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Ycu are here: EPA Home Pesticides Regulating Pesticides  Biopesticidas .Registration Tools  Minirmum Risk
Pesticides under FIFRA Section. 25(b) . : . T .

Mmlmum risk pestu:ides are a spec1a| class of pesticides that are not subJect Mindrueny Risk Fasticides
- to federal registration requirements because their ingredients, both active’ Criteria for £1 FRA 25(b)
and.inert, are' demonstrably safe for the intended use. These Web pages : xemption
prowde detailed information for pesticide companles who want o register Permitied Inerts
l . - State Pesticide Reglstratlon
minimusn rlsk pesttcxde products : c : Contacts St Disiaas

. g . Pesticide Registration
Criteria for FIFRA 25(b) Exemption o _ \{D\'g;_f)'ce (11pp, 132 K, about .

. _ - ' L L o . : . - Frequent LIEStIOﬂS |

Minimum risk pesticides that meet certain criteria are exempt from federal d Q

-r stration under section 25(b) of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Related Enfau-mafcéan
k. Jdenticide Act (FIFRA). The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) ‘ T
dogs not review or register pesticides that satisfy the 25(b) criteria, though ﬁigéﬁgggnﬁ%‘ﬁi“”des :
registration is required by most states. For information on minimum risk Determining If Insect
pestlcu:les in your state, please contact your state's pesticide registration : Repellent Skin Patch’
ofﬂce ST T etal e ‘ . . " Products Must Be,
_ . - o o . Registered Under FIFRA
' ' : Recent Enforcement.
To sat[sfy the cond:tlons reqmred for faderal minimum risk status all ﬂve of Actions
the following conditions must be met: ‘ : : - CSPA’s letter of June 11,
. : 2007, (& pp, 3 45 MB, about
© PD
Condﬂtnon -1: The product must contain only active mqredlents that Ep?’s response letter (2 pp,
are listed in the table below. The active ingredient of a product is the 25 K, about PDF) responds to
-ingredient that kills, destroys, mltlgates or repels pests named on that letter as well as the

the product abel. March 15 petition.

Condition 2: The preduct must. contamronly those inert ingredients that have been classified by
EPA as List 4A “Inert Ingredients of Minimal Concern.” An explanation of the Inert Ingredients of
Mmlmal Concern and lmks to List 4A are ava:lab!e on EPA's Permitted_Inerts Web page.

' Condition 3: All of the mgrechents (both active and mert) must be I:sted on the label. The active _
ingredient(s) must be listed by name and percentage by welght. Each inert |ngred|ent must be llsted -

. by name.

Condition 4: The label cannot mclude any false or mlsieadmg statements, and claims that mlnlmum
risk pesticides protect human or public health are prohibited. For example, since these products are
exempt . from federal reglstratlon label language implying federal registration, review or

' endorsement, such as “It is a violation of federal law to use this product in a manner mconslstent ‘

. ‘Wlth the. labe[ “or the use of an EPA registration or establishment number-is not allowed.

Concﬂntﬂon 5:.In general publlc health clalms are prohlblted Minimum risk pesticide labels” may not
bear claims to control rodent, insect or microbial pests in a way that links the pesis with any specific
disease. EPA recommends that anyone considering manufacturing, distributing, or selling minimum
risk antimicrobial pesticide products first contact the Pesticide Program’s Antimicrobial Division
ombudsman, who can assist in ensuring that proposed antimicrobial minimum risk products meet

the strict requirements for exemption from reglstratlon

Addltlonal]y, EPA requnres the establlshment of maximum residue limits, which_EPA calls tolerances, or
- exemptions from the requirement of a tolerance for all pesticides intended for use in a manner that

may result in residues in food or feed.

p://www.epa.gov/oppbppdl/biopesticides/regtools/25b Listhtm ~ o o 2012/03/19
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i3 r nsecticide, Fungicide, & Rodentacnde
Active Ingredlents ExemEﬁEd Under 25(B) Df Cto /{?ﬁﬁg?pgng%v/oppooud1/5lopest?cldes/régtools/25b list.him

Act : - . fast Uudated on 2011*"4553285 .

* indicates exempt actxve mgredlents that are also exempt from pestlc;de resrdue tolerance
reqmrements .

Castor oil {U.S,P. or equl\ralent)* 3 Linseed oil
- Cedar oil - Malic acid
Cinnamon and cinnamon oil*  Mint and mint oil ‘
Citric acid’l‘ ' o - Peppermint and -peppermint oil*

Citronella and Citronella Oi\l o érggﬁnrn?att%] proplonate (2- phenylethyl

"Cloves and clove oil* . ‘ F_"otassmm sorbate*

Corn gluten.rnea,l* A * Putrescent whole egg solids °

Corn oll* ' ' Rosemary and rOsernary oil*

Cottonseed oil*
Pried Blood

Eugenol

Garlic and garlic oil*

Geraniol* y

Geranium oil

Lauryl suifate

Sesame (includes ground sesame plant) and
sesame oil* ' ¢

_Sodlum chloride (common salt) *

-Sodium lauryl sulfate

' 'Soybean oil

Thyme and thyme oil*

- White pepper R

Zinc metal strips (consisting solely of zinc
metdl and impurities)

Lemongrass oil

Products Interndled for the Control of Public -Health Pests Must Be Effective

EPA recewed a petition from the Consumer Specxa[ty Products Assoc:atlon (CSPA) dated March 15 2006 _
requesting that the Agency exclude from the minimum risk pesticide exemption those pesticides that claim
to control “pests of significant public health importance” and require an abbreviated reglstration for -
rnlnlmum risk products that are to be used for the control of public health pests. On September 13, 2006,

E ' ~ published in the Federal Register a Notice of Availablllty and Request for Comments on the petition-
anowmg a 60- day comment pericd, On December 6, 2006, EPA reopened the comment period for an
additional 30 days at the request of CropLife America. During the public comment period, the Agency
received apprommately 60 cornments, both in support of and in opposmon to the petition. :

ZPA has.analyzed the comments on the petition and concluded that publ[c health products must be ‘
supported by evidence that they are effective against the target pest. EPA is now looking at optlons to
2nsure that minimum risk public health pesthIdes that are otherwise exempted from regulation are
affective.. CSPA’s letter of June 11, 2007, (6 pp, 3.45 MB, about PDF) suggested that EPA engade in expedlted
-ulemaking, including promulgating an interim final rule without notice and comment. EPA’s response letter
2 pp, 25 K, about PDF) responds to that letter as well as the March 15 petition. -

://Www.épa.go\r/oppbppdlfbiopesticides/rogtools/Z5b_1iét.hhil . ' -  2012/03/19



