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

March 18, 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, Andrew
Sutherland, Susan Heckly, Michael Kent, Amy Budahn (for Kimberly Hazard)
Voting Members Absent: Kimberly Hazard, Michele Mancuso
Non-Voting Members Present: Carlos Agurto (Secretary), Chris Lau, Larry Yost, Dave Lavelle
Non-Voting Members Absent: None
Staff Present: Jocelyn Larocque, Jill Ray, Jose Arriaga, Debbie King, Wade Finlinson
Members of the Public Present: Shirley Shelangoski, Susan JunFish
1. Call to order and introductions
Jim Donnelly called the meeting to order at 10:03 AM.
2. Public comment on items not on the agenda
There were no public comments
3. Approve minutes from January 21, 2021
A motion was made and seconded (SH/MK) to approve the minutes as written.
Ayes: Budahn, Kent, Heckly, Prée, Captain, Donnelly
Noes: None
Abstain: Sutherland
Absent: Hazard, Mancuso
Public Speakers: Susan JunFish
4. Receive a report overviewing the Healthy Schools Act and how it applies to certain
County properties
The IPM Coordinator gave a presentation that included the attached slides. Committee
members and staff provided the following web links in response to public questions regarding
sanitizers and disinfectants:
https://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/schoolipm/
https://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/schoolipm/training/disinfectants_sanitizers_faq.pdf

The IPM Coordinator agreed to provide an update regarding Healthy Schools Act compliance
at County facilities later in the year. No formal action was taken.
Pubic Speakers: Susan JunFish
5. Review written IPM plans of the Public Works and Agriculture Departments and
recommend revisions
Committee member comments included the following:
• Usually the goal of IPM Plans is to communicate within the organization as well as
with the public. The departments should develop something simple and broad that is
the main document and then include links or appendices to specific situations or
certain pests.
• Public Works and Agriculture management personnel should ask whether or not this
document is adequately informing their staff and the public on pest management
objectives. Does it outline staff goals, roles, responsibilities? What is the decisionmaking process? Is it consistent with decision documents, and other approved
guidelines associated with the County IPM program?
• Since it has been eight years since the last version of most of the plans, it may be a
good time to back up and decide what's the point of these plans and who are they for
before revisions or replacements are made.
• It may be useful to develop a standard format or template to ensure that we're
focusing on all of the important aspects that need to be covered. This will allow for
updating appendices or web links in a nimbler manner that is based on a clear and
simple plan.
• It is evident that previous versions took an admirable amount of work and it’s
important to preserve pertinent information on the IPM website if new versions are
simplified.
• It appears that the existing plans are not used for staff training and that should be a
focus of the revised versions.
• Departmental IPM plans should be concise and provide general parameters that allow
for specific pest management practices to readily adapt to meet the changing needs
of the departments.
• It may be more useful for each department to present their revised plan at some point
within the next year and talk about why they structured it the way they did and how
they intend to use it. Then the Committee can provide specific feedback at that point.
• Eight years between revisions is too long.
• These plans essentially act as the beginning of a quality system where broader policy
goals are implemented through work instructions.
• The development of a template is probably the best next step. They should be highlevel yet accessible. Specific pest programs or locations can be given additional
focus as time goes on.
• Having a uniform template would be useful for the public to find information pertaining
to each division.
• Simplicity is going to be important when conveying larger organizational goals to line
staff in order to ensure that pest management practices are uniformly conducted and
are consistent with County policy.
• A standard format would be a great jumping-off spot from a departmental standpoint
and could be supplemented over time with additional program details.
• There is a helpful educational component of the previous documents and it will be
important to have links or supplemental appendices to ensure that a lot of that work is
kept alive.
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•
•

Template should promote the use of photographs as well as references to credible
outside sources.
Public comment included encouragement to seek consultation from other counties
who have implemented tiered systems that simplify guidance to staff applicators.

No vote was taken. The Chair suggested that the IPM Coordinator start to develop a
template with input from the departments and bring the item back for consideration at future
meetings.
Public Speakers: Susan JunFish
6. Advise the Chair regarding Committee member interest in chairing and helping to form
a geographic information systems (GIS) technical advisory committee (TAC) to
improve the collection and analysis of data in IPM decision-making and reporting
Amy Budahn expressed willingness to volunteer. Jim Donnelly assigned her to chair the TAC
and work with IPM Coordinator to organize the effort and report back when appropriate.
Public Speakers: None
7. Receive report from the IPM Coordinator
Key activities since the Committee’s last meeting on January 21, 2021 are listed below.
• The application for the Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) Research Grant
was evaluated at the February 11th meeting of the Pest Management Advisory
Committee. While some evaluators rated it highly and amplified the need for
innovative and integrated tools for managing ground squirrels statewide, it
cumulatively ranked 11th out of 13 proposals. All 13 proposals were forwarded to the
Director of DPR for the final decision, but it is unlikely that the project will be funded.
• Facilitated a meeting of the Decision-Making Subcommittee on February 18th.
Discussion included draft decision documents for the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation
Facility & Juvenile Hall, as well as further deliberation on the new visualization tool for
pesticide risk assessment.
• Worked with Public Works Grounds personnel to comply with the recently revised
Pesticide Use Posting and Notification Policy. As of March 12th, 39 pesticide
applications had been posted on the notifications section of the IPM website.
• Assisted the Contra Costa County Fire Prevention District to identify potential areas
for their hand crews to mitigate wildfire risk in cooperation with the Cities of Concord
and Walnut Creek.
• Presented an overview of the County IPM Program as part of East Bay Municipal
Utility District's IPM workshop series for District staff.
• Completed the triennial review survey for the IPM Advisory Committee and submitted
it to the Clerk of the Board. The Clerk's office did not recommend any changes to the
Committee's bylaws or operations, and their report was accepted by the Internal
Operations Committee on March 8th.
• Helped plan a Sustainability Exchange event focusing on urban agriculture that will
take place this afternoon.
• Virtually attended the 2021 Rangeland Summit, DPR's School IPM Workshop,
AgroEco 2021Conference, and a Maximizing Habitat seminar sponsored by the
California Native Plant Society.
Public Speakers: None
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8. Updates & announcements from Committee members and staff
The following updates were given:
• Stephen Prée noted that this is a great time of the year to control young weed
seedlings and he indicated that his agency has observed promising efficacy of certain
25(b) exempt products.
• Michael Kent highlighted the current effort to update to the County’s General Plan.
The Board of Supervisors Sustainability Committee will meet on Monday March 22nd
at 1:00 PM to receive an update on the effort to address environmental justice in the
general plan. One section of this plan component deals with healthy homes and
there may be an opportunity to develop policies around the management of pests in
homes in underserved communities.
• Several Committee members commented on the current issue pertaining to treated
wood disposal. For years it was exempt from hazardous waste disposal regulations
but the exemption sunset at the end of 2020. Various County departments are
looking into short-term resolutions.
Public Speakers: None
9. Recommend potential agenda items for the May 20, 2021 meeting & adjourn
Suggested agenda items included an overview of the work of the Outreach Subcommittee
that was convened in 2017 and 2018 as well as potentially hearing from a guest speaker on
the topic of reduced risk herbicides.
The meeting adjourned at 11:42 AM.
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Item # 4 Presentation Slides
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