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Meeting Attendees: 

Alaska:  Bob Blankenburg 

Idaho: Bob Spencer, Ben Miller 

Oregon: Ray Jaindl; Rose Kachadoorian; Dale Mitchell, Garnet Cooke, Mike Odenthal 

Washington: Brent Barnes, Joel Kangiser, Robin Schoen-Nessa, Ofelio Borges, Alberto Isiordia, 

Eric Johansen 

Coeur d’Alene Tribe: Eric Gjevre 

Yakama Nation: Joe Ben Herrera 

Indian Health Service: Celeste Davis; Holly Thompson-Duffy 

EPA Region 10: Lauris Davies; Kelly McFadden; Linda Liu; Juliann Barta; Erin Williams; 

Gabriela Carvalho; Derrick Terada; Chad Schulze; Gianpaolo Boccato 

Individuals Presenting or Participating During Individual Sessions via Telephone or 

Videoconference: Kirk Cook (OR), Kelly McLain (WA), Nicole Zinn (EPA HQ), Tom Steeger 

(EPA HQ), Tom Moriarty (EPA HQ), Anita Pease (EPA HQ), Michelle Arling (EPA HQ), 

Nancy Fitz (EPA HQ), Khue Nguyen (EPA HQ) 

 

A. Pre-SFIREG Discussion Items: 

 

This portion of the meeting included discussions about both issues pertaining to the upcoming 

Full SFIREG meeting, and a review of issues discussed at the Joint POM/EQI meeting.  Bob 

Blankenburg facilitated this discussion.  Region 10 representatives who participated in the Pre-

SFIREG discussion, who also attended the joint meeting, included Kirk Cook, Rose 

Kachadoorian, and Robin Schoen-Nessa.  Garnet Cooke also presented by teleconference during 

the Joint POM/EQI meeting. 

 

For Full-SFIREG related items, Bob mentioned the main topics that were included on the Draft 

Full-SFIREG agenda, which had been sent out prior to the meeting.  Many of the Full-SFIREG 

meeting subjects were discussed at separate sessions at the Seattle meeting, including the C&T 

Proposed Rule, WPS Revisions, Pesticide Use on Cannabis, and Pollinator Protection (covered in 

Part B below).   

 



 

Garnet provided a summary of her presentation, and the Joint meeting discussion, of the 

respirator language issue.  This issue had been previously raised to Full SFIREG, and referred to 

POM for review.  Garnet mentioned that EPA is working on determining what its best course of 

action will be for correcting labels, and will apparently report on progress at the next Joint 

meeting. 

 

Kirk presented on a few EQI items, including Proposed Descriptive Language Revision for WQ 

benchmark’s web page, and the status of the POINTS database. 

 

Rose and Robin provided information on the following items: Drift Reduction Toolbox, 

Distributor Label Follow-up, Comparative Efficacy Claims, and Development of NPIRS field 

inspection tool. 

 

 

B. Other Meeting Discussion 

 

The Region 10 State/Tribal Pesticide Program Director’s Meeting was a two day meeting that 

involved good discussions on a number of pesticides issues.  Presentations/discussions included, 

but were not limited to, the following topics: 

 

- Certification and Training Proposed Rule and Worker Protection Standard (including EPA 

HQ presentations) 

 

This session covered the proposed C&T rule, and implementation of the WPS rule.  The C&T 

rule discussion included a number of questions and concerns from the States, due to a variety of 

issues.  Some concern was expressed about the limited comment timeline, and that EPA’s 30 day 

extension still did not allow for adequate time for states to engage stakeholders. 

 

 

- Pollinator Protection, including MP3 discussion and monarch butterfly habitat (including 

EPA HQ presentations, and updates from WA and OR) 

 

EPA presented on comments received related to its pollinator protection work, and its work on 

building monarch butterfly habitat. 

The states reported on their work regarding pollinator protection and development of Managed 

Pollinator Protection Plans (MP3).  Washington State has held 3 stakeholder meetings related to 

MP3 development.  Oregon discussed legislative action related to MP3s, and is also working with 

Oregon State University.  Oregon plans additional stakeholder work.  Idaho is not planning to 

develop a MP3, as they have had no reported bee kill issues.  Alaska also does not plan to develop 

a MP3, both due to lack of managed pollinators, and lack of any reported bee kill issues. 



Kirk Cook reported on SFIREG EQI’s work (in coordination with POM) on development of 

success measures for MP3s. 

 

- Pesticide Use in Recreational Marijuana Production 

 

Recreational marijuana use was approved by voters in Washington State in 2012, and in Oregon 

and Alaska in 2014.  Each of the states are facing challenges in their attempts to regulate pesticide 

use on marijuana.  A common challenge faced by states is that EPA has not approved any 

products for use on marijuana, and has not done any work regarding food tolerances. 

 

EPA reported on activities it is conducting regarding this activity.  One involves review of Special 

Local Needs requests under 24(c).  EPA also mentioned that it is convening a workgroup that 

will include states. 

 

Washington State has developed an opinion paper that states criteria for pesticides used for the 

production of marijuana, and has compiled a list of products that fit this criteria.  This action is 

similar to work that Colorado has done.  Oregon reports that it is working on criteria and a list.  

Alaska is evaluating whether it will do likewise. 

 

The states shared concerns about potential health effects of pesticides, given the lack of work on 

tolerances. 

 

Oregon reported on its evaluation of inspection authorities, and is working with their AG Office. 

 

Other related topics discussed included industrial hemp, differences between regulation of 

recreational marijuana versus medical marijuana, and lab issues associated with analyzing samples, 

including the significantly higher volume of samples that must be analyzed (Colorado cited as 

example). 

 

Other topics discussed included: 

 

- Pesticide Enforcement 

- Water Quality (including updates from Oregon and Washington) 

- Endangered Species Protection (including EPA HQ presentation) 

- Inspection Authorities for State or Public Schools within Boundary of Indian 

Reservations 

- Cooperative Agreement Update 

 

C. Issues for Potential SFIREG Attention: 

1. Treated seed – Exemption as treated article - Treated seed, currently considered a treated 

article, remains a concern. There is currently a pending enforcement case related to treated 

seed imported from another country.  ODA encourages EPA to reevaluate whether it is 

appropriate to consider treated seed, a treated article. 



 
2. Pesticide Use on Marijuana – Washington, Oregon, and Alaska have all approved 

recreational marijuana, and are all at various points in implementing rules associated with 
regulating this industry.  Colorado also has approved recreational marijuana.  For the 
pesticide control programs, this industry poses a unique challenge, since no pesticides are 
currently approved by EPA for use on marijuana.  Additionally, no food tolerances have 
been set by EPA for marijuana.  While EPA has indicated that it would accept applications 
for Special Local Needs registrations under 24(c), it seems unlikely that EPA will be able to 
issue food tolerances for pesticide use on marijuana crops in the near future.  While EPA is 
reportedly convening a workgroup, SFIREG may want to take this issue up in its Working 
Committees as well, to address issues that EPA is not currently addressing. 

 

D. State Hot Issues: 

 

Oregon:  Oregon reports issues involving aerial pesticide use.  A bill was introduced in Oregon 

that would have tightened requirements for aerial pesticide use in forestry. 

 

Oregon also reported on its challenges related to pesticide use on cannabis. 

 

Idaho:  Idaho reported on concerns with the C&T proposed rule.  They also mentioned that they 

have been facing workload challenges due to a change that allowed individuals failing exams to 

continually repeat taking the exam, with no waiting period. 

 

Idaho also reported on dead snow geese, with some testing positive to exposure to zinc 

phosphide. 

 

Idaho also reported a concern with EPA proposing to pull the food tolerance on chlorpyrifos.  

Idaho stated that for states that have pesticide disposal programs, such an elimination will cost 

the state significant money for disposal. 

 

Washington State:  Washington’s main concern involved EPA’s proposed C&T rule. 

 

Alaska:  Alaska reported challenges with response to invasive species in the state.  The most 

significant issue has involved elodea, which is non-native to Alaska, and has appeared in several 

lakes.  The concern with elodea is that some of lakes in question have heavy float plane use, 

which could facilitate spreading the weed to other lakes around the state. 

 

Alaska is also facing a significant increase in reports of bedbugs.  The most significant challenge 

involves the response to infestations in the 200+ villages that are off of the road system, and do 

not have easy access to pesticide professionals.  The Alaska Pesticide Control Program is 

conducting its own outreach campaign, and is also supporting EPA with its grant to a regional 

health corporation that is also working on project that involves both tool development and an 

education campaign. 

 

Yakama Nation: New pesticide representative, Joe Herrera, attended meeting. 


