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Texas is the state where the most 2,4.5-T has been used. Therefore,
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Tis an excellent area to consider when studying the safety question

of 2,4,5-T. Also, 82% of all the rangeiand and pasture acreage

treated with 2,4,5-T is in Texas and it is the jargest producer of beef
cattle in the United States. Comments of Texas Agricultural
Authorities?* on the safety of 24.5-T to humans and animals are
extremely pertinent. Their comments on this subject are quoted in
their entirety: ' -

“The chemical has been used in Texas since 1949-1978 (29
years). In this span of years, approximately 50,000,000 acres
have been treated, with many areas of land receiving 3 to 5
applications. To date there has not been a single lawsuit
because of attributed healtn damage to man or animal. There
have been lawsuits on damage to vegetation outside of target
areas. Percentage of calf, lamb and kid crop is Up in Texas.
There are less deformities in newborn animals than in the
history of the livestock industry. Tne cause of practically all
deformities has been traced to plants that historicaily cause
deformities to fetuses.” '

The Texas and California summations of thei.r ekperiences is _
convincing evidence that in the real world 2,4,5-T with its trace
contaminant TCDD is safe for humans and the environment.

INDEPENDENT RISK ASSESSMENT OF 2,4,5-T

Another independent group of scientists have recently reviewed the
scientific data pertaining to the safety of 2,4,5-T. The Scientific
Advisory Panel (SAP) consisting of seven members was authorized

by Congress under FIFRA to advise EPA on scientific questions

related to suspension or canceliation actions or any new proposed
regulations of EPA. The SAP is particularly concerned with the effect
of EPA’s proposed actions on human heaith and the environment.

The SAP on September 26, 1979 issued their review of EPA’s

proposed notice of intent to hoid a hearing on the presently
non-suspended uses of 2,4,5-T and silvex. The Panel’s initial
recommendation stated: ‘

“The Scientific Advisory Panel recommends that the Agency not
hold such a meeting at this time. After extensive review of the
data we find no evidence of an immediate or substantial hazard
to human health or to the environment associaied with the use
of 2,4,5-T or silvex on rice, rangeland, orchards, sugarcane, and
non-crop uses specified in the decision documents.’22

This reference pertains to the present non-suspended uses of

2 4 5-T and silvex. But recognize that the Scientific Advisory Panel's . -
~ safety evaluation of 2,4,5-T with its trace contaminant TCDD would
 also apply to the presently suspended uses of 2,4,5-T.
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