WHY IARC'S OPINION ON GLYPHOSATE IS AN OUTLIER

JARC’'S CLASSIFICATION DOES NOT REFLECT
REAL WORLD HUMAN EXPOSURE

IARC's hazard classification system does not reflect real world exposure levels which are essential to
assess any risk to the human population.’ IARC puts common every day substances like red meat and hot
beverages in the same category as glyphosate.

KEY SCIENCE NOT CONSIDERED

IARC does not do its own studies; it only reviews selective, existing science. The 2015 IARC assessment
did not consider significant data available at the time and later published from the largest study
examining real world exposure to glyphosate, which found no connection between the herbicide and
Non-Hodgkin's lymphoma (NHL).
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A LONG HISTORY OF SAFE USE

(¥ MORE THAN 800 STUDIES

on glyphosate or Bayer’s glyphosate-based formulations submitted to EPA,
European and other regulators in connection with the registration process,
support the safety of glyphosate when used as directed.

(V/ MORE THAN 100 STUDIES

EPA considered relevant to its 2017 Cancer Risk Assessment in which EPA
concluded “Glyphosate is not likely to be carcinogenic to humans,” the agency'’s
most favorable rating.?

(v 3 OTHER W.H.O. UNITS

reached contrary conclusions: the World Health Organizations International
Programme on Chemical Safety,* Joint FAO/WHO Meeting on Pesticide Residues
(JMPR),® and Guidelines for Drinking-Water Quality.®

(V] REGULATORY AND INTERNATIONAL
AGENCY CONCLUSIONS

reached since IARC support the safe use of glyphosate-based herbicides and that
glyphosate is not carcinogenic.
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WHY THIS MATTERS

. Plaintiffs based much of their case in the
first gly fphosate trial on IARC’s opinion, and
one of their attorneys even recently said
their case is “framed around IARC.”"
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