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Appendix E. Written Comments Received  on the Draft EA   

X-Sender: forester@proaxis.com (Unverified)
Date: Mon, 03 Feb 2003 10:15:15 -0800
To: gypsymoth@oda.state.or.us
From: Steven Kadas <forester@proaxis.com>
Subject: comments re:eradication program for Fisher area

Kathleen J.R. Johnson
Oregon Dept. of Agriculture, Plant Division
635 Capitol Street NE
Salem, OR 97301-2532

Dear Kathleen,

I am writing to offer comments regarding the Gypsy Moth eradication program
being considered for the Fisher area in Linclon County.  My occupation is
Chief Forester for Thompson Timber Company, Corvallis, Oregon.  Thompson
Timber Company manages timberlands for Thompson Tree Farm, Inc., also of
Corvallis.  Thompson Tree Farm, Inc. owns 110 acres of timberland located
on Cherry Creek, T14S, R9W, Section 31, which lies just outside the 706
acre eradication area of the project.

As a landowner with long-term interests in the area, we strongly support
the decision to aerially apply Btk over the infestation area in order to
eradicate Gypsy Moths.

Please let me know if I can be of service in any way to help with the
implementation of the proposed action.

Respectfully,

Steven Kadas, Forester
Thompson Timber Co.
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Subject: Five Rivers project
Date: Tue, 11 Feb 2003 10:02:05 -0800
From: "Newton, Michael" <Mike.Newton@orst.edu>
To: <bbuckley@fs.fed.us>
Cc: <gypsymoth@oda.state.or.us>

Dear Mr. Buckley:
Reference is made to the cooperative program to spray gypsy moth with b.t. on private land near

Fisher, Oregon.

My family owns 65 acres in the middle of the project area, mostly in managed Douglas-fir forest
cover.  We are anxious to avoid an outbreak of any destructive exotic insect or disease in that vicinity, if for
no other reason because the forest land in that area is some of the world's most productive land for
growing Douglas-fir, which had unmatched properties for construction world-wide.  This is not only a
resource for our family, it is a critical resource for the country, and a source of employment for residents of
the area.

My preference for treating the moth would be a product that provides better insurance of
eradication that is usually provided by a biological product.  Carbaryl is safe and effective.  I understand that
there are sentiments in the area in opposition to that, but having a totally effective treatment when an
outbreak is young is a cardinal principle of integrated control.

Having said that, I do support the use of b.t. if that is the only option now available.  It is clearly a
more attractive option than not treating.

I believe it would be a serious error to fail to treat with an effective remedy once an outbreak of
Gypsy moth is spotted.

Please ensure that there is follow-up observation to determine whether there are residual moths,
and, if they are found to be present, plan for the use of an insecticide such as carbaryl, with b.t. in stream
buffers, if there is to be a follow-up.

I offer the above suggestions from 45 years of experience at OSU dealing with environmental
effects of pesticides and alternatives for dealing largely with vegetation.  I am author of the EPA's
Silvicultural Chemicals and Protection of Water Quality, Report 97/9-77-036, 224 pages,  Seattle, and also
of over 200 other publications dealing with pesticides and their long and short-term consequences.  I
remain active in this research on a full-time basis.  I hope the above has some value for your program.

I do support the program, and appreciate the USFS and ODA being on the job to handle such
emergencies.

Michael Newton, Professor Emeritus, Forest Ecology
OSU Department of Forest Science

• (Home 541-929-3074)

mailto:Mike.Newton@orst.edu
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From: "Peter and Lorraine Karassik" <karassik@casco.net>
To: <kjohnson@oda.state.or.us>
Subject:
Date: Mon, 24 Feb 2003 11:36:25 -0800

     This is in response to the presentation of the ODA in regard to the
gypsy moth eradication proposal for 5 Rivers.
1.  We want the gypsy moth eradication plan to meet the needs of the ODA and
the community of Five Rivers .
2.  The presentation led us to believe  that this wasn't a proposal but a
done deal-- therefore we felt disempowered and disrespected.
3.  No alternatives seemed viable to the ODA.
4.  If a spray product is used, we want a product that meets OMRI's list of
accepted formulations which are in keeping with organic practices.
5.  We object to a spray  formulation being used  that contains ingredients
whose contents must remain unknown.
6.  Foray 48 b's warning labels are troublesome.  Ag use and forest use
recommend the same concentrations of the same product. The ag use warning
label warns not to use Foray 48b over water and to not allow people into the
spray area for 12 hours after application.  We want the precautionary
principle followed which means when there is the presence of uncertainty and
possible harm, you take precautionary measures.  If Foray 48 b is used, we
want the most stringent warnings of the manufacturer followed.
7.  We would like to take part in any monitoring and trapping following
possible spraying.  We have a source of possible monies.
8.  Since the meeting I have had contacts with Kathleen Johnson of the ODA
and I feel some of our concerns and viewpoints are being heard.  We hope
that a solution to the gypsy moth problem is reached with the cooperation of
the Five Rivers community and the ODA.
9.  Please keep us informed about any actions, decisions, and cooperative
solutions.
10.  Thank you, Peter and Lorraine Karassik  1087 Buck Creek Rd.
Tidewater,Or. 97390     541-528-7192    karassik@casco.net
---

mailto:karassik@casco.net
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Date: Mon, 24 Feb 2003 22:17:48 -0800
From: Craig Harbison <charb@presys.com>
To: kjohnson@oda.state.or.us
Subject: Target area - Five Rivers

Recently our community in Five Rivers was notified by the USFS and the
ODA as to the introduction of the gypsy moth into our area.

I think all parties concerned are aware of the potential gravity of a
gypsy moth infestation.  What I take issue with is the manner in which
this situation has been addressed by the various agencies involved.
Since our initial notification, many members of our community have
submitted written comment and attended the meeting sponsored by the USFS
and the ODA.  Even if well intentioned, the presentation given was
lacking in substantive responses to our concerns.  In fact, the entire
process has seemed perfunctory with the conclusion preordained..

Another galling aspect of this process is the pesticide being foisted on
us.  Although touted by government agencies as being "safe",  I think
there exists a long history in corporate America of agencies assuring
the public that products are "safe."  We need  look no further than the
tobacco industry.  We want a product certified organic.  We expect a
product certified organic since it seems in the realm of possibility.

I would also echo other concerns expressed at the Waldport meeting.
This is very much a community committed to organic farming  practices
(whether certified or not). Has this operation been truly evaluated as
to its impact on the residents of Five Rivers?  Has the targeted acreage
been assessed realistically?

I would support the comments submitted to your office by Peter and
Lorraine Karassik.  I would like to add that this is an issue that
concerns us all.  We should be working in cooperation with each other,
not at odds with each other.  We are a formidable, eclectic group of
people and not without resources.

Sincerely,
Mona Linstromberg
831 E. Buck Ck. Rd.
Tidewater, OR 97390
541-528-3512

Mailing address:
87140 Territorial Rd.
Veneta, OR 97487
541-935-2795

mailto:charb@presys.com
mailto:kjohnson@oda.state.or.us
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Oregon Tilth, Inc .
470 Lancaster Dr. NE • Salem, OR 97301 • Phone (503) 378-0690 Fax  (503) 378-0809

Email: organic@tilth.org  Web Site: www.tilth.org                            

February 24, 2003

Kathleen J. R. Johnson, Ph.D.
Insect Prevention and Management Program
Oregon Department of Agriculture
635 Capitol Street NE
Salem, OR 97301-2532

Dear Ms. Johnson,

Thank you for inviting Oregon Tilth, Inc. to comment on the draft      Environmental Assessment Gypsy Moth
Eradication Program Lincoln County January 27, 2003      received February 23, 2003. As you are aware,
Oregon Tilth is the principle USDA-accredited organic certification agent operating in Oregon.

Although a biological agent such as Bacillus thuringiensis subsp. kurstaki is certainly a preferable choice of
insecticide for the eradication effort, this draft fails to adequately assess the impact on organic gardens
and perhaps organic farms present in the treatment and buffer areas.

The USDA National Organic Program 7CFR Part 205.601(m)(1) states that synthetic inert ingredients
used with an active pesticide ingredient in organic production must appear on EPA List 4 – Inerts of
Minimal Concern. This draft Environmental Assessment specifies the presence of organic sites and briefly
describes inert ingredients in the proposed pesticide formulations but fails to distinguish either the
synthetic/nonsynthetic status or the EPA List 3/EPA List 4 status of ‘inert’ ingredients in Foray 48B and
Dipel 6AF.

Part 205.672(a) (and (b)) state that any harvested crop (or livestock) that has contact with a prohibited
substance applied as the result of a Federal or State emergency pest treatment program cannot be
represented as organically produced.

Until distinctions concerning inert ingredients are made, and compliance with the National Organic
Program is confirmed, the recommended eradication strategy threatens to have negative social on people
of Fisher, Oregon by depriving them of choice to grow and consume organically produced food and enjoy
organically managed gardens.

If organic farms are present in the treatment or buffer areas, the negative impacts could expand to include
economic threats to producers. Although the land would retain its organic status according to Part
205.672, treated crops could not be marketed as organic, perhaps resulting severe financial hardship for
the affected producer.

I encourage the Oregon Department of Agriculture to resolve the issues surrounding pesticide ‘inert’
ingredients and organic gardens and farms prior to proceeding with the recommended eradication
program.

mailto:organic@tilth.org
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Thank you for considering my comments and if I may be of further service, please do not hesitate to
contact me at the phone number or address given above.

Sincerely,

P. Gonzalves

Pete Gonzalves
Executive Director
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