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From: WA Kiel
To: Jennings, Jonathan (ECY); 
Subject: Comments on Aquatic Mosquito Control General Permit
Date: Saturday, March 06, 2010 10:59:17 AM


 
 
Mr. Jonathan Jennings
Washington State Department of Ecology
P.O.Box 47600
Olympia, WA 98504
 
Subject:    AQUATIC MOSQUITO CONTROL
                COMMENTS ON DRAFT GENERAL PERMIT
 
Dear Mr. Jennings:
 
I live along the shore of the Yakima River in Benton County near Richland, 
Washington.  Mosquitoes in our area are managed by the Benton County 
Mosquito Control District (BCMCD).  In addition to larvicides, adulticides are 
occasionally applied in our area based on the severity of the infestation.  
 
The general permit language proposed by Ecology differentiates between 
nuisance and vector mosquitoes and generally eliminates the future use of 
adulticides for nuisance mosquitoes.  I would like to recommend that Section S5.
A "Nuisance Mosquito Control" be deleted in its entirety and that language 
that distinguishes between "nuisance" and "vector" mosquitoes be eliminated 
from the permit.  Section S5 should be modified as necessary to address the 
judicial use of adulticides for any mosquitoes (i.e., two sections - S5.A Mosquito 
Control [the old S5.B] and S5.B Adulticides authorized for use under this permit 
[the old S5.C]).
 
Draft section S5.A specifies that adulticides and their residues used for nuisance 
mosquito control must not be discharged to waters of the state.  This restriction 
was based on an unsubstantiated concern by Ecology (Fact Sheet Pages 32-33) 
that the unknown ingredients of the adulticide may cause some unspecified 
environmental effect.  It does not appear from the fact sheet that Ecology has 
made any effort to resolve these concerns nor does it produce evidence to 
substantiate its position regarding the postulated adverse effects. A generic 
discussion of general chemical effects is substituted for the lack of field studies 
and other relevant data.  In a contradictory statement, Ecology in section S5.B 
allows the use of these same adulticides to combat vector mosquitoes.  For this 
case Ecology does not express similar concerns citing the greater need to 
combat potential disease-carrying mosquitoes (Fact Sheet page 34).  
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It should be noted that Ecology has determined that adulticides, used in 
compliance with FIFRA, AKART, and that only generate incidental discharges 
during vector mosquito control, do not have a reasonable potential to violate 
water quality standards (emphasis added, Fact Sheet page 31).  Because the 
same adulticides are specified in the permit for both nuisance and vector 
mosquito applications (Section S5.C), the same water quality conclusion that 
Ecology reached for vector control would have to be true for nuisance mosquito 
applications as well.  In addition, it should be noted that these discharges are 
incidental in nature and are not point discharges.  
 
To distinguish between nuisance and vector mosquitoes is unnecessary and 
should be removed from the permit.  West Nile activity has already been well 
documented in Washington with the highest rates in Yakima and Benton counties 
for 2009 (WDOH).  The permit creates an artificial basis for distinguishing 
between mosquitoes that carry disease and those that do not.  However, the two 
categories of mosquitoes are the same.  In areas with confirmed disease activity 
(Benton County), all adult mosquitoes are capable of being a disease vector and 
should be treated equally by the permit.  Given diminishing state budgets and 
department staff reductions, I am unwilling to wait for test results and elevated 
adult populations before allowing our mosquito control district to take action.  It 
is possible that defensive applications of adulticides to control an Alert Level 3 
outbreak population would be greater than a few preventative 
control applications.
 
In summary, the permit proposes (1) restrictions on nuisance mosquitoes that 
are not founded in fact.  (2) No examples of environmental harm have been 
demonstrated by field test data showing a nexus to a specific adulticide.  (3) 
Widespread West Nile activity discredits the artificial differences created by the 
permit between nuisance and vector mosquitoes.  (4) No consultation with 
adulticide manufacturers regarding the inert or "other" ingredients has been 
documented, and (5) Ecology has concluded that the careful application of 
adulticides will not violate water quality standards.  Accordingly, it is my opinion 
that Ecology has not established with reasonable certainty the basis for the 
restrictions it proposes on the use of adulticides on nuisance mosquitoes.  As a 
result, I recommend that Ecology should delete section S5.A and permit the use 
of adulticides against all mosquitoes in the proposed permit.  The terms 
"nuisance" and "vector" used to describe adult mosquitoes populations should be 
deleted from the permit text and titles.    
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
 
William Kiel







1080 View Drive
Richland, WA 99352
509-627-3129





