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EPA Finalizes New Label Requirements 
for Paraquat 

Friday, August 6, 2021                        By Shawn Wade 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

has released an interim decision (ID) as part of its 
registration review of the herbicide paraquat dichloride 
(paraquat) that was initiated in 2011. With the release of 
the interim decision EPA will enforce additional 
mitigation measures it deems necessary to improve safety 
and prevent accidental ingestion and exposure during 
handling and application.  

Paraquat is a commonly used herbicide first labeled 
for agricultural use in 1964. It is commonly used to 
control weeds in both agricultural and non-agricultural 
settings and is used also as a desiccant and as a harvest 
aid product in cotton to prepare the crop for harvest.  

The latest paraquat usage and safety requirements 
were developed during the final stages of EPA’s latest 
registration review of paraquat dichloride process 
initiated in 2011. EPA typically reviews registered 
pesticide products on a 15-year cycle. 

One of the cotton industry’s priority concerns during 
the registration review process for paraquat was the need 
to maintain full use of the product for cotton desiccation. 
In recognition of that need, the new EPA ID for paraquat 
includes specific allowances for paraquat use as a cotton 
harvest aid that is welcome news for cotton producers. 

Following release of the interim decision the 
following additional, enforceable, mitigation measures 
have been authorized for the use and application of 
paraquat: 
• Limit aerial applications to a maximum of 350 acres 

per applicator per 24-hr period for all uses except 
cotton desiccation. 

• Require a 7-day restricted entry interval (REI) for 
cotton desiccation. 

• Require a 48-hour REI for all crops and uses except 
cotton desiccation.  

• Require a residential area drift buffer for all aerial 
applications. 

• Prohibit use of human flaggers. 
• Prohibit pressurized handgun and backpack sprayer 

application methods. 
• Limit the maximum application rate for alfalfa to one 

pound of paraquat cation per acre. 

• Require enclosed cabs if area treated in 24-hour 
period is more than 80 acres. 

• Require enclosed cabs or PF10 respirators if area 
treated in 24-hour period is 80 acres or less; and  

• Require mandatory spray drift management label 
language. 
Prior to the release of the paraquat ID, several 

changes were made relative to the product beginning in 
2016. At that time the EPA authorized new packaging 
requirements and other risk mitigation measures that were 
implemented between 2017 and 2020, including: 
• Requiring new, closed-system packaging. 
• Changes to the pesticide label and rules requiring 

distribution of supplemental warning materials. 
• Restricting the use of paraquat to certified pesticide 

applicators only. 
• Requiring additional, specialized, training for 

certified applicators.  
The new label and training requirements were 

specifically designed to lessen the chances of the 
accidental ingestion of the product, which is a significant 
concern being addressed during the EPA review process.  

Although the changes announced this week are final, 
the agency’s registration review is not yet complete. Still 
to be performed is an endangered species assessment and 
endocrine screening. 

 
 

 

Opinion: American Families Plan 
“Transfer Tax” Proposal is the Real 

Threat to Agriculture 
Tuesday, August 3, 2021  By Representative Collin Peterson 

Like most everything else in Washington D.C., there 
is misinformation being put out either on purpose or 
because of a lack of understanding about what is going on 
with estate tax proposals. Most of the talk you hear in 
agriculture these days is how the “step-up in basis” will 
be eliminated under President Biden’s American Families 
Plan. There are also issues facing us like treatment of 
capital gains, but that discussion is for another time.   

“Stepped-up basis” is a tax term that applies when 
property is valued at the amount it is worth when a 
benefactor dies and leaves the asset to the beneficiary, and 
not on the original value or basis. Farm assets like 
land are often passed down through generations of 
families, and therefore benefit from a step-up in basis.   
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The reality is, under the American Families Plan, 
stepped-up basis is not under threat of elimination, rather, 
the proposal would incur a transfer tax that would have to 
be paid in order to use stepped-up basis in the event of a 
sale or a death.   

When I was a CPA and sat across the desk from 
farmers giving advice on estate planning, we did not have 
to worry about the kind of issues facing us now. Things 
like the amount of exemption, tax rate and valuation 
issues were critical to the conversation, but nothing like 
what is being proposed with this transfer tax was ever on 
the table.   

Over the years we fought to get the estate tax 
exemption raised and to keep the step up in basis system, 
and the law is now a culmination of policies that work 
well for farmers. I would argue this transfer tax, which 
could be as high as 43.4 percent, is the worst idea that has 
been proposed in terms of its impact on agriculture in my 
lifetime. This proposal is a direct assault on agriculture 
because it will prohibit the transfer of a family farm from 
one generation to the next which is the last thing 
we should want to do.   

If this proposal becomes law, you could have a 
situation where upon the death of a farmer, his family will 
owe more than the equity that they have in the farm 
operation. Just the specter of that occurring would make 
it difficult for bankers to loan money, because there is no 
way to know what’s happening with the value of the 
operation and its assets.  

Back in 2017, we raised the estate tax exemption from 
$5 million to $10 million indexed for inflation (currently 
$11.7 million per taxpayer). After 2025, the exemption 
will revert back to little more than $6 million. While 
some people will want to make a big fight out of that, the 
reality is that keeping the system we have at that lower 
level would be significantly better than what is being 
proposed in the American Families Plan. The estate tax, 
whether at $6 million or $11 million, will affect only a 
select few. This transfer tax would affect virtually every 
farm family and bring uncertainty that diminishes their 
ability to attain credit.  

This transfer tax proposal doesn’t likely 
have a chance of passing the Senate under regular order. 
However, there is a danger that with the partisanship 
going on in Washington D.C., the proposal could go into 
a reconciliation bill without having anybody in the room 
who really understands the severity of this change and get 
passed into law.   

At the end of the day, those of us who support family 
farms and ranches have a big job on our hands making the 
case for why the tax system we fought for over the years 

should be maintained. We also need to educate Members 
of Congress who have good intentions but 
really don’t understand how devastating these changes 
would be to maintaining the family farm in America.   

We need to fight to keep the current estate tax system 
that we worked so hard to develop and convince policy 
makers to drop this idea of the transfer tax. If a change 
like this is adopted, agriculture as we know it will 
disappear and may never recover.  

 
 

Senate Appropriations Committee 
Advances FY 2022 Agriculture Measure  

Friday, August 6, 2021           By Whitney Curry 
On Wednesday, August 4, the Senate Appropriations 

Committee advanced the Fiscal Year (FY) 2022 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug 
Administration, and Related Agencies spending bill by a 
bipartisan vote.  

The Ag Appropriations package totals $32 Billion in 
overall funding for FY2022 including $25.9 Billion to 
support operations of the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) and an additional $7 Billion in proposed disaster 
assistance funding to cover losses incurred in 2020 and 
2021. 

“Given the extreme drought and other natural 
disasters in farm country, we worked hard to secure more 
than $7 billion in much-needed disaster assistance for 
farmers and ranchers,” stated Senator John Hoeven (R-
ND). “At the same time, this agriculture funding 
legislation ensures that we meet the needs of rural 
America, including fully funding Farm Service Agency 
(FSA) direct, guaranteed and emergency loans, strong 
support for agriculture research and continued investment 
in rural broadband development. This legislation provides 
strong funding to support our farmers, ranchers, and rural 
America.”  

Plains Cotton Growers continues to monitor the 
progress of this legislation and advocate for its final 
passage. 

“The Senate FY 2022 Agricultural Appropriations 
bill includes much needed assistance for farmers and 
ranchers who have dealt with significant crop losses 
during the 2020 and 2021 growing season,” says Kody 
Bessent, CEO of Plains Cotton Growers. “This 
legislation, in combination with the House of 
Representatives Agriculture Appropriations package and 
the recently marked-up 2020 WHIP+ Reauthorization Act 
(HR267) provides an excellent foundation for the 
delivery of much needed disaster assistance and farm 
program support for producers moving forward.” 

 

  
 


