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Ms. Anne P. Copenhaver
President

The Garden Club of America
14 East 60th Street

New York, New York 10022

Dear Ms. Copenhaver:

Thank you for your letter of May 5, 2017, expressing your concerns about the presence of
neonicotinoids in plants sold at home-improvement stores and gardening centers. Pollinator health is a
primary concern of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, and our many agencies are actively pursuing
diverse solutions to this very complex problem.

The scientific community is in agreement that pesticide exposure is but one important factor affecting
pollinator health. For honey bees, the parasitic mite Varroa destructor, introduced into the United
States around 1987, remains the single most detrimental pest, and is closely associated with
overwintering colony declines. Multiple virus species, plus fungal and bacterial pathogens, have been
associated with colony declines, with the Varroa mite acting as a significant disease vector. Poor
nutrition, due to reduced availability of forage, also has a major effect on individual bee and colony
longevity and immune system responses to parasites, disease, and environmental toxicants.

Scientists are currently working with commercial greenhouse and nursery growers on strategies to
protect pollinators and yet still provide growers the tools they need to manage pest injury that would
make the plants unmarketable. Determining where and how to manage potential risk is an important
component of maintaining benefits from many of the technologies and products we use in everyday
life, from automobiles to mobile computer devices to pesticides.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is responsible for registering pesticides under the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), evaluating not only potential risks
associated with pesticide use but balancing those risks with benefits derived from that pesticide’s use
in agriculture, public health (mosquitoes, ticks, etc.), residential (household, lawn, garden, etc.),
structural (termites, ants, etc.), and landscape uses (parks, forests, public lands). EPA carefully
evaluates numerous exposure scenarios and develops risk assessments to evaluate the potential for
harm to humans, wildlife, fish, and plants, including endangered species and non-target organisms,
and contamination of surface water or ground water.
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The EPA convened a FIFRA Scientific Advisory Panel of university and government scientists—
experts in the pollinator field—to provide guidance in development of EPA’s Pollinator Risk
Assessment Framework. The framework is a tiered process for quantitatively evaluating the potential
risk to pollinators associated with the registered use of both systemic (neonicotinoids) and non-
systemic pesticides. For a better understanding of this process I encourage you to review the
document, “Guidance for Assessing Pesticide Risks to Bees,” at
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-
06/documents/pollinator risk assessment guidance 06 19 14.pdf

While we are actively pursuing alternatives to the use of pesticides and herbicides, we also know that
the best policy and regulatory actions derive from a deliberative scientific evaluation.

Again, thank you for your letter.

Sincerely,

ficbec

Sonny Perdue
Secretary



