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To:  TWIC Committee, Supervisors Glover and Ulkema

From:  Parents for a Safer Environment, Susan JunFish

Date:  December 5th, 2007

Dear Honorable Supervisors Ulkema and Glover:

Parents for a Safer Environment has been working nearly two years to research, report, and advocate collaboratively with County Departments to decrease the overuse and/or misuse of pesticides.  It began with discovering that the Department of Public Works, working as a contractor, sprayed a cocktail mixture of toxic herbicides alongside the Town of Moraga’s 13 miles of roadside.  Once we facilitated replacing this misadvised practice with a safer alternative in Moraga with the support of the Town Council and the Park & Rec Department, we could not in all good conscience look the other way as the County Public Works Department continued to consult and contract out this quick and dirty method of roadside weed control for other towns in addition to spraying over 600 miles of County maintained roads.  

The community applauded the Board of Supervisors who issued a Board Order for the CAO to hire a full-time IPM Coordinator and for the CAO to work with the Director of each County Department to help finance this long-needed position to protect public health and the environment on August 15, 2006.  To the community’s dismay, the CAO chose to swap the order out to address IPM in the County on a part-time basis, and with currently existing staff members who are already busy with other unrelated work and who are not trained to do IPM.  
Since August of 2006, the County has experienced continued non-adherence to the County’s IPM policy, demonstrating that the cutting of corners here will not pay in the long run and jeopardize public health and the environment:  


1) General Services: Grounds division contracts out to Tru Green Chem Lawn but 
does not track their pesticide usage.  BIRC, the IPM consultants, stated in their 
final report that they had to estimate quantities used since Tru Green Chem 
Lawn’s invoices do not specify quantity.  In addition, Tru Green Chem Lawn 
contractor sprays herbicides for weed control on a scheduled basis according to 
General Services Staff’s statement on November 27th, at the IPM Task Force 
meeting.  Scheduled application and not tracking pesticides usage is in violation 
to the County IPM policy and fundamental IPM protocol.
2) In the Buildings Division of General Services, Orkin Pest Control sprayed a mixture of insecticides at a Head Start Facility when they were asked to take care of a flea problem immediately.  Because there was no IPM Coordinator, Orkin consulted the Facility Supervisor with no formal IPM training and received approval in this “emergency” to use a family of synthetic pesticides called pyrethroids, an overkill for flea control when simple shampooing with a miniscule level of low toxicity borates of the carpet would have been the safest and most effective IPM method.  Parents for a Safer Environment’s Director attends over 40 hours of IPM and environmental health /pesticide toxicity related training per year in order to stay current of IPM techniques and issues.  Although the staff stated that they proceeded to wipe down surfaces after the community expressed concerns, the carpets were not shampooed to help remove some of the pesticide residues.  Many Pest Control Operators refuse to spray pyrethroids indoors due to the health risks.  The breakdown period for pyrethroid pesticides indoors can be weeks to months.  Considering the risks from pyrethroids, particularly to children who have difficulty breaking down these pesticides, and that children’s habits of placing things and hands into their mouths, and their higher metabolic rates, the County risked unnecessary exposure to children and staff at this Head Start facility due in part, to the stalling of getting a trained, full-time IPM Coordinator.  

3) Public Works:  In the BIRC’s report, it states that the primary means of weed control is by chemical use and the consultants recommended that Public Works Dept attempts some pilot studies to try alternatives.  The consultants ran out of time while compiling just our consultants’ pesticide use information and were not able to conduct any site visits for Public Works, so did not offer more specific recommendations.  Our research in 2005 showed that Public Works Department alone, used over 17 times more, or 1700% more pesticide products by weight, than all of the County Departments of Marin and San Francisco Counties combined.  Public Works Department improved somewhat, now only spraying about 1500% more pesticides than our neighboring counties combined.

4) Agriculture Department:  BIRC consultants ran out of time to make any site visits for the Ag Dept, thereby providing only general comments for trying new alternatives.  This Dept continues to abate ground squirrels using above ground dispersal of anti-coagulants, with the siting of ONE ground squirrel as the threshold for placing poison.  We are concerned about non-targeted poisonings of birds of prey that may eat the poisoned grains and wonder if the use of anticoagulants for one ground squirrel is sensible, particularly when the Lindsey Wildlife Museum rehabilitates ill ground squirrels and releases them back to their natural habitat and has a database of other wildlife that came into their hospital with suspected secondary poisonings from anticoagulants.  We wonder also why the Department is uninterested in working with wildlife biologists to help control ground squirrels and gophers in a multi-faced fashion, such as with attracting birds of prey by use of perches, as done in Marin County along their levees.  
We are not sure why the CAO believes that the IPM program can be run properly with less than a full time, trained IPM Coordinator when 1) the CAO’s own hired consultants’ report states that our County program will not work without a full time, trained IPM Coordinator; 2) neighboring counties have shown that IPM coordination is difficult work and requires full time attention (San Francisco, Santa Clara County) 3) the IPM Task Force agrees that a full time Coordinator is necessary for full implementation and 4) the PEHAB endorses the hiring of a full time IPM Coordinator and ALL of the recommendations stated by the IPM Consultants who the CAO hired for the purpose of providing expert advise and 5) Dr. Bill Walker of the Health Services, with the largest budget in the county, is fully supporting the hiring and even offered to help in the financing of the Coordinator along with other departments.  So has the Department of General Services. 
 The CAO cancelled two appointments with us in 2006 and then declined to meet with us thereafter, so we have never been able to meet with him directly to have a discussion.
We will refrain from re-sending you the over 650 County residents’ signatures endorsing the implementation of an IPM program with full cooperation with the community, the letters from community members, U.C. Berkeley’s Epidemiologist and Public Health Researcher on Childhood Leukemia, the RWQCB, the American Lung Association, Breast Cancer Fund, Wall of Hope (Breast Cancer Survivors), CCRMC physicians list of endorsements and letters, Clergy and the Faith Community from Orinda, even the Natural Resources Defense Council, among other experts and advocacy groups all expressing concern over the current mishandling of the IPM program.  Parents for a Safer Environment provided the Board of Supervisors with a series of supporting documents in 2006 and the Board of Supervisors in turn issued a Board Order.  Please ensure us that your order is implemented for the sake of your community’s health and the environment for decades and decades to come.  
This is one area where the consequences of no action is dire as documented by the past mishaps in the Head Start Programs endangering infants and children from 2003-2006, 2007 and continued reluctance by the Departments of Public Works and Agriculture Department to try safer alternatives while other counties have succeeded with alternatives and decreased their pesticide usage and eliminated Proposition 65 chemicals and bad actor pesticides.  The Contra Costa County community deserves a lower risk pest management program as neighboring counties have and we entrust the Board of Supervisors to make sure that happens.
Yours sincerely,

Susan JunFish, MPH

Director, Parents for a Safer Environment 
junfish@gmail.com
925-283-4609

