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Representative Shelley Hughes 
Co-Chair, House Transportation Committee 

Capitol 13, Juneau, AK 99801 

March 3, 2015 

I respectfully request a hearing for HB 53, Use of Pesticides and Broadcast Chemicals, before the 
House Transportation Committee. 

Please find attached all requested documents. 

I expect to have off-site testimony from communities, organizations, and individuals who have been 
active on this issue in Southeast and elsewhere in the state. Possible testifiers include: 

• Jon Bolling, Chairman, Prince of Wales Community Advisory Council 

• Mim McConnell, Mayor, City and Borough of Sitka 

• Mark Jensen, Mayor, Petersburg Borough 
• Pamela Miller, Executive Director, Alaska Community Action on Toxics 

• Individuals on Prince of Wales Island 

The staff contact for this bill is Reid Magdanz. He can be reached at 465-3306 or 
reid.magdanz@akleg.gov. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 

Representative Jonathan Kreiss-Tomkins 
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REPRESENTATIVE LES GARA REPRESENTATIVE DAN ORTIZ 
State Capitol Room 400 
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rep.les.gara@akleg.gov 

(907) 465-264 7 

State Capitol Room 114 
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REPRESENTATIVE JONATHAN KREISS-TOMKINS 
State Capitol Room 426 

Juneau, AK 99801 
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(907) 465-3732 

Sponsor Statement 

HB 53 - Pesticide application on state land and rights-of-way 

HB 53 restores a public process to state pesticide and herbicide spraying programs and creates 
protective buffer zones around fish habitat and drinking water sources. The bill responds to 
regulatory changes made in March 2013 by the Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) 
that eliminated opportunities for public comment on pesticide spraying programs, weakened public 
notice provisions, and removed requirements that agencies identify water bodies that could be 
harmed by pesticide application. 

Specifically, HB 53 would require state agencies to publicly release pesticide spraying plans and 
hold public comment periods prior to spraying pesticides on state land, highways, or rights-of-way. 
It would also require a finding of no harm before pesticides could be applied within 150 feet of fish 
habitat or 600 feet of a drinking water source. The bill provides an exemption from public comment 
requirements for emergency situations in which quick application of pesticides may be justified. 

Subsistence users, guides, commercial fishermen, and all Alaskans expect the fish they catch, the 
wild game they hunt, and the berries they pick to be free from chemical contaminants. This 
demands the state take a more precautionary and publicly vetted approach to pesticide 
management than is provided for in current regulation. 

HB 53 will protect the quality and safety of fish and game and restore the right of Alaskans to have a 
voice in the management of state resources. 
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HB 53 Sectional Analysis 

State Capitol Room 114 
Juneau, AK 99801 

rep dan ortiz@aklee: a:ov 
(907) 465-3824 

Rearranges the wording of existing law in order to reduce confusion that could be caused by multiple definitions 
of "public place." 

Section 2 
Requires state agencies to meet public comment and public notice requirements before spraying pesticides on 
state land, state-owned rights-of-way, and state highways. The agency must: 

• Develop a pesticide spraying plan, and provide a copy to all cities, tribes, boroughs, and community 
councils in the affected area. 

• Accept public comments on the plan. If a city, tribe, borough, or community council requests it, the 
agency must also hold a public hearing accessible to residents in the area where spraying will occur. 

• After the comment period and any hearings, the agency doing the spraying can revise the plan. Whether 
or not it makes revisions, it must attach a written summary of the comments it received and responses 
to those comments. The agency then must send the new plan and its responses to comments to all cities, 
tribes, boroughs, and community councils in the area affected. 

• When spraying occurs, written notice must be posted along the right-of-way or highway and at points of 
access to state land. 

These requirements above are waived in cases where imminent danger to public health or an emergency threat 
to a natural resource could be avoided by prompt application of a pesticide or broadcast chemical. 

This section also establishes buffer zones around fish habitat and water sources used for human consumption. 
To apply pesticides within the buffer zones, an agency must in addition to the above: 

• Post written notice at the application site for at least 14 days prior to spraying (instead of just during 
spraying). 

• Have a license from the Department of Environmental Conservation. Before issuing the license, DEC has 
to find that application of the pesticide will not harm the fish, fish habitat, or water source. 

Section 3 
Repeals a section of statute that defined "multi-family dwelling." That definition was incorporated into Section 1 
of the bill. 



18 AAC 90.500. Permit for certain public pesticide programs or ... , 18 AK ADC 90.500 

Alaska Administrative Code Currentness 
Title 18. Environmental Conservation 

Chapter 90. Pesticide Control 
Article 5. Permit Requirements (Refs & Annos) 

18AAC90.500 

18 AAC 90.500. Permit for certain public pesticide programs or projects. 

Except as provided in 18 AAC 90.510, a government entity may not, without first obtaining a permit issued by the department, 

direct, carry out, allow, or participate in the spraying or application of a pesticide in any program or project 

( l) in a state-owned greenhouse or nursery, on a state right-of-way, or on more than one acre of land owned or leased by the 

state, except where the pesticide is applied on less than one acre of land on a right-of-way wholly within the boundaries of an 

airport owned by either the state or a municipality and the pesticide is not applied by aircraft or helicopter; or 

(2) if that spraying or application affects property owned separately by two or more persons. 

Credits 
(Eff. 2/15/98, Register 145; am 3/31/2002, Register 161 ; am 11/30/2003, Register 168; am 9/30/2007, Register 183) 

AUTHORITY: AS 46.03.010, AS 46.03.020, AS 46.03 .320, AS 46.03.330, AS 46.03 .730 

Current through December 7, 2012 (Register 204) 

18 AAC 90.500, 18 AK ADC 90.500 

End of Document © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 

WestlawN © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 
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JU2012200148 

ORDER ADOPTING CHANGES TO 
REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

The attached 5 pages of regulations, dealing with 18 AAC 90, Pesticides, and Integrated Pest 
Management Plans .are adopted and certified to be a correct copy of the regulation changes that 
the Department of Environmental Conservation adopts under the authority of AS 37.10.050, 
AS 37.10.052, AS 41.17.100, AS 44.46.025, AS 46.03 .020, AS 46.03.320, AS 46.03.330, and 
AS 46.03.730, and after compliance with the Administrative Procedure Act (AS 44.62), 
specifically including notice under AS 44.62.190 and 44.62.200 and opportunity for public 
comment under AS 44.62.210. 

This action is not expected to require an increased appropriation. 

In considering public comments, the Department of Environmental Conservation paid special 
attention to the cost to private persons of the regulatory action being taken. 

The regulation changes adopted under this order take effect on the 30th day after they have been 
filed by the lieutenant governor, as provided in AS 44.62.180. 

DATE: January 22, 2013 
Anchorage, Alaska 

FILING CERTIFICATION 

I, Mead Treadwell, Lieutenant Governor for the State of Alaska, certify that on 

f;t,, u.ry 5 , 2013 , at 'f: ~p.m., I filed the attached regulations according to the provisions 

of AS 44.62.040 - 44.62.120. 

Effective: 

Register: 

Nk,rc.1 7,, ;).013 . 

'}._Qt;/ frpri'/ 2Dt3. 

~--
Mead Treadwell, Lieutenant Governor 
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Register2o~, ~ 2013 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

18 AAC 90.500 js repealed and readopted to read: 

18 AAC 90.500. Permit for certain public pesticide programs or projects. Except as 

provided in 18 AAC 90.510, the state or a borough or city of any class may not, without first 

obtaining a permit issued by the department, initiate a public pesticide program or project that 

affects property owned separately by two or more persons. (Eff. 2/15/1998, Register 145; am 

3/31/2002, Register 161; am 11/30/2003, Register 168; am 9/30/2007, Register 183; am 

'b I .2_; J.Nj, Register ±.Q5) 

Authority: AS 46.03.010 

AS 46.03 .020 

AS 46.03.320 

AS 46.03.330 

18 AAC 90 is amended by adding new sections to read: 

AS 46.03.730 

18 AAC 90.640. Pesticide applications on state land. (a) Except as provided under 

18 AAC 90.500 and 18 AAC 90.505, the application of one or more pesticides on land owned or 

leased by an agency of the state, or on a right-of-way managed by the agency, is authorized if 

(1) the application follows an integrated pest management plan appropriate for 

the pest of concern in accordance with 18 AAC 90.645, and adopted by the agency applying a 

pesticide; 

(2) the integrated pest management plan is published on the department's 

website; 

(3) not later than 30 days before the application, or 30 days before the first 

application of a multi-application project, notification has been provided by mail, return receipt 

requested, to owners of public water systems if the application will occur within 200 feet of the 

1 
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Register2.o5, Bfr1'- 2013 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 

water source; in this paragraph, "public water system" has the meaning given in 18 AAC 

80.1990; 

section; 

(4) a pesticide will be applied by an applicator certified by the department; 

(5) public notice of the application is provided in accordance with (b) of this 

(6) the department is notified not later than 15 days before an application; 

notification is required under this paragraph before each application of a multi-application 

project; 

(7) the person in charge described in 18 AAC 90.650 keeps an accurate written 

record of each application of each pesticide for at least two years after that use; the record must 

be available to the department upon request and must contain 

(A) the information listed in 18 AAC 90.415(2); and 

(B) a record of all notifications issued under (a)(3) and (6) and (b) of this 

section; 

(8) for each pesticide applied to more than a total of 20 acres in a calendar year, 

the person in charge described in 18 AAC 90.650 posts a report on the agency's website that 

describes the complete product name, EPA registration number, quantity of mixed pesticide 

applied, and location of each application; and 

(9) the department is granted access to the property at reasonable times without 

prior approval during pesticide applications. 

(b) If specific notice requirements under 18 AAC 90.625 or 18 AAC 90.630 do not 

apply, the agency applying a pesticide must publish two consecutive notices of the pesticide 

2 
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application in a newspaper of general circulation in the affected area. The notice must be 

completed not later than 30 days before application, or 30 days before the first application of a 

multi-application project, and must include 

(1) the location of the proposed activity; 

(2) the complete name and EPA registration number of each pesticide to be used; 

(3) the target pest for the pesticide application; 

(4) the method of applying each pesticide; and 

(5) how the public can receive more information. 

(c) The agency may perform multiple applications of one or more pesticides during one 

calendar year. Before the first application of the year during a multi-application project, notice 

must be provided under (a)(3) and (b) of this section. The notice must also provide an 

approximate number of applications for the proposed project. 

(d) For the purposes of this section, multiple applications of one or more pesticides are 

considered a single public pesticide program or project if each application of each pesticide 

(1) is intended to control the same pest or group of pests; 

(2) is conducted in the same calendar year; 

(3) is conducted by the same agency; 

(4) uses only the pesticides designated in a single integrated pest management 

plan, and uses those pesticides at the same or a similar concentration, within 10 percent; and 

(5) is applied using the same or a similar method. 

(e) The following pesticide applications on state land are not subject to the requirements 

of this section: 

3 
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(1) application of antimicrobial pesticides; 

(2) application of pesticides on a total of less than one acre of land during a 

calendar year; and 

(3) application of pesticides inside buildings or structures. (Eff. '3 / -7-1 _ 20 fJ, 

Register 20 ,5) 

Authority: AS 46.03.010 AS 46.03.320 AS 46.03.730 

AS 46.03.020 AS 46.03.330 

18 AAC 90.645. Integrated pest management plan. An integrated pest management 

plan must establish a procedure for the use of one or more pesticides in a manner that poses the 

least possible hazard to people, property, and the environment, by using pesticides only after 

nonchemical practices, sanitation, and other preventive methods have failed or are impractical. 

The integrated pest management plan must include a description of 

presence; 

(1) the preventive methods used to keep pest problems from occurring; 

(2) the activities to monitor for the presence of pests; 

(3) the thresholds for allowable pest presence; 

(4) when appropriate, the use of mechanical and physical controls to reduce pest 

(5) the complete name and EPA registration number of each pesticide product 

used when determined necessary under the integrated pest management plan; and 

(6) the identity of the person in charge described in 18 AAC 90.650. (Eff. 

's J1.)'J.rJl3, Register~) 

4 
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Authority: AS 46.03.010 AS 46.03.320 AS 46.03.730 

AS 46.03.020 AS 46.03.330 

18 AAC 90.650. Person in charge. The agency initiating a public pesticide program or 

project shall identify a person in charge to oversee pest control. That person shall 

(1) develop and implement an integrated pest management plan in accordance 

with 18 AAC 90.645; 

(2) ensure compliance with the integrated pest management plan; 

(3) review and update the integrated pest management plan every two years; 

(4) act as the point of contact for information on the public pesticide program or 

project for the department and for the public; and 

(5) when appropriate under the integrated pest management plan, approve the use 

of pesticides and ensure that they are used in compliance with this chapter. (Eff. _]_/.]_/ 20f3, 

Register '2L;.5J 

Authority: AS 46.03.010 

AS 46.03.020 

AS 46.03.320 

AS 46.03.330 

5 
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State of Alaska 

2015 Legislative Session 

Fiscal Note 
Bill Version: 

Fiscal Note Number: 

() Publish Date: 

HB 53 

Identifier: HB053-D0T-TMS-3-6-15 Department: Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 

Title: USE OF PESTICIDES AND BROADCAST 

CHEMICALS 

Sponsor: ** KREISS-TOMKINS, ORTIZ 

Requester: House Transportation 

Expenditures/Revenues 

Appropriation: Administration and Support 

Allocation: Transportation Management and Security 

0MB Component Number: 2607 

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. (Thousands of Dollars) 
Included in 

FY2016 Governor's 
Appropriation FY2016 Out-Year Cost Estimates 

OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
Personal Services 
Travel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous 
Total Operating 

Fund Source (Operating Only) 

Positions I F,11.1;m, 
Part-time 
Temporary 

I Change in Revenues 

Requested Request 
FY 2016 FY 2016 

0.0 0.0 

o.ol o.ol 

FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY2020 FY 2021 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

o.ol o.ol o.ol o.ol o.o! 

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate supplemental appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2016) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS 
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? No 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? N/A 

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version: 
I Not applicable, initial version. 

Prepared By: Mike Lesmann, Spec Asst to the Comm II Phone: ---------------------------Division: Commissioner's Office Date: ---------------------------Approved By: Mary Siroky, Director Date: 
Agency: Administrative Services Director 

Printed 3/9/2015 Page 1 of2 

(907)465-4772 
03/06/2015 04:45 PM 
03/06/15 

Control Code: mTHld 



FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS 

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 53 ----------2015 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Analysis 

The fiscal impact of this leglslation cannot be accurately determined at this time. With only 3 previous herbicide 
application jobs completed by th~ D'epartment ofTransportation & Public Facilities to learn from, the fiscal impact of this 
proposed legislation cannot be accurately calculated. While we anticipate that use of herbicides could be a cpst-effective 
tool and could ultimately save vegetation mana~ement costs1 the department is in the infanc;y of our hetbicide program 
and it is too early to confidently discuss this topic. 

The information below represents a 1-to-1 comparison of the cost of applying herbicides versus the cost of mechanically 
cutting vegetation . It is important to note that: 1) two of the three herbicide application projects the department has 
completed are being represented in the 'cost per lane mile' column, and 2)the 'cost per lane mile' asso:clatec;I with Roadside 
Mowing and Roadside Hydro-Axe is an average of several such projects that are documented in the department's 
maintenance management database. 

Description 
Herbicide Application Costs 
Roadside Mowing 
Roadside Hydro-Axe 

Cost per lane mile 
$61.2.15 * 
$1,607.13 ** 
$1,965.71 "'* 

* average, per lane mile cost of chemical application in 2 northern region herbicide projects 
** average, per lane mile cost of mechanical cutting methods taken from the department's Maintenance Management 

System 

(Revised 12118/2014 0MB) Pa~e 2 of2 

Control Code: mTHld 
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Fiscal Note 
State of Alaska 

2015 Legislative Session 

Identifier: HB053-DEC-SWM-03-06-15 

Title: USE OF PESTICIDES AND BROADCAST 

CHEMICALS 

Sponsor: ** KREISS-TOMKINS, ORTIZ 

Requester: House Transportation Committee 

Expenditures/Revenues 

Bill Version: 

Fiscal Note Number: 

() Publish Date: 

HB 53 

Department: Department of Environmental Conservation 

Appropriation: Environmental Health 

Allocation: Solid Waste Management 

0MB Component Number: 2344 

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. (Thousands of Dollars) 
Included in 

FY2016 Governor's 
Appropriation FY2016 Out-Year Cost Estimates 

Requested Request 
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2016 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 
Personal Services 
Travel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous 
Total Operating 

Fund Source (Operating Only) 
1004 Gen Fund 
1005 GF/Prgm 
Total 

Positions 
Full-time 
Part-time 
Temporary 

I Change in Revenues 

165.3 
8.0 

35.9 
15.0 

224.2 0.0 

209.2 
15.0 

224.2 0.0 

2.0 

198.4 198.4 198.4 198.4 
8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 

15.9 15.9 15.9 15.9 
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

223.3 223.3 223.3 223.3 

208.3 208.3 208.3 208.3 
15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 

223.3 223.3 223.3 223.3 

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate supplemental appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2016) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS 
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version: 
I Not applicable, initial version. 

Yes 
1/1//2017 

Prepared By: _E_la_in_e_B_u_s_se_Fl_oy:...d-'-, _D_ire_c_to_r __________________ Phone: 
Division: Environmental Health Date: ---------------------------Approved By: _A_l i_c e_E d_w_a_r d_s.;.,., _D...:ep'--u-'ty:...C_o_m_m_i_ss_io_n_e_r _______________ Date: 
Agency: Department of Environmental Conservation 

(907)269-7644 
03/06/2015 05:00 PM 
03/06/15 

198.4 
8.0 

15.9 
1.0 

223.3 

208.3 
15.0 

223.3 

2.0 

Printed 3/9/2015 Page 1 of 2 Control Code: ZkDgo 



FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS 

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 53 ----------2015 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Analysis 

Analysis/ Assumptions: 
The bill expands permitting and public notice and comment requirements for pesticide use in public places including areas 
near fish habitat, water sources used for human consumption, common areas of certain residential buildings, portions of 
government offices, and facilities where access is not restricted to employees, plazas, parks, public sports fields, and 
transportation rights-of-way. 

Personal Services: 
Two Environmental Program Specialist Ill (Range 18) positions will be required in Anchorage to revise regulations, draft and 
issue public notice and comment periods for pesticide use permits, inspect permitted pesticide applications for permit 
compliance, provide technical assistance, take compliance actions, when necessary, and conduct public outreach to inform 
the public how these changes impact pesticide users that are not currently regulated . The positions are budgeted at ten 
months for the first year to allow for classification and recruitment time, and twelve months each year thereafter. 
Administrative support will be provided by existing staff. 

Travel: 
Routine travel within Alaska to conduct outreach and training, inspections, and compliance work. 

Services: 
Regulation revisions will require assistance from the Department of Law during the first year. Routine outreach costs for 
printing and advertisements will occur each year. 

Commodities: 
New employee costs in the first year. Outreach materials for the first and subsequent years . 

(Revised 10/30/2014 0MB) Page 2 of 2 
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Fiscal Note 
State of Alaska 

2015 Legislative Session 

Identifier: 

Title: 

HB053-DEC-WQ-03-06-15 

USE OF PESTICIDES AND BROADCAST 

CHEMICALS 

. Sponsor: ** KREISS-TOMKINS, ORTIZ 

Requester: House Transportation Committee 

Expenditures/Revenues 

Bill Version: 

Fiscal Note Number: 

() Publish Date: 

HB53 

Department: Department of Environmental Conservation 

Appropriation: Water 

Allocation: Water Quality 

0MB Component Number: 2062 

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. <Thousands of Dollars) 
Included in 

FY2016 Governor's 
Appropriation FY2016 Out-Year Cost Estimates 

OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
Personal Services 
Travel 
Services 
Commodities 
Capital Outlay 
Grants & Benefits 
Miscellaneous 
Total Operating 

Fund Source (Operating Only) 

Positions I Full-tlme 
Part-time 
Temporary 

I Change in Revenues 

Requested Request 
FY 2016 FY 2016 

0.0 0.0 

o.ol o.ol 

FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

o.ol o.ol o.ol o.ol o.ol 

Estimated SUPPLEMENTAL (FY2015) cost: 0.0 (separate supplemental appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

Estimated CAPITAL (FY2016) cost: 0.0 (separate capital appropriation required) 
(discuss reasons and fund source(s) in analysis section) 

ASSOCIATED REGULATIONS 
Does the bill direct, or will the bill result in, regulation changes adopted by your agency? No 
If yes, by what date are the regulations to be adopted, amended or repealed? 

Why this fiscal note differs from previous version: 
I Not applicable, initial version 

Prepared By: _M_i_ch_e_lle_H_al_e,'--D_i_re_ct_o_r ___________________ Phone: 
Division: Water Date: ---------------------------Approved By: _A_l i_c e_E d_w_a_r d_s.:.' _D--'ep:...u..:ty:...C_o_m_m_i_ss_io_n_e_r _______________ Date: 
Agency: Department of Environmental Conservation 

Printed 3/9/2015 Page 1 of2 

(907)465-5135 
03/06/2015 08:00 AM 
03/06/15 
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FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS 

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 53 ----------
2015 LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Analysis 

HB 53 has no fiscal impact to the Division of Water. The Division of Water may need to consult with the Division of 
Environmental Health about the Alaska Pollutant Discharge Elimination System pesticide permit, but this will occur as part 
of the Division's routine work. 

(Revised 10/30/2014 0MB) Page 2 of2 
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Alaska's Pest Control Experts 
Since 1965 

2440 E 88th Ave, Suite A• Anchorage, AK 99507 
mail@AlaskaPest.com • www.AlaskaPest.com 

907-344-2538 • (AK 800) 478-2538 
Fax: 344-9111 

Chairman and Honored Members 
Alaska State House, 
Transportation Committee: 

Mt @ 
COMPANY • ......,._ 

It is my understanding that you will be hearing and receiving comments Tuesday on HB 

53 sponsored by Representatives Kreiss-Tomkins, Ortiz, Gara and Josephson. I appreciate the 

opportunity to submit the following comments, and will make a concerted effort to be at the 

Anchorage LIO to hear the meeting. 

As a leader in the Pest Management industry here in Alaska, I have been involved in many 

local and state initiatives on the subject of pesticides over the past 3 decades, including part of 

the regulations that this bill is addressing. The first of this two part proposal (re AS 46.03.320(c)) 

appears to be merely a language adjustment, but I urge this committee to be alert to any attempt 

to change the meaning of the original adoption. Industry and the Legislature worked very hard 

to make it no more restrictive than it now is. Please be aware that Alaska has one of the most 

onerous sets of regulation on notification in the US, and I am frequently confronted by national 

groups' amazement at the strong arm of the environmental movement here and its attempt to 

keep Alaska out of many opportunities for outside investment. I am pleased to inform you that, 

as a leading state-wide company, the frequency with which our work falls under this sub-section 

is really quite small, but efforts to add more anti-pesticide legislation to our business will only 

result in significant personal loss, and increased pest damage, to the citizens of this State. 



The second part of the document, appears to be a knee-jerk reaction to the 2013 

regulation changes {18 AAC 90.640-650) made by ADEC/Pesticide to make the process of using 

an approved chemical without creating a huge back-log in their work agenda. For many years, 

decisions to use an EPA approved {safety OVER reviewed) chemical on public rights of way and 

State lands has almost always resulted in eventual approval after hours and months of public 

hearings etc. This is because there is already a major process in place for analyzing chemicals on 

the Federal level. Not only in regard to human concerns, but more recently as they relate to 

endangered and other wildlife. The manufacturers who are producing these products have gone 

over them with a fine toothed comb, providing reams and reams of documentation and label 

restrictions to meet these Federal standards. There is frankly NO REASON for the back-handed 

obstructionism of the environmentalist proponents of this wording. If you look at the recently 

enacted regulation, you will see that many of the goals stated in this Bill have already been 

included . If the desire is to codify it in AS 46.03.320, I would recommend cutting and pasting 18 

AAC 90.640-650 into section 2 of this bill in lieu of its present language. 

It is my opinion, shared by many others I have spoken to, that those who are opposed to 

chemical controls want to return to abusing the public process to delay, delay, and delay, while 

adding an extensive physical and monetary burden on the State of Alaska. While many who know 

me are aware that I am not a huge fan of ADEC/Pesticide in certain areas, at least I do not stoop 

to these blatantly obstructionist levels to be heard. In addition, with the current level of concern 

about the budgets now and coming, this body should be pleased at the streamlining of the 

process by ADEC/Pesticide in the 2013 language. 

Respectfully, 

Kenneth J {Ken) Perry 
President/General Manager 
Pied Piper Pest Control 
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Greg Patz, Southcoast Region Maintenance & Operations Superintendent 
Southcoast Region Headquarters 
6860 Glacier Highway 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Dear Mr. Patz, 

We are Hollis School. We have heard that the Alaska Department of Transportation & Public 
Facilities is going to spray herbicides (chemicals) between Thorne Bay and Klawock on Prince of 
Wales Island. We understand spraying herbicides is to kill invasive species that do not belong 
here and tall plants to make sure people can see road signs and around curves for safety. 

We have had people speak to us that are against spraying chemicals on our island . They are 
against spraying because it will kill the plants, the fish , the bear, maybe even the people and 
their dogs. But we don't know. 

We just want more information about the spraying of the herbicides. We need information from 
the people who are for the idea of spraying. We need to know if it is worth spraying the 
herbicides. We don't know if it will kill plants and harm our island or harm us. We don't want to 
be told what we should think; we want to make our own decisions about the issue of spraying. 
So, we want to talk to people with different points of view so we can figure out what we think 
about the idea of spraying and then, come up with a solution that will work best for everybody in 
our community. 

We were wondering if you could talk to us about the spraying and why the Alaska Department of 
Transportation & Public Facilities wants to spray on this island. 

In the meantime, ideas we have are that maybe we could do a test to see if it is really poisonous. 
Maybe we could get volunteers to mow instead of spraying. We would help. 

Thank you in advance for your kind attention to this request. We look forward from hearing from 

you. T i f>i ~t'\ -Sosb ~-
Ko ~t vn _ ~ 

With sincere respect and appreciation, 

~(k_ Cki~e 
Primary, Intermediate and High School Students 
Hollis School _My {es jforrev~f ~r 

-:i::: Jo._-'\ L. ff 
~~·~ 
\J~ 
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Senator Click Bishop, Senate Transportation Committee Vice Chair 
Representative Neal Foster, House Transportation Committee Co-Chair 
Representative Shelley Hughes, House Transportation Committee Co-Chair 
Mark Lui ken, Commissioner, Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 
Chuck Correa. Southcoast Division Director 
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Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-711 1 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd .org 

RE : Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: 
House Bill 53: "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast 
chemicals in certain public places near fish habitat or water used for human 
consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to the state, state 
highways, and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do 
not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or 
concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please 
reply to her, lcates@sisd.org , if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Clayton Music 
Craig , Alaska 

Clayton Music's March 10. 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department 
of Transportation Committee. My name is Clayton Music and I am a High School 
Student at Holl is School on Prince of Wales Island. I am here representing 
myself . 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House 
Bill 53. 
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I support this bill because the government should operate with citizens ' opinions 
instead of without. Without people's opinions, it makes it not fair. With input you 
can make better decisions, without it, you could destroy someone's way of life. 

In my case, my dad owns the only cab company on the island. He brings tourists 
to and from the ferry. If there are chemicals sprayed, tourists that typically come 
to see the flora and fauna of our island will go elsewhere. If the tourists stop 
coming , there will be no way for my dad to pay the bills. 

If his cab company had to close, my dad's workers would be out of a job. With 
more people out of work, the stores would have to reduce hours or reduce 
workers. Also, it would make it harder for people on the island who rely upon the 
cab company for transportation. 

Without input, people who decide whether to spray of not would not know this. 
Even if spraying is cheaper in the short run , with all the jobs lost, it could be more 
expensive in the long run. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks . Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd .org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: 
House Bill 5 3: 11 An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast 
chemicals in certain public places near fish habitat or water used for human 
consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to the state, state 
highways, and state-owned rights-of- way. 11 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do 
not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or 
concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please 
reply to her, lcates@sisd.org , if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Benjermin Moots 
Craig, Alaska 

Benjermin Moots's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and Honorable Members of the House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee. My name is Benjermin Moots and I 
am an Intermediate School Student at Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island. I 
am here representing myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House 
Bill 53. 

People should have a voice so they can know more about an issue, and what it 
can do to the environment. State departments should talk to the community so 
they can get more information before they decide to spray or not to spray. 
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They need to know about my brother Titus. He came to speak to Hollis School 
about commercial fishing and why it is important to the State of Alaska 's 
economy. Fishing is how he makes his money. People will not want to work on 
his boat because the fish may be contaminated . Fisherman will lose their jobs, 
they will not have money and then the stores will not make money, more people 
will lose their jobs and more businesses would close. 

Fishing is a huge part of our state and we need to make sure that people who 
make decisions like spraying that could harm our fish have information from 
everyone who could be involved. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks . Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd.org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: 
House Bill 53: "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast 
chemicals in certain public places near fish habitat or water used for human 
consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to the state, state highways, 
and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53 . Please do 
not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or 
concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please 
reply to her, lcates@sisd.org , if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CJ Vasquez 
Hollis, Alaska 

CJ Vasquez's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department of 
Transportation Committee. My name is CJ Vasquez and I am a Primary Student at 
Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island . I am representing myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House Bill 
53. 

They should tell us before they spray. They should ask us what we think about it. 
We live here; we should have a say. If they do it (spray chemicals) right away, if we 
did not know, we could eat the fish and we could die. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 



March 10, 2015 

Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

HOLLIS SCHOOL 
SOUTHEAST ISLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd .org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: House Bill 53: "An 
Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast chemicals in certain public places near 
fish habitat or water used for human consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to the 
state, state highways, and state-owned rights-of- way. " 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please reply to 
her, lcates@sisd.org, if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Chloe Vasquez 
Hollis, Alaska 

Chloe Vasquez's March 10. 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department of 
Transportation Committee. My name is Chloe Vasquez and I am a Primary Student at 
Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island. I am here representing myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House Bill 53. 

Before they spray they should make signs and let people vote if they that want to spray or 
not want to spray vote . They should not be able to spray on the island. They should not 
spray near the water and there is water everywhere here. They should ask the people on 
our island before they spray. Why don't they spray on their own island? They are the 
ones that want to spray. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau , AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail: jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd.org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: 
House Bill 53: "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast 
chemicals in certain public places near fish habitat or water used for human 
consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to the state, state 
highways, and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do 
not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or 
concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please 
reply to her, lcates@sisd.org, if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Myles Starkweather 
Hollis, Alaska 

Myles Starkweather's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department 
of Transportation Committee. My name is Myles Starkweather and I am an 
Intermediate School Student at Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island. I am 
here representing myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House 
Bill 53 . 
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Why is it important for people to be able to speak out, to be heard? You do not 
know if the person that has not been heard has something that would help the 
State Department of Transportation to make a better decision. 

They need to know about families like mine who rely on subsistence to live. We 
harvest just about everything in the wild that people can eat. This includes food 
from the ocean and streams to include salmon, halibut, shrimp and crab. We 
also eat wild plants found along the waters edge like sea asparagus. We pick 
berries to include salmon berries and , my favorite, thimble berries all summer 
long. My family is worried that spraying the herbicides could kill all of our food 
supply. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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HOLLIS SCHOOL 
SOUTHEAST ISLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-71 11 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd.org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: House Bill 
53: "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast chemicals in certain 
public places near fish habitat or water used for human consumption and on state- owned 
land, land leased by or to the state, state highways, and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please reply to 
her, lcates@sisd.org, if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Kolton Joseph Tipton 
Cra ig , Alaska 

Kolton Joseph Tipton's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department of 
Transportation Committee. My name is Kolton Joseph Tipton and I am a Primary 
Students at Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House Bill 53 . 

They shouldn 't spray chemicals on our island , Prince of Wales Island. The chemicals 
will kill all of our good plants that we eat. They will spray the grass. The deer eat the 
grass. People eat the deer. Then the people will be filled with the chemicals . 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks . Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd .org 
lcates@sisd.org 

RE: Testimony before the Alaska Legislature House of Representatives 
Transportation Committee House Bill 53 : "An Act relating to the application of 
pesticides and broadcast chemicals in certain public places near fish habitat or 
water used for human consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to 
the state, state highways, and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do 
not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or 
concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please 
reply to her, lcates@sisd.org, if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Joshua Smith 
Craig, Alaska 

Joshua Smith 's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department 
of Transportation Committee. My name is Joshua Smith and I am a High School 
Student at Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island. I am here representing 
myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House 
Bill 53. 

I support House Bill 53 because people should have input. People who live on 
Prince of Wales Island know more about the environment on the island than 
decision makers working in an office in Juneau. I think all of you, and I, can 
agree that we do not want uninformed people to make decisions that adversely 
impact the people and the environment. We cannot just think about our selves, 
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there are also the animals. Those decisions could make it more challenging for 
the people that live on our island and for others that do not but, like tourists and 
restaurants , rely on our fish . 

My mom makes money helping to unload, pack and ship seafood to other places 
all around the world. That is how we are able to make a living. Working there is 
her favorite job. If the spraying ruins the fishing industry, innocent workers like 
my mom will lose their jobs. My mom's goal is to be able to keep a roof over my 
head, food on the table and clothes on my back. During summers, when we get a 
chance, my mom and I find a way to pick berries along the road to give to elders 
for them to make jam for people. If they spray, the berries will be gone. My mom 
also grows organic fruit and vegetables in our garden for elders and local 
children . We do not want to give them contaminated produce. 

Our island is a karst system. Anything (any chemical) that enters our water 
system in any place will contaminate our entire island. 

I believe it would be best to ask locals like the Forest Service, Fish and Game 
and people who have lived here for a long time to find the best way to have a 
more controlled spray so that it would do little to no damage to our Prince of 
Wales Island environment. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-711 1 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd.org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: 
House Bill 53: "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast 
chemicals in certain public places near fish habitat or water used for human 
consumption and on state- owned land, land leased by or to the state, state 
highways, and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do 
not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or 
concerns. 

My teacher is e-mail ing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please 
reply to her, lcates@sisd.org , if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Jose Vasquez 
Hollis, Alaska 

Jose Vasquez's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department 
of Transportation Committee. My name is Jose Vasquez and I am a Primary 
Student at Holl is School on Prince of Wales Island. I am here representing 
myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House 
Bill 53. 

I feel sad when people do things without asking what I think. They should ask 
first before they spray chemicals on Prince of Wales Island. 
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It they spray chemicals, they will kill the trees, our dogs, the grass, the birds and 
mostly, our food which includes the berries. I worry about our plants, our water, 

our garden and our fish . They should not spray chemicals on our island. I will 
help pull the weeds. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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HOLLIS SCHOOL 
SOUTHEAST ISLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail: jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd .org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: House Bill 
5 3: "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast chemicals in certain 
public places near fish habitat or water used for human consumption and on state- owned 
land, land leased by or to the state, state highways, and state-owned rights-of- way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please reply to 
her, lcates@sisd.org , if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Isaac Starkweather 
Hollis, Alaska 

Isaac Starkweather's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and honorable members of the House Department of 
Transportation Committee. My name is Isaac Starkweather and I am a Primary Student 
at Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island. I am here representing myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House Bill 53. 

They should ask the people on the island before they spray chemicals to make sure that 
they (the people doing the spraying) do not kill anything that the people on the island 
have. 

I am worried about the spraying because my dog goes outside to eat stuff and if the 
poison gets in the food that he eats, he will get really sick. I don't want my dog to die. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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HOLLIS SCHOOL 
SOUTHEAST ISLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Alaska State Legislature 
House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 

101 School Loop Road 
Hollis, Alaska 

PO Box 803 
Craig Alaska 99921 

Telephone: 907-530-7108 
FAX: 907-530-7111 

E-mail : jvasquez@sisd.org 
lcates@sisd.org 

RE: Testimony before the House Department of Transportation Committee RE: House 
Bill 53 : "An Act relating to the application of pesticides and broadcast chemicals in 
certain public places near fish habitat or water used for human consumption and on state­
owned land, land leased by or to the state, state highways, and state-owned rights-of­
way." 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

I am sharing my testimony in anticipation of the March 10, 2015 Alaska House of 
Representatives Transportation Committee hearing on House Bill 53. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me should you have any questions, suggestions or concerns. 

My teacher is e-mailing this for me as I do not have an e-mail address. Please reply to 
her, lcates@sisd.org , if you have any questions for me. 

Respectfully submitted , 

Tyler Musser 
Hollis and Naukati , Alaska 

Tyler Musser's March 10, 2015 Testimony on House Bill 53: 

Good afternoon Madam Chair and Honorable members of the House Department of 
Transportation Committee. My name is Tyler Musser_and I am a Primary Students at 
Hollis School on Prince of Wales Island . I am representing myself. 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to present my testimony about House Bill 53. 

They should ask us before they spray so we know what is happening. I say, "Don't 
spray chemicals. " Spraying will kill the animals. It will kill the fish and pollute the water. 
The chemicals could get into our garden and that will kill our food. The water is 
important because we drink the water and we will get sick. 

Thank you for your kind attention to my remarks. Do you have any questions? 

***End of Testimony*** 
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From: jan storbakken [mailto:janstorbakken@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2015 2:09 PM 
To: Rep. Shelley Hughes 
Cc: Richard Trojan 
Subject: HB 53 tomorrow to be added to testimony 

Representative Shelley Hughes 
State Capitol Room 13 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Dear Representative Hughes, 

March 6, 2015 

Congratulations on introducing HB 53 we commend you for your commitment to an open and transparent 
government! We were concerned about the Constitutionality of the previous regulation created in 2013. 
Removing public comment in regards to Section 2. How would you know the "Will of the people" if you have 
gagged them? We are extremely concerned about herbicide spraying proposed by the Alaska Department of 
Transportation (DOT) along roadways in southeast Alaska. We offer solutions to issue. A volunteer force for 
spot invasive weed control and safer alternatives for weed kill application. 

Most of the representatives understand the challenge to explain to your "locale" to a government official 
someone that has not been in rural Alaska. Jan, has personally had an Anchorage VA official tell her to just 
drive to Ketchikan for an appointment. 

At the last POWCAC (Prince of Wales Community Action Committee) I asked Mr. Albert Kookesh what 
SEALASKA' s position on herbicides was; he said "not on SEALASKA lands". We have the support of Craig 
Tribal Association, Shaan Seet Corp, Alaska Native sisterhood, Klawock, Kassan and Hydaburg tribal 
organizations. 

We understand the difficulty with the state budget and are prepared to offer volunteers!!! ! ! ! We are willing to 
have a group of volunteers spend their time eradicating invasive weeds! We also have a small army of goats that 
could safely graze along the side of the roads. If we had public comment we could suggest cost savings 
practices to the officials regarding invasive weed control. 

We represent a growing constituency of people who are no longer willing to tolerate indiscriminate applications 
of herbicides in the places where we live, work, hunt, fish, gather berries. The deer eat the grass. Roadkill that 
has consumed the grass, now gets eaten by birds of prey like the American eagle. Runoff goes to the streams 
and then to the fish there are at least 7 active fish streams on the Thorne Bay Road. We have given photos to 
Rep. Kriess-Tompkins that there is no 300' buffer on the bridges to streams. We are also concerned for the 
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frogs and fungi on the island. Frogs do not tolerate pesticides/herbicides and no real studies on the rare 
mushrooms we have. Mushrooms; Artist Conk and Turkey Tail have been touted as a cancer cure. These would 
not fare well. 

The use of herbicides threatens our salmon streams, drinking water sources, berry-picking areas, deer and other 
wildlife, and public health. We received the news of spraying-late. City of Craig received a memo Aug 18th• 

DOT thought that publishing in a Juneau newspaper was enough, notification for Craig, Edna Bay and 
Thorne Bay. This is not a local paper. Because of the layout of Alaska, news to rural areas are not 
adequate. We lost our local paper. As an unorganized borough every citizen has a say-there is no 
authority to speak wholly for this island. 

We are writing to request that you use your authority to reinstate public comment. We urge you to accomplish 
this through your support ofthis bill - HB 53. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Richard and Jan Trojan 
907-826-3734 
Craig AK 
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Date: March 9, 2015 

To: House Transportation Committee (via email) 
Co-chair: Neal Foster: Rep.Neal.Foster@akleg.gov 
Co-chair: Shelly Hughes: Rep.Shelley.Hughes@akleg.gov 
Member: Charisse Millett: Rep.Charisse.Millett@akleg.gov 
Member: Benjamin Nageak: Rep.Benjamin.Nageak@akleg.gov 
Member: Louise Stutes: Rep.Louise.Stutes@akleg.gov 
Member: Matt Claman: Rep.Matt.Claman@akleg.gov 
Member: Dan Ortiz: Rep.Dan.01iiz@akleg.gov 

RE: House Bill 53: Use of Pesticides and Broadcast Chemicals 

I'm writing today in support ofHB 53. 

Public process to state pesticide and herbicide spraying programs was removed by 
regulatory changes made by DEC in March of 2013. HB 53 will restore the public 
comment requirements prior to any potential state pesticide application. It is this simple: 
public comment is a fundamental part of our democratic decision-making process. For 
this reason alone, I support HB 5 3. 

Yet HB 53 does more. It creates protective buffer zones around fish habitat and drinking 
water sources. It requires : releasing spraying plans to the public, public comment periods, 
and finding of no harm before application. It also allows for emergency pesticide 
application if warranted. 

Why should I worry about pesticides? Perhaps the question should be; why all of us 
ought to be worried about pesticides? There is mounting long term, peer reviewed 
scientific evidence that pesticides affect human health in various ways. For example: it's 
been shown that glyphosate is linked to a wide range of diseases (to numerous to mention 
here) in humans, mammals and many aquatic organisms. I believe some of the chemicals 
DOT proposes to use around our state have already been banned in Europe for adverse 
health reasons. Perhaps others more informed than I can speak directly to this. Close 
scrutiny by the public is warranted. Our very health depends on it. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

/s/ Michael A. McKimens 

Michael A. McKimens 
PO Box 304 
Craig, AK 99921 
Phone/Fax 907-826-3770 
Email: mckimens@aptalaska.net 



Cc: Jonathan Kreiss-Tomkins: Rep.J onathan.Kreiss-Tomkins@akleg.gov 
Reid Magdanz: Reid.Magdanz@akleg.gov 



March 8, 2015 

Dear Representative Foster, Representative Hughes, and members of the House Transportation 
Committee: 

These are my comments on HB 53, relating to the terrestrial application of pesticides (a term that 
includes herbicides) by state agencies on state lands and rights of way, Transportation Committee 
hearing Tuesday March 10, .2015. 

I ask that my comments be included in the public record. I also ask that the attached letter, which I 
wrote to Alaska Department of Conservation (ADEC) July 31, 2012 regarding its then proposed (now 
adopted) regulation change that now makes HB 53 necessary, be included in the public record .1 

I have lived in Alaska since 1971; I eat wild salmon and other fish, and I object to the lack of meaningful 
regulation, to the extent that, among other things, pesticides can now legally be applied "up to the 
waters edge" 2 of our salmon streams with no setback or buffer. I also object to the elimination 
of the opportunity for public participation in these pesticide use decisions. 

I am writing to express my support of HB 53. 

Under the previous permitting system, in effect until 2013, ADEC exercised both its authority and its 
responsibility to control terrestrial pesticide use by state agencies on state public lands and rights of 
way. However, under the existing regulations (or, more correctly, the lack thereof), there is no longer 
a permitting process, and applicator agencies are not required to obtain approval from ADEC in order 
to spray pesticides (as long as it is not an aerial or aquatic application). The elimination of the 
permitting process under the current regulations means that a state agency wishing to pursue a 
pesticide spray operation may do so on its own authority, and without the benefit of a public 
participation . The public is cut completely out of the decision making process. 

When ADEC abolished the permit system in 2013, it adopted an almost total hands off approach to the 
use of pesticides by state agencies on state public lands and rights of way. The current regulations, for 
example, do not contain any requirement (or provide any mechanism to ensure) that ADEC: 

• review, evaluate, monitor, or control an applicator agency's pesticide spray operation; 

• evaluate a proposal to use pesticides to determine if the spray operation would have an 
unreasonable adverse effect; 

• develop standards for, review, evaluate, or approve an Integrated Pest Management {1PM} Plan; 

• monitor or test for an applicator agency's compliance with an 1PM Plan or with the EPA label; 

• obtain information from the applicator agency prior to spraying (information that ADEC in the past 
required via the pesticide permitting process) necessary to properly evaluate a spray proposal in order 
to identify any unreasonable adverse effect on human health, animals, or the environment. For 
example, protection of Alaska's water resources cannot be assured because there is now no 
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requirement or mechanism to identify water bodies or private drinking water systems or sources 
within or in close proximity to spray areas; 

• determine the need for or impose no-spray setbacks or buffers around water bodies; and 

• provide for meaningful and informed public participation in pesticide use decisions. 

There is no requirement that ADEC itself be meaningfully informed of an upcoming spray operation. 
Although the current regulations require that ADEC be notified 15 days in advance of a spray 
operation, they are silent on the nature, content, and form of the notification (e.g., would a quick 
phone call .. . "this is the Alaska Railroad, we intend to spray pesticides in 15 days, good bye'' ... suffice? 
Or must the notification be in writing? Including what information?). Even if there was guidance on 
the nature, content, and form of a notice, 15 days provides insufficient time for ADEC to research and 
understand the spray operation enough to justify a "stop" or "modify/mitigate" order if warranted. 

ADEC may still retain the responsibility to control pesticide use, but the current regulations are so weak 
that it is impossible or impractical for ADEC to meaningfully exercise its authority to fulfill that 
responsibility. Pesticide use is potentially a significant public health issue, and ADEC, with these post-
2013 regulations, has decided, instead of protecting public health and the environment, to step aside, 
and get out of the way. 

This lack of meaningful regulation represents an abdication of the ADEC's fundamental duty to protect 
human health and the environment and is inconsistent with the purpose of chapter 90 which is "to 
protect human health, safety, and welfare, animals, and the environment by ensuring the proper use, 
sale, distribution, transportation, storage, and disposal of pesticides and their containers." 

The risk of pesticide use and its effect on public health, animals, and the environment needs a hard 
look in light of the abolishment of the pre-2013 permitting system, with specific consideration of the 
buUet points I have provided above. HB 53 is a step in the right direction. 

Thank you for your consideration . 

Sincerely, 

John Strasenburgh 
PO Box 766 
Talkeetna, AK 99676 
jsandrw@matnet.com 
907-733-6874 

1 I include my ADEC letter because ADE C's action in 2013 to eliminate the permitting requirements for the terrestrial 
appl ication of pesticides by state agencies on state public lands and rights of way represents exceptionally bad public policy, 
which puts our public waters, our salmon, and human health at risk .... bad enough so the details should be on the record . 

2 Applicators must comply with the product's EPA label. "Up to the waters edge" is common language on the label. 
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Ginger Blaisdell 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Another. 

-Stuart 

Rep. Shelley Hughes 
Monday, March 09, 2015 3:24 PM 
Ginger Blaisdell 
FW: House Bill 53 

Yellow Category 

From: Brad and Stephanie Jurries [mailto:alaskajurries@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2015 3:18 PM 
To: Rep. Neal Foster 

Cc: Rep. Shelley Hughes; Rep . Charisse Millett; Rep . Benjamin Nageak; Rep. Louise Stutes; Rep. Matt Claman; Rep. Daniel 
Ortiz 
Subject: House Bill 53 

To Members of the House Transportation Committee; 

I would like to urge you to pass House Bill 53 regarding the reinstatement of the public comment period before 
using chemical herbicides along state roadways. I had many questions for DOT last fall when they were 
planning on spraying here on POW. I went back and forth with them many times trying to get answers to my 
questions, such as, "How often will the applications of herbicides be done, and is it going to have to be on­
going for the long term?", and "What would be determined to be a 'successful' outcome of application, versus 
an ' unsuccessful' outcome?". I believe we have a right to know this kind of information, and they never 
appropriately responded to my concerns. I will forward to you some of the back and forth e-mails regarding the 
discussions I had with DOT. The lack of consideration for my concerns makes me believe that we need to pass 
HB 53 so that these kinds of questions will need to be addressed by DOT. 

Thank you for your consideration of this issue. 

Stephanie Jurries 

Prince of Wales Island, AK 

907-321-5772 

1 



Ginger Blaisdell 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

HB 53 

Rep. Shelley Hughes 
Monday, March 09, 2015 5:02 PM 
Ginger Blaisdell 
FW: Questions 

Yellow Category 

From: Brad and Stephanie Jurries [mailto:alaskajurries@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2015 3:31 PM 
To: Rep. Neal Foster; Rep . Shelley Hughes; Rep. Charisse Millett; Rep. Benjamin Nageak; Rep. Louise Stutes; Rep. Matt 
Claman; Rep. Daniel Ortiz 
Subject: Fwd : Questions 

Members of the House Transportation Committee, 

The following is a series of emails in which I was trying to get information about the spraying of herbicides 
along the roadways on POW Island. The usage of chemicals on the land should be taken very seriously. Many 
supposedly safe herbicides and pesticides are causing unprecidented levels of cancer and sickness in places 
where they are used heavily such as the San Joaquin Valley in California. We need to stop considering 
chemical usage on the land as a status quo operation, and seriously consider whether there are viable 
alternatives. At the very least, reinstating the public requirement would allow for the discussion between the 
communities and the state regarding the issue. Thank you again for your time. 

Stephanie Jurries 
907-321-5772 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Coffey, Michael J (DOT) <mike.coffey@alaska.gov> 
Date: Thu, Dec 4, 2014 at 4:29 PM 
Subject: Re: Questions 
To: "alaskajurries@gmail.com" <alaskajurries@gmail.com> 
Cc: "Commissioner, DOT (DOT sponsored)" <dot.commissioner@alaska.gov> 

Commissioner Kemp asked me to respond to your email enquiry. Herbicides are simply another tool in our 
vegetation management toolbox along with mechanical cutting. Vegetation management is one of many routine 
maintenance activities that we conduct across the state. The primary goal of vegetation management is safety -
regardless of the method used. Any and all applications of herbicides will be in accordance with our IVMP and 
ADEC regulations. 

Thank you, 

Mike 
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Michael J. Coffey 

Chief, Statewide Maintenance and Operations 

Office of the Commissioner 

Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 

Office 907-465-3904 

Cell 907-978-9039 

Fax 907-586-8365 

"Keep Alaska Moving through service and infrastructure." 

From: Brad and Stephanie Jurries [mailto:alaskajurries@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 6:07 PM 
To: Commissioner, DOT (DOT sponsored) 
Subject: Re: Questions 

DEAR COMMISSIONER, 

I have inquired multiple times now about the herbicide spraying and have been very patient in awaiting a 
response. PLEASE respond to my questions. They are valid questions and I deserve a response. Thank you 
very much. 

Stephanie Jurries 
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On Mon, Nov 24, 2014 at 6:29 PM, Brad and Stephanie Jurries <alaskajurries@gmail.com> wrote: 

Dear Commissioner, 

I asked a few questions back in September about the herbicide spraying on Prince of Wales Islands. I believe 
my questions are legitimate and you have had adequate time to respond to my inquiry. Please allow me the 
courtesy of a response. 

Thank you for your time. 

Stephanie Jurries 
907-321-5772 

On Mon, Sep 8, 2014 at 7:43 AM, Brad and Stephanie Jurries <alaskajurries@gmail.com> wrote: 

Mr. Kemp, 

I assume that Mr. Coffey is keeping you informed about some of my questions, but to be sure, I wanted to send 
you the content of my most recent email to Mr. Coffey, from which I have not yet received a response. 

Mr. Coffey, 

Thank you for your relevant response to my inquiry. 

I had already seen and read the IVMP, and I completely understand the need to use a variety of methods to keep 
the vegetation clear along the roadways for safety reasons. 

NO one who is against the use of herbicides here on POW is against the clearing of brush along the 
roadsides. We are against the use of herbicides to do so. 

So far, I am not hearing any really good reason to use herbicides, except that the local DOT office does not have 
enough man-power to complete the vegetation clearing. The solution sounds very simple; authorize more 
money for the POW DOT office to hire a larger summer crew to clear the vegetation with brush-cutters, and 
AVOID dumping chemicals on our island. 

I have a few more questions. 

1. IF herbicides are applied to the 17 mile stretch of road, what result will be considered: 

a. )successful-how do you determine a successful application result? 

b.) unsuccessful- what are the determining factors of an "unsuccessful" application? 

Please outline the plan by DOT once the herbicides have been applied. 

2. THEN, once herbicides have been applied, WHAT will be the next step, beyond the initial application? 
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Is there a long-term plan in place depending up a variety ofresults? i.e. if the application is "successful" 
(whatever that means) will there be more herbicides applied along OTHER stretches of road on POW? Will 
they have to be reapplied every year? Do you simply stop with the brush-cutters at that point and just use 
herbicides every year? Do you think that a single application will take care of the problem or will it have to be 
reapplied every year FOREVER? Will there be buffer zones around all of the salmon streams? (And there are a 
LOT of salmon streams here!!) Will you check the weather forecasts before application? What if we have one 
of our rainstorms that dump 2" in one day, the day after the herbicides are applied? Will they still be effective or 
will they just wash into the ditches which run to the streams which run to the ocean? 

3. We have been informed that the plan to spray has been delayed until spring, pending an environmental 
review. As stated in your response letter, 

" We have postponed the Thome Bay Road herbicide application until next spring so that we have adequate 
time to complete our environmental review and the delineation of wetlands." 

IF POW residents hadn't caused such an uproar, was DOT going to do an environmental review or is that just an 
afterthought since we are all so upset about it? Have you done an environmental review for the Edna 
Bay/Kosciuzko herbicide spraying? 

Thank you again for your time. 

Stephanie Jurries 
907-321-5772 
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Ginger Blaisdell 

From: Rep. Shelley Hughes 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, March 09, 2015 7:01 PM 
Ginger Blaisdell 

Subject: FW: HB 53 

From: Kathryn Guillaum [mailto:kguillaum1@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2015 6:09 PM 
To: Rep. Neal Foster; Rep. Shelley Hughes; Rep.CharisseMillet@akleg.gov; Rep. Benjamin Nageak; Rep. Louise Stutes; 
Rep. Matt Claman; Rep.Dan0rtiz@akleg.gov 
Subject: HB 53 

Thank You for recognizing and introducing HB53 

We here, on Prince of Wales Island, are concerned about the regulation that was created in 2013. It 
removed "public comment" regarding "Section 2", so concerned citizens had no right to air their 
grievances on the proposed herbicide spraying in Southeast Alaska, by the D.O.T. I believe this is against 
our State Constitution and in my mind, highly suspect. 

When it was finally brought to our attention about the road leading to Thorne Bay, it was almost too late. 
The Dept. of Transportation was ready to spray herbicides, on that 17 mile stretch, not caring about the 
environmental impact. They finally received so many correspondence about the almost hidden intent of 
their proposed spraying, that they had to pause and decided the matter needed more analysis. It was not 
until we raised such a fuss, that they backed off temporarily; supposedly to halt spraying till Spring. 

A few people in Craig decided that our vegetation and wildlife and waters is a worthy reason to fight, 
what was almost a given. So this is a pivotal time for us. 

We are willing to do our part to help keep weeds at bay in our individual areas. A little labor is far 
superior to killing plants, animals and fish, with poisonous indifference 

Personally I disregard the label of " invasive plants", but that was another reason for spraying, 
apparently. 
It is my opinion it was just an excuse, and I still believe this. 

At the very least, we need to have" public comment" reinstated when a proposed action effects us 
Alaskans, our health and our lands. 

Please Keep Alaska Healthy and let the "lower 48" know, we truly care about our" Last Frontier" State. 
Let our State be a shining example to follow! 

Thank You for your time and consideration! 

Sincerely, 

Kathryn Guillaum & Arthur Cook 
907 40i-0807 907 401-0853 
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Ginger Blaisdell 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Rep. Shelley Hughes 
Monday, March 09, 2015 6:59 PM 
Ginger Blaisdell 
FW: Prevent the Unnecessary Use of Harmful Pesticides 

From: cherie .northon@gmail.com [mailto:cherie.northon@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Cherie Northan 
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2015 4:34 PM 
To: Rep. Neal Foster; Rep . Shelley Hughes; Rep. Charisse Millett; Rep. Benjamin Nageak; Rep. Louise Stutes; Rep. Matt 
Claman;. Rep. Daniel Ortiz 
Subject: Prevent the Unnecessary Use of Harmful Pesticides 

All 

I have written comments numerous times about the use of pesticides around waterways, and yet they seem to be 
ignored. In Anchorage, low but measurable amounts of 2,4-D were detected in 2013 in two lakes that are 
surrounded by homes. Ostensibly this is from yard runoff, but it's a change in the lakes' chemistry and one that 
is unfavorable. 

All the water we have on the Earth is all we'll ever have. We cannot live without it, and yet human actions are 
impacting it detrimentally in a variety of ways. I urge you to consider returning public input for spraying 
especially on state lands and rights-of-way. 

Thank you for considering this important legislation. 

Cherie Norhton 

Cherie Northan, Ph.D. 
Mapping Solutions 
P.O. Box 230329 
Anchorage,AK 99523 
907 561-4627 
www.mapmakers.com 
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Dear Fellow Alaskans , 

I am writing on a subject, that I feel we should all be better educated on, which is the 
health of our environment with respect to pesticides. Perhaps many of us trust that 
there are regulating agencies working hand in hand with research scientists to provide 
unbiased data that will keep us all safe. Unfortunately, this is not the truth. US 
regulations only require the companies that manufacture and sell pesticides to conduct 
their own safety studies.(2,7) This is a painfully obvious conflict of interest, and a large 
and growing body of independent research shows that these self made safety studies 
are suspect. Indeed, evidence shows that many pesticides are dangerous to human 
health. 

History has shown the manufacturers of pesticides to be wrong in the past. Take for 
instance Monsanto, a chemical and biotech giant. Founded in 1901 its first product 
was Saccharine. Since then they have dabbled in nuclear research, manufacturing 
synthetic plastics such as PCBs, pesticides (like DDT, agent orange, and roundup), and 
GMOs (Genetically Modified Organisms) . (2,7) They assured us that all of these 
products were perfectly safe. Unfortunately, for the health of us and our environment, 
most have proven to be exactly the opposite of safe . Now, the state of Alaska can spray 
these pesticides on state land without even a period of public comment. 

In the 1980s Roundup was allowed into Europe, (2) However, today many European 
countries are trying to ban Roundup and other products made by Monsanto including 
GMOs. (9) A recent study has found that 44% of people tested from 18 different 
European countries had glyphosate (the active ingredient in Roundup) residues in their 
urine. (3) . Couple this with the fact that there has also been research that points to 
glyphosate causing birth defects, endocrine disruption, cancer, autism, and 
Parkinson's. (2,5,7) We have good reason to be worried about the health of ourselves, 
and our children . 

There have been many studies done on the affects of glyphosate in water systems. 
One study done on leopard frog tadpoles exposed to glyphosate, showed that after 
three weeks only 2% survived. Exposing juvenile tadpoles left a 21 % survival rate. 
"The most striking result from the experiments was that a chemical designed to kill 
plants killed 98% of all tadpoles within three weeks, and 79% of all juveniles within one 
day."(1 ). Have there been any studies done on salmon eggs and fry in our streams? 
Our salmon stocks are certainly one of Alaska's treasures, and worth protecting. (6) 
Fresh water mussels are also sensitive to glyphosate and surfactants that are added to 
Roundup. (3) Alaska is trying to build an oyster and geoduck farming industry and 
right now our pristine waters are one of our biggest advantages. The large scale use of 
pesticides on uplands may very well harm fish and shellfish downstream. The State of 
Alaska or any other entity proposing large scale application of pesticides should prove 
that they are not causing harm to humans or the environment. 

Roundup can also have an adverse affect on our water in another way. It can stimulate 
the growth of some algae to the point where they can be a danger to human and 



animal health. (4) When algae blooms become too abundant they use up all available 
oxygen and cause die off of themselves, and any other creatures using oxygen in that 
water. This results in toxic water until the dead bodies are cleared from the water, 
usually by bacterial actions. Roundup actually has 51 % other ingredients in it. 
Surfactants are added to help the glyphosate travel into the plant. These same 
surfactants also help glyphosate travel into animal cells. (4) 

Glyphosate is a broad spectrum pesticide that inhibits the synthesis of amino acids in 
plants, and bacteria. (1, 2, 3, 5,) The bacteria in our body outnumber our own cells 1 O 
to 1. (5) Many of them are in our gut helping us digest our food, producing nutrients we 
need, and maintaining a healthy PH . Without them we can get sick with such diseases 
as allergies, Crohn's disease, Parkinson's, autism, cancer, infertility, obesity, and more. 
(5) Glyphosate in the human body can kill beneficial bacteria. 

Monsanto's studies say that glyphosate is not a major problem in water because it 
binds to most soils and has a low potential to move through soil to contaminate water. 
(3) In South East Alaska we live in a rain forest, and much or our water flows along the 
surface of our soil on its way to ditches, lakes, ponds, streams, estuaries, and the sea. 
Monsanto also says the glyphosate breaks down within 30 days in most soils, but this is 
dependent on temperature and number of bacteria, as well as soil types. The 
Environmental Protection Agency says the average half life of glyphosate in soil is 
about 60 days. (14) "Glyphosate may be retained and transported in soils, with long 
lasting cumulative effects on soil ecology and fertility, especially in northern 
ecosystems with long biologically inactive winters. " (2) It also breaks down slower in 
cooler water. (8) Realistically our water would have significant glyphosate in it for at 
least 120 days, probably much longer. Then there is the fact that one of the chemicals 
glyphosate degrades into is Aminomethylphosphonic Acid (AMPA), which one study 
suggested may have acute genotoxic effects. (2) Finally, AMPA itself breaks down into 
formaldehyde, a well known carcinogen. (8) We do not want to have to deal with long 
lasting cumulative effects of these chemicals! 

There is rapidly increasing demand for organic, and wild foods. More and more people 
are realizing that all the pesticides, herbicides, and GMOs are bad for human health 
and desire to keep those ingredients out of their diet. The future should be bright for a 
food producing state that has kept its soil and water pesticide free. Alaska produces 
salmon, halibut, crab, shrimp, herring, geoducks, and oysters in near shore waters. Yet, 
the State of Alaska can undertake large pesticide spraying projects on state uplands 
(including roadsides) without permuting, and, in fact, without even a period of public 
comment. 

Many of us enjoy harvesting berries, herbs, goose tongue, beach asparagus, fish, and 
venison. Some of us save money, and eat healthier by supplementing our pantry with 
wild harvest. I don't want to have to wonder if doing so is going to cause my children 
and grandchildren to have hard to cure diseases. Think of all the roadside berries that 
may have been sprayed with harmful pesticide. 

Why are we even considering using pesticides on state land? In DEC's Regulating 



Pesticide use in Alaska fact sheet, and the ADOT's Integrated Vegetation Management 
Plan (12, 13) there are no references to any scientific studies. They claim there is a 
need to eradicate invasive plants such as canary grass, and canadian thistles and that 
there is a need to get rid of woody perennials like salmonberry and alder that block the 
view. Roadside grass is planted to inhibit the growth of the woody perennials. ADOT 
has already been planting ground cover. This is probably where most of the invasive 
plants come from . Another practice that is probably adding invasive species to our 
roadsides are the unregulated wattles of grass used to anchor bare soil on road sides. 
There is reason to believe that Roundup will not work on salmonberry and alder. They 
are woody perennials that would need to be cut down before application of roundup, 
and even then would not result in complete die-off. Canary grass and thistles can be 
killed by covering them up with black plastic, several layers of cardboard, or wood 
mulch throughout a full growing season. (10) After the grass is dead replanting would 
be important. 

One question is, what to plant on our roadsides that would solve these problems? 
There are new strategies being planned for roadside management. (11) In Florida the 
DOT is planting stands of native wild flowers along the road ways. In Southeast Alaska 
the clear roadsides create a unique chance for species that need open areas to grow. 
Many of these are flowering plants and herbs that are tough ground covers that would 
help inhibit the growth of the woody plants like salmonberry and alder. Native plants 
like yarrow and wild carrots will grow in dry rocky areas. Mints, buttercups and sedges 
will cover in moist to wet areas. Lupines and vetches will take on the job of nitrogen 
fixing in poor soils that alders often grow in. Fireweed and goats beard will thrive on 
steep slopes. There are already many areas where clovers and dandelions cover the 
road sides and inhibit the growth of alders and salmonberry. 

Road and airport maintenance is indeed a problem, but there have not been enough 
studies to know if pesticides are the right answer. The possible repercussions of using 
poisons that have already contaminated air, land, water, and food around the world, 
are serious enough that all the people that live here should be able to help make the 
decision. In order to achieve this, awareness of the issue needs to spread. Areas that 
will be sprayed , or have been sprayed need to be posted. At least then people can 
avoid harvesting in those areas, and take our health into our own hands while we 
continue to work towards banning pesticides in Alaska. 

Cindy Wyatt 
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Dear Governor Walker, 

Right now our state stands at a crossroads on a very important issue. 
Back in 1978 Governor Hammond issued a directive banning the use of 
pesticides by state agencies. That was a wise and far sighted move. DOT 
stopped roadside spraying, and apparently the US Forest Service stopped 
spraying in the Tongass and Chugach National Forests. The Alaskan 
Railroad however started accepting free chemicals from DOW Chemical 
USA to experiment with controlling plant growth along the railroad. 

The people living along this railroad have formed the backbone of a years 
long campaign to keep pesticide use to a minimum, at least in their water 
supplies, and on their homes. It is a war of attrition though, and every step 
to stop the spraying has only been temporary. The big companies, like 
Monsanto have the money and man power to keep on coming back. This 
is why we need to ban pesticide use. It is like disciplining a child, just say 
no. Draw the line at our states borders. Otherwise they will keep on 
coming back with new reasons, promises, and plans to get to do what they 
want! 

Regardless of what these same big companies say about the safety of their 
products there is mounting evidence from multiple private studies that 
these products contribute to many auto immune diseases, birth defects, 
and cancers. Remember when we were told that agent orange was safe? 

Alaska has a chance to make a difference for ourselves, our grandchildren, 
and the many endangered species this unique state is a home for. 

Please consider supporting a ban of pesticide use by commercial agencies 
in Alaska. 

Cindy and Eric Wyatt 
Tokeen Cove, AK 

PO Box 369 
Craig, AK 99921 



Rebecca Colvin 
Division of Environmental Health 
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
555 Cordova Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 

Via email: Rebecca.colvin@alaska.gov 

To whom it may concern: 

PO Box 766 
Talkeetna, AK 99676 
July 31, 2012 

These are my comments on the proposed regulation changes in Title 18 of the 
Alaska Administrative Code, Chapter 90 dealing with Pesticide Control Regulations, 
according to the public notice of May 21, 2012. 

These proposed changes are ill-conceived and would have the effect of facilitating rather 
than controlling terrestrial pesticide use1 by state agencies on state lands and rights of way. 
These proposed changes represent an abdication of the Alaska Department of 
Environmental Conservation's ("ADEC") duty to protect human health and the environment 
and are inconsistent with the purpose of Chapter 90 of Alaska Administrative Code which is 
"to protect human health, safety, and welfare, animals, and the environment by ensuring 
the proper use, sale, distribution, transportation, storage, and disposal of pesticides and 
their containers." 

I oppose these proposed regulatory changes, and recommend that they be permanently 
withdrawn and discarded. 

Note that, unless otherwise stated, I am addressing throughout my comments the 
application of pesticides by a state agency to state lands and rights of way, excluding aquatic 
and aerial applications and the spraying of private property. I refer herein to a state agency 
considering or proposing the use of pesticides on state lands and rights of way as an 
"applicator agency." 

Function and Importance of the Current Permitting Process 

The current pesticide use permitting process requires that an applicator agency proposing to 
apply pesticides on state lands or rights of way (including railroad and road rights of way) 
must first obtain a permit from ADEC, whereby ADEC authorizes the applicator agency to 

1 By terrestrial pesticide use, I mean that the pesticide application program or project is not an aquatic 
application and is not an aerial application. 
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proceed with the spray program or project. A spray operation cannot proceed without such 
authorization. The current permitting process requires that an applicator agency prepare 
and submit an application, including accompanying data and additional data if requested by 
ADEC. The application must include such information as identification/description of water 
bodies, identification of public and private drinking water sources, pesticide formulation, 
when the spraying would occur, location, soil drainage characteristics, and other items as 
stipulated in 18 AAC 90.515. 

In addition, the permitting process provides for meaningful public and agency participation 
in the decision making process. The structure of the process also facilitates consultation 
with other agencies as well as the gathering of information from outside sources (e.g., sister 
governmental agencies outside of Alaska) . 

ADEC may approve or deny a pesticide permit application, or approve an application with 
conditions that the applicant must adhere to. It may also revoke or modify a permit that it 
previously issued. 

This permitting process is crucial in providing for the public health and protecting the 
environment, especially with respect to the waters of the state and public and private 
drinking water systems. It also allows the public a say in how its lands are used and helps 
prevent persons from being unknowingly or involuntarily exposed to these harmful 
chemicals. 

The existing permitting process is a crucial because: 

1. It requires an applicator agency to take a hard look at and document what they are doing 
and what they propose to do with respect to "pest" control and what role, if any, pesticides 
would play in the management of that pest. The applicator agency is held accountable 
because both the public and ADEC review and consider the data and information supplied in 
the application. 

2. It informs the public in advance of a proposed pesticide program or project so that it is 
able to participate meaningfully in the decision of whether or not to use pesticides and, if 
approved, what conditions should be placed on the pesticide use. 

3. It provides ADEC, the state agency possessing the practical and technical knowledge of 
proper and appropriate handling and use of pesticides, with the information and data 
necessary for it (after consideration of public comment) to make an informed decision on 
whether the proposed pesticide project would result in an unreasonable adverse effect. 
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4. It provides ADEC with a body of information, including the treatment results, of specific 
pesticide projects, which is essential in order to maintain the data necessary for it to 
properly monitor and control the use of pesticides. 2 

This permitting process, under the proposed new regulations, would be eliminated, taking 
virtually all of these public benefits with it. · 

The 2006 Alaska Railroad application to spray pesticides 

On June 13, 2006, the Alaska Railroad ("ARRC") applied to ADEC for a permit to spray 
pesticides along its mainline track between Seward and Fairbanks and on its rail yards.3 This 
permit application provides a telling example of the public process and ADEC 's analysis, 
which resulted in significant public benefit; all of which would be lost under the proposed 
new regulations. 

The 2007 Decision Document4 represents ADEC's grounds for denying the railroad's June 
2006 pesticide permit application. This Document demonstrates how the permitting process 
works when fully engaged: the meaningful public participation process, ADEC's consultation 
with other agencies (state and federal), ADEC's outside consultation with sister agencies in 
Canada, the United Kingdom, and Norway, and, most important, ADEC's concern about 
protecting the waters of the state from contamination by pesticide chemicals. 

The mechanism that facilitates this kind of in-depth analysis and public engagement would 
be eliminated under these new regulations (for spray projects by state agencies to state 
lands and rights of way, with the exception of aerial and aquatic applications). 

The 2007 Decision Document concludes, among other things, that "The ARRC has not 
adequately identified all the water resources in and near the proposed spray area;" 
"Concerns raised during the public comment period and during inter-agency coordination 
with the Alaska Department of Natural Resources (DNR), Alaska Department of Fish and 
Game (ADF&G), and the National Park Service regarding the possibility of pollution of water 
resources are compelling;" "Based on the fact that the labels prohibit the application of 
these herbicides to water, the proposed application may result in unreasonable adverse 
effect to human health, animals, or the environment;" and "The proposed 10-foot spray 

2 The current information requirements serve an important and necessary purpose in managing 
pesticide use on state lands and rights of way. The proposed new regulation .640 is an utterly 
inadequate and virtually meaningless substitute, as explained herein and particularly in my comments 
below for .640 under section entitled: Detail comments on each stipulation of the proposed 
regulations 
3Department of Environmental Conservation, Division of Environmental Health, Alaska Railroad 
Corporation Permit Application for Pesticide Use for Vegetation Management on Railways and Rail 
Yards, Decision Document, February 2007 ("2007 Decision Document"). 
4 I am attaching the 2007 Decision Document as part of my comments to be included in the record. 
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buffer zone around water resources proposed by the ARRC is inadequate to protect against 
water pollution by the herbicides" (see 2007 Decision Document, page 1). 

The 2007 Decision Document, at page 4, goes on to state: "Due to the discrepancy in the 
data sets submitted to DEC and the large number of water bodies located throughout the 
rail line, any spray method, no matter how precautious, would likely result in the proposed 
herbicides reaching the waters of the state." And on pages 4-5: "In the permit application, 
the ARRC proposed to utilize a 10 foot no-spray buffer around water features. Research 
indicates this buffer zone is inadequate to protect against water pollution by the herbicides." 

ADEC denied the application under the authority of 18 AAC 90.52S(b)(S), stating: "'the 
department will, in its discretion, deny a permit if the department finds that there is an 
unreasonable adverse effect' that would result from the pesticide application." 

ADEC's analysis, evaluation, and decision on the railroad's 2006 pesticide permit application 
showed that ADEC viewed risk of a pesticide formulation to human health and the 
environment according to its toxicity, persistence in the environment, and migration 
characteristics. ADEC also listened and responded to concerns expressed by the public in 
arriving at its decision to deny the application . ADEC also took seriously the importance of 
protecting the waters of the state. 

For these reasons, ADEC found it necessary, in order to protect water resources, to 
override both the EPA label (which did not stipulate or recommend establishing no-spray 
buffers around water bodies) and the applicator agency's best judgment (i.e., ADEC found 
inadequate the railroad's proposed 10 foot buffers around water bodies). 

It is quite stunning in light of this past history, that ADEC is now, with its proposed 
regulations, trying to scrap this important and necessary process for controlling pesticide use 
and protecting human health and the environment. ADEC would be getting out of the way 
of pesticide use, instead of controlling it. 

Under its proposed regulations, ADEC would be relying on the applicator agency to comply 
with pesticide laws and regulations and with the EPA label in order to protect human health 
and the environment, and to avoid unreasonable adverse effect resulting from the use of 
pesticides. An applicator agency is ill-equipped to carry out this crucial public and 
environmental health function . Such reliance on the applicator agency and on the EPA 
label, as demonstrated in the above example, 5 has proved unreliable, and insufficient to 
protect human health and the environment. 

5And also below under: The proposed regulatory changes fail to consider the risk to human health 
and environmental of different pesticide formulations 
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In short, the proposed new regulations would leave the ADEC with no mechanism by 
which to make the determination as to whether a program or project involving the use of 
pesticides would have an unreasonable adverse effect. 

Why ADEC is proposing these changes and why the reasons are spurious 

ADEC, according to public statements, is proposing these regulatory changes for two 
reasons. First to be consistent with other land-owners such as farmers and native 
corporations, neither of which are required to obtain a permit for pesticide use. 

In pursuing "consistency" ADEC fails to consider that state lands are public lands. The public 
owns them and the public uses them. In many cases, especially along state rights of way, the 
public must use state lands and rights of way to get where they need to go, which means 
that folks would potentially be involuntarily exposed to toxic and harmful chemicals. This is 
very much unlike private property. The public doesn't need to cross a farmer's fields to get 
to where they need to go. 

Furthermore, state lands and rights of way are owned by the public, and the public has a 
legitimate interest in its lands and has a fundamental right to meaningfully participate in the 
decisions about how its lands are used. 

The public also has a fundamental right to meaningfully participate in agency decisions that 
affect it. By this I mean, for example, if a person owns property that abuts state land or right 
of way that may be sprayed with pesticides, that person has a right to be heard and 
participate in the decision. It is not legitimate for ADEC (or any government body) to take 
away a person's right to protect the health and safety of himself or herself or their family or 
property. 

These proposed regulations, with no mechanism to establish buffers or no-spray zones, 
would allow spraying right up to a person's property line. Considering the high probability of 
drift during application, migration, and post-application winds blowing contaminated 
dust/plant debris, it is a near certainty that the adjoining private properties would be 
affected. This means vegetable gardens, the children's sandbox and swing set, etc. would be 
contaminated, and, of course the family who lives there would be exposed. All with no 
provision for that person, or the general public, to be heard in advance of the spraying. 

People and their children would be involuntarily and sometimes unknowingly, exposed to 
these toxic chemicals, and they would have no say whatsoever. I am outraged, and I think 
that folks, if they were aware of what ADEC is up to, would be equally outraged. 

If ADEC wants to pursue a goal of consistency, it can (and there is a strong argument to do 
so) require native corporations and farmers, and any large user of pesticides to go through 
the existing permitting process. That would surely improve ADEC's capacity to protect 
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human health and the environment. But, unfortunately, ADEC is heading, with the proposed 
regulations, in the exact opposite direction, which would be to facilitate rather than control 
pesticide use, and in the process to prevent folks from exercising their fundamental rights as 
citizens. 

The second reason for getting rid of permit requirements is to free up ADEC staff time, 
which is presumably considered internally to be excessive.6 ADEC's Karin Hendrickson 
indicated that time saved by eliminating the permit process could be spent on things like 
education in safe use of pesticides, outreach, inspections, and possibly water monitoring.7 

These are all things that ADEC should be doing, and to large extent is doing,8 ADEC could 
probably do more, but it should never be at the expense of the existing permitting system. 

In addition, there is much interaction between a prospective permittee and ADEC. Things 
like education, monitoring, and outreach are integral to the existing permitting process. So, 
throwing out the permitting system would also be throwing out a certain amount of 
education, outreach, and inspections. 

Even so, education, inspections, and outreach and the permitting system are not mutually 
exclusive ... all can co-exist; ADEC can, and should, do all. ADEC should keep the current 
permitting system, and it should expand its education program in safe pesticide use and it 
should be monitoring and enforcing, and it should be collecting data on the use and effects 
of pesticide use. That is ADEC's job. 

The use and handling of pesticides is a significant public and environmental health issue, and 
ADEC's efforts should not be cut short in any way. ADEC is remiss in not doing all it can to 
protect human health and the environment, including seeking funding if necessary. 

ADEC's reasons for pursuing the change range from spurious to specious to disingenuous. It 
is evident that the perceived benefit to ADEC would be very small when compared to the 
significant harm to public health and the environment that would result if the proposed 
changes are adopted. 

The proposed regulatory changes fail to consider the risk to human health and the 
environment of different pesticide formulations 

Another reason the proposed regulations are bad public policy, and represent a high risk of 
resulting in unreasonable adverse effect to human health and the environment has to do 

6see email from Ernst Prax, staff to Representative Wes Keller, to a concerned member of the public, 
dated July 24, 2012 (attached} 
7 KTNA radio, Susitna Valley Voice, July 11, 2012 and KTNA news report June 21, 2012 
8 see, for example, ADEC website, Division of Environmental Health, Pesticide Control Program for 
educational flyers and other information, http://www.dec.alaska.gov/eh/pest/factsheets.htm 
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with the fact that there are many different pesticides and pesticide formulations registered 
in Alaska, and that these chemical formulations vary according to level of toxicity, 
persistence in soils, and migration characteristics. This means that the risk to human health 
and the environment varies among the various pesticides and pesticide formulations. The 
new regulations do not consider the varying levels of risk to human health and the 
environment represented by the various pesticide formulations. 

For example, with respect to the railroad's 2006 application, AOEC currently lists a pesticide 
called Riverdale Solution Water Soluble IVM ("SWS") (EPA Reg No. 228-260) on its list of 
registered pesticides. SWS is a product that the Alaska Railroad proposed using as part of its 
pesticide formulation in 2006 when it applied to AOEC to spray pesticides along its mainline 
track between Seward and Fairbanks. The only active ingredient of SWS is 2,4-0. SWS is not 
classified as "restricted use'' at either the state or federal level.9 AOEC's website back in 
2006 described 2,4-0 compound as a highly toxic pesticide and that "a taste to a teaspoon 
taken by mouth could kill an average sized adult." 10 2,4-D represents 50% of the defoliant 
component of Agent Orange, 11 the notorious defoliant used in Vietnam that sickened so 
many people. 

There is a significant difference between the formulation that used SWS (2.4-D} and the 
pesticide product called Aquamaster, which is the pesticide the ARRC is currently spraying 
along portions of its right of way under ADEC-approved permits. Aquamaster, although a 
pesticide, is much less toxic than SWS. These two products would be treated no differently 
under ADE C's proposed regimen. The proposed regimen considers the risk of these two 
products to human health and the environment to be exactly the same. In both cases, AOEC 
would be relying only on the applicator agency to comply with the pesticide laws and 
regulations and with the EPA label. 

The proposed regulations, by eliminating the permit system for terrestrial spraying on state 
lands and rights of way by state agencies, also eliminate the vehicle for considering such 
things as the toxicity, persistence, or migration and other characteristics of a pesticide as 
well as the circumstances (e.g., location, presence of water bodies, topography)of its 
application when determining risk to human health and the environment or deciding 
whether or not to use a pesticide. In fact, with these proposed regulations, there is no 
analysis of risk and there is no decision. Pesticide use is pre-approved, and left to the 
applicator agency. 

Compliance with the EPA label is not sufficient to protect human health and the 
environment 

9 There are special rules for "restricted use" pesticides, but since SWS is not "restricted" these do not 
acP ply to SWS. 
1 http://www.dec.state.ak.us/eh/pest/Product.asp?p1D=1669095 This link was working in 2006; it 
came up with an error message when I tried it recently. 
11 citizen testimony, ADEC public hearings, Talkeetna, July 19, 2006, from audio tape recording. 
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ADEC maintains, as Karin Hendrickson did on KTNA radio, that "If pesticides are used in 
accordance with the label, then there should not be problems."12 This statement is directly 
contradicted by ADEC's actions on the Alaska railroad's pesticide permit applications of 
2006, 2009, and 2012. 

ADEC denied the 2006 application, as described above; ADEC approved the 2009 application 
and required 100 foot buffers around water bodies; and ADEC approved the 2012 
applications and required 25 food buffers around water bodies. In all cases ADEC either 
denied the permit application or imposed greater restrictions on the spray operation than 
was required by the label. 

ADE C's denial of the 2006 application and approval of the 2009 and 2012 applications shows 
that ADEC recognizes that the risk to human health and the environment varies among 
different pesticide formulations; that some formulations are more toxic than others. The 
fact that ADEC, in all three instances, overrode the EPA label demonstrates that reliance on 
the label is not sufficient to account for the varying risk to human health and the 
environment represented by the various pesticide formulations. ADEC has shown in all three 
of these instances that compliance with the label is not sufficient to protect human health 
and the environment. 

Given ADEC's past actions, it is inexplicable that ADEC in proposing these regulatory changes 
would rely on the label to account for risk. It knows that some pesticides are more toxic or 
otherwise riskier than others, and a pesticide doesn't have to be on the restricted use list to 
be very harmful. And yet, ADEC's view of risk, as represented by these proposed regulatory 
changes, addresses only the way a pesticide is applied rather than its toxicity. If it is an aerial 
application or if the pesticide is to be applied directly to water a permit is required; 
otherwise, a permit is not required.13 But the toxicity, persistence, or migratory (to water 
for example) characteristics of a formulation do not enter into ADEC's proposed view of risk. 

The effect, should these regulations be adopted, could be, for example, that the Alaska 
Railroad would switch from the current approved Aqua master to the 2006 formulation, 
containing SWS and 2.4-D. The SWS label (which would be relied upon under the proposed 
regulation) contains no recommended or required buffer. Under the proposed regulations, 
the ARRC could change its pesticide formulation with no review or approval required by 
ADEC, no public process, no identification of water bodies, and no buffers around water 
bodies. The railroad could just do it. The only requirements would be to notify the public 
that it is going to spray14 and comply with the (insufficient) label. 

12 KTNA Susitna Valley Voice, July 11, 2012 (second segment at about 5 minutes). 
13 There is a minor exception to this, which is, a permit is required if a state agency wishes to apply 
~esticides to private land. 
4 See below under specific comments for reasons why the notification requirements of the proposed 

regulations are inadequate. 
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With these proposed regulations, it would be the pesticide user's choice, without the 
public's or ADEC's involvement. 

ADEC is abdicating its fundamental duty 

The proposed regulatory changes represent an abdication of the ADEC's fundamental duty 
to protect human health and the environment and are inconsistent with the purpose of 
chapter 90 which is "to protect human health, safety, and welfare, animals, and the 
environment by ensuring the proper use, sale, distribution, transportation, storage, and 
disposal of pesticides and their containers." 

Under the current permitting system, ADEC has both the authority and the responsibility to 
control terrestrial pesticide use by state agencies on state lands and rights of way. Under 
the proposed regulations, there would be no permitting process, and applicator agencies 
would not be required to obtain approval from ADEC in order to spray pesticides (as long as 
it is not an aerial or aquatic application). Not only do these proposed regulations empower 
an applicator agency to pursue a pesticide spray operation on its own authority, but it cuts 
the public entirely out of the process. 

ADEC is relinquishing its authority by abolishing the permit system, 15 and by taking an almost 
total hands off approach to the use of pesticides by state agencies on state lands and rights 
of way. The proposed regulations, for example, do not contain any requirement (or provide 
any mechanism to ensure) that ADEC 

• review, evaluate, monitor, or control an applicator agency's pesticide spray 
operation; 

• evaluate a proposal to use pesticides to determine if the spray operation would have 
an unreasonable adverse effect; 

• review, evaluate, or approve an 1PM; 
• monitor or otherwise test for an applicator agency's compliance with an 1PM or with 

the EPA label; 
• obtain the information necessary to ensure protection of Alaska's water resources 

(e.g., no requirement or mechanism to identify water bodies or private drinking 
water systems or sources within or in close proximity to water bodies); 

• determine the need for or impose no-spray buffers around water bodies; and 
• provide for public participation in pesticide use decisions. 

ADEC requires that it be notified 15 days in advance of commencement of a spray operation. 
The proposed regulations are silent on the nature, content, and form of the notification 
(e.g., would a quick phone call ... "this is the Alaska Railroad, we are going to spray pesticides 
in 15 days, good bye" ... suffice?). Even if there was guidance on the nature, content, and 

15 For non-aerial, not aquatic applications by state agencies on state lands 
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form of the notice, 15 days provides insufficient time for ADEC to research and understand 
the spray operation enough to justify a "stop" order if warranted. 

ADEC may retain the responsibility to control pesticide use, but it is proposing to so gut 
the regulations that it would be impossible or impractical for ADEC to meaningfully 
exercise its authority to fulfill that responsibility. Pesticide use is a significant public health 
issue, and ADEC, with these proposed regulations, has decided, instead of protecting public 
health and the environment, to step aside, and get out of the way. 

ADEC obscures from the public the true nature of the proposed regulatory changes 

ADEC has provided on its website several documents that contain information about the 
proposed regulatory change. These documents are the primary source of information 
available to the public regarding the proposed changes. The substantive documents are the 
Proposed Regulation Change Fact Sheet, the Public Notice, and the Regulation Amendments. 

The language of these documents is carefully crafted. None of the documents 
straightforwardly or clearly inform the public of the true nature of the change, the essence 
of which is that the current permitting process for the application of pesticides by state 
agencies on state lands and rights of way (with the exception of aerial and aquatic 
applications) would be abolished. And along with the elimination of the permit 
requirement, things like public participation and process and the identification of water 
bodies and drinking water sources and protection thereof would also be eliminated. 

The documents dance around the subject of permit... throwing out the term "permit-by­
rule" on the Fact Sheet, with no way for the public (even by calling ADEC as I did) to find out 
what that means. "Permit-by-rule" may be a red herring, but we don't really know. 

The Regulation Amendments document does not provide a before and after red-lined 
version that would clearly show the wording of the regulation as it exists now, the changes, 
and the proposed version. A person would have to locate the current version of Chapter 90 
to get the full picture, and it is not so easy to find a version of Chapter 90 that you know is 
current. 

And, the Public Notice discusses permits, but the first word in the sentence that mentions 
permits is "Clarifying ... . " The word "clarifying" means to "make intelligible, to free from 
ambiguity." It doesn't mean "get rid of" or "eliminate." 

ADEC is deceiving the public by withholding or obscuring essential information about these 
proposed regulatory changes. ADEC has not reasonably informed the public as to the 
nature and scope of these proposed changes. The public process is therefore not 
legitimate. 
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Public Comment Deadline Extension 

ADEC is putting these proposed changes out for public comment for 72 days, but it is doing 
so in the heart of summer recreational and business activity, which occupies most folks this 
time of year. The fact that folks are pre-occupied during the summer months means that 72 
days isn't enough. These proposed changes are drastic, and the public is being removed 
from the process. ADEC must be aware that if folks were clearly informed of the content 
and implications of the proposed changes they would loudly object. 

ADEC has received a number of requests, some from state legislators, to extend the 
comment period until things settle down from the hustle and bustle of summer. ADEC has 
chosen to deny those requests. 

I see a certain irony in this. These rule changes are out for public comment at a time when 
folks are out trying to catch salmon in their favorite stream, completely unaware of the 
possibility that by this time next year their stream may be contaminated by pesticides 
(potentially including 2.4-D) sprayed to the water's edge and seeping or blowing into the 
water itself. 

ADEC's lack and mischaracterization of information coupled with ADEC's refusal to extend 
the comment period to a time when folks can focus on something other than enjoying 
summer or running a business at the busiest time of year, means that the public is being 
deprived of its right to meaningfully be heard on the proposed changes. 

Detail comments on each stipulation of the proposed regulations 

These are my detail comments on each stipulation of the proposed new regulations. The 
regulation language16 is in italics; my comments are in normal text, bold, and indented. 

Below I describe deficiencies in the proposed new regulations. These deficiencies support 
the above conclusion that these proposed regulations represent an dereliction of ADEC's 
duty to protect human health and the environment and to engage the public in meaningful 
participation. These deficiencies also show that ADEC has drafted these proposed 
regulations carelessly, apparently without a great deal of thought to the consequences to 
public health and the environment. 

18 MC 90. 500 is being amended to read: 
11 AAC 90.500. Permit for certain public pesticide programs or projects: Except as provided in 
18 AAC 90.510, a government entity may not, without first obtaining a permit issued by the 

16 Regulation language is taken directly from the .pdf document available on the ADEC website at 
http://dec.alaska.gov/eh/docs/pest/Pesticide%20Amendments%20Public%20Notice%20Version%20M 
ay%2021 %202012.pdf 
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department, direct, carry out, allow, or participate in the spraying or application of a pesticide in any 
program or project, intended to apply pesticides to private property. 
18 AAC 90.500 (a)(1) is repealed. 
18 AAC 90.500(a)(2) is repealed. 

The focus of this comment letter is to object to the repeal of the permit system 
currently required to authorize the application of pesticides by state agencies to 
state lands and rights of way. 

However, in addition, I find the change in language with respect to private property 
also to be problematic. The proposed language " ... intended to apply ... " contrasts 
with the existing language "if that spraying or application affects property owned 
separately by two or more persons." The proposed language Is carefully crafted to 
eliminate the need for a permit unless there is a specific Intention of a state agency 
to spray on private property. ADEC itself recognizes that spray applications involve 
the potential and likelihood of drift and It recognizes that pesticides migrate in 
soils. 

Since the proposed regulations fail to provide a mechanism to impose no-spray 
buffers to private property (or to anything else), a state agency spraying to the 
edge of its land or right of way, would expect (due to migration and drift and post­
spray dust or debris blown by the wind) that adjoining private property would in 
most cases be affected. The existing regulation uses the word "affects" and thus 
accounts for this occurrence. Substituting the "Intended" language sidesteps the 
requirement to obtain a permit, and thus eliminates the public's and the property 
owner's ability to participate in the permitting decision. 

AOEC's apparent lack of regard for how private property, and the health of 
property owners, would be affected by the proposed regulations leads one to the 
conclusion that ADEC is placing too much emphasis on "streamlining" the use of 
pesticides and not enough on doing its job of protecting public health and the 
environment. 

The existing 90.SOO(a)(2) should not be repealed and should remain in effect. 

18 AAC 90 is amended by adding a new section to read: 
18 AAC 90.640. Pesticide applications on state land. (a) Pesticide applications on land 
owned or leased by an agency of the state, or a right-of-way managed by it, are authorized if: 

(1) the application follows a written Integrated Pest Management plan appropriate for the pest of 
concern pursuant to 18 AAC 90. 645, and adopted by the agency applying the pesticide; 
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The guidance provide on .645 is vague, general, and inadequate and substantially 
simply outlines existing department pollcy17• See comments under proposed .645 
below. 

(2) the Integrated Pest Management plan is published on the department's website; 

Conceptually, it is good to have an Integrated Pest Management {1PM) plan, to 
have It published on ADEC's website, and have it available so that it can be viewed 
by the public. But these regulations fall far short of how an 1PM plan should be 
developed and administered. For example, 

It is disturbing that the proposed regulations do not require ADEC to review and 
evaluate the 1PM plan, and make a decision to approve It, disapprove It, or approve 
with conditions. 

It is also disturbing that the public is provided no opportunity to comment on the 
plan and have those comments incorporated into the decision-making process. 

And it is disturbing that the requirements for the content of the plan are 
inadequate to ensure that meaningful, useful, and consistent plans are developed 
and implemented. 

See also my comments under .645 below. 

(3) notification has been provided at least 30 days before the application, or 30 days before the first 
application of a multi-application project, by mail, return receipt requested, to public drinking water 
system owners and operators as defined in 18 AAC 80 if the application will occur within 200 feet of 
the water source; 

I am troubled by the fact that this (3) is limited to public water systems and that 
no-spray buffers are not required. Also troubling is that this (3) is limited only to 
notification to the owners/operators that spraying will occur. There is nothing else 
in (3): no opportunity for the owner/operator to object in any way ... no 
opportunity the owner/operator to participate in the decision to use a pesticide, no 
opportunity to request, much less require, a no-spray buffer, and no opportunity 
for the public (those who drink the water, for Instance) to participate In any way. 

In addition, this (3) fails to consider private water wells or water systems. There is 
no other provision, here or elsewhere within these proposed new regulations, that 
considers private water wells or drinking water systems ... no provisions to identify 
private wells, no opportunity for the private well users to participate in the 
decision to use pesticides, no no-spray buffers. 

17 ADEC website, Pesticide Control Program, Factsheets, 1PM (Integrated Pest Management) More 
Effective Pest Control 
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Furthermore, there is no provision in this (3) or anywhere else in the proposed new 
regulations that requires the identification of water bodies in proximity or within a 
spray area. There is no provision, in this (3) or anywhere else in the proposed new 
regulations that requires that no-spray buffers be imposed to prevent the 
pesticides from reaching the waters of the state. 

The citation 18 AAC 80 is incomplete, and would require the reader to search the 
entire chapter to figure out (guess at?) the specific provision cited. 

This (3) also fails to provide guidance as to what information must accompany a 
notification (e.g., identification and description of the pesticide and pesticide 
formulation being sprayed, how much, when ... etc. ) and there is no guidance as to 
whether notification is required if there Is a change In the operation, such as 
change in the pesticide formulation (e.g., a switch from Aquamaster to the Oust 
Extra/RazorPro/SWS formulation of the ARRC's 2006 proposal). 

(4) the pesticide will be applied by an applicator certified by the department; 

I agree that pesticides should be applied by a competent and properly trained 
applicator, but there is no provision for ADEC to be informed of even the name of 
the applicator, much less evidence of his proper certification and other credentials, 
as currently required under 90.515(13). Currently, an applicator agency must 
provide ADEC (and the public) "evidence that a person who directs, carries out, or 
participates in a pesticide program or project described in 18 AAC 90.500 or 18 AAC 
90.505 has working knowledge of the pesticides to be applied, the necessary safety 
precautions, and potential impact on the environment; the evidence required by 
this paragraph must include proof of appropriate certification under 18 AAC 90.300 
- 18 AAC 90.315." This requirement would not apply, under the proposed new 
regulations, to the terrestrial spraying of pesticides by state agencies to state lands. 

(5) public notice of the application is provided in accordance with 18 AAC 90.640 (b); 

See my comments under .640(b). 

(6) the department is notified fifteen days in advance of an application on a parcel of land one acre or 
more in size, or greater than one mile in length; 

It is troubling that ADEC's only involvement in the terrestrial use of pesticides by 
state agencies on state land is a 15 day notice, with no guidance on what that 
means. I elaborate on this in section ADEC is abdicating its fundamental duty 
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Turning first to the wording of (6), which is confusing and internally inconsistent 
(i.e., with respect to "one acre or more in size" versus "greater than one mile in 
length." What exactly is the purpose of the "greater than one mile in length" 
clause? An acre is 43,560 square feet. A mile is 5280 lineal feet. A width of 8.25 
feet over one mile would equal one acre. If the railroad, for example, wanted to 
spray one mile of mainline track, 16 feet wide, would it need to notify AOEC? The 
spray area would be 1.93 acres, which means (since it is greater than one acre) 
notification would be required, but it is not over a mile in length, which means 
notification would not be required. It is confusing because application coverage is 
an "area" measurement, not a "lineal" measure. When one buys a can of paint, 
coverage is stated in square feet, not in lineal feet. This is just one of many 
indications that ADEC has put little serious thought in drafting these proposed 
regulations. 

This (6) does not provide any guidance as to what a notification must contain. It 
doesn't even require that the notification be in writing. Is a phone call sufficient? 
What information must be provided to ADEC? Is such information as the time, 
location, purpose for the application, pesticide formulation, overview of the 
project, the name of the applicator, application method, quantity of pesticide, rate 
of application, etc. required? 

(7) a record of pesticide use and notification is maintained by the land manager for five years and must 
be produced to the department upon request; 

This (7) does not provide guidance as to specifically what information and data 
must be recorded and retained. Without guidance and standards for Information 
and data collection and retention, the records will most assuredly be widely 
inconsistent among the agencies and be generally Insufficient for any meaningful 
pesticide control or monitoring purposes. 

(8) if 50 pounds or more of pesticides are used annually, the land manager must 
post a report each year on the land manager's website that describes how much of each product 
was used and where; and 

This (8) is another example of the fact that ADEC, in proposing these new 
regulations, falls to recognize that pesticides vary in their toxicity, persistence, and 
migration characteristics. The fact is, some pesticides represent a greater risk to 
human health and the environment than others. These proposed new regulations 
fail to recognize, much less manage, this risk, as explained above under ''The 
proposed regulatory changes fail to consider the risk to human health and 
environmental of different pesticide formulations." Fifty pounds of one 
formulation, in terms of risk to human health and the environment, can be equal to 
a teaspoon of another. 
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This (8) says only that the report contain "how much of each product was used and 
where." This (8) severely reduces current information retention requirements, and 
is not sufficient to serve a useful purpose in monitoring and controlling the use of 
pesticides. 

It is unclear whether 18 AAC 90.535 would apply if the proposed regulations were 
adopted. This ambiguity should be addressed. 90.535 provides useful information: 
(1) the dates of the treatment; 
(2) the total amount of each pesticide used; 
(3) an assessment of the success or failure of the treatment; 
(4) any observed effect on human health, safety, or welfare, animals, or the 
environment; 
(5) monitoring results, if under this chapter, the department required the 
permittee to conduct monitoring; and 
(6) records required to be kept under 18 AAC 90.400- 18 AAC 90.420 

This information, specified in 90.535 should be gathered, reported to ADEC, and 
retained for all spray operations, both public and private. This recommendation 
would mean that large private landowners such as farms would be required to 
gather and report this information to ADEC. 

(9) the department is granted access to the property without prior approval during 
pesticide applications. 

This (9) implies that ADEC contemplates the possibility of its looking at a particular 
spray operation, although the proposed regulations are silent on the necessity, 
frequency, purpose, nature, or scope of such a visit, or whether it would be in 
response to an emergency, public complaint, etc. 

(b} If specific notice requirements under 18 AAC 90.625 or 18 AAC 90.630 do not 
apply, the agency applying the pesticide on a parcel of land one acre or more in size, or greater 
than one mile in length, must publish two consecutive notices of the pesticide application in a 
newspaper of general circulation in the affected area. The notice must be completed at least 30 
days prior to application, and must include: 

See (6) above for my comment objecting to the "or greater than one mile In length" 
threshold language. My concern applies as well to the language in this (b). 

In addition, a "newspaper of general circulation in the affected area" is not 
sufficient notice" is not adequate notice. A lot of people do not read the 
newspaper these days, and those who do rarely read the notices section. This 
notification method would reach few people. 

There should be a provision for posting notices in a central place such as the ADEC 
website. The public cannot be expected to periodically search through or negotiate 
the website of every state agency. There should be a central email list maintained 
so that concerned folks can be asked to notified in advance of all spraying. There 
should be an RSS feed or equivalent that folks could sign up for. There should be 
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physical notification on-site on the perimeter of, and various points within, a spray 
area. This is especially important along the railroad and state rights of way. There 
should be radio announcements (e.g., KTNA in Talkeetna) wherever possible. 
There should be notices posted at railroad depots if the railroad is spraying. All of 
the above should be required by regulation. 

Line item (2) "pesticides to be used" is not specific or detailed enough. The 
railroad, for example, could list Solution Water Soluble (SWS) described above. It 
would not have to notify the public that the only active ingredient is 2.4.-D {also 
described above). The notification needs to include this type of detailed 
information. 

This (b) fails to provide guidance as to whether notification is required if there is a 
change in the operation, such as a change In the pesticide formulation (such as a 
switch from Aqua master to the Oust Extra/RazorPro/SWS formulation of the 
ARRC's 2006 proposal). Such an action has significant public and environmental 
health implications, and the public should know about it. 

Clearly, this (b) does not provide for reasonable public notification in advance of 
the application of pesticides or broadcast chemicals. 

(1) location of the proposed activity; 
(2) pesticides to be used; 
(3) the target species for the pesticide application; 
( 4) the method of applying the pesticides; and 
(5) how the public can receive more information . 

This list of required information should also include the date spraying is to 
commence and when it Is to end. 

(c) Multiple pesticide applications can occur during one calendar year. Prior to the first 
application of the year during a multi-application project, notice must be provided pursuant to 
(a)(2) and (b}. The notice must also provide an approximate number of applications for the 
proposed project. 

This (c) refers to (a)(2) and (b). My objections and concerns for (a)(2), (a)(3) and (b) 
apply to this (c) as well. And, is (a)(2) a typo; should it be (a)(3)? 

(d) The following pesticide applications are not subject to the requirements of this 
section: 
(1) application of antimicrobial pesticides; 
(2) application of pesticides on a total of less than 1 acre of land during a 
calendar year; 
(3) application of pesticides on less than a total of 1 linear mile during a calendar 
year; 
(4) personal use insect repellent products; and 
(5) application of pesticides inside buildings or structures. 
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This (d) contains my same concern and objection about the inconsistent and 
confusing use of the one acre vs one linear mile language that I have expressed 
above. 

18 AA C 90 is amended by adding a new section to read: 
18 AAC 90.645. Integrated Pest Management Plan. An Integrated Pest Management 
Plan (1PM) establishes a procedure for the use of pesticides in a manner that poses the least 
possible hazard to people, property, and environment whereby pesticides are used only after 
non-chemical methods have failed or are impractical. The 1PM must include a description of: 

(1) the preventive methods used, such as non-chemical practices and sanitation, to 
keep pest problems from occurring; 
(2) the activities to monitor for the presence of pests; 
(3) the thresholds for allowable pest presence; 
(4) when appropriate, the use of mechanical and physical controls to reduce pest 
presence; 
(5) the pesticide products used when determined necessary by the plan; and 
(6) the identity of the person in charge described in 18 AAC 90.650. 

This .645 contains some useful requirements for inclusion in an 1PM plan, and it 
may stimulate some constructive thought on the part of a prospective applicator 
agency, but that is all. Unfortunately, the requirements for the content of an 1PM 
plan are so general and limited that such a plan would be virtually meaningless 
when addressing the risk to human health and the environment. In short, the six 
required topics of an 1PM plan do not comport with the introduction to .645 stating 
that an 1PM "establishes a procedure for the use of pesticides in a manner that 

poses the least possible hazard to people, property, and environment, 
whereby pesticides are used only after non-chemical methods have failed or are 
impractical." 

For example, it is not possible to achieve the "least possible hazard ... " standard 
when there is 

• no requirement for the identification of water bodies, 
• no requirement for the identification of private water wells, 
• no public participation to identify areas such as railroad flagstops or 

biologically sensitive areas so that no-spray buffers can be established, 
• no requirements that water bodies, public water systems, private water 

systems, private property, residences, be buffered by no-spray zones 
• no assurance that pesticides do not reach the waters of the state 
• no recognition of the varying risk profile (i.e., toxicity, persistence, or 

migration characteristics) among various pesticide formulations, other than 
what is on the EPA label. ADEC has shown in the past that the label is 
insufficient to protect the waters of the state 

• and other things required in the existing permitting process 
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I elaborate on these and many other concerns and objections to the proposed new 
regulations in the main text of my comments. 

This .645 also does not provide for public participation in the development of the 
1PM plan. Development of these plans should be a full and meaningful public 
process. 

This .645 also does not provide for ADEC to review, evaluate, modify, and approve 
or deny the 1PM. 

The six requirements of .645 are incomplete and woefully inadequate to 
accomplish the purpose of .645. They are also general and not specific. There are 
no performance standards. For example, the 1PM, according to .645 must include a 
description of "(1) preventative methods used, such as nonchemical practices and 
sanitation, to keep pest problems from occurring;". The 1PM Plan could say under 
this heading: "we tried pulling weeds and it didn't work." Under the regulation, 
that would suffice. There are no performance standards, ADEC isn't required to 
review or evaluate the 1PM, the public is prevented from participating. 

The result will be a wide and inconsistent array of 1PM plans among the various 
agencies. Some agencies would probably make a good faith effort to achieve the 
purpose of .645, but many would lack the resources or expertise to do it right. And 
the lack of public and ADEC oversight and the lack of strict and specific guidance in 
the regulations will make protection of human health and the environment highly 
unlikely. 

18 AAC 90 is amended by adding a new section to read: 
18 AAC 90.650. Person in charge. The agency performing a pesticide project or 
program shall identify a person in charge to oversee pest control. That person will: 
(1) develop and implement an Integrated Pest Management Plan in accordance with 
18 AAC 90.645; 
(2) ensure compliance with the Integrated Pest Management Plan; 
(3) review and update the Integrated Pest Management Plan every 2 years; 
(4) act as the point of contact for information on the pesticide project or program for the 
department and for the public; and 
(5) when appropriate under the Integrated Pest Management Program, approve the use of 
pesticides and ensure they are used in compliance with this chapter. 

This .650 is a tall order, and what ADEC is proposing would be quite a burden to 
impose on the applicator agencies. ADEC is shifting the responsibility/authority for 
the safe, proper, and legal handling of use of pesticides from itself to the various 
state applicator agencies. Should these proposed regulations be adopted, ADEC 
would be requiring an applicator agency to have a detailed knowledge of the many 
laws and regulations governing pesticide handling and use. It would also require 
that the applicator agencies gain a practical and technical knowledge of pesticide 
handling and use, and the effect on human health and the environment of the 
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various formulations. This would be a burden on the individual agencies, and 
certainly on the "person in charge" who becomes accountable, and a strain on the 
normal agency budgets, In an effort to save money, corners would be cut, and 
public health and the environment would suffer. In addition, the economies of 
scale associated with centralizing this knowledge and experience within ADEC 
would be lost as each applicator agency would have to reinvent the wheel. It is 
not realistic to expect that a 'person in charge' model would result in the 
development of effective pesticide control, such that human health and the 
environment is protected, in each of the applicator agencies. 

Conclusion 

These regulatory changes proposed by ADEC represent a sea change in the way pesticides 
are controlled, or in this case, not controlled, in Alaska. 

How and to what extent pesticides are used in Alaska is a significant public and 
environmental health issue. With these proposed regulations, ADEC is poised to take Alaska 
down the same unfortunate path followed by most states in the lower 48 ... the misuse and 
overuse of pesticides. 

I don't know anybody who thinks that the misuse and overuse of pesticides is a good thing. 
And yet, this would be the exact outcome that ADEC is now proposing to impose on the 
citizens and environment of Alaska. 

Regulation should never be amended in a vacuum, without knowledge of the extent and 
effect of pesticide use that is occurring today. Does ADEC have data indicating whether or 
not pesticides are currently being misused or overused in Alaska, on both private and public 
lands and rights of way? Does ADEC know the proportion of pesticide use that occurs in 
Alaska is on state lands versus private lands? Does ADEC have meaningful data on the 
human health and environmental effects of pesticide use in Alaska? I suspect the answer to 
these questions is "no", for, according to ADEC's Karin Hendrickson," ... possibly start doing 
water monitoring, which is not something we currently do, to see if there are pesticides 
getting into the environment that we don't know about."18 

ADEC should know the answers to these questions, as it would enable ADEC to then 
determine to how best to monitor and control pesticide use in order to protect human 
health and the environment. If it would require additional funding to gather this data, then 
ADEC should seek additional funding. 

18 KTNA news report June 21, 2012 
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And yet, without such information and data, ADEC is proposing to throw out a pesticide 
permitting process that plays a crucial role in protecting human health and the environment. 
The proposed regulations would fail the public in many ways, among them: 

• failure to allow the public to be heard on this very important public health issue: 
the use of pesticides 

• failure to identify and protect water bodies and drinking water systems 
• failure to contemplate and establish no-spray buffers necessary to protect human 

health and the environment 
• failure to recognize and consider varying levels of risk to human health and the 

environment represented by the various pesticides 
• failure to recognize that EPA label is not sufficient to account for risk to human 

health and the environment 
• failure to recognize that the best judgment of an applicator agency is insufficient 

to protect human health and the environment 
• failure to protect from contamination the places where people congregate 
• failure to provide reasonable notice to help prevent the public from being 

involuntarily or unknowingly exposed to the toxic chemicals 
• failure to protect private property. 

These are significant "failures," which demonstrate that ADEC, under these proposed 
regulations, would be abdicating, in a big way, its fundamental duty to protect human health 
and the environment. And it is proposing to do so for reasons that are without merit, 
especially when compared to the enormous public harm that would surely result if these 
regulatory changes were adopted. 

And, further, ADEC has concealed or mischaracterized the true nature and scope of the 
proposed regulation changes, to the extent that precludes meaningful, informed comment 
by the general public. 

ADEC should abandon and discard these proposed regulatory changes. They are contrary to 
the public interest and adopting them would have unreasonable adverse effect on human 
health and the environment. 

Sincerely, 

~h 
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/ ·, 

Pat Kemp, Commi.ssioner 
Alaska Department of Transportation 
PO Box 112506 
Joneau,AK 99811 

HAINES BOROUGH,.ALASKA 
P.O. BOX 1209, HAINES, ALASKA 99827 

Administration 907.766.2231 • (fax) 907,766.2716 
Tourism 907.766.2234 • (fax} 907.766.3155 

Police Dept. 907.766.212·1 • (fax} 907.766.2128 
Fire Dept. 907.766.2155 • (fax) 907.766.3373 

Jun~ 25,2013 

Re: Herbicide and Pesticide use in the Haines Borough 

The Alaska Department of Fnvironmental Conservation's decision earlier this year to 
eliminate the public review process and permitting requirements for using chemicals on 
state lands deeply concerns the Haines Borough. At a minimum, the Haines Borough 
requests that DEC reinstate a public review process, including right of appeal, for the 
potential use of herbicides and pesticides within the borough. 

Most of the Haines Borough roadways lie adjacent to, or cross anadromous streams and 
salmon habitat. The Haines Highway passes through the world class Alaska Chilkat Bald 
Eagle Preserve, home to the largest gathering of Bald Eagles. Spraying herbicides and 
pesticides has the p.otential to harm tf}e ~nvironment, fish, wildlife, and human health. 
Healthy salmon returns for commercial, sport and subsistence fisheries provide major 
economic benefit to Southeast Alaskans. There is a wealth of $cientific literature that 
links pesticide and herbicide contamination with salmon mortality as well as non-lethal 
impacts that result in. lowered survival rates. Many salmon spawn in waterways adjacent 
to Haines' roadways. The commercial value of the Lynn Canal salmon fishery ranges 
from $1 million to $3 .4 million annually. 

Pesticide and herbicide use near residences and areas that our citizens use for gathering 
food, medicinal substances, or craft materials is inherently dangerous. Use within 
watersheds that provide drinking water for communities or individuals also poses serious 
threats. Pesticides and herbicides contain toxic chemicals which rapidly disperse in our 
local rainforest environment. They have been linked with numerous environmentally 
caused cancers and may have additional detrimental effects that are presently unknown. 

Article 10 of the State Constitution clearly provides broad powers to local governments. 
Home Rule local governments enjoy even broader powe~. Article 10, Section 11 of 



,J 

,, 

}~ 
J 

,) 

Alaska's Constitution provides that: "A home rule boroueh or city may exergse all 
Jeaislative::pow:ers not,prohibited by law or by cluqter, Adoption of a Home Rule charter 
promotQs maximum local self-&<>~mment to the 1reatest extent possible," 

In the past, the community of Haines has opposed the spraying of toxic herbicides or 
pesticid~s-ajong bqi:ough roadwan and on public lands. The Haines Borough continues 
to strongly oppose the use of herbicides and pestiddes on roadways and public lands in 
the borough. 

Protecting our residents and the environme~t from potential damage caused by using 
toxic chemicals along roadways in the Chilkat and Chilkoot watersheds and within the 
Alaska Chilkat Bald-Eagle Preserve~ of utmost importance to the Haines Borough. 

Thank you for-your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerelr, 

f°>kn~ 
Step~ie Scott 
Mayor, Haines Borough 

Cc: Senator Bert Stedman 
Representative Jonathan Kreiss-Tomkins 
Representative Les Gara 
Al Clough, Assistant Commissioner 
Matt Boron, DOT, Haines 



July 19, 2013 

Municipality of Skagway 
GATEWAY TO TIIB KLONDIKE 

P.0.B0X415 SKAGWAY, ALASKA 99840 

(PHONE) 907-983-2297 - Fax 907-983-2151 

WWW.SKAGWA Y.ORG 

Patrick J. Kemp, Commissioner 
Dept. of Transportation & Public Facilities 
State of Alaska 
P.O. Box 112506 
Juneau, AK 99811 

RE: ADOT &PF Herbicide Use in the Skagway Borough 

The Municipality of Skagway opposes the use of herbicides and pesticides as a maintenance tool 
for vegetation control measures on Alaska Dept. of Transportation & Public Facilities 
(ADOT &PF) owned or leased lands and facilities within the Skagway Borough. 

About 27% of the land in the Skagway Borough is State-owned and managed; this land includes 
State Street, Dyea Road and the local airport, all of which are significantly utilized by local 
residents and seasonal visitors and represent the bulk of the main transportation corridors within 
the Borough. The care and maintenance of these areas is integral to the viability of the 
community, and this maintenance has the potential to affect not only Skagway' s quality of life, 
but also the health of its citizens and natural surroundings. 

State Street runs through the middle of the Skagway townsite, with residential homes and local 
businesses bordering it along its entire length. The Dyea Road provides access not only to more 
residential areas, but also to remote, natural recreational areas that are highly valued by locals. 
The airport in Skagway is closely bordered on the west side by the Skagway River, and on the 
east by residential areas. 

ADOT&PF's Integrated Vegetation Management Plan of June 2013 specifies that the agency 
intends to begin using herbicide as a vegetation control tool to "provide improved maintenance 
service and public safety in a more cost-effective manner." The Municipality of Skagway 
maintains that the use of herbicides for the maintenance of vegetation has the potential to 
negatively affect the health and safety of the public as well as the natural environment, at a cost 
that may be unquantifiable. 

The ADOT&PF's vegetation management plan lists alternative preventative and mechanical 
methods of vegetation maintenance that include mowing, brush cutting, hydro-axing and 



burning. The Municipality of Skagway asks that these alternative methods are solely used in the 
maintenance of vegetation in the Skagway Borough. as they are highly preferable fur 
maintaining the quality of life and health of the borough's citizens and natural surroundings and 
for substantially reducing possible negative effects known to be caused by the use of hemicides. 

Sincerely, 

,/4;~ 
Stan Selmer 
Borough Mayor 
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Petersburg Vessel Owners Association 
P0Box232 

Petersburg, AK 99833 
Phone & Fax: 907 772..9323 

pvoa@gci.net • www.pvoaonline.org 
August 2~, 2013 

Commissioner Patrick J. Kemp 
Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities 
PO Box 112500 ' 
3132 Channel Drive 
Juneau, Alaska 99811-2500 

Via email: dQ11commissioner@alaska.gov 
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certffied airports, accessible non-certffied airnorts, and ~acilities in complfance with their EPA 
approved labels. " .. Aquamaster ... may be used to control vegetation within aquatic areas, if 
needed, only after an Alaska Pollution Discharg'!. E.Jimination System Pesticide General Permit 
and a Pesticide Use Permit are obtained." While.the EPA considers herbicides containing 
Glyphosate minimally toxic to humans.and safe (or use in aquatic environments, a peer­
reviewed study published in the April, 2013 edition of the scientific journal Entropy1 presents 
data and results disputing EPA's assertions of low toxicity an<tsafety. As stated in the Abstract, 
Discussion and Conclusi~11s sectior.,s: 

Sincerely, 

~~ .. £~ · 
Brian Lynch · · 
Executive Director 

. ' : I , 

CC:•:Go.v. Sean Parnell, Sen. Dentiis1Egan, Sen. Bert Stedman, Rep. Beth Kerttula, Rep. Cathy 
Munoz,1Rep. Jonathan 1Kreis!r. Tomkins, Rep. Peggy Wilson; Stefanie.Moreland, ADF&G · 
Comr:nissior:ier Cora:Campbell ·· ,:; ':· , 

1Samsel, S.; Seneff, S. Glyphosate's suppression of cytoc~me P450 enzymes and amino acid biosynthesis by the 
gut microbiome: Pathways to modem diseases. Entropy 2013, 15, 1416-1463. 
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A non-proftt, COIIUllUDity senice organi2llion 

Alaska Railroad 
Stephanie Wheeler - Corporate Comm. Officer 
Clark Hopp .. Vice President of Engineering 

May 7, 2013 

The Talkeetna. Community Council Inc. met last night for it's regular monthly meeting 
where we responded to numerous citizen concerns regarding the ARR's upcoming plan 
to apply herbicide's to the rail in our area . According to a notice posted on the ARR 
web site, and Tom Brooks who was present at the meeting, this spraying is poised to 
commerce next week. 

1.) TTCI REQUESTS ARR SUSPEND SPRAYING FROM MP 225 TO MP 232 
(Craver's Right of Way Farm to the end of the Chase Trail) 

These miles of track pass through or within close proximity to: a farm, a playground, an 
ARR depot with tourists, a camper park, a restaurant, an active heli pad, a crossing 
frequented by bicyclists, a Princess bus loading area, the National Park Service 
residence, Talkeetna's public water source, and the Chase Trail used recreationally. 

The herbicide Oust Extra has specifically stated on it's label that it is not to be applied in 
recreational areas. The section of track noted above is used recreationally. Tom 
Brooks has confirmed that application of the herbicide will follow guidelines on the label. 

2.) NOTIFICATION OF SPRAYING • TCCI requests that the ARR actively 
contact residents ~of the Chase area to identify flagstop mile posts and drinking 
water sources within 200 feet of the tracks for suspension of spraying. No 
spraying should be conducted within 200 feet of a flagstop, drinking water 
source, or water body. 

Local residents have taken the initiative to put PSA's ( public service announcements) 
on our local KTNA radio to alert flagstop users that they can submit locations to ARR. 
Residents of the Chase area do not have access to newspapers - especially during 
break up. TCCI has reviewed the notice on the ARR site and finds it inadequate. It 

Talkeetna Community Counc,~ Inc. 
P.O. Box 608, Talkeetna AK 99676 
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• TCCl_is alarmed that tt\e ARR does not appear to have a plan for how water _bodi~s and 
'\· flagstops will be identified and OIJlitted from spraying. Tom Brooks was askea what 

~: s~stem-is in place for this critical safety rrieasure req1.1ired in_t~e IVMP - he was· 
specifisally asked if the blue and white\color cqded tie marking system from the 2010 

:. . Sewarct to Indian application would oe used in 2013 - he was clear that tt would not. 
He stated vague y_ that a GPS system would be used but provided no details of the 

1 procedures. -

The*impencting spra i!)g will occu" in the next weeks - it is imperative the affected 
cpmmunities tiave detailed information atiout the safety and no spray buffer plan. 
Stephanie Wheeler states in-a letter to Talkeetna resident Becky, Lo,ng "ARR will use 
appropriate m, thods ~1:Jch as a P.ilot car and· setbacks" to protect'water. · 

... l ., •. 

TCCI adamantly/ requ~sts a pilot car be requited during ALL herbicide application 
and specifically froin Sunshlne"through1the Hurricane Tum route. It is common 
knowledge that this stretch of track is both residential and used recreationally. It is in 
clos~_proximity to the Susitna and~lndian Rivers, and is actively advertised by the ARR 
as,_a tourism pestination. ( Gold Creek area will also host several work camps this 
season for Susitna .Watana studies - one of which is adjacent to the rail and bridge) 

TCCI has con'sistintly l>ien opposecl to the ARR use of herbicides. It Is a hazard 
to humans, fish, wil~U,e and all aspects of the ecosystem. The systematic 
reniovaJ of the DEC public process concerning herbicide application allows for no 
oversight or participation from those who will be adversely affected. 

We look forward to a timely response to our requests. 
Sincerely, 

Whitney Wolff 
Talkeetna Community Council, Inc. 

Talkeetna Community Counat Inc. 
P.O. Box 608, Talkeetna AK 99676 
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P1iTERSBURO 
ALASKA 

June 1'7, 2013 

Commissioner Patrick J. Kemp, 
Department of Trans·portation & Public Facilities 
PO Box 112500 .. 
3132 Channel Drive 
juneau, Alaska 99811-2500 

Re: Herbicide and Pesticide applications In the Petersburg f3orough 

Dear Commi~ioner Kemp; 

The Petersburg Borough has learned that earJler this spring, regulations were adopted 
that would allow state agencies to apply herbicides and pesticides on state property 
and rights of way without obtaining a permit from the Department of Environ·mental 
Conservation and without public review. The Petersburg Borough Is very concerned 
that this action denies our citizens the right to participate In the decision-making 
process and jeopardizes our community. The broad application of herbicides and 
pesticides can and does affect drinking water, aquatic habitat, and Impacts traditional 
food gathering areas. · In addition, this process exposes our children and pets to 
harmful, possibly carcinogenic, toxins. 

These regulations were adopted despite widespread public opposition across the state. 
The people of Alaska collectively own our public water supply, our fish and our wildlife 
resources. We strongly feel that we should have a voice regarding if and when there 
are any plans which might negatively Impact those resources within our area. The 30-
day notification requirement prior to application that was adopted, allows for no public 
input. This falls way short of providing our citizens a voice. 

Alaska markets our wild salmon to the world by touting our pristine waters. Applying 
toxic chemicals to the upland habitat would certainly make that a questionable claim. 
Spraying our uplands could negatively impact productivity . of local salmon streams. 
Even the small tributaries are important fish rearing habitat. Also, many out-the-road 
residents rely on surface run-off and small streams for their drinking water. Many of our 
residents gather berries, fiddlehead ferns, and other traditional foods along roadways In 
our area. If herbicides and pesticides are applied, there is simply no way to protect 
against contamination. This is particularly true In our island rain forest ecosystem where 
anything applled to the land Is rapidly washed into adjacent waterways and eventually 
into salt water by the rain. 

You may recall that several years ago the Department of Transportation announced 
plans to spray herbicides to control plant growth along Mitkof Highway. The people of 

Borough AC,mlnistration 
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Petersburg expressed strong opposition and that program was stopped before it got 
started. Some were opposed to the visual impact, but most were more concerned that 
toxic residue would contaminate residential runoff-based water supplies and run into 
aquatic habitats and impact fish productivity. Those concerns have not changed. 
ADOT went back to mowing the roadsides and, although that method is more labor 
intensive, it has kept the vegetation down and kept toxic chemicals out of the island's 
water supplies and waterways. 

Article 10 of the State Constitution clearly provides broad powers to local governments. 
Home Rule local governments enjoy even broader powers. Article 10, Section 11 of 
Alaska's Constitution provides that: 11A home rule borough or city may exercise all 
legislative powers not prohibited by law or by charter. Adoption of a Horne Rule 
charter promotes maximum local self-government to the greatest extent possible." 

Given that language in the constitution, it certainly seems that the Borough, not the 
state, should be making the decision on whether or not it is important to protect our 
primary industry and protect the residents of the borough from toxic contamination. 
We feel strongly the large-scale application of herbicides and pesticides should not be 
allowed within our Borough. This Is the bes.t way to protect our citizens and the 
waterways of our community. 

The Borough hopes that It does not have to consider the adoption of an ordinance and 
land use restrictions that will ban the large-scale appllcation of herbicides and 
pesticides within Borough boundaries. At the very least any plans to apply herbicides 
or pesticides should require a public review process and approval by the Assembly 
before application could occur. · 

We would appreciate your Immediate attention to this issue. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Fllnt 

-;;;;;:_:f/4Jt 
Distribution 

KFSK Radio 
Petersburg PIiot 
Senator Dennis Egan (email) 
Representative Beth Kerttula (email) 

Borough Administration 
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".. . 
, State Capitol • 

Juneau, ~aska 9980 I 
, (907) '\6S"6600 

Fax (9,07) 46 -380S 
•' 

. .. 

.. . .. . ..... .... .. 
i' May 9, 2013 

via: email 

. ... 
·oear Mr. Hopp: : , · ' 

,JI. .-,. -· .4' * 1 j 

I ~ave recently become j!Ware of serious concern with the Alaska Railroad's upcoming plan to 
spray hert>icides on the track in the Talkeetna area. While I underst.and the need and 
requirement for the Ai aska' Railroad Co~poration (ARRC) to control vegetation along your 
tracks, and I acknowledge that your-,plan appears to.comply with ttie State regulations 
gpv~rning these ~ctivities, l1write to :urge you to do everything in your power to con'duct this 
project'in a manner respectful of the local resiaents and sensitive to the environment. .., . ·"' .• .. .. . . .. 
ToJhat,_end. I ask that you carefully review the letters directed to you on this issue from the 
Tallceetna Community Council, and other concerned area citizens, and to do all you can to 
accommodate their requests. While·I recognize the track area itself.may not be clas~ified as a 
public area,,the'.~RRC stioul~ take into consideration the community's concerns by not 
spraying herbicides on public areas within the Alaska Railroad Right-of-Way. (Those areas 
include:;parts of the Chase tra'I that lay within the spraying area; any areas where the Chase 
Trail crosses the Alaska Railroad tracks; downtown Talkeetna; the Talkeetna Depot, and the 
area adjacent to the bridge over the Talkeetna River.) . 

•' 

Of particular concem Js Talkeetna's public water source and other water sou~ces used by local 
residents in.the adjacent areas. I suggest the Alaska Railroad continue to work with community 
meinbe1s to identify inciividual home.:site drinking water sources and flag stops used by 
como,u_nity residents to provide an 'adequate set back from those areas. The Alaska Railroad 
musf maintain an adequate distance from these water sources to ensure herbicides do not 
enter _the community's drinking water. Additionally, I strongly urge the ARRC to employ all 
available mean·~ and dilig13nce in order to ensure that the chemicals used in your operation do 
not compromise any area waters; either through direct application, drift or migration. 

' 

To better understand this issue generally, I would appreciate some historic information as to 
why the Alaska Railroad uses herbicides, what other options have been used in the past or 
have been explored as alternatives to herbicide treatment, and what if any emerging 
technology could be considered in lieu of herbicide application. While I understand the 

., 

~ .. 



• 
~ ' • r . :• cc: Tim Sullivan, Manager External Affairs, ARRC 

Whitney Wolff, Talkeetna Community Council, Inc. 
Mr. John Straseriburgh 
Ms. Beck Long 

MD:bwh 



THE STATE 

01ALASKA 
Department of Transportation and 

Public Facilities 

GOVERNOR SEAN PARNELL 

TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT & SECURITY 
Office of the Commissioner 

July 9, 2013 

Vice Mayor, Susan Flint 
Petersburg Borough 
P.O. Box 329 
Petersburg. Alaska 99833 

RE: Response to Herbicide and Pesticide applications in the Petersburg Borough 

Dear Vice Mayor Flint: 

3132 Channel Drive 
P.O . Box 112500 

Juneau. AK 99811-2500 
Main: 907.465-3904 

Fax: 907 .586-8365 
Web: dot.state.ok.us 

Thank you for your letter addressing Petersburg Borough concerns regarding the Alaska 
Department of Environmental Co~ervation (D~C) i:41.ein.aking on the use of pesticides and the 
Alaska Department of Tratispo~ation & P.~blic F aciHties (DOT &PF) possible use of pesticides 
within the Petersburg Borotigh.·c;:ommissi6ner Kemp.has ~sked that i provide a direct response 
to you as I am the DOT&PF Statewid~·Maintenance Engineer and oversee the department's pest 
and vegetation management programs; ' · 

The department is willing to ~9rk w,ith ·Y~-~ and piscuss any pla~s foi:· the application prior to any 
use within borough boyndaries. ~il~ yo~ co1!9~s @ie -~d~ stap9a~l.e,. the Integrated Pest 
Manag~ent plan process (oµ~i ned· ii) detail below)'.provides.for public' notification. DOT &PF's 

,• • . r, ,l , } • .I ,w4\ ,• I ; • , '-t • 

goal of pest manag~ent wtth the, ~,e~t ~~St~le·9az~d t<;> p~pJr, pr(?p..erty.' and the environment, 
by the most econo~1~al m_pll!ls,Jadd[e~s~,;.th~ c<;>hf CJllS of.yo!1.f ~.orou.gh pnd, consequently, 
should remove the'. need fcmthe,borougff:to·consider the adoption of anyJ;pecial ordinance about 
the use of herbicides ~ it~in your jlirisdt~tfon~ , . .. . . . .. - i • ,_' 

• ,4 J~ -!· .• ·:' \.:. ;, "·< .. I,: ''•( ~ .i !::,. •. <f,.._.: • ~ ~ . \ ,. ,~, " • , 

DOT&P~ ov~i f ~~~·~i~~:, ) fferr(~ 1~i~~.8i~?.~~~ji~i~~);,6J.?0~~,les of highway and 
720 pubhc·fac1hties througfiouUlie :state,of Alaslca; The d~artment11s focusing on the safest, 
e~ci~t and m~'st~i~~ff~j~(IP3P.J~~i~~/~f i ts ,.1f!f o~-waf iui~, i~ ~)~ de~elopi~g 
gu1delmes for Veget~~n_!t~~tr£)l ~!h~P ·ctep1lfllI1~1\t nght-of-way. The new gu1deh~e~ will . 
establish maintenance and •operations' intentions to assure citizens safety while operating in the 
department's right-of..way.and's~ thtt°bO,T&Pfn ght-of-way receives continued and scheduled 
vegetation control to the ext~t fe~ibt'Jby the allowable budget. -

1 ..... 

'~ 
DOT &PF has recently posted1aii Integrated-Rest Management (1PM) plan with the DEC, which 

. IJ >: • • ..... ' 

will be internally kno~JlS, ilie DOT &PF Integrated Vegetation Management Program (IVMP). 
IVMP is an effectiye and environmentally sensitive approach to pest/vegetation management that 

"Keep Alask,1 Mo ving througl, se111ice and in.fi·astructure. •· 
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relies on a combination of common-sense practices. IVMPs use current, comprehensive 
information on the life cycles of pests and their interaction with the environment. This 
information, in combination with available pest control methods, is used to manage pest damage 
by the most economical means, and with the least possible hazard to people, property, and the 
environment. 

Th~ new regulation requires that prior to herbicide application the following notification 
requirements must be met: 

• Notification will be provided to ADEC, as required under 18 AAC 90.640(a)(6), not later 
than 15 days before each proposed application, including multiple application projects, as 
defined within 18 AAC 90.640(d). · 

• Two consecutive public notices for planned herbicide applications will be published in a 
newspaper of general circulation in the affected area, no later than 30 days before the date 
of scheduled single or multiple application projects as required by 18 AAC 90.640(b ). 
This notice will include: 

o The location of the application 
o The complete name and EPA registration number of the herbicide(s) 
o The target pests 
o The method of application 
o For multiple application projects, the approximate number of applications to be 

made 
o How the public can receive more information about the proposed application 

Effective vegetation management reduces the risk of functional or structural failure which may 
contribute to crashes, injury, or disruption to travel. Effective vegetation management will help 
limit physical obstruction or restricted visibility and can reduce the severity of run-off-road 
crashes. 

DOT&PF objectives in vegetation management within its road system right-of-ways are in 
accordance with the Guidelines for Vegetation Management, 1st Edition, by the American 
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO). These guidelines define 
three roadside management zones (Zones 1, 2, and 3) from the edge of pavement to improve 
sight distances, maintain access, protect structures, and reduce wildlife strikes. 

The use of herbicide application is expected to significantly improve DOT &PF's ability to 
manage vegetation upon its road right-of-ways, airports, and facilities. While herbicides are 
expected to be a useful tool in managing vegetation, we are all citizens who also care about 
Alaska's environment; herbicide application must be done in an environmentally responsible 
manner. 

In selecting herbicides suitable for DOT &PF use, consideration will be given to habitat 
conditions in and adjacent to DOT&PF lands. Aquatic habitats, such as wetlands, streams and 
roadside conveyances, are common upon DOT &PF lands. The boundaries of these aquatic 
habitats can often only be determined by trained environmental professionals. These aquatic 
habitats often are hydrologically connected via surface flow to salmon-bearing streams and 
rivers. 



A federal lawsuit in Washington State necessitated environmental reviews of some herbicides 
and their impact on federally listed salmon species under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 
This environmental review has resulted in a list of which herbicides that require a no-spray 
buffer zone around salmon-bearing streams. While this list was developed to address ESA-listed 
salmon species in Washington State, DOT&PF will select herbicides that either do not require 
no-spray buffer zones around salmon-bearing streams or were not included as part of the lawsuit. 

Additionally, the climactic conditions throughout the state result in unique soil conditions which 
can impede the breakdown of some types of herbicides. Given these environmental conditions, 
DOT &PF has selected broad spectrum herbicides approved by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) for use in aquatic conditions. Those herbicides containing active 
ingredients which have been shown to have a long residence time within Alaskan soils, such 
trifluralin and chlorsulfuron, will be avoided. 

Please see the DEC web site (http://dec.alaska.gov/eh/pest/pe.htm) or the DOT &PF Maintenance 
& Operations web site (http://www.dot.state.ak.us/stwdmnoD to view the IVMP. If you have any 
additional concerns regarding the IVMP, please feel free to contact me directly at your 
convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Michael J. Coffey 
Chief, Statewide Maintenance and Operations 
Office of the Commissioner 

cc: Commissioner Patrick J. Kemp, P.E. 



August19,2013 

Commissioner Patrick J Kemp, and 
Michael J. Coffey, Statewide Maintenance and Operations 
Department of Transportation & Public Facilities 
PO Box 112500 
3132 Channel Drive 
Juneau, Alaska 99811-2500 

Re: Reply to response to Herbicide and Pesticide applications in the Petersburg Borough 

Dear Commissioner Kemp and Mr. Coffey, 

We are in receipt of your July 9 letter addressing the Petersburg Borough's June 17 letter of 
concern regarding the regulations adopted by the State of Alaska allowing for the broad 
application of herbicides and pesticides on state property and rights of way without first 
obtaining a permit from the Department of Environmental Conservation and without public 
review. Unfortunately, we view your reply as totally unresponsive to our concerns. Our 
concerns are focused on the effects of the contamination of aquatic habitats and the 
transmission of that contamination into fish and other aquatic resources and seafood that are 
not only consumed by residents of the Petersburg Borough but are harvested commercially and 
marketed globally. Regrettably, your letter is merely a reiteration of the Integrated Vegetation 
Management Program (IVMP) and the regulations allowing the broad-based pesticide/herbicide 
application. Your letter completely ignores our primary concerns regarding that application and 
the lack of citizen input into the appropriateness of the application of toxic chemicals to areas 
where they eventually will enter the aquatic environments. It also ignores our concerns 
regarding contamination of drinking water, impacts to harvesters of berries and other edibles 
along roadways, and other concerns. 

The seafood industry and the State of Alaska has invested millions of dollars in marketing 
efforts touting the sustainability, and health benefits of consuming wild Alaska seafood (as was 
pointed out in our June 17 letter). The foundation of that marketing effort is absolutely 
dependent upon Alaska's pristine waters uncontaminated with toxic chemicals. Any suspicion 
that Alaska seafood could be contaminated with pesticide/herbicide residue could do irreparable 
harm to that marketing effort and the seafood industry itself which is the lifeblood of the 
Petersburg Borough economy. 

Your letter points out that "DOT&PF has selected broad spectrum herbicides approved by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for use in aquatic conditions". The IVMP Table 1, 
POTENTIAL HERBICIDES TO BE USED BY ADOT&PF, lists those herbicides approved for 
aquatic environments which includes Aquamaster® (active ingredient Glyphosate). The IVMP 
Section 6.3, Chemical Control, goes on to state: "ADOT&PF may use Aquamaster, Habitat, 
and Gar/on 3 throughout its right-of-ways, FAA 
certified airports, accessible non-certified airports, and facilities in compliance with their EPA 
approved labels. Both Aquamaster and Habitat may be used to control vegetation within aquatic 
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areas, if needed, only after an Alaska Pollution Discharge Elimination System Pesticide General 
Permit and a Pesticide Use Permit are obtained." Although the EPA considers herbicides 
containing Glyphosate minimally toxic to humans and "safe" for use in aquatic environments, a 
recent study published in the scientific journal Entropy1 sheds a significantly different and 
disturbing light on that assumption. As stated in the Abstract: 

"Glyphosate, the active ingredient in Roundup®, is the most popular herbicide used 
worldwide. The industry asserts it is minimally toxic to humans, but here we argue 
otherwise ... Glyphosate's inhibition of cytochrome P450 (CYP) enzymes is an overlooked 
component of its toxicity to mammals. CYP enzymes play crucial roles in biology, one of 
which is to detoxify xenobiotics. Thus, glyphosate enhances the damaging effects of other 
food home chemical residues and environmental toxins. Negative impact on the body is 
insidious and manifests slowly over time as inflammation damages cellular systems 
throughout the body. " 

This peer-reviewed paper, which we were unaware of prior to our June 17 letter, adds to our 
concerns about the broad-based herbicide use proposed by DOT&PF and has heightened our 
opposition to that plan. This information has now been broadly disseminated on a variety of 
news media and should be considered common knowledge. As such, it is likely the public 
awareness of the use of these herbicides in or near Alaskan waters will have a negative impact 
on the public's willingness to buy and consume Alaska seafood. This information also increases 
our concerns regarding exposure of our resident's to these toxins though contaminated drinking 
water, consumption of contaminated plants, and direct contact with the toxins. 

In conclusion, based on your unresponsiveness to our concerns and the additional information 
we have obtained regarding the toxicity of the permitted herbicides, the Petersburg Borough 
appears to have no choice but to consider taking regulatory action, via the adoption of 
ordinances and/or land use restrictions that will ban the large-scale application of herbicides and 
pesticides within Borough boundaries. We hope that regulatory remedies will not be necessary 
to stop the large-scale application of herbicides and pesticides within the Petersburg Borough. 
However, without assurance from the State that application of herbicides and pesticides will not 
occur within our Borough, we must consider taking that action. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Mark Jensen 
Mayor 

1Samsel, S.; Seneff, S. Glyphosate's suppression of cytochrome P450 enzymes and 
amino acid biosynthesis by the gut mlcrobiome: Pathways to modern diseases. 
Entropy 2013, 15, 1416-1463. 
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GOVERNOR SEAN PAR NELL 

September 12, 2013 

Mayor Mark Jensen 
P.O. Box329 
Petersburg, AK 99833 

Mayor Mark Jensen, 

Department of Transportation and 
Public Facilities 

TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT & SECURITY 
Office of the Commissioner 

3132 Channel Drive 
P·.O. Box 112500 

Juneau. AK 99811-2500 
Main: 907.465-3904 

Fox: 907.586-8365 
Web: dot.sfdte .ak.us 

The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT &PF) is in receipt of your 
August 19 letter expressing concerns with our Integrated Vegetation Management Plan. We 
discussed your concerns with the Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) and it turns 
out most of the issues expressed in your letter ( contamination of aquatic habitats, impact on local 
fisheries, contamination of drinking water, impacts to harvesters of berries and other edibles, and 
impact to the seafood industry) were addressed in detail by DEC during the regulation process. 
DEC's Pesticide Regulation Revision Responsiveness Summary is attached to this letter and I 
would draw your attention to ·the following comments: 

Concern: See responses here: 
. " 

General safety of using pesticides Introduction 

Environmental contamination/aquatic 
Comment ~2; Comment 83 

contamination 

Impacts to salmon Comment83 

h'npacts to drinking ~ater C_9mment80 

Subsi~ence ~ctivit_ies Coiilrrient81 

Impact to public oercepticm o_f fi~_himdodus.try (:c,mm~rit 153 

Risk to human health . Introduction; Comment 79 

Lack of public input in_decisions Comh')ent88 

Managing inv~ive vegetation within the DOT&PF right-of-way and on state lands is also a goal 
of the IVMP. Some of these species cannot be controlled without the use of 
berbitjdes. J(lpanese knotw~ed (?olygonum cuspidatum), for instance, is becoming an 
increasing problem for DOT &PF M&O staff as well as 0th.er local, state, and federal agencies. 
Japanese knotweed is very invasive and can establish and spread along marine and freshwater 
waterways. The plants clog waterways and lower the quality of habitat for wildlife and fish. It 



also reduces the food supply for juvenile salmon in the spring. In this instance, the application of 
a herbicide enhances waters that support salmon. 

The DOT &PF believes that our limited, specific, and targeted herbicide application provides an 
appropriate balance in maintaining state lands for public health with the low risks associated with 
the selected herbicides to both human and wildlife health. 

If you have any additional questions regarding pesticides, please feel free to contact Karin 
Hendrickson, Pesticide Control Prograrp Coordinator with the Department of Environmental 
Conservation at Karin.Hendrickson@Alaska.Gov. Karin has helped us through this process and 

can provide many answ , to the intent, use, and results of our pesticide program. 

CC: Dan Breeden, Special Program Manager, DOT&PF 
Liz Cabrera, Coordinator, Petersburg Economic Development Council 
Dennis Egan, Senator, Alaska 
Les Gara, Representative, Alaska 
Stephen Giesbrecht, City Manager, P etersburg 
Karin Hendrickson, ADEC 
Patrick J. Kemp,P.E., Commissioner, DOT&PF 
Beth Kerttula, Representative, Alaska 
K. Kim Rice, P.E., Deputy Commissioner, DOT&PF 
Stephanie Scott, Mayor, Haines 
Stan Selmer, Mayor, Skagway 
Bert Stedman, Senator, Alaska 
Joe Viechnicki, KFSK, Petersburg 
Petersburg Vessel Owners Association 
pilotpub@amail.com 
Barry Bracken and Kathy Bracken 



THE STATE 

01ALASKA 
GOVERNOR BILL \•\l'ALKER 

December 11, 2014 

The Honorable Mayor Mark Jensen & Borough Assembly 
Petersburg Borough 
POBox329 
Petersburg, AK 99833 

Dear Mr. Jensen and Assembly Members, 

Department of Environmental 
Conservation 

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEAL 1H 
Director's Office 

555 Cordova Street 
Anchorage. Alaska 99501 

Main: 907.269.7644 
Fax: 907.269.7654 

www.dec.alasko.gov/eh 

Thank you for your continued interest in the role that the Department of Environmental 
Conservation (DEC) performs regarding pesticide regulation in Alaska. I am writing to provide 
additional information about pesticide use, control, and permitting. These issues were raised by your 
community as a result of the right-of-way maintenance project proposed by the Department of 
Ti:ansportation and Public Facilities. 

The Pesticide Control Program's only role in Alaska is as a regulatory authority. We do not engage in 
the application of pesticides, nor does we have any role in the decisions' of whether to apply 
pesticides in response to a pest infestation. We regulate the registration, sale, distribution, and use of 
pesticides statewide. While we have broad authority over regulation of pesticide use in Alaska, we do 
not have the legal authority to ban the legal use of pesticides. 

The enclosed factsheet further explains our role in the regulation of pesticide use in Alaska, 
including how we operate and our responsibility for enforcement of pes#cide regulations to ensure 
that public health and the environment are protected. It also explains the purpose for the 2013 
regulations change, which allows pesticide use on state ¼,nd or rights-of-way in accordance with an 
Integrated Pest Management (IPM) plan. This specific project type is the only type that requires an 
1PM plan, and the factsheet also describes the types of higher risk projects, including applications to 
water, which still require DEC permits. 

I encourage you to visit the Pesticide Control Program's website at w:ww:.dec,alaska.gov/eh/pest/ to 
learn more about the wo~ thatiDEC does to prot~ct public health and tqe environment. For further 
questions, please feel free to contact Bob Blankenburg, Solid Waste and Pesticide Program Manager, 
at bob.blankenbucg@a'laska.go.J. 

Sincerely, 

m~~~ 
Elaine Busse Floyd 
Director, Environmental Health Division 

Enclosure: DEC Factsheet: Regulating Pesticide Use in Alaska, December 2014 



.•. .. ~ .. 

PRINCE OF WALES COMMUNITY ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Chairman : Jon Bolling, Craig 
vice Chairman: Leslie Isaacs, City of Klawock 
secretary/ 
Treasurer: Misty Fitzpatrick, Coffman Cove 

October 3, 2014 

Mr. Al Clough 
SE Region Director 
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 
PO Box 112506 
Juneau, AK 99811-2506 

Dear Al: 

PO Box 725 
Craig, AK 99921 
( 907) 826-3275 

FAX: (907) 826-3278 

At its September 23, 2014 meeting the Prince of Wales Community Advisory Council 
(POWCAC) voted to notify the State of Alaska of POWCAC's its support for using 
mechanical means as the primary method to manage roadside vegetation, and to avoid 
using spray defoliants except in a case of genuine emergency. 

The State of Alaska's preference for using spray defoliants as the primary means to 
manage roadside vegetation raises great concern among POWCAC members. Those 
concerns are identified below. 

Subsistence 
Residents of POW, like other communities in Alaska, gather fish, berries, wildlife, and 
water along road corridors, including state highways. We are concerned that spray 
defoliants will adversely affect the food and water meant for human consumption. While 
we understand that DOT/PF will-adopt protocols for the application of the planned 
defoliants, there is a continual risk of misapplication of the sprays, and the resulting 
degradation oflocally available foods for island residents. The adoption of defoliant 
sprays as the preferential treatment for control of roadside plants runs contrary to the 
well-established practice of subsistence gathering along public roads here. 

Seafood Marketing 
The state's enormous commercial fishing industry is successful due in part to marketing 
of Alaska seafoods as a healthy, natural protein. The Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute 
relies on this important feature to generate demand for commercially caught fish, which 
results in stable prices and markets. Like many areas of Alaska, many Prince of Wales 
Island residents hold commercial fishing licenses, and our economic well-being is due in 
no small part to well managed and marketed fisheries. Spray application of defoliants as 
the common means of controlling roadside vegetation greatly increases the risk of 

PARTICIPATING MEMBERS: 
Coffman Cove, Craig, Craig Tribal Association, Hollis, Hydaburg, Hydaburg Cooperative Assn., Kasaan, 
Organized Village of Kasaan, Klawock, Klawock Cooperative Assn., Naukati, Thorne Bay, Whale Pass 
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detectable residual levels of defoliant chemicals being found in Alaska seafood. Just as 
the use of defoliants is incompatible with subsistence gathering, the use of the sprays also 
works against the very useful efforts to market Alaska seafoods as a well-managed and 
natural food source for consumers world-wide. 

Lack of Opportunity for Public Comment 
The regulations regarding application of spray defoliants, effective March 7, 2013 do not 
provide for sufficient public col.11IIlent prior to the use of the defoliants along state roads. 
Given the high level of public concern regarding defoliant use, ample public notice and 
an opportunity for public comment is needed, and should be the standard practice prior to 
any proposed application of defoliants. 

An occasion may rise where a true emergency exists that justifies application of spray 
defoliants, such as the presence of an invasive species of plant or pest poses an immediate 
danger to an important public resource. In such cases the State of Alaska should have 
ready an expedited public notice and comment process to keep the public informed 
defoliant use. For all other maintenance tasks that manage vegetation, including 
mechanical brushing, paving around and behind guardrail posts and other roadway 
fixtures, and hand clearing where necessary, mechanical means should prevail. 

POWCAC echos calls from the Southeast Conference of Mayors to have staff from the 
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, and the Alaska Department of 
Environmental Conservation meet with representatives from POW Island to discuss the 
use of defoliants. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Bolling 
POWCAC Chairman 

PARTICIPATING COMMUNITIES: 
Coffman Cove, Craig, Hollis, Hydaburg, Kasaan, Klawock, Naukati, Thorne Bay, Whale Pass 
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November 6, 2014 

To: 
Mr. Al Clough 
SE Region Director 
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities 
PO Box 112506 
Juneau, AK 99811-2506 

And: 

Incoming State of Alaska Administration and Leadership: 

Dear Al et al: 

At its September 23, 2014 meeting the Prince of Wales Community Advisory Council (POWCAC) voted 
to notify the State of Alaska of POWCAC's its support for using mechanical means as the primary 
method to manage roadside vegetation, and to avoid using herbicides, pesticides, and spray defoliants 
except in a case of genuine emergency. Attached are the resolutions and letters sent to and gathered by 
the Prince of Wales Watershed Association (POWWA) from Prince of Wales Cities, Communities, and 
Tribes that POWCAC and POWWA represents that show opposition to the State of Alaska's proposed 
project "Integrated Vegetation Managment Plan (IVMP) POW Thorne Bay Road PRoejct 68377" and 
other projects proposed using herbicides, pesticides, and spray defoliants as the primary means to 
manage roadside vegetation and the lack of a public comment and recourse for residents who continue 
and have historically opposed projects that include herbicide, pesticide, and spray defoliant, all of which 
raises great concern among POWCAC and POWWA members. Some of our many concerns are 
summarized and identified below. 

Subsistence 
Residents of POW, like other communities in Alaska, gather fish, berries, wildlife, mushrooms, and 
water along road corridors, including state highways. We are concerned that herbicides, pesticides, and 
spray defoliants will adversely affect the food and water meant for human consumption. While we 
understand that DOT/PF will adopt protocols for the application of the planned spraying of the chemical 
cocktail of the eight selected to be mixed and sprayed, there is a continual risk of misapplication and 
accumulation of the sprays, and the resulting degradation of locally available foods and water safety for 
island residents and visitors. The aquatic macro-inveratbrates (bugs), pollinators, amphibians, and 
juvenile fish that contribute to our food web in this area could be in danger from this accumulation as 



reports from south that have adopted these chemic treatment methods continue to prove after the 
repeated applications with genetic mutations and reproductive issues. The adoption of herbicides, 
pesticides, and defoliant sprays as the preferential treatment for control of roadside plants runs contrary 
to the well-established practice of subsistence gathering along public roads here. 

Seafood Marketing 
The state 's enormous sport and commercial fishing industry is successful due in part to marketing of 
Alaska seafoods as a healthy, natural protein. The Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute relies on this 
important feature to generate demand for commercially caught fish, which results in stable prices and 
markets. Like many areas of Alaska, many Prince of Wales Island residents hold commercial fishing 
licenses and lodges employee fresh water and salt water fishing guides, and our economic well-being is 
due in no small part to well managed and marketed fisheries. Spray application of herbicides, 
pesticides, and spray defoliants as the common means of controlling roadside vegetation greatly 
increases the risk of detectable residual levels of defoliant chemicals being found in Alaska seafood. 
Just as the use of herbicides, pesticides, and spray defoliants is incompatible with subsistence gathering, 
the use of the sprays also works against the very useful efforts to market Alaska seafoods as a well­
managed and natural food source for consumers world-wide. 

Lack of Opportunity for Public Comment 
The regulations regarding application of spray defoliants, effective March 7, 2013 do not provide for 
sufficient public comment prior to the use of the defoliants along state roads. Given the high level of 
public concern regarding herbicide, pesticide, and spray defoliant use, from the response we have 
received being unanimously in opposition locally as evidenced through the many resolutions and letters 
and comments received, ample public notice and an opportunity for public comment is needed, and 
should be the standard practice prior to any proposed application of defoliants. 

An occasion may rise where a true emergency exists that justifies application of spray herbicides, 
pesticides, and spray defoliants, such as the presence of an invasive species of plant or pest poses an 
immediate danger to an important public resource that is not easily managed or controlled by 
mechanical treatment or hand pulling. In such cases the State of Alaska should seek out volunteer 
community weed pull volunteers, utilize and exhaust non-toxic and chemical means, and have ready an 
expedited public notice and comment process to keep the public informed defoliant use that involves the 
public. For all other maintenance tasks that manage vegetation in wetland and floodplain areas, 
including mechanical brushing, paving around and behind guardrail posts and other roadway fixtures , 
and hand clearing where necessary, mechanical means should prevail. 

POWCAC and POWWA echoes calls from the Southeast Conference of Mayors to have staff from the 
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities, and the Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conservation meet with representatives from POW Island to discuss the use of herbicides, pesticides, 
and spray defoliants and alternatives to address cost effectiveness of mechanical treatments and means 
of clearing the right of way for public safety. 

There is a mining symposium planned the spring of 2015 hosted by the Organized Village of 
Kasaan to be at the Craig Tribal Association, where we have agreed as a group that we should 
have a half day session on the future of Herbicide, Pesticide, and Spray Defoliants, and we 



invite the DOT and those interested to respond and participate in a facilitated panel session 
during that time. Please let me know if you or who you would recommend who can attend and 
share information as a panel presenter with the residents of POW about this project and future 
projects on POW and SE that impacts and concerns our communities and our watersheds. 

Sincerely, 

.., -
' 
' 
) ~ 
I 

I 
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/ IS! I Brandy Prefontaine 
Date: November 6, 2014 
Brandy Prefontaine 
POWWA Watershed Coordinator 
Prince ofWales Watershed Association (POWWA) 

Letter approved and signed by POWCAC October 3, 2014 and POWWA Members 
Approved November 6, 2014. 

POWWA Member Groups: 

Coffman Cove(http://ccalaska.com;http://www.coffmancove.org) 
Cheryl Fecko (POWWA Vice President) - City of Coffman Cove 
Misty Fitzpatrick (Participant) - City of Coffman Cove 

Craig (www.craigak.com; http://www.craigtribe.org) 
Jon Boling (POWWA Board Member) - City of Craig 
Millie Schoonover (POWWA Board Member) - Craig Tribal Association 
Stephanie Fox (Participant) - Craig Tribal Association 
Angel Holbrook (Participant) - Craig Tribal Association 
Brian Holter, Jr. (Participant) - Craig Tribal Association 
Don Pierce (Participant) - City of Craig 

Hollis (http://www.princeofwalescoc.org/communitiesb/hollis 
Robert Andrews (Participant) - Hollis Community Council 
Budd Burnett (Participant) - Hollis Community Council 
Tommy Lynch (Participant) - Hollis Community Council 

Hydaburg (http:/ /www.hydaburgtribe.org) 
Anthony Christianson (POWWA President) - City of Hydaburg 
Jean Bland (POWWA Board Member) - Hydaburg Cooperative Association 

Kasaan (http ://kasaan.org) 
Machelle Edenshaw (Board Member) - Organized Village of Kasaan 



Dennis Nickerson (Participant) - Organized Village of Kasaan 
Carol Fletcher (Participant) - Organized Village of Kasaan 
Fred Olson Jr. (Participant) - City of Kasaan 

Klawcok (http://cityofklawock.com; http://www.klawock.com) 
Les Issacs (Participant) - City of Klawock 
Frank Peratovich (Participant) - City of Klawock 
Ann Wyatt (POWWA Treasurer) - Klawock Cooperative Association 
Veronica Redifer (Participant) - Klawock Cooperative Association 

N aukati Bay (https:/ /www.naukatibay.com) 
Josh Hills (Participant) - Naukati Bay Inc. 
Brandy Prefontaine (POWWA WATERSHED COORDINATOR) - Naukati Bay Inc. 
Venessa Richter (Participant) - Naukati Bay, Inc. 
Travis Tuttle (Participant) - Naukati Bay, Inc. 
Heidi Young (Participant)- Naukati Bay, Inc. 

Thorne Bay (https://www.thornebay-ak.gov; http;//www.thornebayalaska.net) 
Wayne Brenner (POWWA Board Member) - City of Thome Bay 
James Gould (Participant) - City of Thome Bay 
Mark Minnillo (Participant) - City of Thome Bay 
Karen Peterson (Participant) - City of Thome Bay 

Whale Pass (httJl://www.princeofwalescoc.org/communitiesb/whale-pass-1) 
Don Hull (Participant) -Whale Pass 
Dolores Loucks (Particiapnt)- Whale Pass 
William Patterson (POWWA Board Member) - Whale Pass 

Attached: PDF of Resolutions from POW communities and tribes against herbicides, pesticides, and 
spray defoliants on POW. Letter from POWCAC dated Oct 3, 2014. 
CC: POWCAC and POWWA Member Groups 
ADOT, USFS, ADNR, Corporations, Alaska Leadership, and State of Alaska Administration and 
Representatives 



sent to DOT 

To Greg Patz, 

The Hollis Community Council would like to take this opportunity to 
strongly oppose the spraying of herbicides along the Thorne Bay Road (or 
any POW road) . 

You state this may not even be cost effective, and we assume you are 
speaking of dollars. What about the extreme costs to our birds, fish, wildlife 
and humans? Roundup has been proven to cause mutations in DNA 
Some of these toxins remain active for two years and others come with 
cautionary advice not to use near water. Have you ever driven the Thorne 
Bay Road? It is one long stretch of muskeg, marsh and river. 

The toxicity of each of these chemicals has long been established, and 
they are not deemed safe for human contact. The results are in, yet DOT 
finds it necessary to "experiment". How is this even justifiable? Would such 
an experiment be carried out in Juneau, Anchorage or Wasilla? Is the 
health of Prince of Wales residents considered less important, or is the 
prevalent feeling that we can be steamrolled since we are few in number? 

Prince of Wales residents rely on our wild resources for our sustenance. 
Please, do not trash our environment with toxic chemicals. Mechanical 
brushing, like that being used in Haines, is the only preferred method. The 
Hollis Community Council strongly urges DOT to abandon this 
irresponsible chemical track immediately. 

Respectfully, 

Hollis Community Council 



January 28, 2015 

CITY OF THORNE BAY 
P.O. BOX 19110 

THORNE BAY, ALASKA 99919 
(907) 828-3380 

FAX(907)828-3374 
www.thornebay-ak.gov 

Governor Bill Walker and Lieutenant Governor Mallott 
Office of the Governor 
P.O. Box 110001 
Juneau, AK 99811-0001 

Dear Governor Walker and Lieutenant Governor Mallott: 

First, we would like to congratulate you on your recent election and commend you for 
your commitment to an open and transparent government. We represent tribal 
governments, municipalities, and citizen organizations who are extremely concerned 
about herbicide spraying proposed by the Alaska Department of Transportation (DOT) 
along roadways in southeast Alaska. The use of herbicides threatens our salmon 
streams, drinking water sources, berry-picking areas, deer and other wildlife, and 
public health. The use of herbicides will also have negative economic consequences for 
subsistence and commercial fisheries, recreation, and tourism. We believe that herbicide 
spraying is dangerous and unnecessary given that mechanical removal is a viable and 
economical alternative. 

In 2014, the DOT proposed to spray herbicides along 17 miles of highway on Prince of 
Wales Island. Although plans for herbicide application were postponed in September 
2014, DOT has stated that they plan to conduct the spraying in spring or summer of 
2015. The public has lost the right to participate in decisions about the use of pesticides 
on state lands. In 2013, the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC) 
adopted new regulations that eliminate the requirement for a state agency to obtain a 
permit from ADEC to spray herbicides or pesticides on state lands and rights-of-way. 
This change in regulations also eliminated the public's right to participate in the 
decision-making process. The regulatory changes mean that there is no requirement for 
the applicator agency to submit a pesticide application to ADEC and ADEC therefore 
relinquishes permitting authority. These changes also: 

• Eliminate permit requirements for the spraying of pesticides by state agencies on 
state public lands and rights-of-ways. This, among other things, means that there 



CITY OF THORNE BAY 
P.O. BOX 19110 

THORNE BAY, ALASKA 99919 
(907} 828-3380 

FAX (907) 828-3374 
www.thornebay-ak.gov 

is no requirement to identify water bodies, water courses, private drinking water 
sources, or to establish buffers necessary to safeguard the state's water resources, 
sensitive waterways, drinking water .sources, fish and wildlife habitat, or public 
health; 

• Prevent public participation in decisions about pesticide spraying on public 
lands and rights-of-way-with no public hearings, opportunity for written 
public comments, or a way to appeal bad decisions. This deprives Alaskans of 
our right to speak out about potential harm to our drinking water, fishing . 
streams, lands held in the public trust; subsistence uses, dangers to our children 
and public health; 

• Promote the application of potentially harmful pesticides and herbicides without 
consideration of toxicity and effects to human health and the environment; 

• Weaken public right-to-know requirements to notify the public about places 
where the pesticides will be sprayed. 

As a result of concern for public health, municipalities and tribes in Southeast Alaska 
have passed resolutions or written letters to restore the public process for decisions 
about pesticide use or opposed pesticide use altogether, including: City and ·Borough of 
Sitka, the Municipality of Skagway, City of Craig, City of Thome Bay, City of Kasaan, 
Naukati Bay Inc., the Organized Village of Kasaan, City of Coffman Cove, the Southeast 
Conference of Mayors, the Prince of Wales Watershed Association and Prince of Wales 
Community Advisory Council. 

Alaskans' opposition to herbicide spraying has a long history. In 1978, Jay Hammond, 
then-governor of Alaska, issued a directive which banned the use of herbicides by state 
agencies because of citizen concerns about the health effects of these chemicals. For 
more than three decades, a broad diversity of Alaskans has consistently voiced strong 
opposition to the use of herbicides by the Alaska Railroad. Resolutions and letters 
expressing opposition to the use of herbicides by the Alaska Railroad include: Native 
Village of Eklutna, Montana Creek Native Association, Inc., Municipality of Anchorage, 
City of Seward, Kenai Peninsula Borough, Matanuska-Susitna Borough, Denali 
Borough, Birchwood Community Council, and Talkeetna Community Council. The 
federally recognized tribal government of the Native Village of Eklutna states particular 
concerns in their resolution and letter about threat of proposed herbicide use to the safe 
harvest of berries, medicinal plants, fish and wildlife that are vital to their spiritual, 
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cultural, and physical sustenance. The ADEC effectively ignored public concern and 
allowed the railroad to apply herbicides beginning in 2010. The agency then enacted the 
regulations in 2013 that eliminate public right-to-know provisions and citizen 
involvement in decisions about pesticide use in public places, including transportation 
rights-of-way. Although we agree for the need to address problems of invasive and 
noxious weeds, herbicides are not necessary to accomplish solutions to this problem. 

The Department of Transportation has stated its intent to use herbicides, including such 

formulations containing active ingredients such as glyphosate, imazapyr, triclopyr, 

aminopyralid, clopyralid, 2,4-D, floroxpyr, dicamba, metsulfuron methyl, and chlorsulfuron. 

These herbicides are associated with a range of adverse environmental and human health 

effects. For example, glyphosate is associated with birth defects, neurological disorders, 

reproductive harm, and a rare type of non-Hodgkin's lymphoma. 

In addition, manufacturers are not required to disclose "inert" ingredients in herbicide 

formulations. In the preeminent peer-reviewed environmental health journal published by the 

National Institute for Environmental Health Sciences, Environmental Health Perspectives (Cox C, 

Surgan M. Unidentified Inert Ingredients in Pesticides: Implications for Human and 

Environmental Health. Environmental Health Perspectives 2006;114(12):1803-1806. 

doi:10.1289/ehp.9374), the authors warn: "Inert ingredients may be biologically or chemically 

active and are labeled inert only because of their function in the formulated product ... Inert 

ingredients can increase the ability of pesticide formulations to affect significant toxicological 

endpoints, including developmental neurotoxicity, genotoxicity, and disruption of hormone 

function. They can also increase exposure by increasing dermal absorption, decreasing the 

efficacy of protective clothing, and increasing environmental mobility and persistence. Inert 

ingredients can increase the phytotoxicity of pesticide formulations, as well as toxicity to fish, 

amphibians, and microorganisms." The active ingredients cannot be used without an adjuvant 

and/or surfactant. The scientific literature supports the fact that the use of surfactants/adjuvants 

increases the bioavailability, toxicity, persistence, and bioaccumulation of the active ingredient. 

In 2006 the Attorney General of Alaska announced that Alaska "joined with 13 other states and 

the U.S. Virgin Islands to petition the Environmental . Protection Agency (EPA) to require 

pesticide manufacturers to disclose on the label of their product all hazardous ingredients ... The 
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EPA currently requires that pesticide labels disclose only the product's "active" ingredients that 

contain toxic materials intended to kill insects, weeds, or other target organisms. Pesticide 

products also contain many other "inert" ingredients, which are intended to preserve or 

improve the effectiveness of the pesticides' active ingredients. These "inert" ingredients may be 

toxic themselves .. . " The news release further states that "people who use or who are impacted 

by the use of a pesticide should have notice of all that pr9duct's potential health risks." Thus, it 

would be wrong for the State to allow state agencies to apply herbicides for which the 

manufacturers do not disclose ingredients that may harm human health. 

Herbicides are intentional and indiscriminate poisons that affect fi~h, wildlife and people. We 

represent a growing constituency of people who are no longe.r willing to tolerate the 

applications of poisons in the places where we live, work, hunt, fish, gather berries, greens and 

medicinal plants. 

We are writing to request that you use your authority to issue a moratorium on 
herbicide spraying by the Department of Transportation and that you re-state the 
permitting process for pesticide applicatio~s that includes requirements for public 
hearings and meaningful participation. Representative Kreiss-Tomkins has introduced 
legislation (HB 53) that would establish buffer zones around salmon streams and 
restore the .public's right to participate in decisions about pesticide use. We urge you to 
accomplish this administratively or support passage of this bill . 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

td-r-o~ 
Wayne Benner, City Administrator on behalf of 
James Gould, Mayor 
City of Thome Bay 
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CITY OF CRAIG 
RESOLUTION 13-20 

SUPPORTING MANAGEMENT OF ROADSIDE VEGETATION WITHOUT 
THE USE OF HERBICIDES, PESTICIDES, OR SPRAY DEFOLIANTS 

WHEREAS, the Southeast Conference of Mayor's was formed to provide Southeast 
Alaskan communities with a unified voice when addressing issues that impact this region and 
the state; and, · 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation alcing · 
Alaska's roads-.and highways is a subject of great concern among the residents of Southeast · 
Alaska; and, 

WHEREAS, Public and private lands and waterways adjacent to Alaska's roadways allow . 
access to :fish; wilcUife, berries and many other naturally occurring resources-that provide food; 

· ,economic, lifestyle ano. culhrral benefits to many Alaskans; and, 

WHEREAS; Regulations developed by the Alaska Depar:tment of Environmental . 
Conversation and the Alaska Department of Transportation, effective.March 7, 2013.; do not 
provide for sufficient public comment on the use of herbicides alc>ng Alaska's roadways and 
public lands; and, 

WHEREAS, the regulations allow a ban on public comments in many un,justified -· · 
circumstances, such as spraying on stream banks that caii then leach toxins into fishing streams 
and lakes; spraying uphill of groundwater and residential or other water wel.l supplies; spraying in 
areas the state doesn't realize children frequent, even if it is just children of one or a few families; 
and, · · 

WHEREAS, use of the State of Alaska's use of herbicides, pesticides and other spray 
· defoliants. threaten the efforts of the Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute and commercial fishing 

groups that success:fi;tlly promote the wild and.natural condition Alaska seafood due to risks of run · 
off of pesticid~ and herbicides from treated roadsides into adjacent salmon streams. · 

· NOW; THEREFORE, BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that the Southeast Conference 
of Mayors requests that the regulations covering the use of herbicides along Alaska.roadways be 
amended t9 provide for public comment 

BE IT FURTIIBR RESOLVED, that the Southeast Conference of Mayors requests that ·· 
the Alaska Department of Transportation and the Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conservation.meet with representatives from Southeast communities to discuss the iln~iJG~,.9£ 
the use of herbicides along the region's roadways. . \\1~11 of Cf?4/...,.-:~ 

''"~........:"··-.. I':'~ _a /:-. d'°.~?OR4;,..~ ~ -
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MAYOR DENNIS WATSON KNOCK, CITY CLERK ~,,m111111 



CITY AND BOROUGH OF WRANGELL 

RESOLUTION NO. 11-13-1286 

A RESOLlffION OF THE ASSEMBLY OF THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF 
WRANGELL, ALASKA, REQUESTING THAT THE REGULATIONS 
COVERING THE USE OF HERBICIDES ALONG ALASKA ROADWAYS BE 
AMENDED TO PROVIDE FOR PUBLIC COMMENT, AND REQUESTING 
THAT THE ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND THE 
ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION MEET 
WITH REPRESENTATIVES FROM SOUTHEAST COMMUNITIES TO 
DISCUSS THE IMP ACTS OF THE USE OF HERBICIDES ALONG THE 
REGION'S ROADWAYS 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation along Alaska's 
roads and highways is a subject of great concern amongst the residents of Wrangell, Alaska; and 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides and pesticides should only be used when mechanical and/or 
manual methods cannot be used; and 

WHEREAS, public and private lands and waterways adjacent to Alaska's roadways provide 
access to fish, wildlife, berries and many other naturally occurring resources that provide food, economic, 
lifestyle and cultural benefits to many Alaskans; and 

WHEREAS, Regulations developed by the Alaska Department of Environmental Conversation 
and the Alaska Department of Transportation do not provide for public comment on the use of herbicides 
along Alaska's roadways and public lands 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City and Borough of Wrangell, Alaska, 
requests that the regulations covering the use of herbicides along Alaska roadways be amended to 
provide for public comment 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City and Borough of Wrangell, Alaska, requests that 
the Alaska Department of Transportation and the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
meet with representatives from Southeast communities to discuss the impacts of the use of herbicides 
along the region's roadways. 

ADOPTED: November 12, 2013 

orough Clerk 
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ORGANIZED VILLAGE OF KASAAN 
P~ 0. Box 26-Kasaan 
(907} 542-2230 

• Ketchikan, Alaska 99950-0340 
• (fax) 907-542-3006 

RESOLUTION OVK-14-09-001 

· -Jsolntion of the Organiz d Village of asaan, in opposition of Herbicide Spraying with 
in I 'D Customary and Traditional area and the scheduled Integrated V egeta.tion 
Mrgement Plan (IVMP) for Prince of Wales Thome Bay Road Project #6837?. 

WHEREAS, the Organized illag of Kasaan is a federally recognized Tribe organized 
pu slh: ant to the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1g34 (48 Stat. 984) and May 1, 1936 (49 
St t. 1250 ) ; and 

HE REAS, the Corporate Charter of the Organized Village of Kasaan (Ratified October 
15, 1 38) states in its Purpose and Existence, "In order to further the economic development 
of e Indian residing in the neighborhood of Kasaan, Alaska, by conferring upon the 
0 · ed Village of Kasaan corporate rights and powers; and to enable this Village and its 
m ers to undertake enterprises designed to secure for the members of the corporation an 
as \led eco omic independence ... "; and 

! JfHEREAS, the Organized Village of Kasaan (hereinafter "OVK") is governed by a 
Coht m of ele ted representatives composed of a President and six members who act in 
ac o · ance with the powers granted to it by its Constitution and By-Laws (Ratified on 
0 1 er 15, 1938); and 

I 

I WHEREAS, asaan Tribal members have for time immemorial relied on the harvest of 
de , r fish, wild beITies and plants in living our Customary and Traditional Way of Life; 

I 
I I I !HE.REAS, the use of herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation along 

Al Jl a's roads and highways is a subject of great concern amongst Kasaan residents; 

WHEREAS, the risks involved with using herbicides and the possible harmful effects on 
tr;y of Life outweighs so-call d cost effectiveness of the State of Alaska spraying 
.'d ; 

"ftrHEREAS the roadside select d for herbicide spraying includes a portion of the 

11 , Pri' of ales Island R ad Syst m, an Alaska State Scenic Byway; 

T !Organized Village of Kasaan is committed to promoting, preserving, and 
pr cting indigenous Haida identity and values. For our elders and youth, we 

' lo to the future in unity, by developing economic opportunities, promoting 
education, and utilizing our cultural, natural, and social resources. 

- L-..J---11 •• ______ , __ ,..J +-tL--



I ' 
l 

! 
I I , 

I 
I • 

I.NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Organized Village of Kasaan Tribal 
Co cil opposes the spraying of herbicides within its Customary and Traditional area. 

~ IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the O ·ganized Village of Kasaan Tribal Council 
es the sch nled egra:ted egetation Management Plan (IVMP) for Prince of Wal s 
e Bay Road Proje t #68377. 

CERTIFICATION 
I 
1 

A.Pit. i ~OVEIJ, PASSE.- 'D AND ADOPTED by a duly constituted quorum of the OVK 

* oun il on thi Q day of Se\)ttmW 2014; by a "Telephone Poll": Della 
'1P!:,, , Glenn Hamar: '{Q£;, , Stephanie Hamar: 'ie6 , Carrie Sykes: 

1 
1 

, Fikderick 01 en, Jr.: '{€.b , and Paula Peterson: "\:f.S . 
,1! 
'I I I 
rii I 

~ f 
~; ! 
;:iii: , 1: 

f:,i 
,!1: 

~Ii 
~i j : 
iJ!i 
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w · 1 
fl[! 
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1
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CITY AND BOROUGH OF SITKA 

RESOLUTION 2014-13 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY AND BOROUGH OF SITKA REQUESTING THAT 
THE REGULATIONS COVERING THE USE OF HERBICIDES ALONG ALASKA 

ROADWAYS BE AMENDED TO PROVIDE FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 

WHEREAS, the City and Borough of Sitka has received concerns from residents with 
regard to the use of herbicides; and 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation along 
Alaska's roads and highways is a subject of great concern amongst the residents of 
Southeast Alaska ; and 

WHEREAS, public and private lands and waterways adjacent to Alaska's roadways 
provide access to fish , wildlife, berries and many other naturally occurring resources 
that provide food , economic, lifestyle and cultural benefits to many Alaskans; and 

WHEREAS, a public process could help eliminate fear of dangerous herbicides being 
used on resources; and 

WHEREAS, regulations developed by the Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conservation and the Alaska Department of Transportation do not provide for public 
comment on the use of herbicides along Alaska 's roadways and public lands. 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that the City and Borough of Sitka requests that the 
regulations covering the use of herbicides along Alaska roadways are amended to 
provide for public comment. 

PASSED AND APPROVED on this 9th day of September, 2014 by the Assembly of the 
City and Borough of Sitka. 

~t :)» J~, 
Colleen lngman, MMC 
Municipal Clerk 

Signed: L tvf, (C0\ mJJ( 
Mim McConnell, Mayor 

.., 



CITY OF THORNE BAY 
RESOLUTION 14-09-16-02 

SUPPORTING MANAGEMENT OF ROADSIDE VEGETATION WITHOUT 
THE USE OF HERBICIDES, PESTICIDES, OR SPRAY DEFOLIANTS 

WHEREAS, the City Council is the governing body for the City of Thome Bay, 
Alaska; and, 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation along 
Alaska's roads and highways is a subject of great concern among the residents of Southeast 
Alaska; and, 

WHEREAS, Public and private lands and waterways adjacent to Alaska's roadways allow 
access to fish, wildlife, berries and many other naturally occurring resources that provide food, 
economic, lifestyle and cultural benefits to many Alaskans; and, 

WHEREAS, Regulations developed by the Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conversation and the Alaska Department of Transportation, effective March 7, 2013, do not 
provide for sufficient public comment on the use of herbicides along Alaska's roadways and 
public lands; and, 

WHEREAS, the regulations allow a ban on public comments in many unjustified 
circumstances, such as spraying on stream banks that can then leach toxins into fishing streams 
and lakes; spraying uphill of groundwater and residential or other water well supplies; spraying in 
areas the state doesn't realize children frequent, even if it is just children of one or a few families; 
and, 

WHEREAS, use of the State of Alaska's use of herbicides, pesticides and other spray 
defoliants threaten the efforts of the Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute and commercial fishing 
groups that successfully promote the wild and natural condition Alaska seafood due to risks of run 
off of pesticide and herbicides from treated roadsides into adjacent salmon streams. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council for the City of Thome 
Bay, opposes the use of herbicides, pesticides or spray defoliants in or around Thome Bay, 
Alaska. 

PASSED AND APPROVED September 16, 2014 

~ .. .,.£~ 
James Gould, Mayor 



Naukati Bay Inc. 
Resolution Against Herbicides Sept.17, 2014 

Supporting Man_agement of Roadside Vegetation WITHOUT The Use of Herbicides, 
Pesticides, ·or Spray D.efoliants 

Whereas, the use of herbicides, pesticides, or spray defoliants on Prince of Wales 
Island and Southeast Alaska is a subject of great concern to our pollinators, 
amphibians, fish, wildlife, water quality, and subsistence and sport uses such as 
medical and edible plant gathering and harvesting within the watersheds that would 
be impacted, and 

Whereas, the regulations developed by the Alaska Department of Environmental 
(DEC) and the Alaska Department of Transportation (DOT), effective March 7,2013 
strips the public ability to comment on project proposals that lack environmental 
planning that includes such actions as spraying near, adjacent, and across stream 
crossings, wetlands, and floodplains that can leach into groundwater with a cocktail 
of toxins in areas known to be traditional and ecological subsistence areas of both 
tribal and non tribal residents, youth and elders, fish and wildlife, pollinators, and 
amphibians. 

Whereas, the use, long term exposure, and accumulation of herbicides, pesticides 
and other spray defoliants in our shallow soils, karst, high water tables, and 
precipitous precipitation patterns thre~tens residents and our watersheds in ways 
that outweigh the supposed cost savings of brush cutting for right of way safety (the 
newly paved roads on POW are widest they have ever been), paying hand crews, or 
hav.ing volunteer weed groups help with problem areas. The dangers of having reed 
cannery grass that contained both bull and Canadian thistle seeds that was planted 
by the USFS along our island is minimal compared to the dangers of the herbicides, 
pesticides and spray defoliants that are still undergoing testing and monitoring and 
that have not been fully tested in Alaska. The risk to our water quality and fisheries 
along our beautiful scenic byways is to high for anyone to be able to justify the 
increasing projects stating cheaper cost of spraying, when none of those proposing 
live, work~ or play in these areas depended on by so many, and whereas our 
watersheds depend on us, and we on them, 

Now, therefore, be it therefore resolved, that the Naukati Bay Inc., requests that 
herbicides, pesticides, and spray defoliants be banned from POW watersheds across 
the boundaries, that public comment always be part of any project with scoping and 
proje.cts advertised not only in newspaper, but that the community leaders and 
those that have expressed concern and opposition be contacted as was asked the 



last time this came up with Dall Island, and that alternative creative solutions be 
sought after that includes seeking funding for new fuel efficient brusher equipment 
that does not break down or cost the DOT so much money, go back to just posting 
signs on either side of the brushing in progress and not using flaggers ( as many 
locations do not which would lower cost) utilize organizati0ns, community parks 
and rec, adopt a mile· {instead of just trash, what about invasive species and brush 
cutting) or local academic and sport teams at our school districts that could do the 
work as a group a11:d that could help cover travel costs, are just a few things that 
could be considered. 

Be it further resolved, as was asked by the Southeast Conference of Mayors on. Oct 
17, 2013, that the ADOT, ADEC, USFS, Corporations, and any private citizen meet 
with representatives from Southeast Communities in any proposed area for ·line of 
site or invasive species concern to discuss the opportunity for non toxic treatments, 
ways to continue pulling them and or brush cutting them, as well as the need for 
analysis of any further environmental, social, and economic impacts of use on our 
important right of ways so that the next seven generations will be able to depend on 
our pollinators, amphibians, fish, wildlife, medicinal and edible plants, and water 
quality. 

Approved September 17, 2014 

Name 
President: Josh Hill 

Vice President Don 
Boarders 

Treasurer: Heidi Young 

Secretary: Currently Vacant as 
oflast meeting 

Member: Brandy Prefontaine 

Member: Boulder Prefontaine 

Member: Juliet Blake 

Si Date 



CITY OF COFFMAN COVE 

RESOLUTION 15 - 06 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COFFMAN COVE AGAINST THE USE OF HERBICIDES AND 

PESTICIDE APPLICATIONS ALONG THE ALASKA ROADWAYS 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation along Alaska's 

roads and highways is a subject of great concern amongst the City Council and residents of 

Coffman Cove; and 

WHEREAS, public and private lands and waterways adjacent to Alaska's roadways provide 

access to fish, wildlife, berries and many other naturally occurring resources that provide food, 

economic, lifestyle and cultural benefits to many Alaskans; and 

WHEREAS, the use of herbicides around or adjacent to state waterways and wetland runs 

contrary to Alaska's claim that our fish and wild berry products come from pristine 

environment; and 

WHEREAS, regulations developed by the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 

and the Alaska Department of Transportation do not provide for public comment on the use of 

herbicides along Alaska's roadways and public lands; and 

WHEREAS, a public process could help eliminate fear of dangerous herbicides being used on 

resources. 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that mechanical vegetation control on state roadways be 

considered the primary means of vegetation control and that herbicides and pesticide 

application be considered ONLY in an emergency or some extraordinary circumstance that 

mechanical means cannot be used. 

PASSED AND 

M , Mariana Carter 

-='-'=-_day of { e{Jt, 2014 by a duly constituted quorum of 

ve, Alaska . 
.,-- ., . 

'f:= J. ~t 
Cl::.:ean Soderberg 
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Klawock Cooperative Association 
310 Bayview Blvd. -P.O. Box 430 

Klawock, AK 99925 
Phone: 907-755-2265 Fax: 907-755-8800 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-42 

TITLE: KCA Council in Opposition of Herbicide Spraying within its Customary 
and Traditional Use Areas on Prince of Wales Island and surrounding Islands. 

WHEREAS: The Klawock Cooperation Association, (hereafter "Tribe"), is a duly 
constituted Indian Tribe organized pursuant to the authority of Section 16 of the Act of 
Congress of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), amended May I, 1936 (49 Stat. 1250), and 

WHEREAS: The Klawock Cooperative Association Council is a duly elected governing 
body of the Tribe, authorized to act by and on behalf of its members, and 

WHEREAS: The Klawock Cooperative Association Tribal Members have for Time 
Immemorial has relied on the harvest of fish, wild berries, deer, medicinal plants wildlife, 
special forest products in Our Customary and Traditional Ways of Life. 

WHEREAS: The use of Herbicides by the Alaska Department of Transportation along 
with Alaska Roads and Highways is a subject of great concern to Klawock Residents. 

WHEREAS: The risks involved the use of Herbicides and the possible harmful effects on 
our Traditional Way of Life outweighs so-called cost effectiveness of the State of Alaska 
spraying herbicides. 

WHEREAS: The roadside selected for herbicide spraying includes a portion of the Prince 
of Wales Island Road System, an Alaska State Scenic Byway; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: That the Klawock Cooperative Association 
Tribal Council opposes the spraying of herbicides within its Customary and Traditional 
Use Areas. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Klawock Cooperative Association Tribal 
Council opposes the Herbicide Spraying within its Customary and Traditional Use Areas 

· on Prince of Wales Island and its Surrounding Islands. 



t • 

CERTIFICATION 

This resolution was duly adopted at a regtdarly held meeting this 14th day of October, 
2014, by a quormn vote of: 

.9--Yes No Abstain 

() tJJ1J ~ 
'l 

A. Webster Dellllllert III Minnie Ellison, 
KCA Tribal President KCA Tribal Secretary 

2 



Sitka Petition 
Signatures collected by community volunteers and sent to the office of Rep. Kreiss-Tomkins for submission to the Legislature 



Urgent Call For Action to 

Stop The Spraying of Toxic Herbicides On Prince Of Wales Island 

~ 

Petition summary and see attached 
background 
Action petitioned for An emergency motion to stay action 



Urgent Call For Action to 

Stop The Spraying of Toxic Herbicides On Prince Of Wales Island 

Petition summary and · see attached 
background 
Action petitioned for · An emergency motion to stay action 
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Prince of Wales Island Petitions 
Signatures collected by community volunteers and sent to the office of Rep. Kreiss-Tomkins for 

submission to the Legislature 



PAGE 01/02 

05/24/2012 09:35 9078253391 mf· -~ 
21~1~1> . i ~ . . ~ ;:;_z_(,~ 

.· · i[ . I 

I am opposed to DOT spraying Herbicide~ along our roadways on_ Prince\of 
Wn1f.S Jglarul. attd support mechwC21 b~ cutting in1.1teod. ; 
By adding my s~ture below l agree witftbis statement. l ~ 

'Psl.tN~ l . U . ri+~JJ~ 
Si 1Jt.,We...&s- f\J ta..ME'1 hA-'e ,I) · e ss- •~ ~-M i.l-

. _ .. · <"?,o. , ox ~\<-'J: ) . 

/q ~\t St..b­
cm-11r ~.:c- cr.ff <'9J 

I , . 

sisA,o!S 

-----



I I 09 36 9078263391 PAGE 02/02 
06 24 2012 : -nt>i '7<-J c;'b;. :y'~s-:--2.,!.-Z... 

f-31~ /~ f!i'.,1',§b . . ~ 
I am opposed to DOT spraying Herbicide~i along our roadways on Pnnce of 
Wales Island, and support mechanical bru~ cutting in.stead. . 
By adding my signature below I agree witµ this statement. .. _tL 

"P,;l.\N't" · ' ! ~ ·bJJ~ ~ 
S:i IJ~+ue.e ' N PtMl:; f t>~~e. ·b~e ~S' .I OR eM. j.L 

------- --·4',i--------+-----------1--------



PAGE 02/24 

~b/ 26/ 2012 11:54 9078263391 

January 27, 2015 ~ 
PettUon to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island In SE Alaska · 

Seasons: ~ . l 

Preservation of ~vironment for subsistence fishing, ·hunting, and eatable ~egetati~ 
I 

Economic imponance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environme\ 
(primarily hunting and fishing) · · ~ 

• I . 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life, especially children \ 

Concern of local citizens for ttte wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, ·and all 
creatures of the waters 

lneffeclive '181ue of herbicides: too much rain.in 1his area; also, plants build Immunity \ 

Name Address Phone Email \ 
I 

- ------------ -



PAGE 03/24 
~b/Lo/2012 11:54 9078263391 I 

\ 
January 27, 2015 I 

i 
I 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Afaska \ 

Beasoas: . \ 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation\ 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environmen 
(primarily hunting and fishing) · 

Concern of local citizens for long~range effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens tor the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the watars 

i 
Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants build immunity 1 

Name Address Phone Ermlll 

DI~ 51 



~b/Lb/L~lL l l:b4 9078263391 

' .., ·~ 
V ~ 
J '-...J 

January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in se Alaska 

Reasons: I 

I 
Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing. hunting, and eatable vegeta1 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) \ 

! 
Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life; especially children I 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all I 
creatures of the waters \ 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Phone Emall 

. 3~A,/<:1.3--D\73 ' 
&cw.~ei::s.'C\~ '3¼,-mi:.,13 ~ l~c.oOJ O ~ 7f e. ~.h"<) 
t#/fl(t-£)" .S"!pfl/!111;,/#,-S l/o ~£ gR '(/-- ~GO - ~;JS ~o Y? . 

1/JJl-.J o t~ 9£cJ .i. J 1 I z'.6 S5 

?- ~-3~77 

1 -,,....._ - ~ ------:..;:;;....._----+-~ ~ ,.,___.,_......,...___.......-r-_~, 
~ -~~~Z!L!£.~~(C.e.L~~___!~~~./-L-L.lf.r::~~!:l.---~ 



06/26/2012 11:54 9078263391 

January 27, 2015 

PAGE 05/24 
i 

I@ 
I 
I 

Petition to PLEASF NOT ipray hcrbleide& VI I ,.., Ince OT Wale$ Island In se Alaska \ 

Beasoos: I 
Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetatloJ 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environme~ 
(primarily hunting and fishing)' 1 

Concern of local citizens for long~range effects on human life, especially children \ 
i 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all I 
creatures of the waters \ 

I 
Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants build immunity\ 

! 

Name Addrees Phone Emall 



PAGE 06/24 

@ 06/26/2012 11:54 9078263391 

January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island In SE Alaska 

i 
Preservation of elivironment for subsistence flShlng, hunting, and eatable vegetati°f' 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environme~t 
(primarily hunting and fishing) i 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life, especially ohildren 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees. birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

I 

Ineffective value of. herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants bUild imm~n, 

I 
Name Address Phone Email I 

I 
l 

Cf o( - o : 

., .• ,. f. ~\I +t>~,·c,-C~ e, c ·.-V\ et,\ , cdN 

·1" ,~LL :r.,, Cn& \µ 'v) pa p{l/\ <;10) 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicltles on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

aeasons: 
•' 
•) 

,. 
,. 

Preservation of environment for subsistbnce fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic Importance of the tourist ind~stry based upon a more pristine enVironment 
(prlmari,ly hunting and fishing) · ' 

Concern of local citizens for long-rangeileffects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens tor the wildlife)\especially deer, bear, bees, birds) and all 
creatures of the waters .'. 

:: 
:j 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too mucl\t rain in this area; aJsoJ plants build immunity 

Address Phone Email 

.';Z, { 

f:'t1,tJt;t 7t3 tltrd'°J 91 '7- 6:? l;-3 zsrs 
C>.$' L,.11 H c..-.,,,, ~·kt ~ e.c ( 

, ·, ,• I,. 

r~I.Pq .$1•f'~x Po .Ba{~ 4.':l!, o/PIC(·ilc~ 
J :u 

s\-~ad tJ;\l(e,.-,") Fe-& ) '}l CJ'2~,5 ,AK /£~··)7r -~r7 t 

·:JAmE~ c.,, J,/1.fo.(.:K.-re };(J;c '1 ~5" t<t..A-iu6c..~ i" u~m ·"tc19 z < 
lf C:1t.12 f 

0Z/l:0 39\td 



January 27, 2015 

Pefltron to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reason$: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist indilistry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) ' 

Concern of local citi2ens for long·range: effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife.} especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

;. 
:: 

Ineffective value of herbicides; too muC,, rain in this area; also, plants build immunity 
' 

Name Address Phone Emall 

J1M loew ~S -~ \ 7 ¼.o»io. .lJOJ"" {14(J> 

S.~h% ~ I( 1ktluw:) ]: C I 3$ ox'. q'"7 2 4 d ~ 0 cc; 'j 

02'; /2';0 39'i1d 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island In SE Alaska 

Beasons: 
,' 

·' 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 
" 

Economic imponance of the tourist indu~ based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fiShing) !' 

., 
Concern of local citb:ens for long-range effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and alt 
creatures of the waters · 

·, 
Ineffective value of herbicides; too much '.rain In this area; also, plants build Immunity 

M. 6Ait.GY Wkr5w 
Lh"f L wd-1-s.,,, 

02:/£.0 391;/d 



January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on ~rince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reaso(Gi: 

Preservation of emrironment for subsistence fls~lng, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist Industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects ~:m human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildljfe, especi~lly deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters : i 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in 1this area; also, plants build immunity 
,. 

Name Address Phone Email 
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January27,2015 : ® 
Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Beasons: 
!: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist induitry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primanly hunting and fishing) 

·, 
Concern of local citizens for long-range ~ffects on human life, espeelally children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, ~cially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters · 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much:rain in this area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Phone Email 

I'.~. B~x· If 171 7H't,/t'..<Je 6Af" Al< Wet ?.:Jf·J1/7', 

/.t>. Bo)( r; ~7 / P/,M(f M/"' RI( ?dJ?-1, 7? 

~34'"7() 

1 < : 

!5££9Z8L06 5r:zr Z!0Z/9Z/90 



'tL
} 

h 
·--L1 

~ 
0 -

-
~
 

ii 

! 
f 

(
)
 

~
 

~ 

' 
-~

 

~
 

\r) 

L' 
~
 

e 
1'::>

 
~
 

w
 

<
)
 

\ 
\ 

r
-

¼
 

0 
~
 

a
-

• _g Q
, 

C
 

0 I 'C
 

:~
--

-·· .... 
"
' .

. 

.0
 

... CD 
s:; 

~
 

.. 
co 

Q
. 

(/) 
! 

b
 

"'0 
z 

~ 
w

 
L

t') 
~ 

.... ~
 

w
 

-1
 

r--'.' 
a. 

~
 

.e 
i 

~
 

C
 

CIS 
,0

 
:l 

:, 
:e 

C
 

C
 

1> 
~
 

co 
C

 

-:, 
Q

. 
8 

j 
s\-

~
 

~
~
 

~
 

~
>

 
~
 

( 

~ 1 
! 

,:} 
~

--...! 
,I 

,i 

J 
~
 

" 
t. 

1 
,,.,. 

~
 

a
j 

' 
~
 

\J' 
,).;: 

~
 l 

Q
 

~
 

~
 ~ 

~
 

..., ~ 
~,;;. 

t 

C
i) 

en 
....._ 
tv

 
en 
....._ 
Iv

 
C

i) 
..., tv

 

..., tv
 

..., I.O
 

I.O
 

(S
) 

--.J 
., 

0
0

 
tv

 
a

, 
w

 
w

 
I.O

 
..., ' 

-0
 

l>
 

ffi 



January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Bea&aO$: 

rHOC. CJ.L I U..J 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 
l 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects ?n human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especi,11y deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures Of the waters · · 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain ln(this area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address \Phone 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition Lu PLEASE NOT l;jpray hel'bicide5 011 P;l'i1'\ee of Wates Island In GE Ala&ka 

Ae§$.QQS: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fis~ing, hunting. and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long.range effects ~n human life, especially children 
,· 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife. especi~lly deer, bear, bees, birds, and ad 
creatures of the waters · 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain In ~is area: also. plants bulld Immunity 
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January 27, 2015 

Petttlon to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on P;rince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reasons; 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fisping, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist Industry ba$ed upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing} · 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects pn human life, especially children 

Concern of locar citizens for the wildlife, especially deer1 bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain inJhls area; also, plants build immunity : 

Name Address Phone EmaU 
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January 27, 2015 

Pe1111on to PLEASE: NOT spray hertJiefdes on Prlnee of Wales Island in SE Alaska (B) 
Beasoos: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economto importance of the tourist indu$try based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) · 

Concern of local citizens for long.range effects on human life, es»ecially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

Ineffective value of herbicides; too muchirain in this area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Phone EmaH 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbiciles on Prince of Wales Island In SE Alaska ~ 
continued 

Name Address Phone Email 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reasons: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fis~ing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic Importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) · : 

Concern of local c::iti:z.ens for long-range effects ~m human IHe, especlalty children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife; espect~ly deer. bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters · 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in :this area; alS(), plants build immunity 

Name ~ ~ Addrnx ~:lf p~ ~c ~ £2 -µ, o ~ 
Email 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on: Prince of Wales Island In SE Alaska 

Beasnns: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fi~hing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) ' · 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects, on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, espec~lly deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters : 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain 111 thiS area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Email 
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January27,2015 .:. @ 
Peutlon to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides onjPrince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Beasoas: 

Preservation of environment for subsJstence f~lng. hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic Importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) · · 

Concern of local citizens for long~range effects! on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especia11y deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters ·, 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain i~ thiS area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Emall 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides O!'l Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

continued 

Name Address '. Phone Email 
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Trojan and Son LLC 907-826--3734 p.2 
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January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reasons: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for ttle wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area: also, plants build immunity 



Trojan and Son LLC 907-826-3734 p.3 

January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reasons: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon .a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants buifd immunity 

Name Address Phone Email 
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Trojan and Son LLC 
907-826-3734 p.4 

® 
January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reasons: 

Preservatlon of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and al! 
creatures of the waters 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Phone Email 
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Trojan and Son LLC 907-826-3734 

January 27, 2015 

Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicfdes on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

continued 

Name Address Phone Email 
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Trojan and Son LLC 907-826-3734 p.6 

~ 

January 27, 2015 lJY 
Petition to PLEASE NOT spray herbicides on Prince of Wales Island in SE Alaska 

Reasons: 

Preservation of environment for subsistence fishing, hunting, and eatable vegetation 

Economic importance of the tourist industry based upon a more pristine environment 
(primarily hunting and fishing) 

Concern of local citizens for long-range effects on human life, especially children 

Concern of local citizens for the wildlife, especially deer, bear, bees, birds, and all 
creatures of the waters 

Ineffective value of herbicides: too much rain in this area; also, plants build immunity 

Name Address Phone Email 
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Ginger Blaisdell 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Debra Banaszak 
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:12 PM 
Ginger Blaisdell 
FW: Letter in support of HB 53 

From: a1askanrn2@gmail.com [mailto :alaskanrn2@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 11:40 AM 
To: Debra Banaszak 
Subject: Re: Letter in support of HB 53 

To Whom it May Concern: 

I would like to lend my whole hearted support for this bill. As a registered nurse I am concerned with the health 
impacts of pesticide use on our population . I am also concerned with herbicide/pesticide application on our 
lands which hold an abundance of salmon spawning streams. As past president of the Alaska Nurses 
Association, I am pleased in our record of the precautionary principle and resolutions passed banning wide 
spread application of pesticides. As a burgeoning commercial organic farmer I am concerned with application 
and aerial contamination and the financial impacts it might pose on my produce. As Alaskans with a 
relative pristine environment I see the real possibility to fulfill the ever-growing demand for organic or 
pesticide free market and would not want to diminish our opportunities statewide. 
If you would like supporting data on glyphosates and others and their detrimental impacts I would be happy to 
supply you with such. 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
Susan E Walsh 
1252 Upper Millar 
Ketchikan, AK. 
99901 

Sent from Windows Mail 

From: Debra Banaszak 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 11:13 AM 
To: alaskanrn2@gmail.com 

Hello Susan, 

I found your email and wondering if you could send the letter to my email ... that way I can get it to the 
Committee faster. Thanks, 

1 



March 9, 2015 
Dear Representative Ortiz, 

I am writing to express my support for HB53, which will reinstate the public 
process concerning the state's application of pesticides and provide protection 
for watersheds that sustain salmon and provide drinking water. I also supported 
HB201 during the last legislative session and hope that this committee hears the 
comments, personal accounts and appeals from communities, tribes, commercial 
fisheries, residents and other resource users directly impacted by this bill. 

I have lived on Prince of Wales Island, in southeast Alaska for over 30 years as a 
high school science teacher, commercial fisher, subsistence gatherer, and 
recreation user. I have taken great pride living in a state where protecting 
salmon habitat and preserving the reputation of a wild and chemical-free 
resource has been a priority, and up to now the state of Alaska has not sprayed 
herbicides along state right of ways on our island. Public right of ways on POW 
Island and most of southeast Alaska, often run alongside thriving salmon streams 
and critical habitat areas for wildlife. Mechanical means have been used to clear 
these right of ways, and although not always "pretty" there was consolation in the 
fact that Alaska had acted more responsibly than other states willing to broadcast 
spray alongside their roadsides and right of ways. We had little reason to believe 
that things would change. 

However in March of 2013 things did change. In an effort to streamline the 
permitting process the state of Alaska no longer needed to provide for public 
comment with regard to DOT's plan to control vegetation by spraying herbicides 
along public right of ways. DOT needed only to notify that they were going to 
spray in accordance with their plan. In the name of streamlining state 
government and permitting we are about to sacrifice what we have worked so 
hard protect. This is no place to cut government corners. We have a right to 
know and to comment when it comes to protecting salmon habitat and our 
drinking water. 

Prince of Wales Island residents heard about the state's plan to spray herbicides 
by word of mouth from a small piece published in the Ketchikan Daily News, with 
little time to voice opposition. The state had gone from using no herbicides to a 
plan to spray them along 17 miles of right of way, most of it along watersheds 
draining into salmon streams including the Thorne River, one of the largest and 
most productive river systems on POW Island. 

HB53 will restore public comment on important matters such as the state's 
herbicide application program, and will also help to restore trust in state 
government. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Cheryl Fecko 
Craig, Alaska 



Debra Banaszak 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dewitt-Schleifman, Meda M <mmschleifman@anthc.org> 
Monday, March 09, 2015 8:25 PM 
Rep. Daniel Ortiz 
Prevent the Unnecessary Use of Harmful Pesticides 

Hello, I am formally requesting for you to include the voice of Alaskan's on HB 53 and appose toxic 
chemicals. 

It is vitally important that our state has the capacity to say "no!" when it comes to the poisoning of our Great 
Land. Toxic substances have no place here, we want to leave a land capable of sustaining life and thriving 
ecosystems indefinitely, not just for the next generation. We as Alaskan's pride ourselves on our vibrant 
landscape teaming with life, please I beseech you to hear this request and stand for what is true and just. 

Gunalcheesh, 

Meda De Witt Schleifman, TH 

ANTHC CHS Wellness 

Health Promotion Program Associate 

907-729-3639 Office 

907-729-2924 Fax 

mmschleifman@anthc.org 

www.alaskanplants.org 

1 



Testimony on HB53 to House Transportation Committee 

by Jim Sykes 

March 10, 2015 

Good Afternoon Co-Chairs and Members of the Transportation Committee. My name is Jim Sykes, 

representing myself, not as a member of the Mat-Su Borough Assembly which has not reviewed HB53. 

Today I speak in support of HB53 . It takes a reasonable approach that includes notification to the 

public, hearing from the nearby community, and a permit review process. No-spray setbacks from 

water are common sense procedures that protect our waters, fish and wildlife and people who use them. 

My wife and I use some of these waters for personal dip net fishing. 

My experience in dealing with the pesticide issue began in the mid 1980's in a remote area north of 

Talkeetna where people were concerned about chemicals used by the then federally-owned Alaska 

railroad. At one point I served as an alternate to a railroad citizens vegetation advisory committee 

when the railroad tried some creative alternatives like baking weeds with infrared, and I believe steam 

was tried. The most successful alternatives were hand clearing by prisoners and more intensive 

maintenance of the track ballast, which continued for quite some time. 

I think it's important to keep an open mind to new technologies and new alternatives that may arise. In 

fact I would suggest a minor addition to page three of version 'E' of the bill near the end of line 12 after 

the word "information" adding "or other effective alternatives." The public should be invited to 

consider and comment on new developments. 

Permit review proved important in about 2007, when the DEC denied the railroad a permit to spray 

most of the track from Seward halfway to Fairbanks. The railroad had not identified many water 

crossings to stop the spray in wetlands and fish rearing areas . Without careful review and action by the 

DEC, critical areas could have been sprayed. 

In my past years of dealing with pesticides a couple of things stick out. I learned that most herbicides 

are not tested in arctic or sub-arctic conditions which means chemical effects may last longer, travel 

Sykes comments on HB53 to House Transportation Committee March JO, 2015 Page I 



farther, or both. I remember that one chemical that was tested in Southcentral and near Fairbanks had 

characteristics that were significantly different than Lower 48 testing had shown. 

The other thing was the so called "inert ingredients." Sounds sort of neutral, but in fact some of the 

inert ingredients were as poisonous or more poisonous than the weed killing chemical. But chemical 

companies are not required to list these ingredients are so the real risks are not fully known. 

Reasonable caution is called for. 

During the past 25 years, Railbelt communities, Native Tribal organizations and individuals have dealt 

with herbicides as the issue has waxed and waned. In 2006, the Mat-Su Borough Assembly 

unanimously passed a resolution promoting a healthy railroad and asking the railroad not to spray along 

the tracks within the Borough. 

While differing opinions will probably continue about whether, where or when to use a particular 

pesticide or herbicide, most people can agree that we need safe water, and safe communities. HB53 

provides a straightforward process for notifying the public, hearing from the community and 

evaluating a permit application that keeps public safety as a priority. I think it's a good idea to pass it. 

I'll answer questions if there are any. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Jim Sykes 
PO Box 696 
Palmer, AK 99645 

Phone 354-6962 

Sykes comments on HB53 to House Transportation Committee March JO, 2015 Page 2 



Ginger Blaisdell 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Debra Banaszak 
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:50 PM 
Ginger Blaisdell 
FW: Letter in support of HB 53 

From: alaskanrn2@gmail.com [mailto :alaskanrn2@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 11:40 AM 
To: Debra Banaszak 
Subject: Re : Letter in support of HB 53 

To Whom it May Concern: 

I would like to lend my whole hearted support for this bill. As a registered nurse I am concerned with the health 
impacts of pesticide use on our population . I am also concerned with herbicide/pesticide application on our 
lands which hold an abundance of salmon spawning streams. As past president of the Alaska Nurses 
Association, I am pleased in our record of the precautionary principle and resolutions passed banning wide 
spread application of pesticides. As a burgeoning commercial organic farmer I am concerned with application 
and aerial contamination and the financial impacts it might pose on my produce. As Alaskans with a 
relative pristine environment I see the real possibility to fulfill the ever-growing demand for organic or 
pesticide free market and would not want to diminish our opportunities statewide. 
If you would like supporting data on glyphosates and others and their detrimental impacts I would be happy to 
supply you with such. 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
Susan E Walsh 
1252 Upper Millar 
Ketchikan, AK. 
99901 

Sent from Windows Mail 

From: Debra Banaszak 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 11 :13 AM 
To: alaskanrn2@gmail.com 

Hello Susan, 

I found your email and wondering if you could send the letter to my email ... that way I can get it to the 
Committee faster. Thanks, 
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- House Bill 53 -
LIO Testimony to House Transportation Conunittee 

by Suza1me Wood 
10 March 2015 

1. My name is Suzaime Wood and I'm representing myself. A resident of Petersburg, 
Alaska since October 1993, I have been a self-employed commercial fisherman in Southeast 
Alaska for over 22 years. 
2. I am writing in support of House Bill 53. 
3. While HB 53 may not, by itself, prevent the usage of chemical agents on humans, fish, 
wildlife, and other living organisms, it should bring to light the potential harmful and long-term 
ramifications of their usage by requiring public participation in an open meeting before any 
chemical spraying is authorized by State of Alaska agency officials. 
4. Residue from roadside spraying may, tlu·ough airborne drift, end up far afield from its 
intended point of ground contact and is likely to contaminate all roadside streams through runoff 
due to the moist maritime climate, particularly in Southeast Alaska. This has the potential to 
unintentionally introduce harmful toxins, and have detrimental long-term impact on humans, fish 
and wildlife, beneficial subsistence vegetation like blueberry bushes, and other organisms. 
5. Living out of town in a more rural location with no access to the Petersburg Borough's 
residential water resource, the stream that I use extensively for personal use has been granted 
water rights since 1970, and back permitted to 1961. This stream flows under the Mitkof 
Highway, which could be subjected to chemical applications on both the uphill, and downhill 
sides of the right-of-way, effectively doubling the amount of chemical agent that my family is 
subjected to by using my fan1ily's state authorized water usage. This creek runs out into the 
Wrangell Narrows amidst anadramous salmon, Dungeness and Tanner crab, and other resident 
marine mammals including killer whale, sea lion, ai1d harbor seal. 
6. My family's organic garden is watered using hillside runoff authorized by the State 
through our long held water rights. Roadside chemical spraying destroys any semblance of 
organic gardening by introducing chemical agents and toxins directly into our food chain by 
usage of what is otherwise a pristine, uncontaminated water source. In many cases, herbicides 
are toxic to beneficial soil organisms, such as bacteria that help break down the soil, and help 
bring in the nutrients plants need. Herbicides have been shown to kill helpful soil organisms, 
which result in too many harmful bacteria and fungi growing. 
7. I urge you to support HB 53, which will restore many of the public protections that were 
removed by the 2013 regulatory changes. HB 53 will enable the ADOT/PF the opportunity to 
present to the public in an open forum, its proposed chemical application-the wheres, whys, 
and hows of the need for the Alaska Department ofTransp01iation to i l-tr'ociuce toxins into our 
lives and property on Mitkof Island. 

Suzanne Wood 
P.O. Box 383; 
Petersburg, AK 99833-0383 
907-772-3480 Scritz383@gmail.com 



- House Bill 53 -
Submitted Testimony to House Transportation Committee 

IO March 20 15 

by 
Charles E. "Ed" Wood 

Petersburg,Alaska 99833 

I. My name is Charles Wood and I'm representing myself through these comments. 

I have been a resident of Alaska since before statehood beginning in December 1954, and 

Petersburg since I 961. I have been a self-employed commercial fisherman in Alaska for 

over 3 5 years. 

2. I am writing in support of House Bill 53 (HB 53) in order to restore many of the 

public protections that were removed by the 2013 regulatory changes. 

3. HB 53's intended purpose is to return to the public, an opportunity to comment 

on their concerns to the potential impacts of roadside spraying of pesticides/herbicides 

in areas of importance to them, such as the stream which my family has held State of 

Alaska water rights on since 9 July 1970 while our beneficial usage began in 1961, and 

which will be impacted by any roadside spraying. 

4. The primary issue of concern over our permitted water supply is that it flows 

through a culvert beneath Mitkof Highway (State Highway #7) and will be contaminated 

beyond any doubt by roadside chemical applications on both sides of the highway, and by 

the ditches that drain into our stream. 

5. HB 53 also provides the opportunity for ADOT&PF to provide information to the 

public concerning the application of chemical agents, or alternatives, to controlling plant 

growth along State owned roadways in a public forum. 

6. It is in the public's interest to be fully informed, and included in any decision by 

State agencies that could have potential long-term and accumulative ramifications on 

public health and public safety, two areas of which the Alaska Legislature is 

constitutionally (Article VII, Sections 4 and 5) bound to safeguard .. 

7. • I urge you to support HB 53. 

0-/J;~ 
Charles E. "Ed" Wood 
P.O. Box 383 
Petersburg.AK 99833-0383 
907-772-3480 
fvtalon@icloud.com 



Ginger Blaisdell 

From: Kimberly Swiantek 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, March 11, 2015 8:22 AM 
Ginger Blaisdell 

Subject: FW: HB 0053 hearing today 

From: Ken Perry [mailto:ken@paratex-pp.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:42 PM 
To: Rep'. Neal Foster; Rep. Shelley Hughes; Rep. Charisse Millett; Rep. Benjamin Nageak; Rep. Louise Stutes; Rep. Matt 
Claman; Rep. Daniel Ortiz 
Subject: HB 0053 hearing today 

Honorable Co-Chairs and members: 

Thank you for accepting my letter last night and the opportunity to comment today. I am sorry I was a bit 
disjointed, but I had really hoped ADEC Pesticide would have been asked to attend and explain their 2013 
revision. As I stated, I think they are required to stay out of legislative issues unless asked to testify, and 
perhaps that did not occur. 

Once again please rest assured that their actions in 2013 were wholly in line with saving The State thousands of 
dollars on hearings that the environmentalists have told people will stall pesticide applications. Since the 
testimony they always give is mostly worst case scenario, out-weighed science and lots of emotion it is 
extremely redundant. The environmental movement has abused the public comment process for many years to 
slow down what is otherwise a well thought out plan. 

The 2013 revisions actually tightened up the requirements for determining usage based on an 1PM approach 
(which includes alternative considerations) AND requiring that these 1PM programs be made available on their 
website prior to application ( https://dec.alaska.gov/eh/pest/lPM.html ). There are currently 5 such 1PM 
programs registered on the website at https://dec.alaska.gov/eh/pest/pe.htm I would recommend you take some 
time to see how they work. 

While I am sure you are required politically to approve this bill since one of the co-sponsors is on your 
committee, I would really urge you to contact ADEC Pesticide first so that it can be passed along with more 
meaningful data to Resources. 

Respectfully 

Ken Perry 

Kenneth J (Ken) Perry mail@AlaskaPest.com 
General Manager 
Pied Piper Pest Control 
2440 E 88th Ave Suite A (907) 344-2538 
Anchorage, AK 99507 (800) 478-2538 
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