<~--k 
Terry W. Stark 
California Association of Pest Control Advisers 


