


NOSB COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

Form NOPLISTY. Commitlee Transmilial o NOSB

For NOSE Mesiling: Substence: Sodium Laurvl Sulfate

A Evaluation Criteria {Docusentation attachsd; committee recommendation attached)

Criteria Salisfied?

1. impagt on humans and envirpnment ves X No {sen B balow)
2. Avaliability criteria Yes No X {see B below)
3. Compatibiiity & consistency Yes No K {see B balow)

C. Proposed Annotation:

= Coile ribinr 3
B. Substance fails critera?
Criteria category: | 2 &3 Basis for annctation:

Cormansnts: To meet erileria above: . Criteriar

Other regulatory criteria: CHation: |

3. Recommended Commilies Action & Vote:  Maotion by:

Seconded:_Rigo
Agrinyitural Nonagriculiural {rops X
Yo g Synthatic ¥ i Not synthetic Livestock
Allowed’ Probibited” Handling
MNa: L - - - T .
No restriction Defarracd Rejected” X

Abstain: 9

t-—substance voted 1o be added as “sliowad” on Nabonal List
Arnotation:

H

i

-—SUbstance to be added to “prohibited” paragraph of Nationa] List
Describe why a prohibited substance:

3--substance was refected by voie for amending National List
| Describe why material was rejected: Substance would violate current requlafions (see Category 2 question 23 Other
materisls are currently  available which are sonsistent with oraanie production (See Category 2, auestion 4.6 & 73
' 4-substance was recommended to be deferred
Dresoribe why deferred; i follow-up is nizedad. ¥ follow-up needad, whe wi

foliow

rittes Chair to tanamil o ROSE:

| E. Approved b

Committes Chait




1. Are there adverse effecis on

EvALUATION CRITERIA FOR &
> Enmams on humans or

it

STANCES
the cnvironment?

ADDED TO THE NATIONAL LIST
Substance Sodium Laurv] Sulfate

wlerances? [§

contamimants in excess of FIIA

§205.600 b.5]

snvirgnment from manufaciure, X

use, or disposal? [§205.600 b.2]

2, Is there environmental SLS is unitkely to cause em’ﬂDrsz‘ma3 costamination. It is

coniamination during X rapidly degraded: {TAP lines 144-141) Misuse of material

manufachire, use, misase, or could lead to environmental confamination,

disposal? [$6518 m..

3. Is the substance harmful 1o the *43 8 i& uniikr—:ly o harm W environment because it rapidly

environment? X ades and has a low biosccumulation potential. SLS

{5 T Te{THAYIROSET{OMIX AN Can @c im;%c to aquatic orzanisms (TAP lines [79-154

4. Does the substance contam List

I, or 3 inerts? X
6317 ¢ (1 BYiy 205,601 {mi2

5. s there potental for 5 should not react with other materials used because it is

detrimental chemical interagtion X a soap and is not reactive. {TAP lines 27-45)

with other materials used?

[§6318 m. 1}

6. Aze there adverse biclogical SL5 disrapts cellular structure, leading to debyvdration and

and chemical interactions in agro- X death: it can kil insects, beneficial soil organtsms, and

eoosystem? (86518 m. 5] plants, If used to excess adverse biclogica! interactions are
possible. TAP lines 86-56

7. Are there detrimental 518 15 slightly 10 moderately toxic in agustic ecosystems.

physiotogical effects on soil X SL.S stimulates algal growth at low concentrations but at

erganisms, crops, or livestock? high concentrations it inhibits growth. hmproper use could

{86318 m.5] “adversel ot the survival and function of soil

organisms”. (TAP lines, 225.244)

8. Is there a toxic or other.adverse SLS 15 slightly to moderately foxic in aguatic ecosysiems.
action of the material or s X TAP lines, 225-244) 318 disrupts cellular ssructure,
breakdown products? Eead;ng te dehydration and death; it can kill insects,

[§6518 m.2 beneficial soil organisms, and plants. {TAP lines §6-96

i used properly, there would be no foxic or other adverse
impacts from the use of SLS or its breakdown products,
{TAP lines, 205.268)

4. Is there undesirable persisience SLS is Modegraded and its breakdown products are carbon

or concentration of the materfal or X dioxide and saturated fatty acids, {TAP lines 157158 &

breakdown products in 184-187)

environnment7i 86518 m 2]

14 §s there any barmiul effect on SLS is a food additive and is GRAS. {TAP lines 73-77)

human health? x Occupational exposure requires safety gogeles, rubber
$O51T o 1 HANT) 5 6517 o{2) A gioves and proper ventilation because SLS is an eve, skin,

§6518 m.»;i; resparatory and gastrointestinal tract irritant. It can cause

naused, vomiting and disrrhes, {TAP lines 285-201)

1. Is there an adverse effect on

human health as defined by X

applicable F edeml regulations?

[205.600 131

12, 15 the substance GRAS when

used sccording 1o FDIAs good X

manufactaring practices”?

(3205600 b.5]

13. Does the substance contain

residues of heavy metals or other X

*If the substance under review is for crops or Hvestock production, all

of the questions from 203

A0 (b sre NAA—not applicable




Category 2. Is the Substance Essential for Organic Production?  Substance  Sodium Laurvl Suifase

tanxe“[ {Bﬁ{a {”t‘ 13

CT

su

1;&2 05.600 b.1

2. 1s there an organic substisute?

3. is the substance essential for
handling of org 1
produced agricultaral products?

4. Is there a wholly natural
substitite product?
F86517 o {1NAXIY

Corn ghuten prevents sprouting seeds from developing
normal roots. “Vinegar {acetic acid) is also considered to be
a natural herbicide.” “List 4A minimal Risk inerts” such as
citric acid, saffiower oil could be used. {TAP, Hines 321-
1303

5. Is the substance used in
handling, not synthetic, but not
organically produced?

I'-‘%'ﬁ“?i ¢ (DG

6. Is there any alternative
Subhﬁances? [56518 m.6]

List 4A munimal Risk merts” such as citric acid, safflower
oil conld be used. {TAP, lines 328-330)

7. Is there another practice that
would make the substance
unnecessary? (86518 m.o]

Crop rotation, use of allelopathic plants, “nurse” crops, and
3Ty

infercropping can also be used. (TAP, lines 355-372}
Cultivation gan replace Intended petitioned use i

N7 the substance under review is for

1ot applivable,

crops or Bvesteck production, all of the questions from 205.600(0) are




Category 3. Is the substance compatible with organic production practices?

1. Is the subsitance compatible
with organic handling?
(8265600 5.27

Substance  Sedium Fauryi Sulfate

2. is the substance consistent
with organic farming and
handiing? [§6317 ¢ (1MAGY
E517 ¢ { A

The intended nse is bevond the intent of the regulation
becalse the material would be used within crops,
“Herbicides, soap-based — for use in farmstead maintenance
{roadways, ditches, right of wayvs, building perimeters) and
ornamental crops. (Section 205.206 of the regulation;
20560101 and as per original NOSB recommendation
september 1996)

3. Is the substance compatible
with 2 systern of sustainable
agriculture? [§6518 m.7)

it is compatible for sustainable agriculture with
maintenance per the regulation but not sustainable for crop
proguction.

4. Is the nuirizional quality of the
food maintained with the

substance? [§208 600 b.31

5. Isthe primary use as a

preservative? [§205,600 b.4]

&. Is the primary use to recreate
or improve flavers, colors,
textures, of nutritive values ost
in processing {except when
reqaiired by law, eg, vitamin B2
i miiky? 1205600 b.4)

7. Is the substance used in
production, and does it condain
an active synthetic ingredient in
the following categories:

a. copper and sulfar compounds;

b toxins derived from bacteria;

c. pheromones, soaps,
horticultural oils, fish emulsions,
treated seed, vitaming and
minerals?

d. lrvestock parasiticides and
medicines?

-production alds moluding
neiiing, ree wraps and se
insect traps, sticky bamiers, row
covers, and equipment cleaners?

"1 the substance under review is for crops or livestock production, all of the guestions from 205.600 {b) are

[ ———ry ap sable,




EVALUATION Cr:
Category 1. Adverse impacts on lwmam ar the environmenti?

E. Are there adverse effects on

ITERIA FOR SUBSTANCES ADDED TO THE NAT! ()"\AL LIST

"

urvi Suif

‘mi!sum H

eovironment Fom manufacture, X

use, or disposa

2. 1s there environmental B1.S is unlikely to couse environmental contaminaticn. It is

contamination during X rapidly degraded. (TAP lines 144-141) Misuse of material

manufacture, use, misuse, or could lead fo environmenial contaminaiion.

disposal? [§6518 m.3]

3. Is the substance harmful to the SLS is uniikely f¢ harm (o environment because i rapidly

environment? X bodegrades and bas a low boaceumnaiation poential, SLS

FS6S5 Te{DHAMDAS T H e AM] can be toxic fo aguatic oreamisms {TAP lines 179-196

4. Does the substance coniain List

1,2, 0r 3 inerts? X

[§6517 ¢ (1B 205.601(m12]

3. Is there potential for SL.8 should not react with other materials used because it is

detrimental chemical interacton X a soap and is not reactive, (TAP lines 27-45)

with other materials used?

[§6518 m. 1]

6. Are there adverse biological SLE disrupts cellular structure, leading to dehyvdration and

and chemical interactions in agro- X death; # can kill insects, beneficial soll organisms, and

ecosysieom? [§6518 m. 5] plants. I used 1o excess adverse biological interactions are
possible. TAP lines 86-96

7. Are there detrimental 515 is slightly w moderately toxie i aguatic scosysiems.

phy:ﬁémlc:gu:ai effects on soil x SL5 stimuistes algal growth at low concentrations but at

Organisms, crops, or livestock? high concenirations if inhibits prowth. Improper use could

[86518 m 5] “adversely affect the survival and function of soil
organisms’. (TAP lines, 225-244)

&. Is there a foxic or other adverse SLS is slightly 1o moéuam,y toxic in agquatic ecosystems.

action of the material or its X (TAP lines, 225-244) SLS disrupts celludar struciure,

breakdown products? feading t dehydmtion and death; it can kil insects,

[$6518 m.2] beneficial soil organisms, and plants. (TAP Hnes 86-98)
If used properly, there would be no toxic or other adverse
impacts from the use of SLS or ity breakdown products,
{TAP lings, 205-268)

9. Is there undesirable persistence SLS is biodegraded and #is breakdown products are carbon

or concentration of the material or X doxide and saturated fauy acids. {TAP lines 157-158 &

breakdown products in 184-187)

environment? 86518 m.2]

10, s there any harmiud effect on SLS is a food additive and is GRAS. (TAP lines 73-77}

human health? X Cccupational exposure requires safety gopeles, rubber

FEOSTT c{IMAN} 6517 cZH AN, zloves and proper ventilation because SLS s an eve, skin,

6518 m.47 respiratory and pastrointestinal tract freftars. 1t can cause
nayses, vomiting and diarrhea, {TAP lines 283-293)

LL Is there an adverse effect on

human health as defined by X

applicable Federal regulations?

{205,600 1.3

12. Is the substance GRAS when

used according to FIDIA s good X

manufactaring practices?

[§2035.600 b.51

3. Does the substance contain

residues of heavy metals or other X

contaminants in gxcess of FDA

tolerances? [§205.600 1,51

"I the substance under re

view 15 for arops or livestock production, af of the questions from 205604 €b) are N/A—uot ag




Category 2. Is the Substance Essential for Organic Preduction?  Substance Sodium Laury] Sulfate

1. 1s there 5 natural source of the
substance? [§205.600 b 11

2. 1s there an organic substitute?
5205.600 b.1]

3. Is the substance essential for
handling of erganically

)

produced agricaliural products?
[§205.600 b.6]

4, Is thers 5 wholly natural
substitute product?

[86517 ¢ (1HANI)]

Corn ghuten prevents sprouting seeds from developing
normal roots. “Vinegar (acetic acid) is also considersd w be
s natural herbicide ™ “List 4A minimal Risk inerts” such as
citric aeid, saffiower ofl conld be used. (TAP, lines 321-

330}

5, Is the substance used in
handling, not synthetic, but not
orpanically produced?

(86517 ¢ (1IMB)aHY

&, Is there any aliernative
substances? [§6518 m.6]

List 4A minimal Risk inerts™ such as citric geid, saffiower

oi} could be used. {TAP, lines 328-330)

7. Is there snother practics that
would make the substance
ynnecessary? (86518 m.6]

Crop rotation, use of allelopathic plants, “ourse”™ crops, and
intercropping can alse be used, {TAP, lines 355-372)
Cultivation can replace intended petitioned use i crops,

YT the substance under review is for crops or livestock production, all of the questions from 205.600{b) are

W/ A--mot applicable.




Categery 3. Is the substance compatible with organic production practices?

Substance ___Sodium Lauryi Suliate

I, Is the substance compatible
with organic handhing?
[$205.600 b.2)

2. 1z the substance consistent
with organic farming and
handling? [§6517 ¢ (1){AX1);
6517 ¢ (2 A

The intended use 13 beyond the intent of the reguiation
because the materinl wonid be used within crops,
“Herbicides, soap-based — for use in farmstead mainienance
{roadways, ditches, right of ways, building perimeters) and
ornamental crops, (Section 2058.206 of the regulation;
205.601(5)( 1) and as per original NOSH recommendation
September 1996}

3. 1s the substance compatibie
with a system of sustainable
agriculture? 186518 m,7]

It is compatible for sustainable agriculture with
maintenance per the regulation but not sustainable for crop
production.

4. is the nutritional quality of the
food maintained with the
substance? [8205.600 b.3]

5. 1s the primary use as a
preservasive? (8205 600 b 4]

6. Is the primary use {0 recreate
or improve flavors, colorss,
fextures, or nutritive values lost
in processing {except when

eguired by law, e.g., vitamin D
in milk}? [2035 600 b4t

7. Is the substance used in
production, and does it contain
an active synthetic ingredient in
the foliowing categories:

. copper and salfur compounds;

d from bacteria;

b toxins deriv

¢, pheromones, 5,
horticuleural oils, fish emulsions,
treatad seed, vitaming and

medicines?

e. production aids including

netiing, irce wraps and seals,
insect fraps, sticky barriers, row
covers, and egipment cleanery?

$ and

£

*if the subsiance under review 18 for crops or ivestock production, all of the guestions from 205.640 (b) are

i/ A—mnot applicable.




NOSB COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

Form NOPLISTY, Commities Transmittal io NOSB

For NOSE Meeting: Substance: Sodium Lauryl Sulfae

A, Evalugtion Criteria (Documentation attached: committee recommendation aftached)

Lriteria Salisfied? 1

1. Impact on humans and environment ves K No {see B below)
2. Availability criteria Yes No & {sea B below)
3. Compatiblity & consistency Yas Mo A {see B below}

G. Proposed Annatation:

B. Subsiance fails criteria?

Criteria category: _ 28 3 Basis for annotation:
i
| Comments: To mest criteria above: Criteria;

Other regulatory crileria: Citation:

. Revommended Commities Action & Vole:  Motion by:  Naney

Seconded: Rigo

Yole: Agricuttural Nonagricuitural Crops X ' i
Yes: 5 Synthetic X | Notsynihetic Livestock
N . Aliowed' Prohivited” Handiing
EU‘ o~ i3 i i
B Mo restriction Dieferredd Rejected X A

Absiain: O

—gubstance volad to be added as “"aliowed” on National List
Annotation:

Z2—substance to be added o "prohibited” paragraph of National List
Descrbe why & prohibifed substance:

F—-aubstance was rejecled by vole for amending Nationa! List
Describe why malerial was rejected: Substance would vislate current reguiations (see Category 3 guestion 2}, Uther
| materials are currently | avaiiable which are consistent with organic production (See Catecory 2, guestion 4, 8. 87)
4-subsiance was recommended {o be deferred
| Desoribe why deferred; if follow-up is needed. If follow-up needsd, who will foliow
up
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