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This memo is being writiten to clarify for the” record the: dlffic ty end the»-

deley thet we have encountered with regards to the most recent report from

\ the Industriel Bio Test Laboratories on Paraguet Residues in Meat Tissues g 1
and Milk. The report is not intended for distribution othersthan within /7’ .
our own compeny and is issued anly to clarify the delays -bhat are being A
encountered. i i , P

Thé final report as submitted i‘o::' inclusion in our Paraqua{: Petition was "
\ - found to conteln & mejor error and several errors of omission, one of the

exrors of nmission ‘being an exceedingly sez‘ious one from the sclentific

point of view. . - ,

It was necessary tc have this test run beceause a test performed in & previous’

year hed not used the existing asnalytical method properly and, therefore, a
y : - much poorer limit of detection. was encountered. The method of analysis is
dormaliy good to 0.01 ppm bub, as Anitiaily employed, was only good to 0.05
ppm. This year's test, which was to correct the situation, indicated in the
conclusion on the final page 'L'ha:b the method was still good only to 0.05 ppm.
This was- apparently en & el error and could be corrected simply by
retyping. .

In addition, the actusl residue data obtsined on animal tissue and milk
samples was nowhere indicated in the reported and it is requested that =
Beparate sheet summerizing this informetlion be submitted.

+  Neither of the above two. .mistakes were of a particularly serious nature nor *\i‘

Ci

b X o uwould they cause any excessive delay. However, it was detected by Donald
: Dye that the table giving recovery studies in this newer report was
absolutely identicel in every respect to thet submitted a year ago. A
- telephone cell was initiated by the writer to the Bio Test Laboratories
. and it was ultimately learned that indeed no recovery studies had been
‘ma.ﬁe vhatsoever with this yeéar's test. This is an exceedingly serious
b omission and, In .some respects, negates the value of the entire project.
‘However, it was agreed that since the Bio Test Laboratories still had the
tissues on hand, they would pérform residue recovery studies at 0.02 and
0.05 ppm on 811 types of animal tissue and milk samples run. If these
results are satisfactory, the data can be included in the Petition. If
the recoveries or limits of detectlion are not adequate, then the entire
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Y ~ test may become invalid. This error was detected on the 10th of Februar;,?
+ &nd apparently the earliest we could hope tg/have,the recovery data for
: inclumon m the report would be the 2lst, J R
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