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-29-20
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, Captain, Prée, Sutherland, Rie, Hazard
Noes: None
Abstain: None
Absent: Heckly, Kent
Pubic Speakers: None

5. Preliminary review of pesticide classification systems currently in place in other
public agencies.

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.)
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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
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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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