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

July 15, 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 Webinar at https://zoom.us/j/93800308219 or
by calling (669) 900-6833 and entering meeting ID: 938 0030 8219.

Committee Members

1. 10:00 to 10:05 Roll call and meeting overview

Jim Donnelly, Chair

2. 10:05 to 10:10 Public comment on items not on the agenda
(speakers are limited to 90 seconds each)

Susan Captain, Vice Chair

Public Member #3 Seat

3. 10:10 to 10:15 APPROVE minutes from May 20, 2021

Public member #1 Seat

Carlos Agurto, Secretary

Pest Management Contractor Seat

Staff Report

4. 10:15 to 11:15 RECEIVE presentation about organic herbicides and
alternatives to glyphosate from Karey Windbiel-Rojas,
Associate Director for Urban & Community IPM—UC
Cooperative Extension and UC Statewide IPM Program
Staff Report
5. 11:15 to 11:45 RECEIVE presentation about the development of an
urban pesticide risk footprint tool from Dr. Andrew
Sutherland, Urban IPM Advisor—UC Cooperative
Extension and UC Statewide IPM Program
Staff Report
6. 11:45 to 11:55 Updates/announcements from Committee members & staff
7. 11:55 to 12:00 RECOMMEND future agenda items and ADJOURN
______________________________________________________________________________
This meeting has been approved for 1.5 hours of continuing education from the Dept. of Pesticide
Regulation. Attendees must be logged in to the Zoom meeting for the entirety of the presentations
and pass a quiz that will be emailed to requesting participants at the conclusion of the meeting.

Stephen Prée

Public Member #2 Seat

Andrew Sutherland

Environmental Organization Rep.

Susan Heckly

Fish & Wildlife Commission Rep.

Kimberly Hazard

Sustainability Commission Rep.

Michele Mancuso

County Stormwater Program Rep.

Michael Kent

Health Services Department Rep.

Dave Lavelle

Public Works Facilities Designee

Chris Lau

Public Works Maint. Div. Designee

Larry Yost

Agriculture Commissioner Designee

Next Meeting of this Committee is Thursday, Sept. 16th at 10 AM
Upcoming Subcommittee Meetings:
•
•

IPM Grants & Pilots—Tuesday, June 27 at 10 AM
IPM Decision Making—Thursday August 19 at 10 AM

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. All meeting participants are encouraged to keep themselves on mute
when others are speaking.
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #3 Staff Report
Meeting Date:
Subject:

7/15/2021
Approve Minutes from May 20, 2021

Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

Health Services
Wade Finlinson, Staff to Committee
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 May 20, 2021 meeting of the Integrated
Pest Management Advisory Committee with any necessary corrections.

ATTACHMENT(S)
Draft minutes of the May 20, 2021 meeting
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DRAFT Minutes
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY INTEGRATED PEST
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
An Advisory Body to the Board of Supervisors

May 20, 2021
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, Susan
Heckly, Kimberly Hazard, Michele Mancuso, Michael Kent, Amy Budahn (for Andrew Sutherland)
Voting Members Absent: Andrew Sutherland
Non-Voting Members Present: Carlos Agurto (Secretary), Chris Lau, Larry Yost, Dave Lavelle
Non-Voting Members Absent: None
Staff Present: Jocelyn Larocque, Jill Ray, Greg Spurlock, Wade Finlinson
Members of the Public Present: Susan JunFish
1. Call to order and introductions
Jim Donnelly called the meeting to order at 10:05 AM.
2. Public comment on items not on the agenda
There were no public comments
3. Approve minutes from March 18, 2021
A motion was made and seconded (SC/SH) to approve the minutes as written.
Ayes: Budahn, Kent, Heckly, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: Hazard, Mancuso
Absent: Sutherland
Public Speakers: None
4. Receive outreach-related presentations and discuss how the Committee can best
support the IPM Policy goal to create public awareness of IPM through education
Michael Kent presented on the efforts of the Outreach Subcommittee that was previously
convened in 2017 and 2018. Michele Mancuso gave an overview of the Clean Water
Program’s coordination with Our Water Our World, and Greg Spurlock detailed the Alternatives
Considered format used by Restricted Materials Permittees.
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Committee members and staff discussed the presentations and provided input on potential
outreach methods. No formal action was taken, but the IPM Coordinator agreed to draft an
outreach strategy to be considered by the Committee within the next year.
Pubic Speakers: None
5. Review the 2018-2020 Recommendations Tracking Table and advise the IPM
Coordinator on potential revisions in anticipation of the upcoming check-in with the
Transportation, Water, and Infrastructure Committee (TWIC)
The IPM Coordinator gave an overview of the document and no additional feedback was
provided. No formal action was taken.
Public Speakers: None
6. Receive report from the IPM Coordinator
Key activities since the Committee’s last meeting on March 18, 2021 are listed below.
• Co-hosted a Sustainability Exchange event focusing on urban agriculture on March
18th.
• Began compiling information related to the development of a draft template for
departmental IPM plans.
• Coordinated the April 13th meeting of the Grants and Pilots Subcommittee. The
Subcommittee agreed to begin investigating the feasibility of initiating competitive
planting pilot projects at the next meeting.
• Coordinated a meeting of the Decision-Making Subcommittee on April 22nd.
Discussion included the Juvenile Hall draft decision document for vegetation
management and further development of the new visualization tool for pesticide risk
assessment.
• Collaborated with the East Bay Monarch Work group on March 23rd and May 13th.
• Met with the Regional IPM Coordinators on April 5th to discuss the proposed
pesticide mill assessment adjustment.
• Attended the Alameda County IPM Committee on April 21st. Their discussions
pertaining to an IPM Coordinator position or related contracted service has not
substantively progressed.
• Met with partners within the County and other public agencies to discuss potential
IPM impacts of SB1383, California’s Short-Lived Climate Pollutant (SLCP) Reduction
Strategy.
• Provided traffic control support to a COVID-19 vaccination site in Concord on April
28th, May 5th, and May 12th.
• Virtually attended the launch webinar for pesticideinfo.org, three sessions of the
Vertebrate Pest Council Workshop, the Regional Priority Plan stakeholder meeting, a
Regional Workshop on Expanding Nature-Based Solutions and Advancing 30x30, a
training sponsored by Cal-IPC focusing on non-chemical weed control techniques, a
webinar training on the California Vegetation Treatment Program (CalVTP), and an
interagency environmental stakeholder webinar on the Governor’s California
Comeback Plan.
Public Speakers: None
7. Updates & announcements from Committee members and staff
Some members and staff provided various updates. No action was taken.

5

Public Speakers: None
8. Recommend future agenda items & adjourn
It was announced that Karey Windbiel-Rojas from the UC Statewide IPM Program would
present on the topic of reduced risk herbicides at the next meeting. There will also be a
status update on the Decision Making Subcommittee’s development of the risk footprint tool.
The meeting adjourned at 11:56 AM.
--end of meeting minutes--
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee

Agenda item #4

Meeting Date:
Subject:

July 15, 2021
Receive presentation about organic herbicides and alternatives to glyphosate

Presenter:

Karey Windbiel-Rojas, Associate Director for Urban & Community IPM—UC
Cooperative Extension and UC Statewide IPM Program

Referral History:
One of the goals of the IPM Policy is to Minimize risks to the general public, staff and the environment as
a result of pest control activities conducted by County staff and contractors. During the March 2021
meeting of the IPM Advisory Committee, it was recommended that a future meeting should include a
presentation on the efficacy of organic and other alternative herbicides.
Referral Update:
In accordance with the IPM Advisory Committee Policy on Choosing Topics and Speakers for Meeting
Presentations, The Committee Chair and IPM Coordinator agreed to invite the presenter. The
presentation has been appropriately agendized for this meeting.
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
Receive the presentation.

ATTACHMENT(S)
None.
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee

Agenda item #5

Meeting Date:
Subject:

July 15, 2021
Receive presentation about the development of an urban pesticide risk footprint tool

Presenter:

Dr. Andrew Sutherland, Urban IPM Advisor—UC Statewide IPM Program and Chair of the
Decision-Making Subcommittee of the Contra Costa County IPM Advisory Committee

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 finding a system that helps better evaluate pesticide-associated risks.
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 "bad actors" according to
the Pesticide Action Network North America (PANNA). While 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 and January 2021, Dr. Andrew Sutherland presented on the development of a new
visualization tool for pesticide risk assessment. In the January 2021 meeting, the Committee referred the
item to the Decision-Making Subcommittee for further investigation. The Subcommittee deliberated on the
item between February and June of this year.
Referral Update:
The Decision-Making Subcommittee has informed the development of the attached draft procedure
document. They also conceptually incorporated the tool into a decision document regarding vegetation
management at Juvenile Hall as a way of depicting one potential use.
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
The IPM Coordinator recommends that the Committee receive the presentation and provide feedback. $
IRUPDOUHFRPPHQGDWLRQWRLQFRUSRUDWHWKHPRGLILHGULVNIRRWSULQWWRROFRXOGEHFRQVLGHUHGDWWKLVRUD
IXWXUHPHHWLQJ6LQFHWKHSURFHGXUHPD\FKDQJHDVRWKHUDSSOLFDEOHVRXUFHVEHFRPHNQRZQSDUWRIWKH
PRWLRQFRXOGHQFRXUDJHSRVWLQJRIWKHPRVWFXUUHQWSURFHGXUHGRFXPHQWRQWKH,303URJUDPZHEVLWH.
ATTACHMENT(S)
Draft 3HVWLFLGH5LVN)RRWSULQW7RRO
([FHUSWIURP'HFLVLRQ'RFXPHQWDWLRQIRU9HJHWDWLRQ0DQDJHPHQWDW-XYHQLOH+DOO
8

DRAFT

(Text in red has been added since the 6/17
meeting of the Decision-Making Subcommittee)

Pesticide Risk Footprint Tool*
Adapted by the Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management Program

This tool is intended to assist in the evaluation of risks associated with pesticide products. It is not a comprehensive analysis of all risks. Each of the twelve
triangular panels forming a dodecagon represent a certain type of risk. The placement of a star on the inner portion of the panel indicates that the product being
reviewed does not meet criteria to be considered high risk as specified on the following page. Star placement on the outside edge constitutes elevated risk as
determined by the proposed standards. The stars are then connected to form a footprint. The increased area of the footprint’s spiked portions visually depicts
heightened risk and helps to prioritize mitigation measures. The use of dashed lines in some footprint spikes represents a risk that can be mitigated. If mitigation
measures are not possible or are otherwise unavailable, the associated spike will utilize solid lines.
The mission of the County IPM Policy is to effectively manage pests with minimal risk to humans and the environment. County applicators and personnel
responsible for the procurement and application of pesticides should consider the tool when determining whether a certain product is compatible with the broader
IPM program. Since site characteristics and application methods vary widely across County operations, the footprint for a given product should be analyzed
specifically in the context for which it is used. One application may use a backpack sprayer for a spot treatment of herbicide at a childcare facility. Another situation
could involve the same product being applied near an airport runway with a boom sprayer. These and other scenarios present important circumstantial factors
that merit separate considerations.
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*Method under development – Paul Jepson, Katie Murray, and members of Western IPM Center pesticide risk reduction workgroup

Risk Category
1. Highly Hazardous Pesticides
(HHP)—Chronic
2. CA Prop 65 Listed
3. Occupational Risk (Worker)
4. Exposure Risk
(bystander, site patron, etc.)
5. Risk to Aquatic Species

6. Risk to Terrestrial Species
7. Risk to Pollinators
8. Efficacy

Source Justification or Rationale for Designation
Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labeling of Chemicals (GHS) category 1A or 1B for carcinogenicity,
mutagenicity/genotoxicity, or reproductive toxicity. Indicated on Table 1 (pages 7-10) of the supplementary index of
Jepson PC, Murray K, Bach O, Bonilla MA, Neumeister L. Selection of pesticides to reduce human and environmental
health risks: a global guideline and minimum pesticides list. Lancet Planet Health 2019: 3: e56–63.
The Proposition 65 List is maintained by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment.
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) acute toxicity category 1 (danger), category 2 (warning), or World
Health Organization (WHO) class II (moderately hazardous). WHO class II pesticides are available on Table 3 (pages 2740) of the document available for download at https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789240005662
Panel is marked on the outer edge if the restricted entry interval (REI) is greater than four hours as specified on the
product label in the applicable use requirements section. Application methods & site characteristics may justify star
placement on the outer edge in many circumstances as determined by the IPM Coordinator or staff supervisors.
Panel is marked on the outer edge if active ingredient deemed as an intermediate (I), high (H), or extra high (X)
potential pesticide hazard to fish in queries made to the University of California Statewide IPM Program’s WaterTox
database OR if the product safety data sheet (SDS) references the EPA designation as moderately toxic or highly toxic
to freshwater fish, freshwater invertebrates, estuarine/marine fish, or estuarine/marine invertebrates.
Panel is marked on the outer edge if the product safety data sheet (SDS) references the EPA designation as moderately
toxic or highly toxic to mammalian and avian wildlife.
Panel is marked on the outer edge if active ingredient is rated I (toxic to honey bees and other bee species) or II (toxic
to honey bee brood) in the Bee Precaution Pesticide Ratings tool as maintained by the University of California
Statewide IPM Program.
Subjectively determined by the IPM Coordinator after consulting with departmental staff members, outside agency
personnel who work in similar microclimatic conditions, academic product trials, etc.

9. Cost

Subjectively determined by the IPM Coordinator after reviewing baseline cost data, historic and projected quantities of
product purchased, relative scale and frequency of application(s), actual staff/contractor labor costs, etc.

10. Indirect Costs (Litigation,
public perception)

Subjectively determined by the IPM Coordinator after considering public scrutiny of pesticide-related trends and other
applicable current events.

11. Indirect Costs (Training, PPE,
Equipment, etc.)

Subjectively determined by the IPM Coordinator after evaluating fiscal elements that may include site/programspecific training costs, supplemental personal protective equipment in addition to what the State’s minimal
requirements, specialized equipment acquisition/maintenance/transporting, and other cost considerations.

12. Highly Hazardous Pesticide
(HHP)—Acute

World Health Organization (WHO) class 1A (extremely hazardous) or 1B (highly hazardous). Indicated on Table 1 (pages
7-10) of the supplementary index of Jepson PC, Murray K, Bach O, Bonilla MA, Neumeister L. Selection of pesticides to
reduce human and environmental health risks: a global guideline and minimum pesticides list. Lancet Planet Health
2019: 3: e56–63.
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DRAFT

Which chemical controls
were considered?

The following herbicides are occasionally used at Juvenile Hall:
RoundUp Pro Concentrate
Active ingredient: glyphosate
Signal word: Caution
Product label/SDS
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Risk Factors
Mitigation Measures
2. Listed as causing
cancer on 7/7/2017
4. Spray application -Avoid drift and strictly
enforce 4 hour REI.
-Do not apply or allow to drift
7. Toxic to honey
to flowering plants including
bee brood
weeds. Do not apply to water.
10. Multiple cases
involving litigation
-Incorporate HSA training
11. Annual HSA
into annual IPM Policy
training for all
training to keep costs down
applicators
______________________________________________
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SureGuard Herbicide
Active ingredient: flumioxazin
Signal word: Caution
Product label/SDS
Risk Factors
1. Listed GHS
category 2 for
reproductive toxicity
4. Spray application
5. Designated by
the EPA as slightly
toxic to various
aquatic species
11. Annual HSA
training required for
all applicators

Mitigation Measures
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-12 hour REI & avoid drift
-Do not apply where runoff
is likely to occur or when
weather conditions favor
drift from treated areas
-Incorporate HSA training
into annual IPM Policy
training to keep costs down
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______________________________________________
The following alternative herbicides are being considered:
Suppress Herbicide
IMOX Herbicide
Active ingredient: caprylic
Active ingredient: ammonium
salt of imazamox
and capric acid
Signal word: Warning
Signal word: Caution
Product label/SDS
Product label/SDS

1

3

2
4

5

3

Esplanade 200 SC
Active ingredient: indaziflam
Signal word: Caution (label)
Warning (SDS)
Product label/SDS
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Summary Statement: The continued reliance on chemical controls at this location is concerning. Herbicides
can be an effective part of an integrated program but it appears that despite various cultural and physical
controls being utilized, applications remain routine. Grounds personnel coordinate closely with site staff to
ensure youth detainees do not enter treated areas until product labeling allows, but further discussion
between departments is warranted to gain a broader consensus on this and alternative tactics.
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