Lisa P. Jackson, Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Ariel Rios Building
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20460
Jan 5, 2010
Dear Administrator Jackson:
We are writing you as organizations representing family farmers, farmworkers and people
concerned about scientific integrity in the regulatory process. We have strong concerns about the
safety of the herbicide atrazine and how Syngenta, its primary manufacturer in the United States,
has continued to promote its use to farmers as completely safe. We are also concerned about
Syngenta’s manipulation of the regulatory process.
Many farmers who are members of the undersigned organizations use herbicides and pesticides
as part of their farming operations. Many farmworkers work on farms where these chemicals are
applied. They rely on the U.S. EPA in registering pesticides to use a transparent process that is
guided by science and places protection of human health and the environment above corporate
profits. Farmers, farmworkers and their families can be among the first harmed when unsafe
pesticides are approved by your agency.
We do not believe that the Syngenta corporation can legitimately claim to represent the interests
of farmers. As the world’s largest manufacturer of pesticides and herbicides and one of the
largest seed suppliers, Syngenta has pursued a strategy of achieving profits that often relies on
raising prices to farmers and vertical integration. Its track record is one of looking out harder for
its own bottom line, rather than the wellbeing of family farmers.
Atrazine is one of the most commonly detected pesticides in U.S. ground and surface water. A
monitoring program coordinated by the U.S. EPA in 10 states between 2003 and 2005 found that
94 of 136 public water systems tested had atrazine concentrations above the federal drinking
water standard of three parts per billion in their untreated water for at least one 90-day period.1
Herbicides need to be designed to stay on the field. Such widespread contamination indicates a
problem with the chemical, not how it is applied. Further, it is worrisome that a large and
growing body of science is showing atrazine is linked to birth defects, breast cancer, prostate
cancer and other human health concerns.2
The past record of Syngenta on the issue of atrazine is concerning. Some of the events that we
find most egregious include:
• In 2003, while atrazine was being reviewed by U.S. EPA, Syngenta participated in
approximately 50 closed-door meetings with U.S. EPA regulators. These meetings were
not publicly announced, and documents about the meetings were only made public by the
agency after a lawsuit was brought by the Natural Resources Defense Council.3
• Syngenta attempted to prevent publication of science conducted by Dr. Tyrone Hayes
that showed atrazine at very low levels feminized frogs and acted as an endocrine
disruptor.4

•
•

Syngenta-funded studies submitted in 2003 to the EPA’s Scientific Advisory Panel on the
effect of atrazine on amphibians were found to be inaccurate and flawed.5 Publiclyfunded science should be given primary consideration.
Male workers at a Syngenta factory in Louisiana where atrazine was manufactured
experienced significantly increased rates of prostate cancer.6

We are extremely encouraged that U.S. EPA, under your direction, is reexamining atrazine and
has officially opened a new review. To ensure the integrity of the process and rebuild farmer
confidence in the agency’s efforts, we make the following requests.
•

•

•

•

The process should be 100% transparent. There should be no closed-door meetings of any
kind, especially with industry representatives, and summaries of all interactions between
U.S. EPA and stakeholders on this topic should be included in the official record (i.e. the
docket) and made publicly available.
Studies funded by Syngenta should be discounted in the review process. Studies the
corporation has submitted in the past have been deeply flawed and have hampered good
decision-making. Publicly-funded and peer reviewed science should be given primary
consideration.
All scientific studies supporting the continued registration of atrazine should be made
available for public scrutiny or removed from consideration. Syngenta and other atrazine
registrants should not be permitted to hide critical data from independent scientific
examination by claiming “confidential business information.” For the sake of
transparency and to ensure farmer and farmworker confidence in its decisions, U.S. EPA
should only rely on studies that are publicly available.
If after review the science indicates atrazine is a threat to human health or the
environment, U.S. EPA should take swift and clear action to protect farmers and the
general public.

Our health – and more importantly the health of our children and their children – will bear the
consequences of your decision. Thank you for your consideration of our views.
Sincerely,
Mark Schultz
Policy and Organizing Director
Land Stewardship Project
821 E. 35th Street, Suite 22
Minneapolis, MN 55407

Hugh Espy
Executive Director
Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement
Chris Petersen
President
Iowa Farmers Union

Kathryn Gilje
Executive Director
Pesticide Action Network North America
49 Powell Street #500
San Francisco, CA 94102

Paul Willis
Manager
Niman Ranch Pork Company

Lorette Picciano
Executive Director
Rural Coalition/Coalición Rural
Dan Nagengast
Executive Director
Kansas Rural Center
John Peck
Executive Director
Family Farm Defenders
Tirso Moreno
General Coordinator
Farmworker Association of Florida, Inc.
Melissa Hughes
General Counsel
CROPP Cooperative/Organic Valley
Rudy Arredondo
President/CEO
National Latino Farmers & Ranchers Trade
Association

Wes King
Policy Coordinator
Illinois Stewardship Alliance

James Ennis
Executive Director
National Catholic Rural Life Conference
Ron Doetch
President
Michael Fields Agricultural Institute
Holly Waddell
Chairperson
Dakota Rural Action
Georgia Good
Executive Director
Rural Advancement Fund
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