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05 JuL 1984

To: Judy Loranger, PMT-12

Insecticide/Fodenticide Branch
Registration Division (15-767)

Thruz Clayton Bushong, Chief
Feolcogical Effects Branch
Hazard Evaluation Division (TS5-769)

Response to letter from re,
aldicarb

Based on review of bee toxicity studies and aldicarb labels in PFB
files, I would say it is highly unlikely that aldicarb caused this wrman's
bee prublems. First, tests in citrus at twice the meximum label rate re—
sulted in Temik being found in the nectar of blosscars at 20-25 days post—
treatment, but only at levels which were moderately toxic to bees for a
few days. Second, the Temik label specifies one application per year.
These are not the kind of factors that contrihbute to large—scale coleny
destructicn, which is mat‘g writing about.

: - . s/

T discussed this matter with a bee researcher at the University of
Florida. He agreed that aldicarb is probably not to blame, but told me
that there has been a lot of adverse publicity on Temik due to other con—
cerns (e.g., groundwater contamination.) He was aware that beekeepers in
that area have had some problems, but indicated that the University's in—
vestigations have failed to deterwine the cause to date,

Figh and wildlife

I reviewed the EEB file on aldicarb and came up with the following
information, :

- Hoderately to very highly toxic to waterfowl; highly toxic .to upland

gere birds; hazard to birds is greatest when granules are on soil

surface, due to spillage or incamplete incorpeoration; has been cited

in a number of bird kill incidents,
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- Very highly toxic to freshwater fish; freshwater invertebrates, and
estuarine/marine organisms; however,jwe do not have enough fate data

to determine whether aldicarb levelsiin aquatic environments will be
hazardous to aquatic organisms.

~ Highly toxic to mammals; however, hazard mitigated to some degree due

to limited exposure fram a dietary standpoint; no reported incidents
to date. ‘

Allen W, Vaughan
Entomologist
Ecological Effects Branch

N. Cook
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Vero Besch, Fl.

april 2&, 1984

U. 5. EFa

Office of Pesticide Program

401 Mein Street

Viashington, DC 20440 - -

Desr Sir:

I ex & Beekeeper in Incdian River County, Vero Beach, Flo I
livc here.

lez "Temik" anoiner name aléicerb. Leei ye
I neve hed hesvy bee kills cwring &
e

s of heney due to the kill.

IV UD ey

g‘ I meintain & 1020 celonies of bese, end 1500 juesm nuc«

= veey n ciirus I should produce 200 drume of 5?&:55 Zio
128,000 1ts.. In 1983 I produced 29 déruzm: or-18£,%37 it
tlocscx Foners Tnis year I will be lueln o prouvce 5C

w Ceriairly won't ouy feed for bees, zss 4o work Lees,lech
end feed zr £20ilve

DATH

et out Fooi, inc tews w er Troaucing
ces weren't covering ih v gtopped
heio there was plenty of bl rees. I otzlrel
grere, &nd aquirci'literat: fourné ot voLen
grove will die, Terilk ie : Texiv (Wldicur:)
¥ills beec it kille retbite, fick Iroveworkers
er t1c this chemicsal.

Bees wonlt stop toc reaé eigne; neither will doze, zCxe, hLizsss, c&lS,
enc cerizinly nei crhilaren.

You.

ProVACN  fei




