AGENDA
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY IPM ADVISORY COMMITTEE
An Advisory Body to the Board of Supervisors

September 17, 2020
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.

1. 10:00 to 10:05

Introductions and meeting overview.

Committee Members
Jim Donnelly, Chair
Public Member #3 Seat

2. 10:05 to 10:10

Announcements

Susan Captain, Vice Chair
Public member #1 Seat

3. 10:10 to 10:20

Public comment on items not on the
agenda (speakers are limited to 3
minutes each)

Carlos Agurto, Secretary
Pest Mgmt. Contractor Seat

Stephen Prée
Public Member #2 Seat

4. 10:20 to 10:25

Approve minutes from July 17, 2020

Andrew Sutherland
Enviornmental Organization Rep.

5. 10:25 to 10:30

Approve Revised Posting Policy and Sign

6. 10:30 to 10:35

Approve IPM Annual Report Outline

7. 10:35 to 11:05

Presentation and Discussion of a new
Visualization Tool for Pesticide Risk
Assessment

Susan Heckly
Fish & Wildlife Commission Rep.

Kimberly Hazard
Sustainability Commission Rep.

Michele Mancuso

8. 11:05 to 11:40

9. 11:40 to 11:55

10. 11:55 to 12:00

Presentation and Discussion of East Bay
Regional Parks’ IPM Program
Hear reports from the Agriculture and
Public Works Departments as well as the
IPM Coordinator.
Plan agenda for the next meeting and
adjourn.

County Stormwater Program Rep.

Michael Kent
Health Services Department Rep.

Debbie King
Public Works Facilities Designee

Chris Lau
Public Works Maint. Div. Designee

Larry Yost
Ag. Commissioner Designee

Amy Budahn
Public Member Alternate Seat
-Voting members in bold; Alternate may
vote in place of absent public members
& representatives from Environmental
organization, Fish & Wildlife Committee,
and the Sustainability Commission.

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.
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #4 Staff Report
Meeting Date:
Subject:

9/17/2020
Approve Minutes from July 17, 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 reflect
the agenda and the decisions made in the meeting.
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 July 17, 2020 meeting of the Integrated
Pest Management Advisory Committee with any necessary corrections.
Fiscal Impact (if any):
N/A

ATTACHMENT(S)
Draft Minutes of the July 17, 2020 meeting
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DRAFT Minutes
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY INTEGRATED PEST
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
An Advisory Body to the Board of Supervisors

July 16, 2020
10:00 AM to 12:00 PM

This meeting was held remotely per Governor’s Executive Order N-20-20
Voting Members Present: Jim Donnelly (Chair), Susan Captain (Vice Chair), Stephen Prée, Andrew
Sutherland, Teri Rie, Kimberly Hazard
Voting Members Absent: Susan Heckly, Michael Kent,
Non-Voting Members Present: Carlos Agurto (Secretary), Chris Lau, Larry Yost, Dave Lavelle
Non-Voting Members Absent:
Staff Present: Tim Jensen, Jocelyn LaRocque, Jill Ray, Jody London, Wade Finlinson
Members of the Public Present: Dave Shoemaker, Naresh Duggal, Chris Curry
The meeting was called to order at 10:08 AM.
1. Welcome from the Chair and meeting overview.
2. Announcements
None
3. Public comment on items not on the agenda.
None
4. Approve minutes from January 16, 2020.
A motion was made and seconded (SC/AS) to approve the minutes as written.
Ayes: Donnelly, Yost, Agurto, Sutherland
Noes: None
Abstain: None
Absent: Heckly, Kent
Pubic Speakers: None

5. Preliminary review of pesticide classification systems currently in place in other
public agencies.
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The IPM Coordinator referenced the November 2019 IPMAC meeting where the study of
classification systems emerged as a possible priority for 2020. In the January 2020 meeting
of this body there was not enough interest to form a subcommittee on the topic. However,
the Committee agreed to continue exploring the matter further by requesting that the IPM
Coordinator provide this update at the next meeting.
He then presented an overview of which counties in the region utilize a classification system.
He displayed the attached table that succinctly describes elements of each jurisdiction and
noted that some adjacent public agencies do not have such a system in place. Subsequent
slides depicted sample excerpts of the lists used by applicable agencies. Those slides are
also included as part of the meeting record. The comparative table is also available at
https://cchealth.org/ipm/committee/pdf/2020-0716-csc-table.pdf.
The table references the approved lists of the following agencies:
• Marin County Landscape List and Structural List
• City and County of San Francisco
• Santa Clara County
Of the counties that border Contra Costa, Marin County and the City and County of San
Francisco utilize classification systems. Alameda, San Joaquin, Sacramento, and Solano
Counties do not. Further south, Santa Clara County maintains a list of approved pesticides,
but San Mateo County does not have such a system.
It was asserted that although Contra Costa County does not have a formal classification
system, some characteristics of these programs are being used. For instance, the Pesticide
Use Summary Comparison section of the IPM Program’s annual report highlights pesticides
deemed as “Bad Actors” by the Pesticide Action Network of North America (PANNA) and
tracks bad actor usage alongside all other pesticides that are monitored. Additionally,
updated decision documentation often includes wording that reminds County employees
looking to obtain further information regarding chronic toxicity of selected pesticides to
consult information made available by the National Pesticide Information Center (NPIC).
Susan Captain encouraged continued involvement of the Public Works and Agriculture
Departments in ongoing considerations related to this topic to ensure that—if adopted—this
becomes a tool that is used. She also noted that many components of the lists maintained
by other agencies could be referenced in ongoing decision documentation. Other members
of the Decision-Making Subcommittee concurred and asserted that it is difficult to find risk
evaluation resources to include in the documents they produce. There is information about
acute risk, but it’s harder to find information regarding environmental risk, chronic hazards
associated with use, or financial litigation risk.
During the subsequent conversation, Naresh Duggal mentioned that much of the work
previously undertaken by the Pesticide Research Institute is now included in the work of the
IPM institute of North America and is available at https://pesticiderisk.org/. Andrew
Sutherland referred to new pesticide risk evaluation system being designed by Oregon State
University. Their use of a “risk footprint” where different panels represent various types of
risks to surface water, pollinators, people and pets, or financial, litigation, etc. Their criteria
determine how far along each panel a certain active ingredient is depicted. That mark
represents the comparative risk in each area in order to compare with other possible tactics.
He also referenced a low-risk pesticide list compiled by the same team at Oregon State,
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which is available at: https://agsci.oregonstate.edu/oipmc/pesticide-risk-reduction-low-riskpesticide-list.
The Chair recommended that we continue the discussion at our next meeting after hearing
more about the Oregon State system and after reviewing some of the links provided.
Andrew Sutherland said that it behooves us to develop a system to evaluate these materials
when creating our decision documents. Whether it’s an approved or excluded list, or a
different system altogether, there is a need to adopt a system to help evaluate the risks
associated with these products.
Public Speakers: Dave Shoemaker requested that the IPM Coordinator send a copy of the
chart and links referenced in the conversation to other members of Parents for a Safe
Environment (PASE).
6. Presentation and discussion of Santa Clara County’s Landscape Inventory and
Operational Needs Assessment.
Chris Curry from the Santa Clara County IPM Program spoke about the difficulty of making
proactive IPM decisions without having the right data. That concept was integral in initiating
this project by getting a better idea of what they had in their facility landscape portfolio in
order to determine where they need to go from here.
The project is also rooted in the notion that water efficient landscapes reduce the ability for
unwanted vegetation and pests to thrive. If you control the water, you can better control
what plants grow and where they grow. Also, native and other sustainable plant palettes are
more resistant to drought, pest, and diseases.
Only sites managed by the Santa Clara County Facilities and Fleet Department were
included in this project. An inventory of each site was conducted that documented the
square footage of landscape types at each location. It also gathered information on current
plant palettes and their water use. Part of the project included getting a clearer picture of the
existing status of irrigation systems.
They then sought landscape upgrade recommendations about what new low water-use
plants could replace current high water-use plants as well as identifying needs related to
irrigation repairs and upgrades. With completed landscape inventories and
recommendations, an updated labor and materials study was also needed to assist the
County in budgeting resources. They also noted that updated sustainable landscaping
training for County staff was recommended.
This phase of the project took approximately two years to complete. One deliverable was a
new base map of each site with defined outlines and square footage of the inventoried
landscape sites. Examples of landscape types were turf, mulch, mulch with trees,
groundcover, shrubs, hardscape, parking lot, firebreaks, and other. A recommended plant
list and planting palette map was also included.
The operational deliverables consisted of a calculation of the required labor and materials
necessary to update and maintain current landscapes, and to implement/construct
recommended low-water landscapes. Reports on the following elements were also provided
to the County:
• Consumable material required for maintenance at each location (fertilizer, soil
amendments, trimmer string, etc.)
• Hardware materials required for entire operation (vehicles, tools, irrigation parts, etc.)
3
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•
•

Labor required for maintenance at each location (number of gardeners, number of
hours, frequency of hours, frequency per week, etc.)
Labor required for entire operation (manager, supervisor, lead gardener, etc.)

Ten general sustainable landscape plans were also provided by the service provider. These
were concept plans that can be used as templates for County workers to refer to as they
update areas in the future. The categories included road/parking lot, building entrance, high
visibility area, shaded area, sunny area, vegetative swales, outdoor break area, hedge
replacement, using recycled materials, and wildlife habitat.
The estimated, one-time cost to transition the sites to sustainable landscaping was
$10,760,000, not including additional costs for architectural design, permitting, and other
work. At the time of the presentation, those funds were not yet requested, and pending
countywide budget cuts could delay future phases of the project. That said, the County now
has all this information complied and they hope to see it implemented over time.
The presenter also shared other IPM efforts within the broader realm of sustainable
landscaping in Santa Clara County. Highlights included a Parks and Facilities tree inventory
and an ecology-based tree management guide. The goal of the inventory is to better
understand baseline County tree conditions, monitor tree health, value benefits, and assist in
goal and target setting. The ecology-based tree management guide facilitates departmental
collaboration and consistency in County tree best management practices.
One notable component of the tree inventory places a dollar value on various aspects of
County-owned trees. For instance, a Coast Redwood tree depicted the following benefits:
• Total yearly Eco Benefits: $406.05
• Water: $15.92 through 3979.55 gallons saved
• Greenhouse gas: $6.46 through 310.83 lbs. avoided and 660.7 lbs. sequestered
• Energy: $64.25 through 390.06 kWh saved and 9.69 Therms saved
• Air Quality: $12.98 with 1 lb. saved
• Property: $306.44 with 292.97 leaf surface area
The Committee discussed the presentation and inquired about the approximate cost of the
contract. Naresh Duggal said that it was about $200,000 and the most expensive
component was the development of the concept plans. Additional questions included
clarification on the development of the ecology-based tree management guide and Chris
Curry confirmed that it was completed in house, outside the scope of the inventory and
assessment project.
Public speakers: None
7. Hear reports from the Agriculture and Public Works Departments as well as the IPM
Coordinator.
Larry Yost reported that the Agriculture Department secured grants for noxious weed control
for artichoke thistle, purple starthistle, and red sesbania. They total $160,000 for equipment,
materials and labor that can be used over two years. The John Muir Land Trust (JMLT)
acquired two large untreated areas near Rheem Boulevard in Moraga. JMLT has teamed up
with the Agriculture Department to control the artichoke thistle and purple starthistle at the
heavily infested location. They also have an arrangement in place to assist in controlling the
4
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same species on neighboring parcels deemed geologic hazard assessment districts (GHAD).
As a result, it is expected that herbicide usage will be higher this year.
He also mentioned that the ground squirrel control program is underway. However, their bait
supplier is experiencing a shortage and has not been able to provide the amount of product
to meet the demands of the program. There are currently more requests for rodenticidebased ground squirrel control than what the Department can supply.
When asked about how they prioritize their work, Yost responded that contracted agencies
who pay in full are given priority. The creation of three new pest control technician positions
helped absorb the extra work while carrying out do the other work that is mandated by the
state.
Chris Lau reported for the Public Works Maintenance Division. Due to COVID-19, there has
been a reduction in services based on availability of resources. From a vegetation
management standpoint, three vegetation management technician vacancies are not able to
be filled due to the current hiring freeze. Those positions have been prioritized as critical and
work is being done to request an exemption that will allow those vacancies to be hired. In the
meantime, concurrent efforts are underway to procure contracted vegetation management
services to supplement staff shortages.
In May a contract to retain a consultant was finalized to provide pesticide application
recommendations. Once resources and staffing are available, the Division will be resuming
spray activities. Vegetation management priorities include keeping up with fire district
mandates. One occasion, staff from other crews are pulled in to help keep up.
Dave Lavelle reported for the Public Works Facilities Services Division. He indicated that
their operations have been similarly impacted by the pandemic and staffing shortages has
made it difficult to keep up. The Grounds Division has various on-call contractors they rely on
in order to assist with managing many of the sites they are responsible for.
Wade Finlinson expressed his admiration and appreciation for County staff who continue to
provide important services during these difficult times. He reported that earlier in the year,
Dennis Shusterman resigned from the Committee. The vacant Public Member Alternate
Seat was advertised in May and June and the Internal Operations Committee of the Board of
Supervisors and recommended the appointment of a citizen to the full board. The
appointment would likely be made at the next meeting of the Board of Supervisors.
Tim Jensen reported that Teri Rie will now be working with the Design and Construction
Division and will no longer represent the County Stormwater Program on this Committee. He
commended her for filling this role over the last year and indicated that Michele Mancuso will
now fill the seat. Teri thanked the Committee and indicated that Michelle brings a great
wealth of knowledge to the Committee.
8. Plan agenda for the next meeting and adjourn.
The Committee agreed to hear a report from Andrew Sutherland on a new pesticide risk
assessment tool developed by Oregon State. Pam Beitz from East Bay Regional Parks will
present on their IPM Program as well.
The meeting adjourned at 11:59 AM.
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Preliminary Review of Pesticide Classification Systems in Other Public Agencies

Organization
Contra Costa County

Marin County

General Description of Spaces Managed

Classification
System In
Place?

660 miles of roads , 79 miles of streams and creeks, and
93 county buildings.

No

148 sites that include county parks and libraries.

Yes

City and County of San
Francisco

SFO, Public Utilities Commission (East Bay, Peninsula, &
Hetch Hetchy), Port of San Francisco, Municipal
Transportation Agency, Department of Public Health,
Public Works Department, Housing Authority, and
Recreation and Park Department.

Yes

Alameda County

473 Centerline roadways, 561 miles of flood control
creeks, channels and culverts, 166 buildings comprising
6.7 million square feet, 450 acres of open space and
landscaped areas

No

San Joaquin County

1,672 miles of roadways and approximatey 90 facilities
comprising 2 million square feet (not including airports,
hospitals, and a few other sites).

No

Sacramento County

6 million square feet of County owned facilities and
2,200 miles of roadways.

No

Solano County

585 miles of roadways and approximately 1 million
square feet of County-owned facilities.

No

Santa Clara County

52,140 park acres, 635 miles of rural and urban
roadways, 1.8 million square feet of interior space
(excluding hospitals).

Yes

San Mateo County

315 Miles of roadside vegetation and drainage
channels, 73 County facilities, with a total square
footage of approximately 1.7 million, and

No

6

Program Features

Ongoing Maintenance of System

Annual report contains current and historic usage on County properties and
highlights PANNA* Bad Actor Pesticides.
List of Allowed Pesticides:
• One list for landscape pesticides; separate list for structural pesticides.
• Indicates whether each chemical is on any of the following lists: Organic
Certification, Minimum Risk/Eco Exempt, Groundwater, Prop 65, and EPA
Carcinogenicity.

Board of Supervisors approve the list annually after IPM
Coordinator and IPM Commission review it.

Three tiered Reduced -Risk Pesticide List:
• Least Restricted (Tier 3). These products are generally the least hazardous
pesticides on the list.
Formerly, Pesticide Research Institute (PRI) would evaluate new
• More Restricted (Tier 2). These products include specific restrictions on allowable products. Now that PRI is not active, IPM Program staff perform
tier determinations with the help of the PANNA* website and
situations.
• Most Restricted (Tier 1). These are pesticide products that pose the greatest
other databases. Toxicology consultants are retained for anything
health or environmental concerns, but which are nevertheless considered the least- larger than tier determinations.
hazardous chemical alternative for a particular purpose. Use of “Most Restricted”
products must be justified at an annual public hearing.

Approved List of Pesticides:
An initial review of approximately 300+ pesticide products was
• Documents limitations and exemptions for usage
conducted in consultation with Dr. Lois Levitan at Cornell
• Includes comments from the consultant that provides additional information on
University. The County IPM manager reviews additional products
many of the products listed.
based on objective and subjective criteria.
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Preliminary Review of Pesticide Classification Systems in Other Public Agencies

Organization
Contra Costa County

Marin County

General Description of Spaces Managed

Classification
System In
Place?

660 miles of roads , 79 miles of streams and creeks, and
93 county buildings.

No

148 sites that include county parks and libraries.

Yes

City and County of San
Francisco

SFO, Public Utilities Commission (East Bay, Peninsula, &
Hetch Hetchy), Port of San Francisco, Municipal
Transportation Agency, Department of Public Health,
Public Works Department, Housing Authority, and
Recreation and Park Department.

Yes

Alameda County

473 Centerline roadways, 561 miles of flood control
creeks, channels and culverts, 166 buildings comprising
6.7 million square feet, 450 acres of open space and
landscaped areas

No

San Joaquin County

1,672 miles of roadways and approximatey 90 facilities
comprising 2 million square feet (not including airports,
hospitals, and a few other sites).

No

Sacramento County

6 million square feet of County owned facilities and
2,200 miles of roadways.

No

Solano County

585 miles of roadways and approximately 1 million
square feet of County-owned facilities.

No

Santa Clara County

52,140 park acres, 635 miles of rural and urban
roadways, 1.8 million square feet of interior space
(excluding hospitals).

Yes

San Mateo County

315 Miles of roadside vegetation and drainage
channels, 73 County facilities, with a total square
footage of approximately 1.7 million, and

No

—end of meeting minutes—
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Program Features

Ongoing Maintenance of System

Annual report contains current and historic usage on County properties and
highlights PANNA* Bad Actor Pesticides.
List of Allowed Pesticides:
• One list for landscape pesticides; separate list for structural pesticides.
• Indicates whether each chemical is on any of the following lists: Organic
Certification, Minimum Risk/Eco Exempt, Groundwater, Prop 65, and EPA
Carcinogenicity.

Board of Supervisors approve the list annually after IPM
Coordinator and IPM Commission review it.

Three tiered Reduced -Risk Pesticide List:
• Least Restricted (Tier 3). These products are generally the least hazardous
pesticides on the list.
Formerly, Pesticide Research Institute (PRI) would evaluate new
• More Restricted (Tier 2). These products include specific restrictions on allowable products. Now that PRI is not active, IPM Program staff perform
tier determinations with the help of the PANNA* website and
situations.
• Most Restricted (Tier 1). These are pesticide products that pose the greatest
other databases. Toxicology consultants are retained for anything
health or environmental concerns, but which are nevertheless considered the least- larger than tier determinations.
hazardous chemical alternative for a particular purpose. Use of “Most Restricted”
products must be justified at an annual public hearing.

Approved List of Pesticides:
An initial review of approximately 300+ pesticide products was
• Documents limitations and exemptions for usage
conducted in consultation with Dr. Lois Levitan at Cornell
• Includes comments from the consultant that provides additional information on
University. The County IPM manager reviews additional products
many of the products listed.
based on objective and subjective criteria.
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #5 Staff Report
Meeting Date:
Subject:

9/17/2020
Approve Revised Posting Policy and Sign

Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

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

Referral History:
In 2018, the Posting Task Force of the IPM Advisory Committee met multiple times and revised the
posting policy and signage. The Committee made the following recommendations in the 2018 Annual
Report to the Transportation, Water, and Infrastructure Committee (TWIC) of the Board of
Supervisors:
1. Revise the County’s posting sign as indicated in Appendix C (of the 2018 Annual Report)
2. Revise the County’s posting policy as indicated in the tracked-changes document in Appendix C
3. Investigate posting on flood control channel access roads where people frequently walk, or on
other rights-of-way that are frequently used as walking paths
4. Investigate the feasibility of erecting permanent signs and determine the most useful placement
for those signs
5. Investigate a way for people to make a complaint online about pesticide use
6. Investigate a way for pesticide treatment notifications to be sent to people who sign up for email
notices
In November 2019, the Public Works Maintenance Division reported on the status of these
recommendations to TWIC. Amongst other feedback given in that meeting, Supervisors Andersen
and Mitchoff encouraged refining the process for making online complaints, and to establish a
formal process for getting pesticide application information to citizens of disparate generations by
linking a quick response (QR) code on the postings to additional information on the IPM website.
They also indicated a preference for temporary signage when feasible.
During the meeting of the IPM Advisory Committee on January 16, 2020, the Committee chose to
temporarily reconvene the Posting Task Force to incorporate TWIC observations and to clarify other
components of the policy in order to promote uniformity between the policy, posting signage, and the
IPM Program website. The Task Force met on March 3rd and August 25th to discuss the proposed
revisions in the context of previous deliberations on the matter.
Referral Update:
On August 25, 2020, the Posting Task Force voted unanimously to approve the revised posting policy
and signage and forward them to the full IPM Advisory Committee for approval.
Agenda Item #5 Posting Policy Staff Report (1 of 2)
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Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
Staff recommends that the Committee review the attached documents, receive public input, and
approve the revised Contra Costa County Pesticide Use Posting and Notification Policy and forward
the policy and proposed signage to the Public Works Department for final approval and
implementation.
Fiscal Impact:
None associated with this item at the present time. Presumably all staff time, training costs, and other
expenditures related to this revision would fit within current limits of the Department's approved
budget.

ATTACHMENT(S)
Contra Costa County Pesticide Use Posting and Notification Policy_Tracked Changes (Pages 16-18)
Contra Costa County Pesticide Use Posting and Notification Policy_Final Version (Pages 19-20)
Contra Costa County Pesticide Application Posting Sign_Final Version (Page 21)
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY PESTICIDE USE POSTING AND NOTIFICATION POLICY

General Provisions
This policy applies only to land and facilities owned by– AND under the control of—by the County of Contra
Costa.
Any County Department that uses or authorizes the use of a pesticide shall comply with the following posting
and notification procedures:
• Signs shall be posted at least three (3) days before application of the pesticide and remain posted at least
four (4) days after application. In specific situations/locations, permanent signs may also be used. See
provisions below under “Exemptions” and “Other Uses of Permanent Signs”.
• Application information shall be posted on the County website’s pesticide posting page at least three (3)
days before the application. If the application is postponed or changed, information on the website must be
updated.
• If treatment is in an enclosed area, signs shall be posted at all major public and employee entry points.
• If treatment is in an open area, signs shall be posted at highly visible location(s).
• If treatment is on the property of an adult or juvenile detention facility where posting placement is limited,
the chief medical officer at that facility must be notified annually by the IPM Coordinator of pesticides
that may be used during the year.
• If rodenticides are used in bait stations for rats or mice, bait stations shall be posted at eye level on the wall
or other structure above the bait station.
• Exceptions to these provisions are listed below under “Exemptions”.
Contents of Signs
The signs shall be of a standardized design, easily recognizable by the public and County employees and shall
contain the following information:
1. Name of pesticide product
2. Active ingredient(s) in the product
3. United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) or California State registration number
4. Target pest
5. Acute health hazard warning (from the label’s precautionary statement)
6. Area to be treated
7. Method of treatment
8. Date(s) of anticipated use; a window of time for anticipated use is acceptable
9. Date of re-entry for staff and the public to the treated area, if applicable
10. Date application is completed
11. Name and contact number of County Department responsible for the application
12. IPM website address for more information
13. IPM Coordinator name and contact information
14. National Pesticide Information Center contact information
15. A web address AND quick response (QR) code linking to the County website’s pesticide posting page
16. A disclaimer saying, “Direct exposure to certain pesticides may cause acute or chronic health effects on
humans and animals.”
Exemptions
Departments shall not be required to post signs in accordance with the provisions above
1. in In roadway rights-of-way
1.2. On airport property specifically regarding vegetation management
2.3. in In other areas where the general public has not been granted access for use for recreation or pedestrian
purposes. Recreation is defined as any activity where significant physical contact with the treated area is
likely to occur.
Contra Costa County Pesticide Posting Policy, 2009
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Note: In the case of numbers 1 or 32, each department that uses pesticides in such locations shall provide a
public access telephone number for information about pesticide applications. The public access telephone
number shall be posted in a prominent location at the department’s main office building. Information
provided to callers shall include all items listed under “Contents of Signs”, above.
4. in In or around County-owned or -leased buildings, if the pesticide is on a list agreed to by the IPM
Advisory Committee.Coordinator and is posted in accordance with provisions under “Permanent Signs”
below.
5. In facilities subject to The Healthy Schools Act (HSA). Posting requirements in such facilities will be in
accordance with HSA laws and regulations as applicable. Where feasible, every effort should be made to
post in a manner consistent with both HSA parameters and this policy in and around facilities that house
school or childcare programs. In the event of conflicting posting and notification requirements, HSA
guidelines supersede those outlined in this policy.
3.6. When using antimicrobial pesticides such as sanitizers and disinfectants intended for use on objects or
surfaces. These products are pesticides and must be used according to the label by trained personnel.
Annual HSA training is required by all staff who use antimicrobial pesticides at facilities that house school
or childcare programs.
Note: Each County building shall post a permanent sign in a prominent location with a list of
pesticides that may be used in or around the structure without individual postings. Pesticides not on
this list must be posted in accordance with the provisions above. The permanent signs shall contain the
following:
a. Name of the pesticide product
b. Active ingredient(s) in the product
c. Acute health hazard warning (from the label’s precautionary statement)
d. Areas inside or outside the building where the pesticide might be used
e. Name and contact number of County Department responsible for applications
Any pesticide granted an emergency exemption for public health emergencies or other urgent situations by the
County IPM Coordinator shall not be required to be posted prior to treatment. However, all other requirements
for posting, as set forth above, shall be followed.
Use of any pesticide listed by the Organic Materials Research Institute or of any products on the FIFRA 25(b)
list or in California Code of Regulations Section 6147 may be posted on the day of application. All other
provisions listed above apply.
The County IPM Coordinator may, at his or her discretion, grant necessary exemptions to the posting
requirements. Such exemptions will be documented with the reason for the exemption.
Permanent Signs
Each County building shall post a permanent sign in a prominent location with a list of pesticides that may be
used in or around the structure without individual postings. Pesticides not on this list must be posted in
accordance with the provisions above.
Any permanent sign shall contain the following information OR provide a link to the County website’s pesticide
posting page containing the following:
a. Name of the pesticide product
b. Active ingredient(s) in the product
c. Acute health hazard warning (from the label’s precautionary statement)
d. Areas inside or outside the building where the pesticide might be used
Any permanent sign that does not contain items (a) through (d) above shall the include the following:
e. A web address AND quick response (QR) code that links to additional pesticide information for
all products that may be used in and around the structure
f. Contact number of the County Department responsible for applications

Contra Costa County Pesticide Posting Policy, 2009
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In addition to the provisions above regarding permanent signs in and around buildings, the use of permanent
signs is generally discouraged.
Other Uses of Permanent Signs
In addition to the provisions above regarding permanent signs in and around buildings, permanent signs are
acceptable Permanent signs may be an effective public communication tool in certain locations. Some areas
away from countyCounty-owned or -leased buildings where pesticide applications are a regular, periodic
occurrence and others such as parks and walkways that are specifically intended for public recreation or
pedestrian purposes may be appropriate. The following provisions apply:
1. The permanent sign must contain, at minimum, the following information
a. Target pest(s)
b. Reason for treatment
c. For additional information contact: Name and contact number of County Department responsible
for applications
d. Posting website address for more information
e. General statement on when treatment is likely to occur, e.g., “spring” or “May – June”
2.1. At least three (3) days before any pesticide application, the application information must be posted on
the County website’s pesticide posting page. If the application is postponed or changed, information on
the website must be updated.
3.2. On the actual day of the pesticide application prior to beginning application, a paper sign with the
information listed above under “Contents of Signs” must be affixed to the permanent sign and remain for
at least four (4) days.

Contra Costa County Pesticide Posting Policy, 2009
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY PESTICIDE USE POSTING AND NOTIFICATION POLICY
General Provisions
This policy applies only to land and facilities owned by—AND under the control of— the County of Contra Costa.
Any County Department that uses or authorizes the use of a pesticide shall comply with the following posting
and notification procedures:
• Signs shall be posted at least three (3) days before application of the pesticide and remain posted at least
four (4) days after application. In specific situations/locations, permanent signs may also be used. See
provisions below under “Permanent Signs”.
• Application information shall be posted on the County website’s pesticide posting page at least three (3)
days before the application. If the application is postponed or changed, information on the website must be
updated.
• If treatment is in an enclosed area, signs shall be posted at all major public and employee entry points.
• If treatment is in an open area, signs shall be posted at highly visible location(s).
• If treatment is on the property of an adult or juvenile detention facility where posting placement is limited,
the chief medical officer at that facility must be notified annually by the IPM Coordinator of pesticides
that may be used during the year.
• If rodenticides are used in bait stations for rats or mice, bait stations shall be posted at eye level on the wall
or other structure above the bait station.
• Exceptions to these provisions are listed below under “Exemptions”.
Contents of Signs
The signs shall be of a standardized design, easily recognizable by the public and County employees and shall
contain the following information:
1. Name of pesticide product
2. Active ingredient(s) in the product
3. United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) or California State registration number
4. Target pest
5. Acute health hazard warning (from the label’s precautionary statement)
6. Area to be treated
7. Method of treatment
8. Date(s) of anticipated use; a window of time for anticipated use is acceptable
9. Date of re-entry for staff and the public to the treated area, if applicable
10. Date application is completed
11. Name and contact number of County Department responsible for the application
12. IPM website address for more information
13. IPM Coordinator name and contact information
14. National Pesticide Information Center contact information
15. A web address AND quick response (QR) code linking to the County website’s pesticide posting page
16. A disclaimer saying, “Direct exposure to certain pesticides may cause acute or chronic health effects on
humans and animals.”
Exemptions
Departments shall not be required to post signs in accordance with the provisions above
1. In roadway rights-of-way
2. On airport property specifically regarding vegetation management
3. In other areas where the general public has not been granted access for use for recreation or pedestrian
purposes. Recreation is defined as any activity where significant physical contact with the treated area is
likely to occur.
Note: In the case of numbers 1 or 3, each department that uses pesticides in such locations shall provide a
public access telephone number for information about pesticide applications. The public access telephone
number shall be posted in a prominent location at the department’s main office building. Information
Contra Costa County Pesticide Posting Policy
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provided to callers shall include all items listed under “Contents of Signs”, above.
4. In or around County-owned buildings, if the pesticide is on a list agreed to by the IPM Coordinator and is
posted in accordance with provisions under “Permanent Signs” below.
5. In facilities subject to The Healthy Schools Act (HSA). Posting requirements in such facilities will be in
accordance with HSA laws and regulations as applicable. Where feasible, every effort should be made to
post in a manner consistent with both HSA parameters and this policy in and around facilities that house
school or childcare programs. In the event of conflicting posting and notification requirements, HSA
guidelines supersede those outlined in this policy.
6. When using antimicrobial pesticides such as sanitizers and disinfectants intended for use on objects or
surfaces. These products are pesticides and must be used according to the label by trained personnel.
Annual HSA training is required by all staff who use antimicrobial pesticides at facilities that house school
or childcare programs.
Any pesticide granted an emergency exemption for public health emergencies or other urgent situations by the
County IPM Coordinator shall not be required to be posted prior to treatment. However, all other requirements
for posting, as set forth above, shall be followed.
Use of any pesticide listed by the Organic Materials Research Institute or of any products on the FIFRA 25(b)
list or in California Code of Regulations Section 6147 may be posted on the day of application. All other
provisions listed above apply.
The County IPM Coordinator may, at his or her discretion, grant necessary exemptions to the posting
requirements. Such exemptions will be documented with the reason for the exemption.
Permanent Signs
Each County building shall post a permanent sign in a prominent location with a list of pesticides that may be
used in or around the structure without individual postings. Pesticides not on this list must be posted in
accordance with the provisions above.
Any permanent sign shall contain the following information OR provide a link to the County website’s pesticide
posting page containing the following:
a. Name of the pesticide product
b. Active ingredient(s) in the product
c. Acute health hazard warning (from the label’s precautionary statement)
d. Areas inside or outside the building where the pesticide might be used
Any permanent sign that does not contain items (a) through (d) above shall the include the following:
e. A web address AND quick response (QR) code that links to additional pesticide information for
all products that may be used in and around the structure
f. Contact number of the County Department responsible for applications
In addition to the provisions above regarding permanent signs in and around buildings, the use of permanent
signs is generally discouraged.
Other Uses of Permanent Signs
Permanent signs may be an effective public communication tool in certain locations. Some areas away from
County-owned buildings where pesticide applications are a regular, periodic occurrence and others such as parks
and walkways that are specifically intended for public recreation or pedestrian purposes may be appropriate. The
following provisions apply:
1. At least three (3) days before any pesticide application, the application information must be posted on
the County website’s pesticide posting page. If the application is postponed or changed, information on
the website must be updated.
2. On the actual day of the pesticide application prior to beginning application, a paper sign with the
information listed above under “Contents of Signs” must be affixed to the permanent sign and remain for
at least four (4) days.
Contra Costa County Pesticide Posting Policy
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NOTICE
OF PESTICIDE TREATMENT
Contra Costa County Public Works
Contra Costa County has reduced its pesticide use by 88% since the County initiated its Integrated
Pest Management (IPM) Program. The County’s IPM Policy focuses on long-term pest prevention and
combines the use of physical, horticultural, biological, and chemical methods to manage pests. When
pesticides must be used, they are selected and applied in a manner that minimizes risks to human
health, to beneficial and non-target organisms and to the environment.

►

PREVENTION
FIRST

NON-CHEMICAL
METHODS NEXT

►

LEAST-HAZARDOUS PESTICIDES
AS A LAST RESORT

Considering the above, it has been decided that a pesticide treatment is necessary in this area.

Avoid area during active pesticide application.
Pesticide Trade Name:
Active Ingredient(s):
Acute (short-term) health hazard warning: EPA
Number:
Target Pest(s):
Area(s) to be Treated:
Date of Scheduled Application:
Method of Treatment:
Date/Time it is okay to re-enter (per EPA label):
Date Completed:

Direct exposure to certain pesticides may cause acute or chronic health effects on humans and animals.
For more information about this treatment, contact
Contra Costa County Public Works at 925-313-7052 or
Wade Finlinson, IPM Coordinator at wade.finlinson@cchealth.org
For more information on IPM: cchealth.org/ipm/notification.php
Scan the QR Code at right to be taken to the County IPM website.
For more information on pesticides, contact
National Pesticide Information Center at 800-858-7378 or
www.npic.orst.edu. Open 8:00 AM to noon, Monday-Friday.
Agenda Item #5 Posting Signage Final Version
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Contra Costa County
Integrated Pest Management
Advisory Committee
Agenda Item #6 Staff Report
Meeting Date:
Subject:

9/17/2020
Approve IPM Annual Report Outline

Department:
Presenter:
Contact:

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

Referral History:
The IPM Advisory Committee is required to submit an annual report to the Board of Supervisors
through the Transportation, Water, and Infrastructure Committee (TWIC). Generally the IPM
Committee approves the report outline in the September meeting and the full annual report in their
November meeting. The IPM Coordinator typically presents the report to TWIC at their December
or February meeting.
Referral Update:
The IPM Coordinator has been in this post for just over one year and has received valuable feedback
on this subject from Committee members, County staff, and engaged citizens. The proposed outline
is as follows:
I. Overview and Recommendations
II. 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
III.Committee Member Engagement
1. Attendance/Representation
2. Trainings and Certifications
IV.Proposed Work Plan for 2021
Recommendation(s)/Next Step(s):
Staff recommends approval of the above annual report outline.
Fiscal Impact (if any):
N/A
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