AGENDA
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY INTEGRATED PEST
MANAGEMENT (IPM) ADVISORY COMMITTEE
An Advisory Body to the Board of Supervisors

January 21, 2021
10:00 AM to 12:00 PM
To slow the spread of COVID-19, the IPM Advisory Committee will meet via
remote access. Join Zoom Meeting at https://cchealth.zoom.us/j/7415504583 or
by calling (646) 518-9805 and entering meeting ID: 741 550 4583.

Committee Members

1. 10:00 to 10:05 Call to order and introductions

Jim Donnelly, Chair

2. 10:05 to 10:15 Public comment on items not on the agenda (speakers
are limited to 3 minutes each)

Susan Captain, Vice Chair

Public Member #3 Seat
Public member #1 Seat

Carlos Agurto, Secretary

Pest Management Contractor Seat

3. 10:15 to 10:20 APPROVE minutes from meetings held on
September 17, 2020 and November 19, 2020

Stephen Prée

4. 10:20 to 10:30 RECEIVE report from the IPM Coordinator

Andrew Sutherland

5. 10:30 to 10:45 ADVISE the Chair regarding new assignments and any
proposed changes to subcommittee roles in 2021

Susan Heckly

Public Member #2 Seat

Environmental Organization Rep.
Fish & Wildlife Commission Rep.

Kimberly Hazard

6. 10:45 to 11:20 Continue to DISCUSS the new visualization tool for
pesticide risk assessment that was introduced in the
September meeting and DETERMINE next steps

Sustainability Commission Rep.

Michele Mancuso

County Stormwater Program Rep.

Michael Kent

7. 11:20 to 11:40 CONSIDER the conceptual plan for the IPM
Coordinator to provide limited services to other public
agencies and possibly RECOMMEND related grant
application considerations to the Board of Supervisors

Health Services Department Rep.

Dave Lavelle

Public Works Facilities Designee

Chris Lau

Public Works Maint. Div. Designee

8. 11:40 to 11:50 Updates & announcements from Committee members
9. 11:50 to 12:00 Plan agenda for the March 18, 2021 meeting & adjourn

Larry Yost

Agriculture Commissioner Designee

Amy Budahn

Public Member Alternate Seat
Voting members in Bold

The IPM Advisory Committee will provide reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities planning to attend IPM Advisory
Committee meetings. Contact the staff person listed below at least 72 hours before the meeting.
Any disclosable public records related to an open session item on a regular meeting agenda and distributed by the County to a majority of
members of the IPM Advisory Committee less than 96 hours prior to that meeting are available for public inspection by contacting the staff
person listed below.
For additional information contact: Wade Finlinson, Committee Staff
Phone: 925.655.3214 or Email: wade.finlinson@cchealth.org
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IPM Advisory Committee Ground Rules
•

Members must receive recognition from the Chair before speaking.

•

One person speaks at a time.

•

Members can speak only once (and for a specified amount of time) on each agenda item until
everyone who wants to contribute has done so.

•

It is the responsibility of the Chair to try to involve all Committee members and to prevent any
one person from dominating the discussion.

•

Public comment on items not on the agenda, but within the purview of the committee, will be
at the beginning of the meeting. Each member of the public will be allowed to speak for a
maximum of 3 minutes, unless the Chair states otherwise.

•

The Public will be allowed to comment on agenda items after discussion of the item by the
committee members. Each member of the public will be allowed to speak for a maximum of 3
minutes, unless the Chair states otherwise.

•

The Committee will treat the public courteously.

•

The typical sequence for an agenda item is as follows:
1. Introduction of item and Staff report, if any
2. Questions/Discussion from Committee members
3. Motion is made (if the item needs action)
4. Discussion of the motion by Committee members
5. Public comment
6. Vote is taken on the motion

•

During meetings held via remote access, Committee members, staff, and citizens are
encouraged to utilize the raise hand function of the software being used to indicate that
they wish to speak.

IPM Advisory Committee Ground Rules
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #3 Staff Report
Meeting Date:
Subject:

1/21/2021
Approve Minutes from September 17, 2020 and November 19, 2020

Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

Health Services
Wade Finlinson, Staff to Committee
Wade Finlinson, 925.655.3214

Referral History:
County Ordinance (Better Government Ordinance 95-6, Article 25-205, [d]) requires that each
County Body keep a record of its meetings. Though the record need not be verbatim, it must
accurately record the Committee's official decisions and actions. Minutes should include a brief
description of any motion considered (whether or not it is approved), and must record the vote taken
on the motion. Votes must be recorded in the minutes using the format required in California law.
Referral Update:
Any handouts or printed copies of testimony distributed at the meeting will be attached to this meeting
record.
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
Staff recommends approval of the attached Minutes for the September 17, 2020 and November 19,
2020 meetings of the Integrated Pest Management Advisory Committee with any necessary
corrections.
Fiscal Impact (if any):
N/A

ATTACHMENT(S)
Draft Minutes of the September 17, 2020 meeting
Draft Minutes of the November 19, 2020 meeting

Agenda Item #3 Approval of Minutes Staff Report
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DRAFT Minutes
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY INTEGRATED PEST
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
An Advisory Body to the Board of Supervisors

September 17, 2020
10:00 AM to 12:00 PM

This meeting was held remotely per Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20
Voting Members Present: Jim Donnelly (Chair), Susan Captain (Vice Chair), Stephen Prée, Andrew
Sutherland, Michele Mancuso, Kimberly Hazard, Susan Heckly, Michael Kent
Voting Members Absent: None
Non-Voting Members Present: Carlos Agurto (Secretary), Chris Lau, Wil Schaub (Ag. Commissioner
Designee Seat), Dave Lavelle, Amy Budahn
Non-Voting Members Absent: None
Staff Present: Jocelyn LaRocque, Jill Ray, Wade Finlinson
Members of the Public Present: Susan JunFish, Shirley Shelangoski, Paul Jepson, Dave Shoemaker,
Pam Beitz
1. Welcome from the Chair and meeting overview.
Jim Donnelly called the meeting to order at 10:02 AM.
2. Announcements
Jill Ray from Supervisor Andersen’s office encouraged individuals to get tested for COVID-19
as recommended by the County Health Officer. She also indicated that additional information
can be found at https://www.coronavirus.cchealth.org/get-tested.
3. Public comment on items not on the agenda.
There were no public comments
4. Approve minutes from July 17, 2020.
A motion was made and seconded (SP/SC) to approve the minutes as written.
Ayes: Hazard, Sutherland, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: Kent, Mancuso, Heckly
Absent: None
Pubic Speakers: None

Agenda Item #3 September 17, 2020 Minutes
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5. Approve Revised Posting Policy and Sign
The IPM Coordinator provided background on the Pesticide Use Posting and Notification
Policy and summarized the revisions proposed by the Posting Task Force. The Committee
discussed the revisions and considered additional amendments that address chronic
hazards. Committee members also put forward different proposals on how to best represent
the Prop 65 status on the posting signs.
A motion was made (JD) to table the item and recommend the IPM Coordinator incorporate
the feedback received and bring forward a revised policy to vote on in the November
meeting. The motion failed due to a lack of a second.
A motion was made and seconded (AS/SP) to approve the posting guidelines and sign with
the addition of a Proposition 65 checkbox and inclusion of a Proposition 65 definition which is
as follows: “Chemicals known to the state of California to cause cancer, birth defects or
reproductive harm.”
Ayes: Kent, Mancuso, Hazard, Heckly, Sutherland, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: None
Absent: None
(A transmittal memo to the Public Works Department containing the tracked-changes and the
finalized versions of the policy and temporary sign as approved by the Committee is available
at this link)
Vice Chair Captain registered a concern about the statement on the temporary posting
document that says, ”Direct exposure to certain pesticides may cause acute or chronic health
effects on humans and animals.” She voted to approve the proposed policy and signage but
requested that her objection to the wording of the disclaimer be recorded.
An additional motion was made and seconded (AS/SC) recommending that the IPM
Coordinator and County staff improve the program website so that it provides as much
information as possible, including links that may reference the Prop 65 list or other databases
that provide information on potential chronic hazard.
Ayes: Kent, Mancuso, Hazard, Heckly, Sutherland, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: None
Absent: None
Public Speakers: Susan JunFish, Shirley Shelangoski
Ms. JunFish expressed concern in reference to item number five under the Contents of Signs
section of the proposed policy. She said that if only the acute hazard warning is listed, it
could be misleading to the layperson, the community, and staff. She claimed that many staff
think that unless the acute hazard is danger or warning, it isn’t a concern. It was asserted
that the policy lacks content on chronic toxicity, and there are databases that contain that
information. Those include the US EPA & Cal/EPA toxicological databases and the WHO
IARC database. Ms. JunFish also suggested that it would be simple to add a line to the
proposed signage under the acute health hazard warning that says whether or not a
pesticide is Prop 65 listed. She also suggested that it would be more meaningful to further
specify whether the Prop 65 listing as a known reproductive developmental toxin or known to
cause cancer. Ms. Shelangoski requested clarification on who at Public Works receives calls
at the number listed on the temporary signage.
2
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6. Approve IPM Annual Report Outline
This item was heard after item #8 as proposed by the Chair without objection. The IPM
Coordinator referenced the following outline:
I.
II.

III.

IV.

Overview and Recommendations
Activities, Accomplishments, Challenges in 2020
1. Committee/Subcommittees
a. link to Decision Documents
b. link to Revised Posting Policy and Sign
2. Departments
a. Agriculture
b. Public Works
i. Facilities
ii. Grounds
iii. Maintenance Division (Roadsides & Flood Control)
3. IPM Coordinator
4. Pesticide Use Summary
Committee Member Engagement
1. Attendance/Representation
2. Trainings and Certifications
Proposed Work Plan for 2021

A motion was made and seconded (MK/SH) to approve the outline as proposed.
Ayes: Kent, Mancuso, Hazard, Heckly, Sutherland, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain:
Absent: None
Public speakers: None
7. Presentation & Discussion of a new Visualization Tool for Pesticide Risk Assessment
Andrew Sutherland presented on a potential tool to visualize pesticide risk associated with
the pesticide products that we choose. He highlighted the Decision-Making Subcommittee’s
work regarding transparency of process to show the community and other interested parties
how we decide which pest management tactics are used for different pest management
systems.
He quoted from the General Pest Management Decision Tree, which says “The overall goal
of this process is to choose the least hazardous management method that is effective and
economically viable.” Additionally, a line from many decision documents says that
“management tactics are chosen based on cost, efficacy, impacts to the environment, public
health, and other impacts to the public.” He said that these are powerful statements, but it is
unclear exactly how these decisions are made.
He briefly described various systems that incorporate qualitative assessments of different
components of risk. Systems cited include the UC IPM Pesticide Active Ingredients Database
and the San Francisco Reduced-Risk Pesticide List. Each system has references to source
data and descriptions of the process for evaluating pesticides. Two academic papers were
referenced as relating to this type of pursuit. Those included Assessing Compatibility of a
Pesticide in an IPM Program and Selection of pesticides to reduce human and environmental
health risks: a global guideline and minimum pesticides list.
3
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Dr. Sutherland shared a screenshot of a table from a supplementary appendix to the latter
paper referenced. Table 1 from page 7 of the document lists highly hazardous pesticides
(HHPs). HHPs are defined as “pesticides that are acknowledged to present particularly high
levels of acute or chronic hazards to health or environment according to internationally
accepted classification systems such as WHO or GHS or their listing in relevant binding
international agreements or conventions. In addition, pesticides that appear to cause severe
or irreversible harm to health or the environment under conditions of use in a country may be
considered to be and treated as highly hazardous.”
The HHP list and the other pesticide tables in the guideline were compiled to help various
IPM systems mitigate some of the risks associated with pesticides and to encourage the use
of less toxic alternatives that are more compatible with a given policy. Dr. Sutherland
mentioned that this information along with the risk footprint tool was presented to the UC IPM
team in May.
While the tool is still in development, it was asserted that the pesticide footprint could be
helpful in potentially depicting ways to define risk in the County IPM program. The draft
visualization tool contains 12 triangular panels adjacently arranged. Each panel represents a
type of risk. Those are identified as HHP Acute, HHP Chronic, HHP Environment, Worker,
Bystander, Aquatic, Terrestrial, Pollinator, Efficacy, Cost, Low Risk Alternative, and
Resistance Risk. Dr. Sutherland modified some of the panels to reflect non-agricultural an
urban edition. Those substitutions include CA Prop 65, Indirect Costs (Litigation), and
Indirect Costs (Training, PPE) for HHP Environment, Low Risk Alternative, and Resistance
Risk, respectively.
The Committee briefly discussed the tool and received additional insight from Dr. Sutherland
and Dr. Paul Jepson. Discussion was limited due to time constraints, but there appeared to
be interest in continuing the dialog at a future meeting. Presentation slides are attached.
Public speaker: Pamela Beitz
8. Presentation and Discussion of East Bay Regional Parks’ IPM Program
Pamela Beitz, IPM Specialist with East Bay Regional Park District, gave an overview of the
District’s IPM Program and described a park-level IPM pilot plan to help balance
environmental concerns and outdoor recreational opportunities within regional parkland.
Presentation slides are attached.
Public speakers: None
9. Hear reports from the Agriculture and Public Works Departments as well as the IPM
Coordinator.
No Reports given due to time constraints.
10. Plan agenda for the next meeting and adjourn.
The IPM Coordinator announced that a planning survey would be circulated prior to the next
meeting to gather input from Committee members and interested citizens regarding the 2021
work plan. Review and approval of the 2020 Annual Report would also be agendized.
The meeting adjourned at 11:57 AM.
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Dr. Sutherland presentation slides:

1

2

5
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Pamela Beitz presentation slides

1

2
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DRAFT Minutes
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY INTEGRATED PEST
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
An Advisory Body to the Board of Supervisors

November 19, 2020
10:00 AM to 12:00 PM

This meeting was held remotely per Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20
Voting Members Present: Jim Donnelly (Chair), Susan Captain (Vice Chair), Stephen Prée, Andrew
Sutherland, Michele Mancuso, Kimberly Hazard, Susan Heckly
Voting Members Absent: Michael Kent
Non-Voting Members Present: Carlos Agurto (Secretary), Dave Lavelle, Amy Budahn
Non-Voting Members Absent: Chris Lau
Staff Present: Jill Ray, Wade Finlinson
Members of the Public Present: Susan JunFish, Dave Shoemaker, Erin Engstrom
1. Welcome from the Chair and meeting overview.
Jim Donnelly called the meeting to order at 10:01 AM.
2. Announcements
None
3. Public comment on items not on the agenda
There were no public comments
4. Approve decision documentation for West County Detention Facility and Marsh Creek
Range and Detention Facility as recommended by the Decision-Making Subcommittee
A motion was made and seconded (SC/SP) to approve the decision documents.
Ayes: Hazard, Mancuso, Heckly, Sutherland, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: None
Absent: Kent
The finalized documents are posted on the IPM Program website under the following
hyperlinks: Vegetation Management at West County Detention Facility and Vegetation
Management at Marsh Creek Range and Detention Facility.
Pubic Speakers: None

Agenda Item #3 November 19, 2020 Minutes
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5. Review and approve the 2020 IPM Annual Report and finalize the 2021 Work Plan
The IPM Coordinator presented the annual report and proposed the work plan for the
upcoming year. Committee members gave feedback on plan components and made
formatting suggestions to incorporate into the final version. There was discussion about the
Committee’s recommendations to the Board of Supervisors in previous years’ reports and
whether they could somehow be referenced in conjunction with the annual report.
A motion was made and seconded (SC/KH) to approve the 2020 Annual Report and 2021
Work Plan.
Ayes: Mancuso, Hazard, Heckly, Sutherland, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: None
Absent: Kent
The final report and work plan are posted on the IPM Program Website.
Public Speakers: Susan JunFish
The following comments were made in the chat section of the Zoom meeting and included at
the request of the Chair:
“In the Grounds section, it would be more informative to show where the pesticides are being
used, and why the increase in usage in potentially areas where there is exposure to the
public.”
“In the future agenda, we may want to address the correct identification of Bad Actor
pesticides. 2 years ago, when PASE assessed the CCC’s IPM’s listing of Bad Actors, we
found a few errors and underestimation of Bad Actors usage. This was verified by Dr Susan
Kegley of Pesticide Research Institute.”
“The latest review… originally PASE brought up the oversight over 7 years ago.”
“Thanks for including a huge void in transparency… record keeping and posting on what is
applied where and at least 24 hours in advance online as well as an inventory that can be
accessed by staff or public.”
“Although disinfectants are registered as pesticides, normally they are not included in an IPM
program.”
Similar comments were also made during the consideration of the agenda item.
6. Provide input regarding possible guest speakers and topics that best support the 2021
Work Plan
The Chair requested suggestions from Committee members. There was discussion about
finding someone to help inform the discussion on the classification of chemicals and risk
evaluation as that topic progresses throughout the year.
Another suggestion included learning more about geographical information systems (GIS)
mapping of weeds. Representatives from the California Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC) and
the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) were mentioned as possible speakers. Another
suggestion on a similar topic was made that includes reaching out to other counties to see
what they are doing in the realm of GIS field data collection for pesticide use, noting that data
entered soon after an application is made would be more useful than the current system.
It was noted that the Department of Agriculture is in the process of mapping certain invasive
weed populations as part of a grant they received. While most of the focus is on aquatic and
rangeland species, the Committee

2
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The topic of IPM plan revisions was also suggested. The Chair and IPM Coordinator
indicated they would work to find someone with expertise in writing and developing IPM plans
and arrange for that speaker to help inform the revision process scheduled to being at the
March meeting.
Regarding the outreach goal in the 2021 Work Plan, the Committee discussed the possibility
of including an overview of the County Stormwater Program’s synergistic relationship with
organizations such as Our Water Our World to identify ways that support the efforts of the
County IPM Program. The May meeting will include a recap of the efforts of the previously
convened Outreach Subcommittee and may include additional insight from the Stormwater
Program and its partners.
A suggestion was also made to invite someone familiar with urban agriculture and farming in
detention facilities to support some of the alternative site programming referenced in recent
decision documents.
No action was taken. The Chair and IPM Coordinator received the feedback and will
consider it when finalizing plans to invite speakers to future Committee meetings.
Public speakers: Susan JunFish
It was suggested that Chip Osborne or a representative from one of the public agencies who
have implemented his recommended practices be invited present to share their insights on
organic turfgrass management strategies.
7. Hear reports from the Agriculture and Public Works Departments as well as the IPM
Coordinator.
Larry Yost reported that the Ag Dept. completed their ground squirrel treatment program for
the season and work continues on the artichoke thistle and purple starthistle program.
Carlos Agurto and Dave Lavelle reported on several current structural pest issues in County
facilities. Wade Finlinson provided the upcoming dates for IPM-related topics going before
the Board of Supervisors, and gave an update on the research grant application targeting
enhanced monitoring and treatment of ground squirrels near critical infrastructure.
8. Plan agenda for the January 21, 2021 meeting and adjourn.
Items discussed included subcommittee assignments and continuation of the discussion on
risk evaluation from the September 2020 meeting. It was also requested that an overview of
the Healthy Schools Act be presented at a future meeting.
The meeting adjourned at 11:54 AM.
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #4 Staff Report
Meeting Date:
Subject:
Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

1/21/2021
Receive Report from the IPM Coordinator
Health Services
Wade Finlinson, Staff to Committee
Wade Finlinson, 925.655.3214

Update from the IPM Coordinator:
Here are some program highlights that occurred since the last meeting of the IPM Advisory Committee:
• The Board of Supervisors passed Resolution 2020/326, authorizing the submittal of a research grant
application to the Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) at their meeting on December 8, 2020.
The approved board order is available at this link. This grant would fund research related to the
development and implementation of enhanced monitoring and control strategies near critical
infrastructure in Contra Costa County and other public agencies in the region. The grant application
was submitted prior to the deadline on December 18, 2020. Letters of support were provided by the
UC Cooperative Extension, Eco-Alpha Environmental and Engineering Services, the Alameda
County IPM Committee, East Bay Regional Park District, and Reclamation District No. 2025, who
maintains 11 miles of levees around the Holland Tract. The Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California owns a majority of Holland Tract and would be involved as a partner in the
project if funded. East Bay Municipal Utility District and Santa Clara County have also offered to
include some of their properties as study sites as well.
• The Transportation, Water, and Infrastructure Committee (TWIC) of the Board of Supervisors
received the 2020 Annual Report and 2021 Work Plan on December 14, 2020. Most of the
feedback in that meeting focused on concerns about the resumption of the Public Works
Maintenance Division's herbicide application program. TWIC was provided with a table that tracks
all recommendations from the IPM Advisory Committee from 2018 to the present. Since they were
not able to give insight on those recommendations in the 12/14 meeting, the IPM Coordinator is
interested in returning to TWIC in June or July to specifically obtain feedback on those submissions.
• The full Board of Supervisors accepted the 2020 Annual Report and 2021 Work Plan at their
meeting on December 15, 2020.
• The IPM Coordinator participated in the following trainings/collaborations: Organizing CommunityBased Wildland Fuels Management Projects, Challenges and Opportunities for Increasing
Prescribed Fire on Federal Lands in the West, Contra Costa County Sustainability Exchange,
Alameda County IPM Committee, Head Start IPM Plan Update, a discussion on the development of
a Roadmap for Sustainable Pest Management with DPR.
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
No action is required.
Agenda Item #4 Report From the IPM Coordinator
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #5 Staff Report

Meeting Date:
Subject:
Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

1/21/2021
Advise the Chair regarding new assignments and any proposed changes to
subcommittee roles in 2021
Health Services
Wade Finlinson, Staff to Committee
Wade Finlinson, 925.655.3214

Referral History:
The 2021 Work Plan approved by the Committee on November 19, 2020 references two
subcommittees and one technical advisory committee. The Decision-Making Subcommittee was
previously determined to be a standing subcommittee while the Grants & Pilots Subcommittee and the
Geographical Information Systems (GIS) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) are considered Ad Hoc.
Subcommittee membership is not required for Committee members to remain in good standing, but
the inclusion of diverse viewpoints strengthens the work of each body. The Committee bylaws
require the Chair to designate Subcommittee members from the Committee with advice from the
Committee. No more than six Committee members can participate on a subcommittee.
The IPM Policy encourages the use of TACs to develop information regarding pest control decisions. TAC
membership is not limited to Committee members and may include County staff, personnel from other
public agencies, and others with appropriate expertise in a specific field.
Referral Update:
Current subcommittee and TAC rosters are as follows:
Decision-Making: Andrew Sutherland (Chair), Kim Hazard (Vice Chair), Jim Donnelly, Susan Captain,
Carlos Agurto, Larry Yost.
Grants & Pilots: Chris Lau (Chair), Jim Donnelly, Andrew Sutherland, Susan Heckly, Amy Budahn,
Carlos Agurto
GIS TAC: Committee not yet formed.
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
Advise the Chair on interest and availability for participating on the subcommittees and GIS TAC. Ideally

ATTACHMENT(S)
2021 Work Plan of the IPM Advisory Committee

Agenda Item #5 Subcommittee Assignments Staff Report
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2021 Work Plan of the IPM Advisory Committee

Kubicek Detention Basin

2021 Work Plan—IPM Coordinator Initiatives
The IPM Coordinator received input from the Committee regarding
the prioritization of the following initiatives listed in order of import:
1. Actively solicit grants that further the goals of the
IPM Policy and seek to for the inclusion of
appropriate County properties and programs to
be included in IPM research.
2. Help refine departmental IPM training to increase
awareness to the County IPM Policy,
departmental and facility IPM plans, and help
coordinate annual worker safety training, annual
Healthy Schools Act (HSA) training, and
continuing education for licensed applicators.
3. Develop IPM Plans for all sites subject to the HSA.
4. Interagency coordination of targeted grazing
services.
5. Implement IPM Program website updates.
6. Identify ways to incorporate geographic
information system (GIS) technology into existing
IPM programs and to improve the collection and
analysis of IPM data in decision-making and
reporting.
7. Assess the capacity of adjacent public agencies,
community-based organizations, and IPM-related
contracted service providers in the region to
identify potential contract piggybacking

arrangements or joint use agreements that would
increase the level of service of underserved
County-owned parcels.
8. Develop unified messaging protocols between
applicable public and private entities as a
resource for citizens calling regarding pest
concerns on private property or in public housing
that include but is not limited to bed bugs,
cockroaches, ticks, and unwelcome interactions
with wildlife.
9. Exploration of the County procurement process
as it pertains to IPM-related services, equipment,
and supplies in order to identify opportunities
that better support the implementation of the
County IPM Policy.
10. Assess the current versions of Administrative
Bulletin 542, the County IPM Policy, and the IPM
Advisory Committee Bylaws to determine if
revisions are needed.
11. Identify potential IPM-uses for unmanned aerial
vehicles (UAV) in monitoring, mapping, and
possibly controlling problematic pests where it is
safe and ethical to do so.
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2021 Work Plan—IPM Advisory Committee Goals, Objectives, and Activities

The proposed work plan for 2021 is rooted in the County IPM Policy. The Policy’s four goals are
listed below and on the next page. The Committee has identified six related objectives to
accomplish. The IPM Coordinator will support and track these efforts while pursuing eleven
congruent initiatives found on the previous page as prioritized by the Committee. The 2021
objectives and strategic activities for each goal are as follows:

Goal 1: Minimize risks to the general public, staff & the environment as a result of pest control activities
conducted by County staff & contractors.
Objective 1: Review which components of existing risk assessment systems and tools could be incorporated
into the County’s process for evaluating risks associated with pest management tactics.
Strategic Activities: On January 21st, the full Committeee10
will
w continue to discuss the new visualization tool
for pesticide risk assessment that was introduced in the September meeting. Next steps will be
determined then, but it is anticipated that this exploration will be central to most of the meetings of
the full Committee during 2021. The ongoing endeavors of the Decision-Making and Grants & Pilots
Subcommittees will likely overlap with themes pertaining to risk evaluation. Likewise, initiatives 1-3
and 5-8 have direct ties to the topic and will further inform the dialog.
Goal 2: Create, implement and periodically review written IPM plans in the Agriculture, Health, and Public
Works Departments specific to their operational needs and consistent with the UC IPM definition
and this policy.
Objective 2.1: Review existing departmental IPM plans and make revision requests and/or
recommendations.
Objective 2.2: Identify operational linkages between certain County parcels and the work of other County
bodies to promote regenerative partnerships that may include jobs training, wildfire fuel load
reduction, public protection, climate action planning, etc.
Strategic Activities:
2.1: The Committee will review and discuss all current or in progress department IPM plans during the
March 18th meeting and suggest potential areas for revision. Any recommendations will be voted
on and department heads or their designee will be requested to either respond to the
recommendations in writing by 5:00 PM on Friday, July 9th, so it can be included in the agenda
packet for the meeting scheduled on July 15th, or otherwise plan to respond in person (or virtually)
at that meeting. The IPM Coordinator will also provide periodic updates on initiative #3 to help
identify practices that could be implemented beyond juvenile rehabilitation and childcare sites.
2.2: The Decision-Making Subcommittee will receive regular updates on the implementation status of
recently completed documents for vegetation management at two large properties. Many of the
recommendations that stemmed from that are closely tied to this objective. Two juvenile
rehabilitation sites will be studied in early 2021. That research may similarly reveal nexuses
between land stewardship needs and service capacity in the community. Concurrent work on
initiatives 1, 4, 7, and 9 may further uncover mutually beneficial partnerships.

Clayton Valley Drain
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2021 Work Plan—IPM Advisory Committee Goals, Objectives, and Activities (cont.)
Goal 3: Promote availability, public awareness and public input into written county pest management
plans and records.
Objective 3.1: Investigate the feasibility of standardizing pest management recordkeeping across County
Departments and centralizing reporting protocols.
Objective 3.2: Assemble a geographic information system (GIS) technical advisory committee (TAC) to
explore the possibilities of improving site-specific pest management data compilation and
increasing the transparency of pest management decisions.
Strategic Activities:
3.1: During the March 18, 2021 discussion regarding IPM plans with department heads or their
designees, plan elements involving record keeping, reporting, and training will also be reviewed.
Time will be set aside to receive feedback concerning the IPM Program website. Attendees will also
be encouraged to share their vision for what the ideal recordkeeping system would look like.
3.2: Once organized, the GIS-TAC will schedule a kickoff meeting in January or February. The initial focus
will be to assess existing applications being used within the County and conduct a preliminary
review of pertinent systems used in the broader industry. The TAC will tentatively plan for two or
three meetings during the year and be comprised of one or more Committee members, County staff
(PW, Ag, & DOIT), and other community members familiar with the subject matter.
Goal 4: Create public awareness of IPM through education.
Objective 4: Review the previous work of the IPM Outreach Subcommittee (2017-2018) to help form a
broader public awareness strategy.
Strategic Activities: The IPM Coordinator and any willing Committee members who served on the Outreach
Subcommittee will present in the meeting scheduled for May 20th. The subsequent discussion may
yield additional items to be considered on future agendas. Progress reports for initiatives 5 and 6
will be given in the full Committee meeting in September. Depending on the success of those
endeavors, additional outreach tools may be available at that point.

Goat & Sheep Grazing at Grayson Creek
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #6 Staff Report

Meeting Date:
Subject:
Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

1/21/2021
Continue to discuss the new visualization tool for pesticide risk assessment that was
introduced in the September meeting and determine next steps.
Health Services
Wade Finlinson, Staff to Committee; Dr. Andrew Sutherland, Environmental Org. Rep
Wade Finlinson, 925.655.3214

Referral History:
In November 2019, the IPM Advisory Committee identified topics relating to the classification of
pesticides as a priority. While there has not been interest in forming a subcommittee to study the
issue, the Committee has maintained focus on assessing what systems are in place in other
jurisdictions that help evaluate pesticide risk.
In July 2020, the IPM Coordinator presented a Classification Systems Comparison Table of what
regional systems are in place. Santa Clara County, Marin County, and the City and County of San
Francisco utilize various versions of approved pesticides lists. Contra Costa County does not use
such a list, but has historically reported total annual pesticide use alongside chemicals deemed as
While
"bad actors" according to the Pesticide Action Network North America (PANNA).
PANNA has recently completed major revisions to their database found at https://pesticideinfo.org/,
there have been occasional disparities pertaining to the date in which certain chemicals used by the
County were listed as bad actors and uncertainty in regards to the rationale for some listings.
In September 2020, Dr. Andrew Sutherland presented on the development of a new visualization tool for
pesticide risk assessment. A video of that presentation can be viewed at this link. Additional information
about the presentation can be found on pages 6-15 of this agenda packet. Related resources can also be
viewed at the Oregon IPM Center website.
Referral Update:
The Committee indicated an interest in continuing the discussion about Dr. Sutherland's presentation and it
has been agendized for this meeting.
One component of the visualization tool involved the classification of some chemicals as highly hazardous
pesticides (HHPs). Similarly, PANNA has recently incorporated a version of HHP's in their database, but
further review is merited.
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s)
Staff recommends engaging in a robust dialog about the information received up to this point in order to
determine which considerations would be most appropriate to review in future meetings.
Agenda Item #6 New Visualization Tool Staff Report
2021 0121 IPM Advisory Committee Meeting - Agenda Packet, Page 35

