Administrator Gina McCarthy
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, DC 20460

June 30, 2014
RE: Dow AgroSciences application to amend their 2,4-D choline salt herbicide for use on 2,4-D
tolerant corn and soybeans.
Docket EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0195

Dear Administrator McCarthy:
Consumers Union urges you not to register a double herbicide mix of 2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic
acid (2,4-D) and glyphosate (“Enlist DuoTM”), which would be used in conjunction with crops that
have been genetically engineered to resist these herbicides.
We are concerned that the risks to public health, fruit and vegetable growers and the
environment far outweigh the short-term benefits to row crop growers of controlling weeds with
2,4-D.
Risks to Farmers and Farmworkers
Scientific studies show that farmers and farmworkers who apply 2,4-D or work in fields sprayed
with 2,4-D are at risk of numerous negative health impacts. Such negative health effects include
higher rates of non-Hodgkin lymphoma, 1 Parkinson’s disease 2 and hypothyroidism. 3
Studies have also found higher rates of certain kinds of cancer among farmers and farmworkers
working with 2,4-D, or residents living in areas with high use of 2,4-D. 4
Risks to Rural Residents
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Rural residents living near farm fields where 2,4-D is applied are exposed in numerous ways,
and 2,4-D even enters the homes of rural residents. When researchers collected dust samples
from vacuum cleaners in 112 homes in rural Iowa, 95% of home dust samples contained 2,4-D. 5
Studies have found higher rates of negative health impacts in communities where 2,4-D use is
higher. These studies cannot specifically pinpoint 2,4-D as the cause, but should not be
disregarded.
Several studies have reported higher rates of certain cancers in communities with high
exposure to chlorophenoxy herbicides, including 2,4-D. 6 The higher rates of non-Hodgkin
lymphoma seen in farmers and farmworkers working in fields sprayed with 2,4-D have also
been observed in residents living in areas where 2,4-D exists in high concentrations. 7
A study, using urinary levels of 2,4-D as measured by NHANES III survey data, has linked 2,4-D
exposure with adverse changes in lipid levels and glucose metabolism, which may predispose
to heart disease and diabetes. 8
A study of rural communities in Minnesota found increased rates of birth malformations in areas
where chlorophenoxy herbicides, including 2,4-D, are applied. 9 Anomalies of the
circulatory/respiratory and musculoskeletal/integumental system are significantly increased in
areas with higher use of 2,4-D. 10
While there is conflicting evidence in animal studies of the teratogenicity of 2,4-D, the population
studies showing increased rates of birth defects in areas with high herbicides use — 2,4-D as
well as other pesticides — suggests that there may be effects on humans not seen in animals,
or more likely, synergistic effects from the use of multiple pesticides. The possible synergistic
effects of 2,4-D with other pesticides are especially important to consider given that Enlist DuoTM
would contain two herbicides as active ingredients.
2,4-D exposure has also been shown to lower sperm count, 11 and the State of California
determined in 2005 that 2,4-D meets the criteria for listing it under Prop 65 as causing
reproductive toxicity.
Risks to Fruit and Vegetable Growers
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We are concerned with the impact of 2,4-D spray drift and volatilization on farmers who do not
use the genetically engineered 2,4-D resistant corn and soybean varieties, or who grow fruits or
vegetables that are susceptible to 2,4-D.
2,4-D causes injury to broadleaf (non-cereal) crops, like soybeans, dry beans, green beans,
peas, tomatoes, grapes, cucumbers, squash, melons, pumpkins, and other fruits and
vegetables, particularly at flowering stage.
According to the Save Our Crops Coalition (SOCC), a grassroots coalition of specialty crop
producers, a survey of state pesticide control officials listed 2,4-D as the herbicide most often
involved in pesticide drift incidents.
Specialty crop growers have voiced concerns that an increase in 2,4-D use will threaten their
crops and livelihoods. 12 Specialty crops — fruits and vegetables as well as wine grapes —are
an integral part of diverse and healthy rural farm communities. Vineyards contribute to rural
economies through tourism. Any harm to the harvests of specialty crop growers has serious
implications for public health, as fruits and vegetables are an integral part of a healthy diet and
therefore integral for improving public health.
While volatilization and spray drift are important issues with 2,4-D, Dow AgriSciences claims
that their choline salt formulation of 2,4-D in Enlist DuoTM “minimized potential for physical drift,
[and] ultra-low volatility” 13 , which should lead to reduced economic damage to nearby crops, as
well as reduced human exposure. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
agreed, to a certain extent, with Dow as they have registered Enlist DuoTM for use on HT
(herbicide tolerant) corn and soy. We disagree that Dow has demonstrated that Enlist DuoTM
“minimized potential for physical drift,” as there are numerous data gaps in the 2,4-D
volatilization and spray drift data that Dow submitted to the EPA. First, Dow did not measure
growth and weight parameters in plants in the vicinity of sprayed fields, so there are no direct
data on effects of spray drift. However, EPA assumed that sprayed 2,4-D would stay only on
the treated fields and that drift would not occur, so they did not require Dow to submit any actual
data on drift effects on plants outside of sprayed fields. EPA ignored studies that have
demonstrated that spray drift happens, 14 and even ignored their own fact sheet on spray drift
which notes that “the drift of spray and dust from pesticide applications can expose people,
wildlife, and the environment to pesticide residues that can cause health and environmental
effects and property damage.” 15 Second, Dow failed to do the appropriate necessary
environmental tests for a mixture of 2,4-D and glyphosate, so there are no data on toxicological
effects from simultaneous exposure to 2,4-D and glyphosate. Even EPA noted that “there could
be additional toxicological effects (synergistic or additive) because of the presence of two
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herbicides.” 16 Given these data gaps, and the fact that EPA’s assumption that sprayed 2,4-D
would stay on treated field is contradicted by both scientific studies and the Agency’s own
statements on the issue, EPA must redo their assessment of the impact on endangered
species, taking into account the likelihood of 2,4-D drift to non-sprayed areas as well as the
cumulative environmental toxicity of multiple pesticides and herbicides that may be used with
2,4-D.
The approval of Enlist DuoTM will address a short term need of grain growers, who will be able to
control weeds until resistance to 2,4-D will render Enlist DuoTM ineffective. During that short time
period, fruit and vegetable growers, as well as farmers choosing to grown soybeans that are not
resistant to 2,4-D, will likely experience damage to their crops through increased spray drift and
volatilization of 2,4-D.
Risks to biodiversity
In terms of acute (short term) toxicity, 2,4-D is considered to be “slightly toxic” to “moderately
toxic” to mammals and birds. Any increase in the use of 2,4-D on farms would lead to an
increase in exposure of wildlife.
Drift and/or volatilization of 2,4-D and glyphosate in Enlist DuoTM would affect plant biodiversity
in the vicinity of sprayed fields, which would indirectly affect wildlife and pollinator biodiversity
through diminished plant habitats. 17

Conclusion
If the EPA were to approve Dow’s application for 2,4-D-glyphosate herbicide to be used on 2,4D-resistant crops, USDA estimates a three to seven-fold increase of use of 2,4-D on crops by
2020 compared to 2011 levels for agriculture in the United States. 18 The potential impact on the
health of farmworkers, farmers and rural communities in the vicinity of sprayed fields could be
far greater than the 3- to 7-fold increased use of 2,4-D in agriculture would suggest. For
example, as of 2011, some 5.4 million pounds of 2,4-D were used on corn and on soybeans.
By 2020, USDA estimates 2,4-D use on corn could be from 32 to 85.9 million pounds, for an
increase of 6- to 13-fold; for soybeans, the figures are 31 to 70.1 million pounds, for an increase
of 6- to 13-fold. 19 A study by a Washington State scientist estimated that 2,4-D use on corn
alone could increase 30-fold between 2010 and 2019. 20 EPA has not considered these potential
health impacts in their risk-benefit analysis.
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The dramatic increase in 2,4-D spraying on corn and soybean fields would also seriously
worsen the problem of herbicide resistance. Globally, there are 16 weed species that are
resistant to 2,4-D resistant weeds, including weeds in the US. 21 Thus, approval by EPA of
Enlist DuoTM would create conditions that would lead to resistant weeds. Genetically
engineered glyphosate-tolerant crops—particularly corn, soy and cotton—have lead to an
explosion of glyphosate-tolerant weeds due to extensive and continuous use of glyphosate in
such crops, a situation known as the “transgene-facilitated herbicide treadmill.” 22 A study by a
Washington State scientist, using USDA data, estimated that the first 16 years of planting of GE
crops lead to a 527 million pound increase in herbicide use in the herbicide-tolerant crops,
compared to their non-engineered counterparts. 23 Just as approval of glyphosate tolerant crops
lead to a huge increase in herbicide use and an explosion in glyphosate tolerant weeds, the
approval of 2,4-D-tolerant corn and soy could also drastically increase the number of 2,4-Dtolerant weeds, thereby leading to the future loss of 2,4-D efficacy against resistant weeds.
Consequently, we believe that the potential risks of increased use of 2,4-D outweigh the
potential benefits, which will be short-term. The EPA writes that 2,4-D resistant corn and
soybean plants are “intended to provide farmers with new plants to help address the problem of
weeds that have developed resistance to other herbicides,” but fail to point out that the weed
problems were created by the use of GE glyphosate-tolerant crops in the first place. Thus, to
come up with another GE (i.e. 2,4-D) tolerant crop to deal with the weeds created by the use of
GE glyphosate tolerant crops makes no sense as it suggests that no lessons have been learned
by the epidemic of glyphosate-tolerant weeds. It is only a matter of time until weeds will develop
resistance to 2,4-D, as has happened with GE glyphosate-tolerant crops, yet the EPA does not
factor the short-lived nature of the 2,4-D “solution” into the risk-benefit equation.
We believe that any possible short-term benefits to farmers and to Dow Chemical Company do
not outweigh the wide spectrum of known and suspected long-term risks to public health and
the environment.
We urge the EPA to deny the approval of the 2,4-D and glyphosate mixture to protect human
health, specialty crop growers and the environment.
Respectfully Submitted,

Urvashi Rangan, Ph.D.
Executive Director
Food Safety & Sustainability Center
Consumers Union / Consumer Reports
101 Truman Avenue
Yonkers, NY 10703
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Michael Hansen, Ph.D.
Senior Scientist
Consumers Union
101 Truman Ave.
Yonkers, NY 10703
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