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Hi Gerry,

Thanks for still accepting my comments.

I will not be able to attend the meeting on Friday but would appreciate you
providing me with any other comments you have received.

Please keep me on your distribution list. | want to stay involved.
Thanks

Sonce

Sonce Devries

Acting National IPM Coordinator
3527 Mt. Diablo Blvd., #283
Lafayette, CA 94549

office (925) 939-1345

cell (703) 622-5379

email Sonce_Devries@fws.gov
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To:   Gerry MacChesney, Refuge Manager

         Farallon Islands NWR



From: Sonce Devries

           Acting National IPM Coordinator



Date:  February 14, 2012



Subject:  Comments on Draft Alternatives Selection Process Report for the Farallon Mouse Eradication DEIS.



Review of the document indicates that a great deal of time and attention has been devoted to identifying every possible alternative that could be considered in drafting the EIS for this action.  Given the filters used, the selection of diphacinone-D50 and brodifacoum-25D as the best alternatives currently available seems reasonable.



However, there are several items included in the discussion which deserve comment.



1. The Purpose Statement is still weak with regard to justification for doing the action.  It may be a management goal to eventually eradicate house mice from the island but the Service still has to present convincing evidence that protecting island biota requires the immediate removal of house mice given that removal using a rodenticide will, to some extent, fatally impact some portion of those same biota.  

2. Eradication – the statement is made that the “limited window of exposure during rodenticide eradications minimizes the unintentional toxicant impacts from a single exposure event compared to chronic long-term exposure during a control operation.” This ignores the evidence accumulated so far if the chosen rodenticide is brodifacoum, it can remain in the ecosystem for some considerable time and lead to long-term adverse effects (Ebbert and Burek-Huntington, 2010; Dowding, et al, 2006).  If diphacinone is chosen instead, the non-target effects may be less but we cannot be sure and the eradication may not be fully successful.



Since this is the case, it seems prudent to go to considerable lengths to identify other means to accomplish the eradication.  The recent discussion of the chemical sterilant being used in Australia and southeast Asia on rats indicates there may be other means to accomplish this without adverse non-target effects. Perhaps supporting studies needed to complete registration of this sterilant would make more sense than pursuing an eradication now that is guaranteed to kill some percentage of non-target organisms.
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