





- . The Epidemiologic Studles Program of the EPA has '

Honeydew' ‘Melons’ _\ "

- Spearmints

.- established a toll-free contact number on .pesticides. As ‘- ‘'Honeyballs
. stated in the flier, “The Epidemiologic Studies Program Hops. “Simmer Squash
© a7 wants to know about al] incidents-involving pesticides, =, Horseradish * ‘' Sunflower "o
.- regardless of importance or extent_of damag:e_;"aThey,".f Huckleberr:es wass Chard "7

also have information on recommended use of pesti- -

" Jerisalem Artxchokes

NEWS FROM AROUND contmued. e
‘Subsidizing continued... : ' Pesthlde Resudues——lnvestlgahon or Oversight?se | o
challenging the emergency suspension, 2) to stop pro- Apparently, the E.P.A, allows higher tolerances of @n
duction of all home weed killers containing Silvex, and . pesticides on foods that are consumed in very small
.. 3} to recall all stock of such products from wholesale . _quantities. The logic is that,.since certain foods are
" and retail dealers. The EPA has agreed to compensate  seldom consumed, a relatively high level of residues can
Chevron and all of its distributors, although the terms  be tolerated, since the total intake would be low. Tastes
of=that compensation have not yet been worked out. - differ, however, and what the E.P.A. eats may not be
The EPA has said that four other companies that make  what you and I eat. For your information, here (reprinted
products containing Silvex "are considering similar  from Alternative Market News, Vol. 4, No. 2, Spring 1979)
agreements. Such compensation to manufacturers of is a ‘list of food of which the EP.A. assumes that
products that are suspended by the EPA are legal under  no one eats more than 7.5 ounces per year; some of the -
a 1972 law ' entrles may be s()mewhat surpnsmg ‘ :
Almonds . Mangos .,
Artichokes Millet
- Avocadlos “Milo
" Barley Molasses )
" Beet Greens Mushrooms
*'Blackberrries ‘Muskmellons
' Blueberrries " Nectarines
Brussel Sprouts ) ‘;Okra
. Buckwheat + Papayas
Casaba Melons *‘Parsley”
" Chicory - Parships
Cocontit " -~Passion Fruit
C}abapples * 7 Pawpaws
~ Cranberries 7
Cranshaw Melons = " Pecans
Currants ‘ * Peppermint @)
s Dates ) _'Persian Melon y
. PESTICIDES, Dewberries " Pimentos’ '
e ‘ Eggplant ~Plums
- EIderberrles h “Quinces
v Escarole ™ " Radishes
: ) Figs - .- Raspberries
1 “Filberts 7, T Rutabagas
et U Garlien o0 T e Rye :
o ~Goosebeiries " Safflower
~ : : \ “Greens " “‘Salsify e
. ‘Shallots " = v
Reportmg Pestncnde Inc1dent5' o Hominy © "% %7 “Sorghum - .

(M

;cides, technical and general information on. peshcndes * VKale Lo
- and information for emergency sxtuat:ons co e . Kohlrabi -~ :
The numbers to call are: . .- : " Kumgquats -~ . ‘
1-800-531-7790 (U.S: except Texas) . Leeks T ]
1-800-292-7664 (Texas). RN Lo_ganbernes  Watercress = *' ¥ ]
The address is: . . ' Matadam:a Nuts *Winter Squash’ " :
Epidemiologic Studles Program PR - “‘.‘Youngberrles “ B
- Pesticide Lab. : s e L e
152 E. Stenger o o ThlS Informatlon i from-a ‘review of pestlt’lde resi-

T Lol ._,;ﬁ;".!;"..;;

dues iri foods, done by thé Subcomnittee on Oversight

,-", ' San Benito, Texas 78586 §
Fliers and stickers with the toll-free numbers are aIso “-and Invesngations O the Gummlttee on Interstate and
avallable ° & Forelgn Comittierce; done’ in 1978, ="~ 7 6w
I A e IR RV E 2!'.*--“""
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- | ICCAH: P_l_'opd_s'e_-s -S-'lt’.a'ble. Brush Alternative ',

_vading plant competitors.
‘We believe that stable brush communities are a viable .

Jefferson Coumy, at the North end of Washington's
Olympic Peninsula, zmposed a moratorium on
herbicide use this summer. The following proposal
was submitted to the county commissioners by the
Jefferson County Coalition for Alternatives to .
Herbicides. This fall, the county received a detailed
report and analysis of roadside vegetat:on conditions
and has initiated a prlot pm;ect covering 12 mrles of

 county road.

‘In the late. 1940's an- ecologlst named Frank Egler
discovered  some_ stable brush communities.

" Normally brush communities are an early successional
stage of a developing forest, a fact true of both the

western coniferous forest and Egler's own locale—the
New Hampshire oak forest. Egler found certain brush
communities to be stable; i.e. they were not being in-
vaded by the next successional species. He reported that

- these communities had been stable for 20 to 40 years. It -
- occurred to Egler that the establishment of stable brush

communities on roadsides and right of ways might be an
alternative to costly continuous and environmentally
suspect use of herbicidés to manage these areas.

In 1953 two Connecticut College botanists, Niering
and Goodwin, proved the above idea to be practical.
Working with a local power company they established a
stable brush community on a powerline right of way
that is intact today. By 1960 the desired brush com-
munity was stable after seven years of maintenance.
The right. of way remained clean of treés and accessible

. to periodic checks of power poles.Their study shows that

stable brush communities shade out undesired species
and provide habitat for animals that browse the
undesired ‘species thus “preening” themselves .of in-

alternative to the use of broadcast: herbicides. To that

end we propose ‘the following course of actlon be im-

plemented in Jefferson County:
1) Jefferson County should initiate a research pro-
gram to determine which local plant species could be

utilized for the establishment of. stable roadside brush

communities. To conduct this study. the county should
hire a botanical consultant, The Coalition is able to pro-
vide names of University of Washmgton faculty wn]lmg

" and capable to do this work.
II} Jefferson County should establish a ‘planning -

group to create and define county roadside management
policies. This group should include the county engineer,
county prosecutor, the above-mentioned consultant,

county planner, and 3 to 5 citizens. This group would

review information on ,appl_icable-_al_tematives to her-

' bicide use; especially recommended .is the recent King

County roadside management study included- w:th the
Coalmon s information packet . -

~

i -chemically derived herbicides.
* munities may cost.a little more to establish, -but once -
. established they are’ vu-tua]]y -cost free. Herbundes on .

-the other hand, must be used over and over again. In .-

_ 1) The Coalition urgés the Cour.it':y to switch from -

.broadcast treatment of roadsides with herbicides to

manual brushing of same with professional crews con-
tracted from the private sector. These licensed contrac- .
tors would brush to standards established by a'county -

‘planning-group.. The crews would encourage and nur- .
ture local brush communities into self-managing health,
. gradually eliminating the need for the contractors’ ser- -
* vices and saving the county money in the long run.

Compared to goal-oriented manual brushing, broadcase
herbicide use is a budgetary black hole. ‘As the cost of -

fossil fuel continues to rise so do_the costs of “petro-
Stable

this light, the argument_that herbicides are-the cheaper :

“management tool pales considerably.

“IV) Lastly, until the planning group. is -establlshed
and a coherent alternative plan to herbicide use is

developed, we . urge the county to continue the -

moratorium and  brush road51des manually and
mechamcally when necessary.: . ) !
- . Bibliography =~ -
Egler, Frank E. “Right-of-Way Vegetation Managemmt
Herbicides and Society,” Bridgewater, 1973. .
Nemng, William A. and Goodwin, Richard H. “Crea-.
tion of Relatively "Stable Shrublands with "

Herbicides: - Arresting ‘Succession” on Rights- of—Way
and Pastureland,” Ecology, (1974), Pp. 784—795 )
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The Maine Cause

by Susan Kraus

We in the Pacific Northwest are proud of our forests
and many of us are adamant about protecting them from
the likes of herbicides—with good reason=of eourse. But
.as we continue to be caught up in the everensuing
arguments over the use of these toxic chemicals, we
should, at the same time, realize that the problem is not
‘exclusive to our region. There is one other state with which
we have a strong affinity in this respect. The state is

Maine. Four-fifths of it is covered with forests, that like

ours, feed an enormous wood processing industry. In
addition, Maine hosts the largest forest-spray program in
the U.S. It might be some consolation to know that
. regardless of all the distance between us, the same battles
we are fighting are also being fought there,

St. Regls Paper Company alone owns thousands of . '

acres in Maine. This year the company plans to spray
 between 3,000 and 4,000 acres with herbicides. The
- purpose is to kill off all unwanted vegetation, giving a
competition-free start to planted stock—the commercially
valuable conifers. They are given priority over those
hardwoods like alder and poplar which some forest
industrialists refer to as “weeds.” The merit behind this

aspect of forest management is being debated on both sides

of the nation, but that is another story.

As far as the use of chemicals go, it has been suggested
that woodsworkers be used instead, to hand clear the forests
of those species that industries like Weyerhaeuser and St.

Regis so despise. When this idea was presented to head -

forester Richard Griffith of Brewer, Maine, by Maine
Times, he said, “We would have to clear every five years
or so if we used saws instead of chemicals—and the
accident rate from chain saws is terrible, as you know,
Herbicides kill weed trees, but saws just make them sucker
back up several times before they die. Hand labor would
be at léast 10 to 15 times as expensive as herbicides, and
you still couldn't get a crop of trees in anywhere near as
- fast as you can with herbicides. We just could not afford
not to use them.”

But there is a growing -concern in Maine over whether
they can afford fo use herbicides—at the expense of the
environment and those who live within it. In July of this
year, the second major protest of the summer took place in
Washington County. It was spurred on by several
incidents that occurred there. One  involved: three
fishermen (John Cox, his son, and a nephew) who were
‘unfortunate enough to be fishing on St. Regis land when
one aerial spraying project began on June 28, 1979. Cox is

"~ a licensed fisherman who had been fishing the Hobart:
Stream area for 40" years. He and the two boys were

sprayed directly and repeatedly, even after making
personal contact with the ground crew and obvious signals
to the hehcopter pilot. Northeast Helicopter of Bucksport
was using a Tordon 101 mixture with an additional boost

of 2,4-D. The spray drift from these herbicides resulted in
- the poisoning of a number of gardens in the area as well as
the possible contamination of scil and water supplies. The
Dennys River is an especially critical area as Atlantic
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* Salmon spawn there. Public outrage resulted in a meeting

of 80 people in Dennysville on July third to protest the St.
Regis program. One of those present was the Moosehorn
National Wildlife Refuge manager, Douglas Mullen. His
concern was for the residents of the area, but also for the
Refuge itself, which coincidentally, borders on the St.
Regis land, and was, he is convinced, affected by the
spraying. Mullen says legal action may be forthcoming.

Naturally, families hke the Cox's are concerned about
the long-term affects of these herbicides on the human

_body, but unfortunately little is known, 2,4-D is known to

cause birth defects in rats and picloram (also a herbicide
present in the, Spray) has been identified as a cancer-
causing agent in laboratory animals. ‘At the protest
meeting the Maine Pesticide Control Board recommended
that, until test results on soil and water samples taken from
the sprayed area come in, residents hit by the spray drift

- not eat any leafy vegetables from their gardens—some of

which were nearly an acre in size. John Cox is also looking
into the possibility- of taking legal action because of his
(and the two boys’) direct contact with the herbicides.
Meanwhile, Maine Times has contacted Richard
Griffith by phone, who claimed Tordon 101 to be “one of
the safest sprays known.” He added, “There's nothmg

- illegal, and nothing that we haven't been doing for years."
He did not deny the possibility that Cox and the two boys -

might have been sprayed as they walked out of the St.
Regis land, but he maintained, ‘It looks like a staged
incident, It looks to me as if they went in there deliberately
to get sprayed so they could harass the company.”

The group that organized the July -meeting in

- Dennysville has one goal: “To stop all aena] spraymg in

Washington County Period.”
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2,4,5-T and Silvex in Food

by B:Il Bitsas

. Last March, the U.S. Environmental “Protection
Agency suspended 2,4,5-T and 2,4,5—TP (Silvex) from
use on forest land, rights-of-way, and pasture land
because miscarriages had ‘been attributed to the use of

 these chemicals, and because laboratory evidence shows

that these chemicals and their trace contaminant TCDD

(Dioxin} are potentially teratogenic and. carcinogenic.

Inexplicably, . the EPA did not prohibit -other uses of

‘these chemicals including use on food creps. 2,4,5-T is

still used on rice, while 2,4, 5-TP is used on apples, pear
trees, prunes, and sugar cane.

About 300,000 acres of the lower Mlssmsxppx drainage
ricelands are annually sprayed with 2,4,5-T; the bulk of
this is in Arkansas (177,000 acres) and Mississippi
(101,000 acres), with 18,000 acres also being sprayed in

- Louisiana, and 4,000 in Missouri. Texas and California,

two -other major areas of rice production, apparently

use little or no 2,4,5-T. The 300,000 acres account for 12% °

of the annual rice crop. The EPA mentions no studies
on residues of 2,4,5-1 in rice; however, it has been
found in surface water in the Mississippi Delta region.

Silvex is sprayed on apples, primarily Red Delicious,

* as a stop-drop and to enhance fruit color, 55% of U.S.

Red Delicious production occurs in Washington state,
with other production in North Carolina (6%), New
York, Virginia, Oregon, Michigan, and various other
states; British Columbia apples are also sprayed with
2,4,5-T. Work done by Cochrane et al.” (1976) shows
Silvex residues in apples of 0.097 ppm two hours after
harvest, 0.046 ppm at harvest (10 days after spraying)
and 0.036 ppm after four months in storage. Fruit that
hadbeen washed with detergent, then rinsed with water,
showed residues of 0.015 ppm after storage; washed and

+~ waxed fruit showed residues of 0.014 ppm. The study
also showed that “no declination in residues is observed.

during and up to four months storage” so that one might

.. reasonably assume that Silvex would be present in these

apples for quite some time afterwards. In light of this,
anyone who wishes to avoid being contaminated by
Silvex would do well to stay away from commercxally-
grown apples. .

*'8,300 acres of prunes (9% of the total acreage) are
also sprayed with Silvex to prevent fruit drop. Most of
this use occurs in the Pacific Northwest in Oregon's
7,407 acres of prunes, Washington’s 1,940 acres, and
Idaho's 978 acres, where a proportionately high number
of Italian and Early Italian prunes are grown (11% of

the annual harvest). No studies have been done ‘on ex-
posure 'to -applicators or farm-workers, or on the .

amount of Silvex or TCDD residues on plums.

- "NCAP NEWS / FALL 1979

Pear trees are sprayed with Silvex 1mmed:ately after -
harvest to increase fruit set for the following year. This -
occurs on about 600 to 700 acres annually, mostly in
Oregon and Washington. Again there are no exposure
or residue studies. -

Between 115,000 and 230 000 acres of sugar cane are
sprayed with Silvex for weed control—about 30,000 in -
Florida and the rest in Louisiana. If this figure seems
somewhat vague, it is—but it is from the EPA position
documents mentioned below, as are the above acreage

. figures, so-that this is as accurately as the federal agency
__ that regulates the use of Silvex or 2,4,5-T can estimate

that use. Again, there is a lack of studies on residues.

Another potential contaminated food source are fish
and shellfish. 2,4,5-T and Silvex have been found in at
least one crayf:sh pond in Louisiana, and 2,4,5-T has
been found in several rivers in Louisiana by the EOA -
and the USGS. An EPA study is Louisiana recently con-
cluded that “the possibility certainly exists that humans
are being exposed to 2,4,5-T or TCDD residues through
the consumption of crawfish and catfish.” The EPA i is
currently analyzing catfish samples at their Iab in Bay
St Louis, Mississippi. ‘

It is clear that, although 2,4,5-T and Silvex are no.
longer being used in some circumstances, the potential
for human exposure to these chemicals still exists. -

New Orleans States-Item, Monday, Sept. 10, 1979.
2,4,5-T: Position Document 2/3, EPA, July 9, 1979,
Silvex: Position Document 1/2/.3, EPA, July 9, 1979. -
Communication from E. R. Houghton of the Cana-

‘dian Agriculture Department to Mrs. Miriam Doucett,

- dated December 11, 1974; contains memo from W. P.

-~

Cochrane to Dr. T. Curren, containing final results of
2,4,5-T residue tests mentioned above, dated November
21, 1974. (Cochrane’s work is also sited in the EPA Posi-
tion Document -1/2/3 on Silvex, and was published

~under . the title' “Residues in Apples Sprayed with
-Fenoprop,”

.Canadian Journal of Plant Sc:ence

- 56: -207-210, January 1976.)

“PCC Wewslebter .o -
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Pest1c1des in Imported Foods

b y Susan Kraus
You would never think that those 51mp1e natural
foods like bananas and olives could be such bad news
for the human body, but behold, the latest information
on imported American food supplies is just that.
~If you remember DDT, aldrin, kepone, and chlor-
~ dane, you will remember that they were just some of the
- chlorinated pesticides banned from use in this country,’
starting a number of years ago. DDT was the first to be
outlawed because its residues build up in the food chain
and caiise widespread environmental contamination.
The others were found to have a potential for causing
cancer. i
Well, just because American farmers can no longer
spray their crops with these pesticides, does not
necessarily mean that American chemical companies
cannot continue to manufacture them. The .reason is

simple. There is no such ban on these pesticides in-

developing countries so they are being bought and used
extensively.

As a result of tlns many of the foods imported in the '

United States from Asia, Central and South America,
. and so forth, are coated with residues from pesticides
that have been found to be hazardous to human health,
The General Accounting Office, an investigative
agency of Congress, released a report on this subject in
June, Below is one of the charts presented in that report,
listing five food commodities as especially susceptlb]e to
dangerous pesticides because of their regular use in these
countrles

Ecuador Cuatema.la Costa Rica 'lqdia

Aldrin . cacao coffee coffee sugar

 sugar - .. ) tea
-Dieldrin coffee bananas - bananas
sugar coffee
- coffee cacao

Heptachlor ‘sugar sugar - sugar

T . cacao .
Chlordane cacao coffee
DDT bananas ’

Kepone bananas

Two go'vernment organizations were cited as peing

negligent in their duties and partly responsible for the
present state of affairs. The Environmental Protection
Agency failed to alert foreign nations about the known-

dangers of certain pesticides exported from the United .
- where pesticides manufactured in this country were be-

States. They also neglected to monitor and inspect

pesticides ready for export by the manufacturer. The .
Food and Drug Administration, on the other hand, fail- .

ed to ensure the imported food we eat is safe, pure, and
wholesome. In that report to Congress, it was stated,
“The Food and Drug Administration does not analyze
imported food for many potential residues, It allows
food to be marketed before testing it for illegal residues.

Importers are not penalized if their imports later are

determined to contain illegal residues. The safety and
appropriateness of some residues allowed on imported

food has not been determined.” Overall, it can be said .

a8

- for pesticide residues.”

Coffee

that the FDA' employs an “inadequate analysis of food
Often they are ignorant of the
source of these pesticides, and have no idea what the
residues are.

All total, there are 600 different food commodities
coming into this country from 150 other countries.
While not all of these nations use pesticides that have
been outlawed in the U.S., there are literally hundreds
of others available, and almost an equal number of
residue tests which would have to be done to identify
and quantify the residues. The two food com_moditiee
listed below exemplify the extent of pesticide use in
forelgn countries and what the FDA has had to deal
with in testing foods coming into the U.S. :

‘NUMBER OF PESTICIDES ]
St . Allowed, - Having no Not detect-
Countries recommend- U5, - able with
Surveyed ed or used loleranoe FDA tests
~ Columbia, . 45 25 . 37
Costa Rica, ‘ L
" Ecuador, -
Guatemala, .
e e o MeXICO - e e
"Brazil, < 94 - . 76 - 64
Columbia, . ‘ C
Costa clliica, ‘
ador,
- G?:at:emala, b ;
- Mexico @ ”
And pesticides are sprayed ]ust as freely ‘over

Commodity I
Bananas

- tomatoes, tea, cacao, taploca strawbernes and pep-

TS.
The GAO - report said, “Pesticide use patterns in

~ foreign countries clearly indicate that a large portion of

food imported into the U.S. may in fact contain unsafe
residues.” It was also found that, “Half of the imported

" food . the” Food .and Drug Administration found

adulterated during a fifteen-month period was marketed
without penalty to.importers and consumed by an un-
suspecting American public. This occurred because the
Food ~and Drug Administration’s - policy permits
perishable products to enter commercial channels before
residue anaiyses are complete . Analysns takes an
average of eleven days. . -

Certainly, it is a comphcated time consuming, and )
expensive process. But certainly, there is no excuse for
the lack of monitoring of our imported food supplies.
Granted, had the EPA been doing its part in finding out

ing sent, the FDA would have had a better idea of what
countries and - corresponding commodities to look out
for. But, a cry for help should have gone up long before

_the GAO investigation was conducted--a cry for more

communication, cooperation, research, residue tests,
budgetary allowance and staff. .

However, Americans are not the only victims. The
residents of those ‘countries that use hazardous
pesticides are also in- danger. The World Health
Orgamzatlon has estimated there are 500,000 poison-
ings worldwxde each year from_“direct exposure to
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pesticides and that about 5,000 of these are fatal. Beef
and milk contamination in mary of these nations has
been found to be many times over U.S. tolerances (max-

imum levels). None of this is surprising when it.is.con- .,
sidered that in 1976, 161 million pounds of pesticides -

not registered for use in America (or 29% of total

pesticide exports),” were exported for use somewhere

else.
'Little mentior was made in the GAO report of cutting

off the source of the problem—American pesticide. .

manufacturers themselves (we are not the only pro-
ducers, but the largest). Aside from a “moral
obligation” to developing and unsuspecting nations and -
a questioning of rationale (how can a product banned
from the domestic market be exported?) the report-
directed its criticisms and corrective suggestions at the
EPA and the FDA,

The GAOQ is suggestmg that the EPA:

1. Make sure pesticide manufacturers keep export re-

cords required by law; - -

- 2. Monitor the content, destination, and use of -

pesticide exports and provide such information to-
the FDA so it knows what to expect when checkmg
imports; ‘
3. Inform foreign countries recewmg large shipments.
of unregistered pesticides that their dangers are
unknown, or if known, what these dangers are;

i

4. Ensure that foreign countries are told of all suspen-
_sions, cancellations, and significant changes in the
registrations of pesticides.

The GAQ suggests that the FDA:
1. Obtain data about foreign pesticides;
2. Make importers identify pesticides used on their
food and certify that residues comply with U, S
tolerances;
3. Identify all unknown re51dues on imports;
4. Develop analyses that can detect most. pestrcrdes ¥
. liable to be on imported food;
5. Sample all significant 1mported food products each ;
year. =
Hopefully all of these suggestlons will be enacted so
that a certain amount of control will be gained over
those pesticides that now go undetected by the FDA's
two analyses, They are suspected of causing birth,
defects, reduced fertility, mutations, cancer, and bone
marrow, b]ood and resplratory changes.

Sources
General ‘Accounting Office, Better Regulatzon of
Pesticide Exports and Pesticide Residues in Imported
Food is Essential, A Report to the Congress, June :
1979.
Audobon Society, The Pesticide Boomerang, by Lesl:e
Woare, September 1979,

v

W ~A] “WHAT WE DO NOT
UM NEED IS BIG BROTHER
GOVERNMENT

_ LDUKI NG g/ER
~OUR SHDULDER...
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P esticide Enf or cement——

Proeting he Public e

by Marla Gzllham - ' i

NCAP recently received a pubhcatlon from Reglon
10' EPA entitled “One Year of Enforcement in Region
10—~October 1977 to October 1978,” EPA publication -
#910/9-79-062. Regional Admmlstratqr Donald Dubois
began this report with a few chmce and seemmgly
_ résponsive statements: R

“There is no way for society to avoid -paying for -

poﬂutlon If we do not pay for prevention, we pay in othier

ways—in damage to crops, in lost recreational area, in-
treatments for drinking - water and, -most -
1mportant]y, in human suffering, illness and premature‘?

higher

déath.
“”An increasing number of chromc diséases are beheved

"to be caused by environmental factors. If this continues to -
be the case, environmental protection must be a key -
ingredient in health as well as in economic and aesthetic

considerations.”

The report does not include state enforcement activities,
which are primary in responsibility for environmental
protection. We are told that it is largely because of the
“skilled and professional” assistance of .the Attorney

General of the U.S. and the Department of Justice that the.

EPA’s enforcement actions in Federal District Courts have
been so successful in “providing this Nation with tools to
protect public health and create an environment in which
economic growth can be reconciled with the needs. of
present and future generations.” This is undoubtedly one -
of the primary reasons that the EPA feels'it can say that..
our “Nation’s environment is cleaner and safer now than lt
was in 1970, when the EPA was formed.”

You have probably noted at least a hint of cymc15m m

the way I have chosen to agglomerate such “responsive”. -
statements. While it is not this writer's initerit to mahgn the '

intent, efficiency, or character of Region.10 EPA or its
Admuustrator these staterments seem. qmte incengruous, -
once you have looked at the real information presented in

the report. The EPA's intent may be of the hlghest ‘order, .

but the effectiveness of their: methods in: deterrmg
continued violations is lacking. EPA welcomes citizen
input in establishing regulatory programs and in ensuring

that these programs are fairly carried out. Therefore, in’

fulfilling our position as constructively critical c:tlzens th:s

report needs exposing. :
Looking at the Pesticides Enforcement section of the

report, it is easy to see why the EPA’s programs have been

less effective than they could have been. Having talked to ‘apphcatorsmhn‘thesecateguncrmt-exceed $500 for

40

mnumerable pe0ple who have be'e*n sprayed d]rECtly,

whose water has béen torifatninated whese gardens and =
farms have been defoliated, and whose livestock have died '
- by the scores of produced grossly ‘abhm*mal effs(pnng, ot
daily: are» '
exposed to high’ levels of pestitldes 1 amtfdily' certain that -
~ I'am‘not the only pérson who behEVes thav enforcement»'

to mention “thd thousands of - workérs Swho-

programs are not adequiate, s~ Tt G Gt

f B

Region 10 tlaims that there has been‘a steady" decrease in -
the number of violations, 'atid that' thig is: evidenCEd by the - -

issuance of orly 216" Notices f: *Wirning” fotti rninor:
infractions of the ‘pesticide -laws* in thies &% years from‘
1973-78. sy f

The report lists five major categbliesin Wh‘lCh vxolatlons

of the pesticide laws generally fall:

submit required repoits. " b s

* Improper label ‘ot pesﬁmde bréduee (n‘usbrandmg)

® Chemical defects. in the pesticide produce
{adulterated).

* Failure of a pesticide athcator - to use the product in
accordance with the label instructions (Mmlst.Ise)

. Looking at these categories, it is- readjly apparent that
the first four out of five categories are; manufacturer
_ violations. When trying to decide on whom the blame for

* pesticide poisoning;should be placed, it would seem that
. the makers of the ¢ chemicals .are in #1 p?smon for the

“World Title. K-

‘I the year: October 197?-October 1978, ﬁeglon 10 EPA

issued-all of- ‘dine Civil Penalty Warning Citations in the

no fine'for thesé cltalb fisngd, whic hiare used tp warn private
cert1£,1ed .apﬁiicatorsgn d geheral fion-commercial pesticide
_users that g seconc Ieﬁhon will resi It in a fine.
Burhhghon ‘.Northgﬂi Réitoad and (} Washington
Department of Ni w ! Resources were! jamong those
prlvate dpplicators . This, of course, gvould seem to
mdlcate tha; rieithér Hﬁrlmgton Nerthern Railroad nor the
~Washington Deljaff'ment ‘of Natural Resources have ever
been guilty of a pesticifle misuse before. IT

I thestase of Civil Penafty Complaints, the EPA may °

““fine » the “pesticide manufacturer, comimercial use,
wholesaler, dealer, retailer, or other distributor up to
$5,000 for each offense of the pesticide Jaw. Fines for
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* Failure to register pesfi¢ide ‘produét or- manufadturer
* Failure of manufacturer or pestl(ﬂde producer to.

gastates of Alaska, lciahp, (Dreg()rr zand Washlﬁgton There is |
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EPA Evaluatioh...

the first offense, nor more than $1,000 for each subseéuent
offense. Additionally, before a penalty can be finally
assessed, the violator must be offered an opportunity for a
hearing to explain “mitigating circumstances.”

Al First glance, it sounds as though $5,000 is at least a
reasonable beginning in deterring negligent pesticide
practices. But when you think about it, a multinational
corporation such as Evergreen Helicopter with domestic
activities in Alaska, the Gulf of Mexico, and the whole

West Coast, as well as in much of Africa, Pakistan, Puerto

Rico, Peru, Bolivia, New Guinea, Singapore, Madagascar,
Viet Nam, and Canada, can brush off a fine of that
amount with no more thought than an elephant twitching

‘at a flea. -
- Looking at the actual Civil Penalty Complamts and the -

fines collected, the EPA totals a whopping 30 cases in all of
Region 10 in the fiscal year of 1977-78, for a total of

- $11,845, This means an average of $395.00 per violation

In reality, only four of these 30 were fines in excess of
$1,000. No fines exceeded $1,600. Of the complaints
issued, this is how they break down into categories:
" 11—Delinquent reporting of annual production.
10—Failure to register pesticide products,
4—Improper label,
3—Pesticide producing establlshment
registered.({!)
6—Chemical defects in product
4—Pesticide misuse.
- The total is greater than 30 because some instances were
cases of multiple violations, Of the violations cited, 34 out

not

of 38 are manufacturer’s violations. This supports what -
was initially suspected from the EPA’s list of violation
types.

It is also ‘interesting to note that supposedly only four
instances of pesticide misuse occurred in commercial
applications in all of Region 10's jurisdiction in one year.
Additionally, of all the commercial applicators,
manufacturers, etc. cited, there is not a single violation by
a major timber or helicopter corporation, or utility, But
then, we already knew that pesticides are always used ifi~"
strict compliance with label directions by these bastions of:
social responsibility.

EPA is undoubtedly doing what they can to enact some,, .
type of penalty system. But if only one company which -
commmercially applies chemicals has as much economic
power as Evergreen Helicopter does, how much powerdo .- .
all the manufacturers and applicators combined wield? It i~
a simple mathematical problem to figure out that the EPA "~
is on the bottom of the totem pole, and that the chief
honchos (our old friends Dow, Amchem, Monsanto K
Evergreen, and many, many more) are dictating the rulés”*
of the game. EPA's best efforts are manipulated and’;
rendered powerless by these corporations. The laws are,’
written to protect the interests of the big guys. And if this"
fine structure and process is any indication, the big guys, .

-are probably laughing at the EPA'’s puny efforts to score

any points in this game, ,
For a copy of "One Year of Enforcement in Region 10 W
write to: EPA, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, WA 98106
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S 1722—An Assault on Our
Constltutlonal nghts

by Judy Kahle

" Senate Bill 1722 is a revrsmn ‘of the Federal Cnmmal
Code and the offspring of Senate Bills. 1 and 1437. The

purpose of the bill when it was first conceived was to

end arbitrary sentencing and overhaul the criminal
code. The end result of that bill will, however, abolish
many of our consitutional rights, silence dlssent and
. masswely increase the population of .our jails and
prisons by makmg what have been our. nghts ‘into

s cnmes

“ Senate Bill 1- started out in the early 705 Due to
w:despread broad-based opposition, the bill was
defeated. Three years ago, the bill was agam introduc-
ed, this time as S.1437. It remained in the House
Judiciary Committee for- some time, -and again, due to
widespread opposition by groups such as:the American
Civil Liberties Union, and the National Committee
Against Repressive Legislation, labor, . religious .and
. other citizen groups, the house voted against the bill.

7 Now again, this dangerous piece of legislation has ap-
peared again, this time as 5.1722. Like 5.1437, it is 2
piece of omnibus legislation, lumping together present
and new criminal laws, rather than taking up individual
laws on a step-by-step basis for evaluation. $.1722 -
threatens our right to dissent, our right to assembly, our
freedom. of speech, our press freedoms, our right to
' stnke and our right fo privacy. It threatens our work to

42 ' : . - - ~NCAP NEWS #.FALL 1979 .

reduce the use of chem:cals that are hazaardous to our
health and environment, and to those of us who are do-
ing that work. And:who is the sponsor of this blll? None
other than our liberal Mr. Ted Kennedy

What specifically are the ways in which S. 1722 would
threaten and penahze us?

~The riot provisions define a not as a publlc dlstur--

bance that involves violent or tumuluous behavior, and
causes or creates a dangerof damage to persons or pro-
_perty. Tumultuous behavior can be something as minor
asra:sed voices or angry faces. Partlc;pahon in such a

““riot” is pumshable by up to six months in jail, Southern -

"Oregon, youd be in big trouble with this one. Giving
“instructions in, inciting participation i in, or causing such
.a,.'riot” would be, punishable by, up to two years in
pnson (Sections 1831-1834)..

Disobeying a court order woul(f get. you two years in

the clink {Section .1335). Obstructmg a proceeding by
. means of noise or violent. or tumultuous behavior, say
in a trespassing charge resu]tlng from an occupation of
.an area about to be sprayed, would be a misdemeanor
‘with a six month jail term. The noise need not be in the
‘courtroom either {Section 1334). Section 1328 is in
direct violation of our right.to.dissent. A person would
be guilty of an offense; punishable by six months in jatl
“for demonstratmg, picketing, parading, using signs,
‘etc., in attempts to influence a judicial proceedingin 1) a
building housing a J.5. court, 2) on the grounds or

.. within. 100 feet of such:a hiilding, or 3) on the grounds
- or within 100 feet of-a building being occupied by a per-
-; son conducting a:judicial proceeding. This could be an

office (Section 1328). A’person could easily get charged
. both with Sections 1328 and 1334, a consecutlve
sentehce givihg them 'dne’ year injail. -

“An ‘oral confrontattén with n industry, forest ser-

g 'vice, ‘or other such’ persou cOuld get someone a year in -
]all as being guiilty ‘of menaCmg, engaging in physical.

condut:t by whi¢h he or she intentionally places another

!, in-fear. of badily, injury. (Section 1614):. The Criminal
Contempt Section'.is, 59 general in its wording, any

number of minor actions could conceivably be, an of:
fense—misbehaving in the presence of a court or near it.
- And under this section we again sée as a crime, dlsobey
ing a court o_rder or decree. In this section the offense is
sub}ect to six months in jail. Added to the charge of Sec-
ion 1335, you could end up there for 2 years. |
Demonstratmg ét a hehco ter take-off, or-occupying

- to-be-sprayed BLM or Forest Se;v:ce lands, besides be-

" ing a potential riét*and a menace could also be “obstruc-

R . ting :.a ~gowvernment - function 7 by’ physical
« - interference”(Section: 1302} Yon could land anywhere

from five days to a:year on this:charge. Under Section
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to disperse by a federal “public safety officer” whenever }

the officer believes’there is a.risk-of injury or damage to::
federal property such as parks, buildings, federal of-
fices, etc. A public safety officer can be~any public_

employee and refusal to comply is an mfracuon wortfl

-t

five days in jail.

whether : thq act itself were e\rer commltted Criminal
Solicitation- (Section 1003)is. endeavormg to persuade
another person to commit a crime; again the sentence is
tHependent - uyon the penalty” 3 the crime sollc1ted
whgther or, no /;lhe act itsélf was ever perpetrated, -

“ =" $¢'planding oreveh disbudéing an action that would

- It-is-very possible that th:s country will-be inveolved m; - be-amr-offense-would in- itself -be a-erime: That action”

another war in the near future. War, accordmg to
S.1722 has no définition. Many of the prov:snons con-
tam severe penalties for crimes occurring during ‘a

“war” leaving it unclear as to when a war éxists. Prior
definitions of war under existing law have 'been ‘miich
'clearer—another d:screpancy with - 'the Cohstitution.
Herbicides were developed ‘as’ a' military” weapon' in
World War 11, and used in Viet Nam and maybe Korea.
Citizen participation in prohlbltmg the use‘and produc-

tion of chemicals such as 2;4,5-T durmg wartime, . -

undeclared or riof, would be a big stick thrown in the
wheels of the military ‘machine. Much of éur actlvntles
j durmg such a time cotld mean longer sqntences e
The first three offensés listed in S,1722 are three of the
thost scary. Crlmmal Contempt (Sectioni 1001) 'makés -
‘erigaging in an act that is ‘everi ‘a step toward. the tom-
mission of these or any other crimie an offense. Crlmmal
J Consplracy (Sectlon 1002) is an agréement to-engage in
‘such a crime and'is a crime in itself:’ The séntences’for
these two offenses : are’ the 8 same s EOr what the propused
illegal action is, i.e., if the crime ¢ontemplated were
‘punishable by two years, 50 then would be the sentence
on the conspxracy and contempt charges regardless of

could be as basic as 2 demonstration, protesting a spray
operation, a confrontatlon with Department of
- Agriculture: persdnnel ‘or "even“a ‘meeting discussing
strategy or people’s feelings abouttbeing sprayed.
' Sounds pretty ‘bad—almost-unbelievable. Well, it is”"
h&’p ening: And hot -ohly would there be more crimes,
“but’ }ijongerpnson ‘terms and Tatger finés ¢which will not
be discussed here) as well. Ted’Kennedy has been trying
for t‘lBSe to-10"years to-get this bilk through ‘and he'is
stillat it. The only:thing that has stopped-its passage has -
been adamant public opposition. To stop S.1722.from
“going through this’ time, - there: ‘again needs to be
w1despread vocal ‘oppositionketri-ix
'Y ou ‘céin‘write Robert’ Drinarn, the Chalrman of the:
Subcommlt'tee? B Criminal Justice (of “the 'Héuse.
“Juditiary s otfimittee) As well -ag Reps.Conyers and.
rKindriess'(Hls6 8 the Commiittee) asking them to reject -
“2§i1722:Alse senJ letters ‘to ybur senators and con-;
'+ giregsinet; ﬂasldhgh them to- ‘vote “‘igainst-the bill.. Or.
pérhabs yalir group could pass a resoluhon s:milar to
““the onebblbw' fo Ay atner el G e s (
¢ i This "bﬂl st beitopped our hard‘ wan democratlci
nghts srd’ m.t]éopardy T ‘
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nch L of the 1000 vxolatlons
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LETTERS FROM OUR READERS continued...

Continued ﬁom page 2

him to a vet, and he had cancer of

|, the throat. The first thing I asked -

* was, “Does he wear a cat flea _
collar?” She said yes, all the time. I
said that is probably why the cat has
throat cancer. (Incidentally, or
perhaps not, her father, who plays
with the cat a lot, and holds him on
his lap, had cancer of the intestine.)}’
She told her family, and they all
took the collars off their pets—but
she said she could not understand
why the government would sell
something if it is harmful. Boy does
she have a'lot to [earn]|

In May this past year, I wroteto . -

" Citizen Soldier, but. neﬂrer received
an acknowledgement of my letter. |
wrote because | came across
something interesting in Scientific
American, Aug. 1970, pg. 46,
“Suspension, which said Dept. of

Defense had ordered use of 2,4,5,-T .

stopped because it “had been -
implicated in genetic damage”.
Also, in Scientific American, Jan.
1970, pg. 48, “The CBW
Statement,” it said former Pres.
Nixon wanted a U.S. renouncement
of chemical and biclogical weapons,
but the Defense Dept. wanted the
option of using defoliants, even
though opposition to them was on
ecological grounds and reports of
the fall of 1969 said they cause
malformations in experimental
animals.
You might be mterested in the
N.Y. Times articles by Dick Severo
(there were three—May 27, May 28
and May 29, 1979).
. Fornow, wishing you sunny

skies, : , _
Anna E. Wasserbach, Chmn.
N.Y. Federation For Safe
Energy

Dear Friends, _

As a family who ignorantly
bought land downwind of a cotton
field, I was surprised to read in.your
articie, “Symposium Views"”, about .
how well we in Texas are doing with
the IPM program. From my
experience, Raymond Frisbie is
telling a “Tall Texas Tale” when he
says we are making progress in ’
reducing chemical use.

44

My son has a good friend who
works with the county entomologist
in a bug counting program. He was
very surprised to learn that we used
a bacterial spray in our garden. It is -
supposed to be used in the IPM
program against cotton bollworm
and budworm. He seemed to be
under the impression that it wasa
new product invented by the
agriculture department. The

. | entomologist informed me that our

county (Williamson) is an innovator
in the IPM program and studied by
agriculturists far and wide. All I can
say is, it may work fine in his file
cabinet, but I see no signs-that it is
being implemented. We still get
herbicides in the summer, and
arsenic defoliant in the fall! _
On may 31 of this year, my son
and I were intentionally sprayed by
aerial application of Cygon, an
organo-phosphate, while workmg in
our orgamc garden. We had “n
poison” signs displayed, wh:ch
irritated the pilot. We are suing for -
damages and to stop aerial spraying
(first in Texas).
Some of your articles may

benefit our lawyer (and us).

Thank you,

Mrs, Lou Holden

Hutto, Texas .

Dear Friends:

Because of your concern over the
use of herbicides, I want you to
know that I have asked the
Secretary of Interior and the Chief
of the Forest Service to suspend the
use of all phenoxy herbicides on
lands within their jurisdictions. I did
so because I believe these chemicals

pose a danger to human healthand .

because I believe the assumptions
about their need and their success.
are not necessarily valid.

Two phenoxy herbicides,
2,4,5-T and Silvex, have been
temporarily suspended by the EPA.
But another, 2,4-D, is still commonly
used on our forest lands. Because
2,4,5-T and Silvex have a dioxin
contaminant, they have received -
most of the public attention.
Nevertheless, the warnings are there
that the danger lies in phenoxy
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herbicides in general, not just thcﬁ, ¥

with dioxins.

Furthermore, I have seen
evidence indicating that the
herbicides may in fact be damaging
the conifers themselves. The
Congressional Research Service has
also indicated that there is nothing
definite at all to support the
contention that herbicide use means

" increased growth in the long run,

-1 have not had a response from
either the Department of Interior or
the Forest Service. There are '
established economic forces which

.have a stake in maintaining

herbicide use and I realize it will be
difficult for these agencies and these
special interests to abandon past
habits. We have made some
progress though. ‘The. use of 2,4D is

1 being curtailed, but much more

needs to be done. People are still -
being subjected to the dangers of
these chemicals and I believe we
should put a stop to it.

It is primarily because of the

 efforts of citizens like yourself that |
the nation is coming to grips witl-@

the potential dangers of its
wigespread use of chemicals. I do
not believe we can ignore the
warnings of science and of citizens
in our near sprayed areas, and [ will

-do my best to see that we turn to -

other safer and economically viable
methods of vegetation control on

' our forests. , Sincerely, .-
' . Jim Weaver
4th District -
Congmssman
Oregun
Dear NCAP

The last issue of‘NCAP NEWS

" was excellent. I hope it circulates

among elected officials, In Lincoln

‘County, I see that Andy Zedwick
is-changing his position; whereas

‘before he never saw anything

‘wrong with herbicides, now he A

believes there should be a - .

‘m‘oratorium “until all the facts are

" He deserves a nice note of
support (I believe a courity .

"1. moratorium is now in effect there

for90 days, so the facts must b‘

coming. in fast.)
‘Bob Lofft

e b e e s
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'Gladys Pavel is a long time oppbkent of ‘herbicide -

use.’ Her family has syffered numerous ill-effects from

battle is certainly’ not ‘over. Gladys has been a source
of strength for. many  people and has helped: publicize

1 use over the years. As her lengthy letter indicates, the

incidents such as shée desr:rzbes, much to the chagrin of
ITT Rayomer DNR and others who have felt her -
| wrath,” g SR

+Dear NCAP ' .
“On the Olymplc Penmsuh May 10 of th:s year a
young couple; R;chard and-Ann Berry, were cutting.

-shake bolts ih 3 logged off area, They had their 4% yeari

_old daughter with them -Without, previous noticé a:
" copter came into. the area spraying 2,4-I). As he neared

* the Berry's, Richard‘motiofed him to go away; this was’ .
ignored.: The pilot Iéoked down: at them.from an open ..

i-door of the: coptér as He'went over. The: pilot came: over ’
them at about 30 feet‘élevation and thoroughly doused:
them As he caiti¢’ agam’ "Anri and the youngster flung ..
" themselves on'the ground and’ covered their heads w1th
their' coats. The pil6t went‘up\de came back and
thoroughly doused them' a°third time.

At this*point: they et home: for showers and.cleatt -
clothmg This. Was n THarsday. By Saturday the .~ - -
a’tex’r{perature, sore throat ears

s mvestlgat;on

'yotngster was ill, With
and gland involvement ;s w7 1 g

* The day after the: spra‘ymg at*B 30 in the mornmg,
Michael McFarland wag o his way to cut shake bolts. -
He has a small trailerhouse near his site..As:he came

* onto.an old landing he ‘saw thé'copter spraying where . -

he had intended to: work’ Thepilot saw him, came near
him and 'madg a: couple of circlés. Michael turned, went
“'back, got'in his car andleft: When he returned that
evening he found his trailer had: been thoroughly
“‘doused. The oily’ cheimcal dder was as pungent msnde
l:he traileras out." s

‘At-11:30 that Stame moming lia group workmg at a
mnl[ on the:Noko River' Rotd épotted a copter spraying
 a clear cut adjacent: to Phillip“Seimens’ and Robert

Stephens ‘cdbins. Phillipijiirhped Hito hit:car and drove ...

the short distance home. Just as he got there, here came’
the copter. His place and the creek from which he and .
Robert get-water were sprayed. R Wt el e

On Tuesday, May 15, Kathy, a:young‘woman; sat,at
the table drinking coffee and lookmg out of.the!': i-co ..,
window. A mare and coh gfaZed in thepasture: in front

* ‘of thé:house. Four-pigs:Were'in a unider an:open ;- -.
- front bulldmg and ' gdabwas tied! to an, alder’near. bhe

*+house:! Saddetﬂy acﬂossxhse road 2.00 feet.fram the house. .,
}7a spray t:opterﬁcame- '

intotslght-He made several - passes
i above arwatercoursefromm wwhich her neighbors gat: -
- water; over-cherry and-apple'trbed and berry bushes
from. wh:c}{)Kmh?,r p‘dked=fruztrto
OnApril (26 d’slash’ bernfire' had
'+ The sthvké-had drifted lows tostheigromhd,r}hs young
woman's fotrs youngsters-had beam ill from, _t};esémoke,
The day the hotse had gobtes drift from acrosy-the. . ;
~16ad  the! foat' boys rwere i Forks and her-husband was:,
- at-work ] Sheséalled . the DRy ihe Inewspaper, EPA. and
I'IT Rayonier, antd W'epammedrﬂiel c:den.t.r‘.rhe same; -
: thed dod r‘

'Jlqua.w .

L
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beenfset near- themhj :

4*,.1.,'

groups had-been called to n}vestlgate the first three =,
incidents dhcluding the State Départment of Health a:nd
the Department of Ecology.-So- an-mveshgahon was-
done. '
. Kathy's neighbors’ girls had been il from the Aprll 26 i
smoke as well as an elderly ‘couple, Mr. and Mrs, .
Archie Smith. Mr. and Mis. :Smith repoited, “no wood i
smoke odor, only heavy chémicals and odol‘ “ Both’
»were sick in bed for 10'days; too dizzy to get up, ' ©
nausea, pain in chest, diarthed] no ‘appetite,” hea‘dache
“sore throat,. swollén glands in‘ ‘neck-aild sore neck
muscles. "Mr., Smith hoted he'd fievér inhis hfe had such
a heada(:he and “it didn't quit ’achmg.‘f R

Kathy and her fanmlyk stayed hivay Tromr thelr homé
two or three days. Her husband: is quiite/-¢convinced. thére

| -will- be no ill effects'from the drift’ they got’ and has '
demed use of his name withotit perniission.’ ;

- Robert Stephens on the Noko stayed'in his cabin® *
thrOUgh he didn't use watet fréni:the creek. He had a
_severe nose bleed and was ill for ten days? Phrll'ip W
" Seimens is_a Vietnarn veteran’ ‘His Version is: *T'know
" all‘about that;stuff ' No way’ Wil e it iy housé: My
.nerves were so bad from Nan I caftie bﬂt’here“for peace |
. and quiet and get it done fo ¥n¥: agamf R

- We've had reports of shake editérs geﬁtmg sprayed
- but this is. the flrst—for good documentatlon Wlth P

Kathy, her husband “anid the Tour boys went_ to see
Dr. Kailin. Dr. Kailin convmced her husband there ‘
- was nothing to worry about} "Why? Marge and' T went
down there a couple of tmés, an ‘both got sick .
-afterwards. After the smoke exposure Kathy said she -
had to Jeave fhe boys in town at the grandparents oo
_because each time she brought them home they got
sick again. She tock one of theti t6' the doctor several :
times, and finally he to]d her he dldn t know what
-was wrong with the boy.” :
Chickens’ eggs are hatchmg a htﬂe better thxs o
year—if a hen will set long enough We got sqme dnft
£rom somewhere, enough to make aH the cherrles -
-, drop and burn the applé blossorns brown. A heaIthy
-] . doe.fabbit digd. She was pregnant, with: nin h )

i gestated, young Her. death'was qaused b. “heart |
L Jung: hemorrhage p - R
A5 bWeare getting sorie heat haby rabhlts 5hort‘ -
"pashed”. faces, short ears and. ver, t tails. Seme are '
zstll]bc(l)]m ‘thoagh not like tailt yemyaﬁdoihe ;/Ijar h?efore .
‘My: chickens keep dyin atsa;timey, These are the.
Jast.of those }'.El(lt [ast yeagl'%nnii the year‘hegldere They '
-bléed to-death. :
-, Jm going to keep a short nosed pair of rabblts Threei

" {c ;Jbﬁjus:are getting them, and the rabbits arep’t ,related A P

.pair, lifie bred, might eveptually. pllr:n .qutfo haye, guinea
ipigs; no ¥ail, Very Igrtle ears and, thaybe even sexless! . -
<} Bexless; being sterile. might grow, fasrte.lg, ,ll,lge a‘castrated b
bubk or:barrén doe,, an be ready. for: market sogneri

-} Nothing ike trqug.l Mlg.hl gven praye the, Departn}ep,t 5
 of:Agriculture is on the right. p@ﬁhanrpe ng;ghenuqals :

tifor;Bow,and ‘associates, :
-y aldve: yaalf, Sl i !
Glﬂdys ] Nt pnr

QLTI o

l:f"
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About NCAP

Northwest Coalition for Alternatives to Pesticides

was formed in August 1977 to coordinate the efforts of -
groups throughout the Northwest working in opposi-

tion to herbicide spraying on forest lands.
- Our coalition’s primary concern in its early months
was targeted on the herbicides 2,4,5-T and Silvex, both

. of which contain the highly toxic contaminant TCDD
. (Dioxin), The work of our coalition and many other

people and groups around the country has led to an

* emergency suspension by the EPA of all pesticide pro-
ducts containing these two chemicals (see article in thlS
issue, and in Vol I, No.’s 1 and 2).

Our work in the last year has
focused primarily on the underlymg assumptions of the
use of herbicides in reforestation, in both silvicultural

and économic terms, In addition, we are investigating

the new, alternative chemicals, and in some areas our

members have expanded into the area of agricultural

chemicals and their alternative, mtegrated pest manage-

ment (IPM3).

As public concern about chernicals in general has in-

creased, we have found ourselves in the position of a
pesticide information referral center. In this capacity,
we have found that people are not getting straight
answers from local, state and federal agencies on
chemicals used in urban gal_'dening, termite and fleéa con-

trol, contaminants in their food (such as PCB’s and
agricultural pesticides), and in areas: other ,than
agricultural crop or forestry use of pesticides. It is our
aim to give people the information they need to make
informed decisions about chemicals in their lives, and
how to deal with the very agenc1es which should be
responsive to their concerns.

NCAP has therefore grown from our original purpose
to an organization coordinating both strategies and in-
formation exchange throughout the region, and one
conducting ‘independent research into economics,
capital intensive management - vs.

on non-forestry or agricultural resources. As in the

" beginning, our primary concern lies with exposure to

agricultural and forestry workers, and to the residents

-of raral areas where these chernmals are applied in

massive amounts, _

Since August 1977, we have near]y doubled in size.
Support from people has been'increasingly generous,
and has contributed in large part to our continuing suc-
cess In providing services not available though govern-
ment channels. This newspaper;, ‘together with other
NCAP projects, activities, and literature, is designed to
bring informatiort about herbicides, other pesticides,
and althernatives to the people who need it. We hope it
serves this purpose. We welcome feedback as well as
any and all requests for information. In addition, we
urge you to contact local groups in your area.

- MEMBER AND ASSOCIATE MEMBER GROUPS:

Oregon

Citigens Against Toxic Sprays, Box 1163, Waldport
OR 97394,

Citizens for Progressive Forestry, c/o Bowsprlt
Bookshop, Box 212, Lincoln City, OR 97367.

Healthy Environmental Action League, Route 1, Box
16, Days Creek, OR 97429.

Hoedads Coop Inc., Box 10107, Eugene OR 97440.

Southern Oregon szens Against.. Toxic Sprays
(Josephine County), Box 325, Grants Pass, OR 97526."

Women's International Leagie for Peace and
Freedom, Box 274, Cottage Grove, OR 97424.

‘Southern QOregon Citizens Against Toxic Sprays

(Jackson County), Box 578, Ashland, OR 97520..

Pesticide Research Group, Box 94, Summit Star
‘Route, Blodgett, OR 97326.
: People for Alternatives to Toxic Sprays Box 1274,
Gold Beach, OR 97444. .

Mudsharks, 11 South Slxth Rm. 201, ‘Box 584, Cot-
‘tage Grove, OR 97424.-

Greenside Up, 12330 Takllma Rd., Cave Junctlon
OR 97523. '
- Illuminati Family, 44200 Hwy 101 South, Cloverdale,
OR 97112, . ‘

McKenzie Guardians, Box- 111, Blue River, "OR
97413. .

Millicoma Improvement Group, Box 642 Allegany,
OR 97407.

Oregon Happy Trails -Reforestatlon,

" Dillard, OR 97432.

" Seattle, WA 98122. .

Box 459,

' Washmgton ‘

O]ymplc‘ Peninsula Citizens Against Tox:c Spray,
Box 86, Beaver, WA 9830.5

Chimacum Watershed Association, Rt. 2. Box 3658,
Port Townsend, WA 08368... .

Citizens for Alternatives to Tox1c Herbu::ldes 2737
25A Street, Clarkston, WA 99403.

- Friends of the Earth, 4512 University Way NE
~ Seattle, WA 98105.

. Olympic Reforestation Inc.,
send, WA 98368. i
. Tilth Association, Route 2 Box 190A Arhngton
WA 98223, :

Marmot Construction. Works 1114 ..34t.h~=A\_re.,

PETRE

Callforma
Californians for Alternatives to Toxic Sprays Box
117, Goodyear’s Bar, CA' 95944 -

 Groupfor Organic Altérnatives to “Toxic Sprays, c/o0 '
Northcoast Env;ronmental Center 1091 H Street Ar- )

cata, CA 95521.-
Northern California Citizens Agamst Toxic Sprays
c/o Spohn, Star Route Denny, ‘Burnt Ranch CA95527.
Salmon River Concerned C:t‘izens Box 610 Forks of

'salmon CA 96031. '

Idaho
See CATH Clarkston Washmgton
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: labor intensive
‘management in forestry, toxicology, human exposure
and environmental contamination, and herbicide effects -
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The Long Death

'

‘Radiation is like oppression.

. The average daily kind of subliminal foothache
you get almost used to, thestench

of chlorinein the water, of smog in the wind.

We comprehend the disasters of the moment,
the nursing home fire, theriver in flood
pouring over the sand bag levy, the airplane
crash with fragments of burnt bodies
scattered among the hunks of twisted metal,
the grenade in the market place,

the cholera epidemic, the sinking ship.

But how to grasp a thing that does not

kill you today or tomorrow .

but slowly from theinside in twenty yeors.
Houw: to feel that a corporate or governmental
choice means we bear twisted genes and our
grandchildren will be stillborn if our
'chi‘ldren are‘very Iucky.

Stow death can not be photographed for thesix
o'clock news. It’s all statistical;

the gross national product or-the prime

lending rate. Yet if our eyes saw .

in the right spectrum, how it would shine,

lund as magema neon.

If we could smell radiati onlike seeping
gas, if we could sense it as heat, if we
could hear it as a low ominous roar

of the earth shifting, then we would not sit
_and be poisoned while industry spokesmen
talk of acceptable millirems and .02
" cancer per population thousand.

We acquiesce at murder so long as it is slow,
murder from asbestos dust, from tobacco, ,
~from lead in the water, from sulphur in theair, .
+ and fourteen years later statistics are printed

~ on therise of leukemia among children.

We never see their faces. They never stand, -
those poisoned children together in a courtyard

and are gunned down by men in three-piece suits.

The shipyard workers who built nuclear
submarines, the soldiers who were rmarched
into the Nevada desert to betested by the H
bomb, the people who work in power plants,
they die quietly vears after in hospital

wards and not on the evening news.

The soft spring rain floats down and the gir .

is perfumed with pine and earth. Seedlings
. drink it in, robins sip it in puddles,

you run in it and feel clean and strong,

the spring rain blawing from the lrradlated

cloud over the power plant.

Radiarion is oppression, the daily average
kind, the kind you're almosl used to

and live with as the years abrade vouy,

high biood pressure. ulcers, cramps, migraine,
a hacking cough: you takeit inside

and it becomes pain and you say. not

They are killing me. but 1 am sick nou.

Copyright 1979. MARGE PIERCY
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- 11: ‘NCAP News—Quarterly Newsletter/

12. Herbicide Concerns A Basic Introductlon 75
13. Herbicides in Pacific Northwest .

Reforestation . .45
44, The Council of Agricultural Science

15. How to File an Administrative Appeal

Prices for the above literature covers printing and a minimal production fee,
Orders from outside the U. S. should be ad]usted to correspond wuth the.

current rate of exchange.

' Support NCAP! Become an associate individual mem

_ber. The yearly $25.00 rnembershlp fee helps keep
NCAP operating; members recieve a year's subscnpt—
ion to NCAP NEWS and other mailings. L

. Subsjcnptlons to NCAP NEWS are $5/vear ($10 00 forl-
Ctwo).

Foreign Subsmptlons are $7. 50/vear payable in US
currency,

Send to: NCAP NEWS Box 375 Eugene Oregon 97440

~

N wush to become (check one) . :
- 1 An associate member of NCAP ($25 enCIOSedJ
A subscriber to NCAP NEWS. .
.13 1 year for $5 :
{7 2 years for $10

Please help us improve our mailing lists. If we are
“accidentally sending you more than one copy, or if

. our address for you |s incorrect, Iet us$ know

=y

NORTHWEST COALITION FOR AI.TERNATIVES TO PESTICIDES
P.O. Box 375, Eugene, OR 97430

_Journal, $1.25 per issue or , 500
' . per year -

and Technology (CAST) 50

(USFS and BLM) 110

* LITERATURE REQUESTED (by code #): - '«

- OTHER REQUESTS:

(503) 344-5044
Information Packets . _ Technical Reports
Title ' _ Price Tlﬂe : Price
1. General Herbicide 5.00 T6. Antconomlc Analys|s of Herbicide Use
2. Physician’s Packet 6.50 for intensive Forest Management
" 3. Water Quality ‘ . 400 - {by Jan Newton) Part I: Evaluation of
4. Manual Conifer Release _ 4.50 Forestry Related Impacts of 2,4, 5T _
5. Organic Farming’ ' : 400" in Oregon 150
- 6.24D. © 8.00 . 17. 1bid. Part II: Critical Assessment of \
7. Integrated PestManagement 650 Arguments and Data Supporting a
~ 8.'Bees and Pesticides 2 00 - Herbicide Use - 700
.9, Toolklt(by Idaho member group CATH] 18. Willamette Brush Control 5tUdY.f e .
, Groundwork, Inc. - 3.00 .
Other l.ltel'alure ' 19.Report on Hand Release Contracts o
Title - price .~ Croundwork, Inc.”. 1.50

-20. Testimony on the Possible Link Between
Herbicidés and Miscarriages in the .
Coast Range of Oregon (by Bonnie

Hil) = 175 -
21.The’ Other Face of 2, 4D {by the South ;
- Okanagan Environmental Coalition} - ,7_00 '

' 22.CATS Annotated Blbllography on. .
24,5T andTCDD ‘ . .150°
Varlous techmcal mformatlon and o
references i - L o8. .

L, per page

NAME: _ ) o

ADDRESS:

TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED:

\ (. . . <

»

NCAP IS A NON- PROFIT TAX- EXEMPT ORGANIZATION DONATIONS ARE TAX DEDUCTIBLE
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