


Positives and Negatives of DEIS 

Alternative C is the best alternative in this plan. “Non-treatment elements (prevention, 

education, inventory, monitoring, and cooperative partnership strategies)” (p. iii, 77, 103, 197) 

seem to be the safest and least harmful way to proceed with managing non-native invasive plant 

species. I appreciate that Alternative C: 

 “includes a range of treatment methods including options to use a 
combination of methods on the same site. The amount of manual, 
mechanical and biological treatments would increase, compared to 
the proposed action [Alternative B]. [Alternative C] also includes 
an adaptive management strategy designed to effectively treat new 
infestations as they are detected and to incorporate new 
technology, excluding herbicides, as it becomes available” (p. iv, 
88).  

Because forest management is so complex, it is appropriate for management to have multiple 

approaches.  

My concern about Alternative B is that applying chemical herbicides will cause more 

damage than rectification. The DEIS states that “people who are hypersensitive to chemicals in 

the environment may be inadvertently exposed to and adversely affected by herbicide residues if 

they use the localized sites where an herbicide has been applied” (p. iv, 38, 42, 52, 57) on five 

different occasions. What this wording says to me is that the chemicals are dangerous to health. 

Thus, it is clear that there are adverse effects to humans and thereby the ecosystem as well. To 

assert that “adverse health risks are not expected with Alternative B which does include the use 

of herbicides” (p. iv) is therefore contradictory. Applying herbicides by aerial application brings 

to mind footage from the mid-1900s of school kids eating lunch while an airplane sprays 

now-banned chemicals onto nearby crop fields. I am concerned that opening the door to 

chemical utilization as a management practice will encourage other land managers to incorporate 









different levels of management designed for eradication, containment, control or suppression of 

NNIP infestations'' (p.iii). Holistic design will allow for long-term success. I am in favor of 

flexible management in the future, so I approve of amending the 1986 Forest Plan. However, the 

amendment must ensure that the Forest Plan include interests from a wide variety of 

stakeholders, especially Native Americans, and that corporate interests be equitable with other 

interests. I recommend considering prescribed burn instead of chemical herbicides for faster 

action and reaching a broader audience in the public involvement process moving forward. 

Thank you for providing a detailed and well-thought-out DEIS and for taking the time to 

read my feedback.  

 

Sincerely, 

Ashley Babcock 
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