Recommendations of the Mosquito Control for the Twenty-First Century

Task Force

Appendix C: Task Force and Subcommittee Meeting Minutes

This appendix includes full Task Force meeting agendas and minutes, as well as Subcommittee meeting
minutes. Please note that several presentations were given to the Task Force during meetings. Copies of
presentations to the task force can be found at the following webpage: https://www.mass.gov/service-
details/mosquito-control-for-the-twenty-first-century-task-force-meetings

Task Force Meetings

Friday, March 25, 2022 Tuesday, July 27, 2021
Monday, March 21, 2022 Wednesday, June 2, 2021
Thursday, March 3, 2022 Monday, April 5, 2021
Monday, February 7, 2022 Wednesday, March 3, 2021
Thursday, Jan 13, 2022 Thursday, February 4, 2021
Tuesday, December 14, 2021 Wednesday, January 27, 2021
Monday, November 15, 2021 Wednesday, December 2, 2020
Monday, November 8, 2021 Monday, November 9, 2020
Thursday, October 21, 2021 Tuesday, October 27, 2020
Wednesday, October 13, 2021 Wednesday, October 7, 2020
Tuesday, September 28, 2021 Wednesday, September 2, 2020
Thursday, September 2, 2021 Friday, August 14, 2020

Tuesday, August 10, 2021
Subcommittee Meetings (2021-2022)

Policy Structure Subcommittee Meetings

Sept 30, Oct 14, Oct 28, Nov 9, Nov 18, Dec 9, Dec 23, Jan 6, Jan 21, Feb 4, Feb 17, Feb 25, Mar
1, Mar 29 (for vote on minutes)

Best Practices Subcommittee Meetings

Oct 4, Oct 13, Oct 25, Nov 8, Nov 22, Dec 6, Dec 20, Jan 5, Jan 19, Jan 31, Feb 8, Feb 14, Feb 28,
Mar 29 (for vote on minutes)

Local Engagement Subcommittee Meetings

Oct 7, Oct 18, Nov 4, Nov 18, Dec 2, Dec 16, Jan 10, Jan 18, Jan 27, Feb 2, Feb 10, Feb 24, Mar 29
(for vote on minutes)

Pesticide Selection Subcommittee Meetings

Oct 5, Oct 19, Nov 2, Nov 16, Nov 30, Dec 13, Jan 11, Jan 25, Feb 2, Feb 8, Feb 22, Mar 29 (for
vote on minutes)
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Mosquito Control for the 21 Century Task Force
Meeting Minutes and Agendas
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Mosquito Control for the Twenty-First Century Task Force
Friday, August 14, 2020
1:00PM

Meeting to be held via remote participation (details below)

AGENDA

1. Call to order and introductions
2. Review of legislation — mission and responsibilities of the task force
3. Status of appointments

4. EEE update



Topic: Mosquito Control Task Force Zoom Meeting
Time: Aug 14, 2020 01:00 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)

Join Zoom Meeting:
https://zoom.us/j/36278183827pwd=TXIXROhsNHJ6RC960QmcwaW03bkIvZz09

Meeting ID: 362 781 8382

Passcode: 0c4RHy

One tap mobile

+13017158592,,3627818382#,,,,,,0#,,318580# US (Germantown)
+13126266799,,36278183824#,,,,,,0#,,318580# US (Chicago)

Dial by your location
+1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown)
+1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
+1 646 558 8656 US (New York)
+1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
+1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)
Meeting ID: 362 781 8382
Passcode: 318580
Find your local number: https://zoom.us/u/arl VybOn



https://zoom.us/j/3627818382?pwd=TXlXR0hsNHJ6RC96QmcwaW03bkIvZz09
https://zoom.us/u/ar1VybOn

Mosquito Control Task Force Meeting
August 14, 2020 at 1:00 p.m. via Zoom

-Dan Sieger began at 1:03 p.m. by asking people on the call to introduce themselves- among
those who did were: Kevin Cranston: Serving as Vice-Chair (DPH Commissioner Bharel’s
designee), MDAR Commissioner John Lebeaux: Introduced himself/duties. Alicia Bouchard.
Also Caroline Higley: Director of Environmental Policy Coordination at EEA, David Lawson,
Monica Driggers, Jennifer Pederson, David Brown, Julia Blatt, Russell Hopping, Brian Farless,
Heidi Ricci from Mass Audubon, Alden Bourne from New England Public Radio, Everose
Schulter Richard Day Director of Central Mass Mosquito Control, Senator Anne Gobi, Brad
Mitchell, Tanya Colpitts, Jessica Grigg, Brian Rossman, Jo Comerford Senate Chair of Public
Health, Barbara Chrenko, Priscilla Matton, Ellie Goldberg, Kelly Barber, Alexandra Zollo,
Louise Bergeron, Martin Suuberg, Pine Dubois, Cliff Youse, Jennifer Forman Orth, Catherine
Brown, and Susan Kane.

-Dan Sieger then introduced himself as Undersecretary for the Executive Office of Energy and
Environmental Affairs. Mr. Sieger stated the rest of the Task Force has not yet been appointed
and thus there is no quorum, so this is not an official public meeting. Instead it’s a meeting to
review what the Task Force is and the legislation that created it. Mr. Sieger then handed over
discussion to officials from MDAR.

-Commissioner Lebeaux introduced Jessica Burgess.

-Jessica Burgess introduced herself as counsel for MDAR and General Counsel for the State
Reclamation and Mosquito Control Board or SRB. Ms. Burgess then presented an overview of
the new legislation that was passed on July 20, 2020 by Governor Baker entitled “An Act to
Mitigate Arbovirus in the Commonwealth.” A copy of the legislation can be found at
https://malegislature.gov/Laws/SessionLaws/Acts/2020/Chapter120.

-Dan Sieger thanked Jessica and followed up by stating that there are several moving pieces from
the legislation. He stated that there is an extensive charge for this group and that he appreciates
people serving. There will be a more extensive discussion on specifics at the next meeting. Mr.
Sieger stated that they are working to get everyone formally appointed by next week. He then
turned to MDAR to discuss the next agenda item.

-Commissioner Lebeaux thanked Mr. Sieger and stated that there was an aerial spray this past
Monday evening under ideal weather conditions and that we are standing by for the surveillance

and tracking information. The SRB is planning to meet shortly to designate its two members to
this body.

-Dan Sieger then asked Vice-Chair Kevin Cranston for some additional background on EEE.
-Kevin Cranston mentioned that DPH does laboratory testing to characterize risk of EEE, and

turned things over to Dr. Catherine Brown from DPH for more details on the Commonwealth’s
response to EEE.


https://malegislature.gov/Laws/SessionLaws/Acts/2020/Chapter120

-Dr. Brown stated that even though EEE is very rare, it is very serious. The incubation period in
humans is 3-10 days after a bite. Onset of symptoms can be quite sudden and seizures, coma and
death can come rapidly. There is a 30-50% mortality rate and a 50% rate in MA. Most people
who survive have permanent neurological issues. One species of mosquito (Culiseta melanura)
which primarily bites birds, is to blame for the EEE amplification cycle. At a certain point when
enough birds have EEE, a second type of mosquito (Coquillettidia perturbans) will then bite the
birds and because it also feeds on mammalsthat mosquito is at risk of spreading EEE to humans..
Habitat that produces EEE activity is red maple/white cedar swamps, which is common in SE
MA. In general there is a pattern in which outbreaks of EEE exist over a 2-3 year period. That
doesn’t mean cases don’t exist at other times, but they are a lot less numerous. In 2019 MA had
12 cases and 6 deaths, the worst year since 1956. Bristol/Plymouth County has been the hotspot
in MA for EEE. Much of the information here can be found in the DPH arbovirus response plan.
The primary contribution that DPH makes to arbovirus surveillance and response is working
with Mosquito Control Districts to monitor EEE activity, coordinating with the State Public
Health Laboratory tests for trapped mosquitos for EEE, and then conducting a risk analysis to
communicate the areas currently at risk for human disease. Trapping and testing for EEE is a
very labor intensive process. Traps are left out, mosquitoes inside are collected and killed, and
species are separated out to test the different types. They are grouped into groups of up to 50
where they are tested for West Nile Virus and EEE. In 2018 we had virtually no EEE activity but
then in 2019 activity spiked. The purpose of a risk analysis is to allow a phased response; there
are 5 different risk categories for EEE. Low risk is Green, Critical risk is red. The foundation of
all prevention for mosquito borne disease in MA must be personal prevention. Everyone should
use insect repellant while outdoors with EPA registered ingredients. In addition to repellants,
reducing exposed skin helps as does avoiding outdoor activity between dusk and dawn in areas
of increased risk. Stagnant water is a breeding site for WNV mosquitoes. We have had one
human case in a critical risk community in July. We are assuming that we are in the second year
of the EEE cycle.

-Dan Sieger then said that this concludes the day’s agenda. Comments and questions should be
held until we have a quorum next time at a public meeting. He appreciated everyone taking the
time to join the Task Force and will formalizing appointments next week so we can have a
meeting shortly thereafter.
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Mosquito Control for the Twenty-First Century Task Force
Wednesday, September 2, 2020
3:30PM

Meeting to be held via remote participation (details below)

AGENDA
1. Call to order and introductions
2. Review of legislation — mission and responsibilities of the task force
3. Open meeting law
4. Summary of mosquito control structure
5. Task force workplan

6. Procurement law



Topic: Mosquito Control Task Force Meeting
Time: Sep 2, 2020 03:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)

Join Zoom Meeting
https://zoom.us/j/3627818382

Meeting ID: 362 781 8382

One tap mobile

+13017158592,,3627818382# US (Germantown)
+13126266799,,3627818382# US (Chicago)

Dial by your location
+1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown)
+1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
+1 646 558 8656 US (New York)
+1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
+1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)
Meeting ID: 362 781 8382
Find your local number: https://zoom.us/u/arl VybOn



https://zoom.us/j/3627818382
https://zoom.us/u/ar1VybOn

Minutes for Mosquito Control Taskforce Meeting
September 2, 2020 at 3:30 p.m. via Zoom at https://zoom.us/j/3627818382

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 1:33 p.m. He requested that participants put their
names and affiliation in the chat box. He introduced Kevin Cranston of the Massachusetts
Department of Public Health (“DPH”’), who serves as co-chair, and John Lebeaux from the
Massachusetts Department of Agricultural Resources (“MDAR”) and reviewed the agenda (see
attached). Mr. Sieger then introduced Kathleen Theoharides, Secretary of the Massachusetts
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs (“EEA”).

Secretary Theoharides thanked Mr. Sieger and other participants and welcomed all the
appointees. She referred to last year’s historic number of Eastern Equine Encephalitis (“EEE”)
cases and deaths and stated that our teams are taking every step to combat both EEE and West
Nile Virus. She is looking forward to help from this task force in reviewing mosquito control in
the Commonwealth to manage mosquitoes for the health of the people of Massachusetts. She
thanked the task force members for their time and said she looks forward to seeing the work
coming out of this task force.

Dan Sieger introduced Commissioner John Lebeaux of MDAR who then introduced Jessica
Burgess from MDAR Legal to speak about the charge of the task force and the Open Meeting
Law.

Mr. Sieger then turned to Commissioner Lebeaux for a summary of Mosquito Control in the
Commonwealth. Commissioner Lebeaux introduced himself as Commissioner of MDAR and
Chairman of the State Reclamation and Mosquito Control Board (SRMCB). Commissioner
Lebeaux informed the task force that the State Reclamation and Mosquito Control Board
(“SRMCB”) oversees mosquito control in Massachusetts under the authority provided in Chapter
252 of the Massachusetts General Laws. The 3-member Board sits within MDAR and represents
the Commissioners of the state departments of Agricultural Resources, Environmental Protection
(DEP) and Conservation & Recreation (DCR).

Commissioner Lebeaux further explained that she SRMCB has the following authority under
M.G.L. c. 252: establish the process by which municipalities can petition to form or join an
MCD; approve funding methods; certify budgets for the Massachusetts Department of Revenue
(“DOR”) to make necessary cherry sheet deductions; appoint and remove commissioners of
Mosquito Control Districts or Projects (“MCDs”); establish administrative and technical policy
guidelines and best management practices to ensure MCDs operate according to federal, state,
and local laws and perform the necessary functions under the statute; and, establish conditions
under which mosquito control work may be performed.

Commissioner Lebeaux informed the task force that there are 11 MCDs throughout the state.
Each regional district has its own boards and commissioners that oversee the day to day work of
its district. 9 of the 11 MCDs were created through special enabling legislation, as amended,
while the other 2 were established by the SRMCB under M.G.L. c. 252 which set forth the


https://zoom.us/j/3627818382

funding mechanism: Cherry Sheet Assessments through local aid deductions based upon land
valuation calculations done by DOR.

Commissioner Lebeaux also explained that a city or town that is not a member can vote to join
the MCD in which it is already located through a lawfully binding mechanism such as a vote of
the City Council or Annual or Special Town Meeting Vote. The municipality’s certified vote is
then presented to the SRMCB. The SRMCB needs to vote and officially approve the
municipality’s action for membership or withdrawal to/from an MCD. These MCDs are
generally funded through voluntary contributions made directly to the MCDs trust account.

Additional information is available at https://www.mass.gov/state-reclamation-and-mosquito-
control-board-srmcb and a copy of the presentation is available on the task force website
https://www.mass.gov/orgs/mosquito-control-for-the-twenty-first-century-task-force.

Dan Sieger thanked Commissioner Lebeaux and asked if any taskforce members had questions
for the Commissioner.

Heidi Ricci from Mass Audubon introduced herself and stated she hoped part of the analysis will
be looking at the different districts so we can do a real analysis of what the best practices are so
we can promote them system wide.

Brad Mitchell from MA Farm Bureau said we have a lot of salt marsh projects, and asked if there
a consistent system for those? He said we do need some consistency in his opinion.

Dan Sieger thanked them and said they will talk about that more in future meetings.

Richard Robinson, of NOFA Mass said that here farmers can request roadside spraying, and then
asked what is the authority for monitoring the spraying?

Commissioner Lebeaux and Jessica Burgess answered that the individual districts monitor, and
MDAR’s division of crop and pest services has jurisdiction.

Bob Mann asked what if mosquitoes with arbovirus are found outside of a place within a district?

Commissioner Lebeaux answered that there is only government mosquito control where this is a
district or a project.

Dan Sieger next requested feedback on the workplan from members. We want to meet once per
month on a recurring basis at the beginning of the month. We need to commission a study on
spraying for arbovirus in 2020 and look to ensure the scope adheres to the spirit of the statute.
We recommend putting out an RFR in November and then developing subcommittees for the
group to meet the deadlines set forth for next October. The RFR needs to move quickly; once
that is out we can start a conversation about subcommittees.

Jennifer Pederson asked what the task force will do about the other items mandated in the
legislation?


https://www.mass.gov/state-reclamation-and-mosquito-control-board-srmcb
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Dan Sieger answered that it is important to move on the study so it can inform other task force
actions and recommendations.

Heidi Ricci from Mass Audubon agreed, and hopes to get as much information as possible out of
that report.

Julia Blatt from Mass Rivers stated she was wondering about the rest of the timeline; will the end
of the work be crunched trying to finish this by the end of 2021?

Dan Sieger answered that he was not sure. He said in October and November we definitely need
to be laying out the other plans for what we need to accomplish but for now starting with the
study is best.

Derek Brindisi asked if the taskforce was charged with the opt-out process mentioned in the
legislation?

Dan Sieger stated that the taskforce will need to talk about that, but we’re not focused on that
right now.

Heidi Ricci from Mass Audubon said that the legislation says there has to be at least one public
listening session, and then raised ideas for additional task force engagement with the public,
including public access of materials but also for the public to submit suggestions and ask
questions of the task force. Ms. Ricci asked Mr. Sieger what his thoughts were about an email
address.

Mr. Sieger said that an email address is an interesting concept and that we can come back with
an updated plan at an upcoming meeting.

Mr. Sieger stated a monthly meeting will be scheduled and if we run into time issues we can
pivot to additional meetings.

Commissioner Lebeaux the introduced Rob Monahan from MDAR Fiscal for an overview of
procurement processes.

Mr. Monahan stated that all state agencies must follow the same steps when procuring anything.
The state utilizes a portal where everything is done and best value procurements are the goal.
Members of this team will be identified to hash out the requirements in the RFR. Once that
document is finalized it will be posted to Commbuys and it will be advertised. The next step is to
evaluate submittals and negotiate contracts to be signed. We follow up and make sure they are
staying on schedule and tweak anything as we go if necessary.

Mr. Sieger thanked Mr. Monahan and stated that we will need to consider the RFR for our next
meeting. There is no funding for a study so we will talk about the scope and budget of the study.

Heidi Ricci from Mass Audubon asked whether the taskforce can provide feedback on the 2019
and 2020 spray reports?

Commissioner Lebeaux said he will follow up at the next meeting.

Ms. Blatt of Mass Rivers asked to get materials sooner.



Mr. Sieger answered in the affirmative.

Dan Sieger said that once the recommendations are filed, legislators will need to consider if there
is interest in drafting legislation.

Senator Comerford agreed.
Pine Dubois asked whether there will be somewhere where everything will be posted?
Mr. Sieger answered that there is a website where things will be posted.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:46 p.m.



The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114

Charles D. Baker
GOVERNOR

Karyn E. Polito

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR Tel: (617) 626-1000

Kathleen A. Theoharides Fax: (617) 626-1081
SECRETARY http://www.mass.gov/eea

Mosquito Control for the Twenty-First Century Task Force
Wednesday, October 7, 2020
3:30PM

Meeting to be held via remote participation (details below)
Note: Meeting will be recorded
AGENDA

1. Call to order and introductions

2. Routine business
b. Approve minutes from Sept 2, 2020 meeting
c. Review scheduling for next meeting

3. Review of draft Mosquito Control Task Force Study RFR

4. Discussion on public participation

5. Discussion on topics for future meetings



Topic: Mosquito Control Task Force Zoom Meeting
Time: Oct 7, 2020 03:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)

Join Zoom Meeting
https://zoom.us/j/36278183827pwd=TTloWDRESzdaUEIRYUxRb1c4TmZL.Zz09

Meeting ID: 362 781 8382

Passcode: 245504

One tap mobile

+16465588656,,3627818382#,,,,,,0#,,245504# US (New York)
+13017158592,,3627818382#,,,,,,0#,,245504# US (Germantown)

Dial by your location
+1 646 558 8656 US (New York)
+1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown)
+1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
+1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
+1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)
Meeting ID: 362 781 8382
Passcode: 245504
Find your local number: https://zoom.us/u/arl VybOn
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Minutes for Mosquito Control for the Twenty-First Century Task Force
October 7, 2020 at 3:30 p.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken a roll call votes.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 3:51 p.m. He referred to the agenda requesting
approval of the minutes from the previous meeting on September 2, 2020, scheduling meeting
times for 2020 and 2021 and distribution of the RFR to all the members of the Task Force.

Caroline Higley acknowledged that the meeting was being recorded.

The meeting minutes from the September 2, 2020 were provided to the Task Force prior to the
meeting. Jennifer Pederson requested that on page 2, “so” be changed to “do.” Heidi Ricci
requested that the minutes reflect that her main point was that she wanted more mechanisms for
public participation and to submit information to the Task Force.

A motion to approve the minutes was made by Jennifer Pederson and seconded by
Commissioner John Lebeaux. A roll call vote was taken, and the September minutes were
approved unanimously with the changes requested.

Mr. Sieger then discussed scheduling the upcoming meetings of the Task Force. Staff drafted a
schedule for all the upcoming meetings through 2021. An additional October meeting has been
scheduled for October 27, 2020 to finish discussing the RFR. Mr. Sieger said he hoped a final
vote on the RFR could take place at the November meeting. He said public listening sessions
could take place in January through June 2021. The Task Force could potentially break into
subcommittees after that to discuss the structure of recommendations and how to pursue them.
He mentioned that work would continue in August and September 2021 with the aim of finishing
by October 2021. Mr. Sieger then moved onto the third item of business-discussion of the RFR.
The Task Force is required to commission a study by an independent research or academic
organization to complete a comprehensive evaluation of the Commonwealth’s mosquito control
process. He then asked the Task Force to give feedback on the RFR, first by discussing the
scope.

Brad Mitchell said he’s looking for this to discern between nuisance control and public health
control as there are different risk/benefit analyses that go with each, so he’d like to see the scope
address both situations.

Richard Robinson said he thinks there should be much more detail on what we would like to see
in the report including the history of control measures in the state, the history of arbovirus in the
state, narratives of the scientific literature, experiences with alternative models of control, and

what are other places are doing to try and control this with an added emphasis on human health.



Julia Blatt said it seemed to her the scope of work was narrow and that it should be expanded to
look at best practices when it comes to mosquito control so we can see the intersection with
public health.

Richard Pollack said he thinks any discussion of mosquito control should be prefaced with a
discussion about public health - while we’ll be looking at the costs of various intervention
programs we should also consider the costs of doing nothing. People need to consider the health
impact on individuals as well as the fiscal issues-tourism and agriculture.

Eve Schluter stated it would be important to identify potential data gaps so we can note what is
missing to complete the picture and monitor over time. The impacts of the use of certain
products on our state’s species is an example of this.

Jennifer Pederson said she has an interest in water supply and would like to see water included in
the scope. She recommended adding DEP as one of the entities that we consult with.

Bob Mann referenced the second sentence of the scope and recommended consolidating into a
single sentence using the word control.

Heidi Porter said she would like to consider engaging with all the land of the commonwealth, not
just municipalities.

Heidi Ricci said she agrees with the comments Julia made about looking into best practices. She
believes the information needs to be quantifiable and measurable as much as possible,
identifying gaps where we don’t have as much information. She believes the name “Mosquito
Control for the 21* Century” was the name chosen for a reason - we can look for innovative
solutions. For example, Boulder Colorado and Washington, D.C. We now have a state climate
change action plan-mosquito borne disease may be increasing because of climate change. On the
land management side, we must look at dams and other issues causing still water areas. Can there
be more of a menu-based approach where a community’s needs are assessed?

Kathleen Baskin said it seems like a lot of the bullets from 1.2 need to be brought up to the scope
in 1.1 so we can make it clear to any consultant what the expectations are.

Caroline Higley said if any Task Force members wanted to put their comments in the chat it
would be helpful.

Brad Mitchell said he agrees that we need to do an analysis of the projects as there is a lot of
variance in how they operate and the different ecosystems.

Anita Deeley said she wants to make sure the impact of spraying on honeybees and other
pollinators is looked at as well.

Richard Robinson asked if we are looking at “effectiveness of mosquito spraying” as the
reduction of human disease or number of mosquitoes killed?



Commissioner Lebeaux answered that we will have to consider that question of mosquito
population v. ramping down the virus.

Richard Robinson stated he wants to make sure the Task Force determines that and not a
consultant.

Helen Poynton said that an analysis of already available information was missing from the RFR.
She mentioned how it is important for the RFR to target interest from academia and consultants.
She also requested information on the toxicity of the chemicals used in spraying.

Jennifer Pederson asked about how the consultant will be selected.

Dan Sieger asked MDAR to weigh in.

Jessica Burgess said under the legislation it is the Task Force that is responsible for selecting the
consultant. The public body responsible for that assignment is the procurement team.

Jennifer Pederson asked if the Task Force can vote to designate the staff.

Jessica Burgess explained that the Task Force is the awarding entity and in procurement through
other public bodies within MDAR, a decision is made by the public body. She acknowledged
that we could look at our different options to discuss at the next meeting of the Task Force.

Eve Schluter said she doesn’t know if she feels comfortable ranking areas in which she has no
expertise.

Dan Sieger suggested perhaps some focus groups would be a good idea.

Commissioner Lebeaux stated that we may need to prioritize things to make sure we can get
everything accomplished by the deadline and flagged the need to determine what’s essential to
be accomplished.

Russell Hopping said the wildlife we choose to study will probably be an area we can pick and
choose our priorities.

Dan Sieger moved on to discuss the public listening sessions.

Jessica Burgess explained that under the Open Meeting Law, everything discussed today could
be incorporated into a new draft of the RFR but that anything submitted by the Task Force after
the meeting would need to wait to be incorporated into the draft RFR until discussed at the next
open meeting.

J R Shaw asked if the Task Force will look at private contractors? He introduced himself as
Commissioner of Plymouth County Mosquito Control.



Dan Sieger stated we are required to do at least one public listening session. He asked what Task
Force members think about the appropriate level of public participation opportunities. He also
asked for thoughts about the structure of the sessions.

Heidi Ricci recommended a dedicated email box where people can submit questions and
comments. We could have an early input process to make sure we’re asking the right questions
and then another later input process as well with survey questions as well. She recommended at
least two listening sessions - one earlier and one later.

Dan Sieger asked whether we should align one with the kickoff of the study and then a second
one as we develop recommendations to take input from the public? He then turned to the
question of a workplan for meetings for the next year - in the next meeting or two could have a
conversation about preseason prevention efforts. He asked if folks have any ideas on topic areas
that haven’t yet come up that they would want to see in the work plan?

Richard Robinson said in his opinion public education should absolutely be a priority.
Dan Sieger asked if there were any other comments from members of the public. Seeing none, he

asked for a motion to adjourn. Commissioner Lebeaux made a motion to adjourn and seconded
by Jennifer Pederson. The vote to adjourn was taken by roll call vote and was unanimous.
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control for the Twenty-First Century Task Force Meeting
October 27, 1:00 p.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken a roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Kevin Cranston, Stephen Doody, Kathy Baskin, Julia
Blatt, Eve Schluter, Heidi Porter, Derek Brindisi, Commissioner John Lebeaux, Tanya Colpitts,
Anita Deeley, Russell Hopping, Kimberly LeBeau, Bob Mann, Priscilla Matton, Jennifer
Pederson, Rich Pollack, Helen Poynton, Heidi Ricci, Steven Rich, Richard Robinson, and Sam
Telford.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 1:03 p.m. He announced the agenda for the meeting:

1) Routine Business/Approval of minutes,

2) Presentation on mosquito control districts,
3) Procurement processes

4) RFR/Feedback from the taskforce,

5) Creating a subcommittee to review the RFR.

Caroline Higley acknowledged that the meeting was being recorded.

Dan Sieger asked for comments on the minutes. The meeting minutes from the October 7, 2020
meeting were provided to the Task Force prior to the meeting. A motion to approve the minutes
was made by Commissioner Lebeaux and seconded by Jennifer Pederson after one typo was
flagged. A roll call vote was taken, and the October 7 minutes were approved unanimously with
the change requested.

Commissioner Lebeaux then introduced Priscilla Matton to give a presentation on the State
Reclamation Board and the Mosquito Control Districts throughout the state. Priscilla Matton
gave a PowerPoint presentation via screen-sharing about the 11 mosquito control districts in the
Commonwealth. She described the structure of the districts and the funding by individual
members towns. She described how the staffs were all Commonwealth-certified for applying
pesticides and many held advanced secondary degrees. She listed the services mosquito control
offers to member communities in the mosquito control districts as part of an integrated pest
management services system. She described the measures the districts take to monitor and
hopefully eliminate Arbovirus/EEE and West Nile Virus threats especially. She said an existing
Generic Environmental Impact Report may provide some answers to questions people may be
looking for in the RFR. She then detailed the current standards and measures the districts use for
pesticide application as well as how they honor the wishes of those who choose to opt-out of
spraying. She mentioned education measures the districts employ to reduce standing water on
homeowners’ property.



Dan Sieger thanked her for the presentation and opened for questions and comments others had
for Priscilla Matton.

Heidi Ricci asked if there are different thresholds in different districts for dipping for larval and
adult mosquitoes.

Priscilla Matton answered that there are different thresholds in different districts. She said that
truck spraying is very difficult for EEE control but better for West Nile Virus Control and
mentioned that aerial spraying is recommended for EEE control measures if the EEE threat is
deemed serious enough.

Stephen Doody asked if Priscilla could speak as to the options towns have besides choosing not
to participate in the district?

Priscilla said no, she could not.

Dan Sieger then asked Robert Monahan to review the procurement process and how it applies to
the RFR for the study. Mr. Monahan mentioned that all the executive branches are required to
use a state-wide service that pre-approves environmental research consultant vendors. These
vendors are pre-approved by OSD so there are qualified vendors ready to go in certain areas. He
outlined what would happen if they received multiple offers or no offers at all from these pre-
approved vendors. He reiterated that no one should reach out to potential vendors before the
posting on Commbuys.

Caroline Higley shared the RFR on the screen and discussed the changes in the RFR since the
last meeting based on the comments, questions, and other feedback that had been received.

Mr. Sieger asked for comments from members.

Russ Hopping asked if it would be possible for different sections to be submitted at different
times.

Robert Monahan answered in the affirmative and mentioned that they could set quarterly
progress reports or even break down the project into sections.

Anita Deeley suggested that honeybees should be moved to agriculture and away from nature in
the RFR.

Caroline Higley then clarified some questions that were asked about the wording of the RFR.

A suggestion was made to focus on the impact on human health and the reduction of arbovirus
diseases as defining effectiveness of control measures.

Jennifer Pederson raised a concern that not enough academic institutions were included on
Commbuys for environmental services besides UMass-Donahue.

Helen Poynton pointed out academics would be potentially good at putting together
interdisciplinary teams that would then not have to subcontract out aspects of the study.



Caroline Higley then talked about where the RFR will go from here - the next meeting in two
weeks will include a vote on the final version of the RFR.

Dan Sieger said the intent is to distribute a copy before the next meeting and to hold a vote at
that meeting.

Caroline Higley mentioned how they do not have a set number as a budget in the RFR as there is
not yet a budget for fiscal year 2021 in the Commonwealth, but she imagines around couple
hundred thousand dollars.

Jessica Burgess then spoke about the review options for the taskforce including the option of
creating a subcommittee to be responsible for reviewing, evaluating and rewarding. The
taskforce would need to vote on creating the subcommittee and vote on defining its
responsibilities. The subcommittee would also be required to follow open meeting law
requirements.

Dan Sieger suggested that members let staff know by the next meeting if they would like to be
included on a possible procurement review subcommittee. He asked if anyone not on the
committee had any comments or questions. Hearing none, he asked for a motion to adjourn
which was provided by Jennifer Pederson and seconded by Commissioner Lebeaux. The meeting
ended at 2:30 p.m.
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control Taskforce for the Twenty-First Century Meeting
November 9, 2020, 11:00 a.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken as roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Kevin Cranston, Stephen Doody, Kathy Baskin, Eve
Schluter, Heidi Porter, Commissioner John Lebeaux, Julia Blatt, Tonya Colpitts, Anita Deeley,
Russell Hopping, Kimberly LeBeau, Bob Mann, Priscilla Matton, Brad Mitchell, Jennifer
Pederson, Richard Pollack, Heidi Ricci, Steven Rich, and Richard Robinson.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 11:03 a.m. and announced the meeting was being
recorded. He asked for comments on the minutes from the last meeting on October 27, Hearing
none, he asked for a motion to approve the minutes. Commissioner Lebeaux moved to approve
the minutes and Jennifer Pederson seconded the motion. A roll call vote was taken and the
October 27" minutes were approved unanimously with those absent from the last meeting
abstaining.

Dan Sieger then opened the discussion about finalizing the RFR. All bids will be due by
December 111, He then introduced Caroline Higley to give a summary of the changes to the
RFR made since the last meeting.

Caroline Higley reported that the format of the RFR had been changed to match the state-wide
contract PRF-61template. Staff changed the language to identify what the bidder should consider
quantifiable impacts, and what they should look at when summarizing the history of arbovirus in
the area. Staff also summarized the opt-out options for mosquito control in the Commonwealth
and in other states and updated the timeline.

Dan Sieger then opened discussion about any last-minute changes to the RFR with the aim of
voting on the RFR afterward.

Heidi Ricci recommend including evaluation of why some communities may choose not to join a
mosquito control district and what other options communities have. She recommended analysis
of a third option of mosquito control consisting of tiered services. Caroline Higley responded
that staff would try to make it clearer that they want a range of options for mosquito control to be
researched and not only two scenarios.

Richard Robinson commented that the focus should be on the impact on human health, not on
how many mosquitoes are killed.

Richard Pollack said he agreed the human health aspect is critical, but also thinks people value
mosquito control for quality of life issues in addition to strictly human health so he thinks a
broader look at mosquito control and its benefits is necessary.

Richard Robinson said he had nothing against adding quality of life, but he wanted to reiterate
that good mosquito control for protecting human health is not necessarily how many mosquitoes



are killed. It was decided they would look at the language of the original legislation passed
charging this taskforce to determine the ideal language for the charge of the RFR.

Dan Sieger then asked for a vote on the RFR. A motion to approve the RFR was made by
Commissioner Lebeaux and seconded by Jenifer Pederson. The vote was unanimously approved.

Dan Sieger then opened discussion about RFR evaluation and whether the Task Force should
create a subcommittee to review submittals.

Priscilla Matton commented that everyone should read and review everything, so she did not
believe a subcommittee would be helpful.

Heidi Ricci and Eve Schluter agreed everyone on the taskforce should read and vote on
everything but wondered if a subcommittee would be useful to determine evaluation criteria and
how things will be weighted.

Jessica Burgess clarified that a subcommittee would traditionally pre-screen bids for the
taskforce to vote.

Dan Sieger asked Rob Monahan to give a summary of the evaluation process for bids. Dan
Sieger thought they could use the early December meeting to start thinking about a rubric.

Eve Schluter suggested they needed a rubric of what will be evaluated ahead of an early
December meeting so they can discuss it at the meeting.

Dan Sieger asked if anyone had strong objection to doing the review as an entire committee as
opposed to a sub-committee. No one objected. He said they would try to send a draft before the
December meeting. Responses will be submitted in December, and hopefully the Task Force will
be able to vote in January. He announced they now have a place for members of the public to
make comments to the taskforce online which can be read and discussed during public meetings
in the future. The next meeting is scheduled for December 2.

Staff from Senator Comerford’s office and Heidi Ricci brought up the importance of sending
guidance to communities who are considering opting-out of mosquito spraying.

Dan Sieger asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting which was provided by Commissioner
Lebeaux and seconded by Richard Pollock. The meeting ended at 12:00 p.m.
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control Taskforce for the Twenty-First Century Meeting
December 2, 2020, 1:00 p.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken as roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Stephen Doody, Kathy Baskin, Eve Schluter,
Commissioner John Lebeaux, Julia Blatt, Tonya Colpitts, Anita Deeley, Russell Hopping, Kim
LeBeau, Bob Mann, Priscilla Matton, Brad Mitchell, Jennifer Pederson, Rich Pollack, Heidi
Porter, Helen Poynton, Heidi Ricci, Stephen Rich, Richard Robinson, and Sam Telford.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 1:05 p.m. and announced the meeting was being
recorded. He stated that the RFR has been posted and that the purpose of the meeting is to
discuss evaluation criteria. He mentioned the Globe article regarding PFAS and stated that the
state agencies are working with EPA to obtain a sample directly from the manufacturer in IL for
additional testing. Once that additional information has been obtained the Task Force can invite
the DEP team to answer technical questions at a future meeting. He then asked for questions on
the subject.

Julia Blatt asked for a timeline for a decision if the state does not want to use this product.
Alisha Bouchard responded that there is flexibility under the contract and no set deadline.
Dan Sieger stated that this is a priority.

Heidi Ricci expressed thanks for the information and stated that it is also important to look at
ground spraying because this finding points to concerns about chemical use and what we do not
know about the impact on human health and the environment.

Brian Rosman from Senator Comerford’s office raised the subject of the local opt-out provision
included in the legislation and asked whether progress had been made.

Dan Sieger mentioned bringing something back to the group at a future meeting.
Kim LeBeau asked how the manufacturer is chosen for the large-scale aerial spraying.

Taryn LaScola-Miner stated that state agencies reviewed Anvil last year with toxicology
information being provided to the group. The agencies looked at Anvil and 3 other products
submitted to the SRB and the SRB voted to choose Anvil.

Dan Sieger emphasized the importance of this discussion and that it will be placed on the agenda
when we have additional information.

Dan Sieger then turned to discussion of the RFR. The RFR needed to be reposted which pushes
the proposal deadline back by two weeks. Vendors have been notified and the delay does not
impact the schedule. The Task Force will spend today’s meeting discussing evaluation criteria
and the evaluation of bids will take place at a public meeting in January. The documents for
review will be compiled and forwarded as soon as possible after the deadline of December 31st



and detailed guidance will be shared with the group. The evaluation will take place at the
meeting on January 7th.

Heidi Ricci asked for a summary of the timeline and when the Task Force would be expected to
act.

Caroline Higley confirmed that bids would be compiled and sent out as quickly as possible after
December 31st.

Richard Robinson asked whether decisions would be made at the meeting on the 7th.

Dan Sieger responded that the aim will be to rank the bids which will determine the winning
candidate but there is flexibility if the group decides it needs additional time for discussion.

Richard Robinson mentioned that it would be helpful to hear other Task Force member thoughts.

Jessica Burgess replied that because the Task Force is a public body the only opportunity for
sharing views under the open meeting law is to discuss in the public forum.

Dan Sieger mentioned that one approach might be to take people’s feedback at the beginning of
the meeting before diving into the ranking.

Jessica Burgess answered a question from Pine DuBois about public participation by clarifying
that once the procurement is complete the public will have access to the documents, subject to
the public records law, but will not be able to participate in the process because they are not part
of the procurement team.

Dan Sieger stated that staff will discuss ways to continue to make the process as transparent and
accessible as possible.

Dan Sieger then turned to the evaluation criteria.

Caroline Higley then began the discussion of the evaluation criteria which she posted in the chat
function. The proposal is to weigh each evaluation criteria evenly and staff was hoping to obtain
feedback about that approach.

Eve Schluter inquired about the reasons for the proposed approach.

Caroline Higley responded that the aim was to minimize errors given the complexity of the RFR
and the large number of reviewers.

Julia Blatt asked if more specifics could be included under the Technical Expertise bullet.

Caroline Higley responded that significantly more detail will be added under each criteria and
members discussed their thoughts on potential technical expertise subcategories.

Task Force members expressed concern about selecting the consulting team with the proper mix
of expertise and that it might be difficult to find a bidder with all the areas of expertise needed.

Kathy Baskin mentioned that a contractor can assemble the right team for the project and that the
group would be able to look at the entire team.



The Task Force then discussed the second bullet, demonstrated experience and past performance.
Staff clarified that they would verify that all required information is submitted, including the
subcategories in the RFR, and that it is common to receive letters of support that highlight past
experience.

Caroline Higley next touched on Bullet 3 regarding the contractor team and the group discussed
the Task Force members being on the same page about the scoresheet.

Jessica Burgess clarified that the evaluation criteria will not include anything that is not included
in the RFR and that bidders are required to disclose any potential conflicts of interest.

Staff also described the mechanics of weighting and Dan Sieger asked whether the Task Force
wished to weigh some bullets more than others. Task Force members focused on where the meat
of the scope was included and discussed the relative importance of the bullets.

Caroline Higley clarified that the scope will ultimately be the report and that these bullets are
indications of whether the entity will be able to accomplish the product the Task Force wishes to
obtain.

Task Force members then discussed the scorecard and how to evaluate using the same
methodology and expressed some concern about Task Force members reaching different scores
based on different interpretation of the bullets. Caroline Higley went into some additional detail
about the evaluation criteria and the RFR through discussion it was clarified that while we will
do our best to put items in categories that make sense, ultimately members have different
experiences and will approach things differently. The goal will be to organize criteria that make
sense and then the group can weigh in which will make the review more thorough and complete.

Dan Sieger commented on the value of each of the bullets and asked again about the idea of
giving even weight to the bullets. After additional discussion the Task Force reached consensus
that the simplest approach would be to give each bullet the same weight.

The Task Force discussed the process for approval and staff recommended reviewing all the
proposals in advance but not completing the form until after the discussion period at the next
meeting since the form will be a public record and can’t be changed once completed.

Task Force members discussed how the report will fit into the charge of the group and Dan
Sieger clarified that the RFR will lead to a study to inform the work of the Task Force which will
in turn lead to the Task Force report to the legislature. This study will be the first step and getting
it right will help with our charge. He also mentioned that staff will look into the best way to
submit the rankings at the next meeting. He stated that he appreciates the diligent work and that
the Task Force may consider bi-weekly meetings in the coming months. He reiterated that people
could reach out to him with PFAS questions.

Heidi Ricci requested the final RFR as posted and Caroline Higley responded that she would
forward the document.

Dan Sieger asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting which was provided by Richard Pollock
and seconded by Commissioner Lebeaux. The meeting ended at 3:04 p.m.
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control Taskforce for the Twenty-First Century Meeting
January 27, 2021, 1:30 p.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken as roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Kevin Cranston, Kathy Baskin, Eve Schluter, Heidi
Porter, Commissioner John Lebeaux, Julia Blatt, Derek Brindisi, Tonya Colpitts, Anita Deeley,
Russell Hopping, Kim LeBeau, Bob Mann, Priscilla Matton, Rich Pollack, Helen Poynton, Heidi
Ricci, Stephen Rich, Richard Robinson and Sam Telford.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 1:35 and announced the meeting was being recorded.
He requested that attendees introduce themselves by entering their name and organization into
the chat box and reviewed the agenda for the meeting. He asked for comments on the minutes
from the meetings on November 9" and December 2", Hearing none, he asked for a motion to
approve the November 9" minutes. Richard Robinson moved to approve the minutes and John
Lebeaux seconded the motion. A roll call vote was taken, and the November 9™ minutes were
approved unanimously with those absent from the last meeting abstaining. He then asked for a
motion to approve the December 2™ minutes. Richard Robinson moved to approve the minutes
and John Lebeaux seconded the motion. A roll call vote was taken, and the December 2nd
minutes were approved unanimously with those absent from the last meeting abstaining.

Dan Sieger then turned to discussion of the RFR. While the original early January meeting was
planned to be used to vote on RFR bid submissions, unfortunately no bids were submitted. The
state’s Operational Services Division requires submission of a waiver request in order to post the
RFR to an audience outside of the statewide contract section. OSD has confirmed that we
secured the waiver to post publicly which we hope to do as soon as possible.

Caroline Higley discussed outreach to the relevant entities on the list to receive feedback, which
is required of the waiver process. The feedback suggested that the issue was not the RFR itself
but rather the fact that mosquito policy is a new topic area to bidders and a concern about
whether they were the best entities to complete the project. As a result, we do not believe there is
any need to reopen up the RFR for discussion.

Dan Sieger and Caroline Higley mentioned a couple of non-substantive changes that need to be
made to the RFR including updating the dates, changing the date of submittal to March 1%, and
changing the progress report requirement to a progress update requirement. We also clarify that
this is categorized as a large procurement with a potential cap and low range to give a sense of

the scope of the budget.

Rich Robinson asked about the deadline for submission and process going forward.

Caroline Higley discussed the process moving forward. She clarified that staff will be sharing the
bid packet on March 1% before the March 3™ meeting at which bids will be evaluated.



We will notify Task Force members when the RFR is posted. Under procurement law, task force
members are not allowed to engage with potential bidders. The only communication allowed
between task force members and potential bidders is to share a link to the bid online. In order to
track outreach, EEA/MDAR staff will maintain a master outreach list; if task force members
wish to contact certain entities, we request that you email EEA/MDAR staff with your request to
avoid duplicative outreach. We aim to use the March 3" meeting for bid evaluation. We are
required to do all bid evaluation in a public forum. As we were planning in early January, we
will share bid packages as soon as they are available for task force members to review in
advance.

Heidi Ricci asked for clarification about the prohibition on communications with outside bidders.

Caroline Higley and Jessica Burgess answered that it is important to avoid discussing the bid in
order to keep the procurement fair and open and not advantage any particular entity. There is a
process to submit questions through COMMBUYS.

Julia Blatt asked whether a Google doc summarizing contacts could be shared with the Task
Force members.

Caroline Higley answered that because of Open Meeting Law constraints sharing would not be
possible.

Dan Sieger mentioned that this additional step does delay our process and the Task Force may
need to consider our timeline at a future meeting.

Dan Sieger then turned to the next item on the agenda, a discussion of the municipal opt-out
provision in the legislation. EEA, MDAR and DPH are close to completing development of a
process to permit municipalities to opt-out of spraying conducted by the SRB. The agencies are
discussing some of the details and potential concerns in an effort to finalize the work product as
soon as possible. We are carefully considering the type of guidance to be provided to
municipalities that wish to opt-out, including requirements to submit alternative mosquito
management plans, to be approved by EEA and we are hoping to craft a template for
municipalities to use in the development of these alternative mosquito management plans. We
are also discussing how to assess impacts to the regional mosquito control. A communication
strategy will be developed to ensure municipalities are aware of the process and the
requirements.

John Lebeaux discussed the elements that would likely be included in a template such as an
integrated management plan, trapping, surveillance and testing, water management, source
reduction, education and outreach and control of mosquitos at the early stages through
larviciding. We are considering elements related to efficacy, adverse effects, overall public
health considerations and the impact of not spraying.

Julia Blatt mentioned that allowing either the Board of Selectmen or Town Meeting might be the
best approach.



Derek Brindisi asked whether there would be a public comment period for the process and Dan
Sieger replied that is a helpful suggestion.

Heidi Ricci commented that she has heard from some communities that they are interested in
surveillance, public education and source reduction but do not want the pesticide application.
The point of this was to give communities options they feel most appropriate.

Rich Pollack asked whether we are viewing the opt out as all or nothing and recommended being
clear about what we are discussing.

Jessica Burgess clarified that this discussion is based on a specific, narrow legislative mandate
and is not in relation to receiving services. This allows municipalities to opt out of spraying once
DPH has deemed there to be an elevated risk and SRB is conducting additional spraying. The
mechanism for opting out of that spraying is to file the alternative plan. This is separate and
distinct from the work of the projects.

Richard Robinson commented that model plans/programs would be helpful, especially for small
towns.

Dan Sieger asked for additional comments.

Brian Rosman from Senator Comerford’s office stated that he appreciated the update and
reiterated the importance of public comment to receive feedback and ideas.

Alisha Bouchard flagged the issue of timing going into the mosquito season and Dan Sieger
reiterated that we would be mindful of the timing constraints.

John Lebeaux flagged the need to consider COVID implications in the Town Meeting context.

Jessica Burgess mentioned that this part of the legislation sunsets in 2022 so this process would
be in place for the short term.

Dan Sieger then turned to discussion of the listening session for the public required by the
legislation and asked for feedback from Task Force members.

Rich Pollack mentioned that the most insightful sessions are when we just listen and allow
people to pose questions, air concerns and offer suggestions with time limits.

Heidi Ricci agreed and recommended keeping the first session open-ended after a presentation in
the beginning to provide context. The second session should be more structured when we have
draft recommendations.

Eve Schluter mentioned that it is sometimes easier for people to react to something but agrees the
second session should solicit comments.

Dan Sieger mentioned that it may be helpful to pose questions for people to react to.

Stephen Rich mentioned the possibility of a skilled facilitator.



Dan Sieger stated that additional thoughts will be provided at an upcoming meeting but envisions
that the session would be posted, and members could attend although it would not an official
Task Force meeting.

Dan Sieger then turned to the subject of PFAS. As discussed previously, PEER found PFAS in a
sample of Anvil, which was confirmed by independent testing by the state. EPA initiated a
process to identify the source and confirmed fluorinated high-density polyethylene (HDPE)
containers that are used to store and transport a mosquito control pesticide product contain PFAS
compounds that are leaching into the pesticide product. EPA announced that the affected
pesticide manufacturer has voluntarily stopped shipment of any products in fluorinated
containers and is conducting its own testing to confirm EPA results and product stability in un-
fluorinated containers and issued a subpoena under the Toxics Substance Control Act to obtain
information about the fluorination process used by the company that fluorinates the containers
used by the pesticide manufacturer. We have invited EPA to attend the next meeting and present
on their findings and the current status of their process.

Dan Sieger then mentioned the second item for the next meeting, a presentation by Chief Apiary
Inspector at MDAR, Kim Skyrm in response to task force member Brad Mitchell’s request to
have a presentation on honeybee health.

Russell Hopping requested that native species also be included in the honeybee presentation.
Dan Sieger then opened the discussion to comments from the public.

Pine DuBois thanked the Task Force for their work and asked about tests on other products in
Plymouth.

Taryn LaScola-Miner mentioned that there are plans to take additional samples going forward.
Dan Sieger stated that we will provide an update in the near future.

Dan Sieger asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting which was provided by Richard Pollack
and seconded by Julia Blatt. The meeting ended at 2:50 p.m.
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control Task Force for the Twenty-First Century Meeting
February 4, 2021, 3:45 p.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken as roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Kevin Cranston, Commissioner John Lebeaux, Stephen
Doody, Kathy Baskin, Eve Schluter, Derek Brindisi, Julia Blatt, Anita Deeley, Russell Hopping,
Kim LeBeau, Bob Mann, Priscilla Matton, Jennifer Pederson, Rich Pollack, Helen Poynton,
Heidi Ricci, Stephen Rich, Richard Robinson and Sam Telford.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 3:47 p.m. and announced the meeting was being
recorded. He requested that attendees introduce themselves by entering their name and
organization into the chat box and reviewed the agenda for the meeting. He asked for comments
on the minutes from the meeting on January 27th. Hearing none, he asked for a motion to
approve the January 27" minutes. John Lebeaux moved to approve the minutes and Priscilla
Matton seconded the motion. A roll call vote was taken, and the January 27th minutes were
approved unanimously with those absent from the last meeting abstaining.

Dan Sieger then turned to Caroline Higley for an update on the RFR. EEA posted the RFR
publicly on January 28" and responses are due back on March 1st. The Mosquito Control Task
Force website now has a link to the RFR to make distribution easier. With respect to outreach,
EEA and MDAR have reached out to many organizations and individuals and entities through
social media accounts, Centers for Excellence in Vector Borne Disease, regional Mosquito
Control Associations, individuals at academic institutions, and independent consultants and
companies. Caroline Higley reminded members to email her with outreach requests. EEA and
MDAR will continue to track the outreach and will reach out on behalf of Task Force members.
She also reminded members not to discuss or engage with potential bidders on the subject of the
RFR and to refer questions to EEA staff.

Task Force members asked whether the list of entities contacted could be shared and whether the
posting could be provided on listservs. Caroline Higley and Dan Sieger promised to share
whatever information is appropriate and confirmed that listservs had been contacted.

Caroline Higley mentioned that we will reach out again on March 1st with the bid package and
guidance for the meeting on March 3rd, which will be used to evaluate and select a bidder. Dan
Sieger mentioned that we can be flexible about what happens at that meeting depending on the

number of bids we receive.

Dan Sieger then introduced Kim Skyrm, Chief Apiary Inspector at MDAR, to present on
Honeybee Health in MA.

Following the presentation Heidi Ricci mentioned that it is great to see the effort being put
toward monitoring honeybee health but also wondered about other native bees and pollinators.



She asked about the sublethal impacts that might make the bees more vulnerable to other
diseases.

Kim Skyrm answered that this concerns us as well and is another reason we are diligent about
revisiting hives and doing pre-spray investigations. He welcomed any input going forward.

Anita Deeley asked whether this was the result of one spray event and whether we would expect
additional impact if there were multiple sprays.

Kim Skyrm answered that this was the result of one spray but in 2019 we did see multiple
sprays.

Dan Sieger then introduced Ed Messina, Acting Director of EPA’s Office of Pesticide Programs
within the Office of Chemical Safety & Pollution Prevention for a presentation on PFAS and
Pesticides.

Ed Messina mentioned that he appreciates the collaboration with the state and described the
PFAS issue EPA is currently focused on. His office became involved when Public Employees
for Environmental Responsibility (PEER) contacted Massachusetts state officials re: PFAS in
Anvil. EPA Region 1 contacted his office which followed up by providing lab assistance
researching pesticide products. His office has also reached out to the company involved which
confirmed that there should be no PFAS in the pesticidal product. After running multiple tests it
appears that heated fluorinated containers may be the source of the PFAS. (See link to EPA Press
Release from December 2020).

Ed Messina also reached out to Clarke which took action and is exploring the option of different
containers. EPA has also reached out to other agencies and associations to examine other
processes and supply chains to make sure PFAS is not included in other containers. Ed Messina
referred to the EPA website for additional PFAS information and the EPA PFAS Action Plan.

Dan Sieger thanked Ed Messina for the presentation and the ongoing collaboration and then
called on Kyla Bennett whose work for PEER raised this issue initially.

Kyla Bennett asked whether Clarke’s roughly 60 products use the same containers. Also, EPA
lists a number of PFAS that are approved inerts in pesticides. How can we be sure that there are
not PFAS added as inert ingredients in other pesticides?

Ed Messina answered no, Clarke does not use the same containers for all their products but do
use them for some others. He believes that none of the inerts are currently being used and that
the website has been updated.

Jennifer Pederson asked whether EPA has looked at whether other drinking water chemicals are
shipped in fluorinated containers.

Ed Messina answered that that is an area EPA is planning to explore. He mentioned that oily
matrix products are the ones that typically use fluorinated containers. They are exploring all
products under EPA control.


https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-takes-action-investigate-pfas-contamination

Dan Sieger asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting which was provided by Rich Pollack and
seconded by Jennifer Pederson. The meeting ended at 5:00 p.m.
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control Task Force for the Twenty-First Century Meeting
March 3, 2021, 1:00 p.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken as roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Kevin Cranston, Commissioner John Lebeaux, Stephen
Doody, Kathy Baskin, Tonya Colpitts, Eve Schluter, Derek Brindisi, Julia Blatt, Anita Deeley,
Russell Hopping, Kim LeBeau, Bob Mann, Priscilla Matton, Jennifer Pederson, Rich Pollack,
Helen Poynton, Heidi Ricci, Stephen Rich, Richard Robinson and Sam Telford.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 1:05 p.m. He requested that attendees introduce
themselves by entering their name and organization into the chat box and reviewed the agenda
for the meeting. He asked for comments on the minutes from the meeting on February 4, 2021
noting the correct spelling of Clarke would be added. Hearing none, he asked for a motion to
approve the January 27" minutes. John Lebeaux moved to approve the minutes and Jennifer
Pederson seconded the motion. A roll call vote was taken, and the February 4th minutes were
approved unanimously.

Dan Sieger then turned to John Lebeaux for a summary of the Mosquito Control opt-out process
and draft application. John Lebeaux provided a detailed overview of the application and noted an
alternative management plan must be approved before opt-out requests would be recognized.
John Lebeaux also noted the opt out runs through the end of this calendar year and that
applications are due by May 15", Dan Sieger explained the goal was for municipalities to show
they have dedicated time and resources to mosquito control without creating an overly
burdensome process.

Jennifer Pederson asked whether such plans must be approved before municipalities vote on
whether to opt out. She was told the vote to opt out should happen first and then they can
develop the plan. A plan must be approved by EEA before the opt out would be honored by the
SRB.

Derek Brindisi asked whether the application implied that plan approval required only a
demonstration of outreach and education and whether other plan components would be
considered “extra.” John Lebeaux explained that public outreach and education were required
and that other activities were options about which they wanted to make municipalities aware.
Dan Sieger agreed, reiterating that outreach and education were the bare minimum and that other
pieces would be evaluated.

Heidi Ricci expressed gratitude for home rule flexibility and asked how mosquito control
districts would get budgets approved. John Lebeaux said the budget is either accepted or rejected
in full, without authority for line-item veto. Heidi Ricci also asked about provisions for storm
basin and water catcher maintenance. John Lebeaux and Dan Sieger noted the inclusion of
culvert language but stated that catch basin cleanout may need to be included elsewhere in the
application.



The task force members then engaged in a discussion of the voting process at town meeting and
what would indicate municipal intent to opt out of spraying.

Priscilla Matton asked how surveillance would be conducted. Jennifer Forman Orth stated non-
member municipalities can use outside contractors for surveillance.

Jennifer Pederson asked whether a municipality would need to conduct a revote if EEA denied
its plan. Dan Sieger said it would not, and that EEA would work collaboratively with the
municipality to obtain more information.

Eve Schluter asked whether municipalities would need to submit a plan every year or if the opt
out was a one-time choice. Dan Sieger said the legislation calls for the development of an opt-out
but the legislation is only in effect for two years. John Lebeaux agreed, further explaining the
plan was designed to expire at the end of this year so municipalities could assess whether they
want to participate again in the future or otherwise amend their decision. Dan Sieger also said
EEA would review and approve the plans and would work closely with DPH and MDAR
throughout the process, although specific metrics had not yet been finalized.

The meeting then moved to the review and selection of a contractor pursuant to the mosquito
control process study RFR. Dan Sieger reported that one complete bid submission was received.
One other entity attempted to bid but did not complete the process prior to the deadline.

Caroline Higley discussed the bid review process. She reviewed the history of the RFR, with its
goal to complete a comprehensive study on mosquito control processes in Massachusetts. Bids
were due by the evening of Monday, March 1. Only task force members would be permitted to
participate in today’s bid evaluation discussion because review was limited to the procurement
team. Once discussion of the bid was complete, task force members would be instructed to begin
their scoring. Once complete, score sheets were to be sent in one email to
caroline.higley2(@mass.gov and Robert. Monahan(@mass.gov. A roll call reading of the scores
would then be initiated. Task force members would read aloud their bottom-line score awarded
to the bidder. Finally, a roll call vote to award the contract would be initiated.

Helen Poynton asked what would happen if the bid were not approved. Caroline Higley
explained the RFR would need to be reissued, potentially with a changed scope.

Dan Sieger then proceeded through each section of the score sheet criteria, permitting task force
members to raise questions about each section.

As to Section One, Helen Poynton expressed concerns about the lack of an ecotoxicologist in
the proposal. She noted the submitted résumés showed experience for human risk assessment but
not for ecological risk assessment, and that the fields are different.

Richard Pollack first asked about the criteria contained in Section (b)(3) and thought the bid did
not provide enough information about the maximum amount to be expended on key versus
supporting personnel. He asked whether that information would be available in the final contract.
Rob Monahan confirmed this information could be fleshed out in the contract’s scope of work.
Richard Pollack reiterated it was impossible to know the level of effort to be expended, and that
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this information was needed to evaluate the bid. He also noted that with respect to the first
section’s criteria, he found the key personnel to be limited in mosquito biology and management,
in contrast to the consultants identified.

Richard Robinson noted he did not see off-target expertise in the bid.

Julia Blatt felt the bid paid considerable deference to a retired individual who created the current
program and questioned whether the bidder therefore could be objective in evaluating the
program.

Stephen Rich felt the proposal was well constructed and urged fellow task force members not to
let the great be the enemy of the good.

Several task force members expressed concern about the number of hours that would be
dedicated to the work by consultants and subcontractors as opposed to key personnel, with a
preference expressed for more detailed work descriptions and the formal inclusion of “informal”
associates assisting with the proposal. Jennifer Pederson asked whether task force members
sought more information on this issue than what had been provided in Table 5, which both she
felt provided adequate detail.

Several task force members also expressed concern about the lack of ecosystem risk analysis and
the bidder’s lack of knowledge about, or failure to include information related to, bee issues.

As to Section Two, Richard Robinson noted he could not locate Lauren Brown’s perchlorate
study listed under the “experience” section. He emphasized he was not making any negative
implications with this observation, and stated his belief that the group of individuals noted was
impressive.

Kathleen Baskin explained that consultants frequently do not put their names on a project in bids
such as these.

As to Section Three, Helen Poynton asked whether the task force could ask the bidder to bring
in an ecotoxicologist and whether that would result in a budgetary change. Robert Monahan
explained the request could be made as long as it was originally required in the RFR. If so, then
they were permitted to make the request to the bidder.

Anita Deeley did not want to vote yes if there were no pollinator expert and asked if the task
force could ask the bidder to rectify that omission before voting on whether to advance the bid.
Dan Sieger explained the task force would first vote and then proceed to contract negotiation. He
also cautioned the task force to remember there was only one bid and if they voted no, they
would need to restart the entire procurement process.

As to Section Four, Helen Poynton thought the project approach regarding interviews with
agencies and stakeholders was a little weak as compared to the RFR’s emphasis on these issues.

Richard Robinson thought one of the individuals named in the bid had witness interview
experience.



Eve Schluter thought the section on non-pollinators was not as fleshed out as other sections had
been.

As to Section Five, Dan Sieger believed there was nothing in the bid to indicate the bidder could
not keep up with the demanding schedule set forth for the program review.

Richard Pollack thought the timeframe provided might be optimistic.
As to Section Six, no comments.
As to Section Seven, Richard Robinson thought the bid overall was really high quality.

Helen Poynton stated she liked the meeting schedule, which made her feel as though the bidder
would be receptive to task force feedback.

Heidi Ricci was concerned about the section (h) option description.

With discussion of each criteria section concluded, Dan Sieger instructed task force members to
compile their score sheets and email them along as indicated. Caroline Higley confirmed only
full points should be awarded. The task force took a ten (10) minute break to vote. Results were
as follows:

Task Force Member Score | Vote
Dan Sieger 34 Y
Kevin Cranston 36 Y
John Lebeaux 26 Y
Stephen Doody 33 Y
Kathleen Baskin 38 Y
Eve Schluter 32 Y
Heidi Porter 31 Y
Derek Brindisi | eeeee | e
Julia Blatt 34 Y
Tanya Colpitts 38 Y
Anita Deeley 22 N
Russell Hopping 28 Y
Kim LeBeau 29 Y
Robert Mann 36 Y
Priscilla Matton 29 Y
Brad Mitchel | e | e
Jennifer Pederson 33 Y
Rich Pollock 17 N
Helen Poynton 20 N
Heidi Ricci 31 Y
Stephen Rich 29 Y
Richard Robinson 36 Y
Sam Telford 27 Y
TOTAL 18Y, 3N




Dan Sieger asked for a motion to approve the bid. John Lebeaux moved to award, which was
seconded by Jennifer Pederson.

Dan Sieger concluded by asking whether there were any items for next meeting. Heidi Ricci
asked about edits to be made to the opt-out plan. Kevin Cranston requested that Katie Brown be
invited. Dan Sieger then asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Jennifer Pederson moved to
adjourn, which was seconded by John Lebeaux. The meeting ended at 2:56 p.m.
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1. Call to order and introductions

2. Routine business
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Note: This meeting will be hosted in a webinar format

Topic: Mosquito Control Task Force — Meeting #10
Time: April 5, 2021 11:00 AM Eastern Time (US and Canada)

Join from a PC, Mac, iPad, iPhone or Android device:
Please click this URL to join.
https://us02web.zoom.us/1/88545372761 7pwd=0QmpLWiFadm5XcFJrT2xiL1ZybitpZz09

Passcode: 6AcBB6

Or One tap mobile:
+13126266799,,88545372761#,,,,*604730# US (Chicago)
+19292056099,,88545372761#,,,,*604730# US (New York)

Or join by phone:
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or +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782

Webinar ID: 885 4537 2761
Passcode: 604730
International numbers available: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/keb9vuyZsl
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Minutes for the Mosquito Control Task Force for the Twenty-First Century Meeting
April 5,2021, 11:00 a.m. via Zoom

The meeting was held remotely under the Governor’s Order issued on March 12, 2020, which
authorizes a public body to meet remotely and suspends the requirement of a quorum on the
body being physically present at the meeting location. All votes were taken as roll call votes.

Members in Attendance: Dan Sieger, Kevin Cranston, Commissioner John Lebeaux, Stephen
Doody, Kathy Baskin, Eve Schluter, Anita Deeley, Russell Hopping, Kim LeBeau, Bob Mann,
Priscilla Matton, Jennifer Pederson, Rich Pollack, Helen Poynton, Heidi Ricci, Stephen Rich,
Richard Robinson, Brad Mitchell, and Sam Telford.

Dan Sieger called the meeting to order at 11:30 a.m. The meeting began 30 minutes after the
scheduled start time due to technology issues. Dan Sieger and Caroline Higley explained the
Zoom Webinar instructions for engagement by the public.

Dan Sieger began by outlining the meeting agenda. He then asked for questions and comments
related to the minutes from the last meeting. Helen Poynton requested a change to reflect that
resumes showed risk for human risk assessment and not ecological risk assessment. No
objections were made to this amendment. A motion was made and seconded for their approval,
and they were approved.

Dan Sieger then introduced Dr. Katie Brown (DPH) to present expectations for the upcoming
EEE season. Dr. Brown provided a brief update on the 2020 season. There were both West Nile
viruses and EEE cases last year. The case numbers were greatly reduced from 2019 but were
nonetheless consistent with an “outbreak” year. A single aerial spray was conducted mostly in
Plymouth county last year. Generally, there will be outbreak cycles that last 2-3 years. She then
explained the historical indicators of risk based on the long history of EEE in the
Commonwealth. These include above-average rainfall in the prior fall and current spring; mild
winters with insulating snow cover; EEE activity in the previous year; any EEE virus isolations
from mosquitos prior to July 1%; isolation of EEE virus from a mammal-biting species of
mosquito; infection of humans prior to late August; and, higher than average summer
temperatures, which accelerate mosquito life cycle and thereby shorten the time interval between
the mosquito becoming infected with the virus and then becoming capable of transmission.

Currently, we are below average on rainfall, which is not consistent with indicators of increased
risk. In terms of temperature, we are average to above average through December and January
2021, but overall temperatures have been in the average range. We had a relatively mild winter
in southeastern Massachusetts and did have EEE last year. The remaining indicators will need to
be measured by the surveillance system going forward.

Dr. Brown also cautioned that no single indicator perfectly predicts risk, and she discussed long-
term changes that likely affect risk. She concluded with recommendations for precautions,
including: applying insect repellant when outdoors (repellant with an EPA-registered ingredient
like DEET, permethrin, picaridin, oil of lemon eucalyptus); reducing exposed skin (long sleeves,



long pants and socks when outdoors); avoiding peak mosquito hours (dusk to dawn peak biting
times); and, reducing mosquito breeding opportunities (dump standing water).

Dan Sieger next opened the floor to questions from task force members.

Richard Robinson noted the periodic peaks are getting higher. He questioned whether this was
due to an increase in surveillance or other trends? Dr. Brown said this circumstance was not due
entirely to surveillance artifact.

Heidi Ricci asked if there was an increase in perturbans population or an overall trend, and was
curious if there’s been any work looking at that in relation to perturbans, habitat, or cattails. She
explained she was thinking of the detention basins full of cattails and other degraded wetlands,
roadside ditches, etc., and asked if anyone had studied this? Dr. Brown said she did not know if
she could answer if anyone has studied it, but said she has seen an increase in the proportion of
the total mosquito population that is attributable to perturbans. She also said there may be other
task force members who can talk about whether there have been any studies or not. The task
force then discussed perturbans statistics. Priscilla Matton noted that 48% comes from one site in
their county.

Dan Sieger next discussed the PFAS update and whether a container leaked it and what
conditions are affecting that leaching. Pesticide testing results are pending.

He then explained that on 3/19/21, EEA announced the spraying opt-out process. EEA worked
with divisional services to use its local list serv to make sure all municipalities were reached. An
overview of the new web page with all relevant application and materials was also distributed.

Caroline Higley mentioned that EEA has been responding to inquiries as they’ve come in about
this process. Dan Sieger asked Heidi Ricci to pass along email inquiry she had received to them
to troubleshoot.

Dan Sieger next explained that Eastern Research Group (“ERG”) had attended the last meeting
and took a lot of feedback into account. ERG was able to amend its proposal to include an
ecotoxicologist and pollinator expert. The contract was signed last week and the study was
officially underway. Prior to ERG initiating all the work, Dan Sieger wanted to confirm there
were no conflicts of interest based on the list of consultants ERG expects to use for the study. If
members have or suspect such conflicts, he asked them to let Caroline Higley know and to reach
out to State Ethics Commission.

Dan Sieger then opened the floor for discussion about areas to be investigated by ERG,
beginning with the mosquito control structure.

Brad Mitchell asked about having a small work group to guide ERG and thought a more
centralized office was needed to oversee mosquito control with regional offices as necessary.

Heidi Ricci next talked about the control structure and overall responsiveness to community
interests and needs. She saw mosquitos as part of larger ecosystems upon which we all depend.
She hoped more information on relative expenditures and on how much of the existing system is



spent on things like routine spraying versus public education and surveillance, and other things,
would be made available.

Russell Hopping agreed that a central oversight and clearing house would be very helpful.

Heidi Ricci noted the current opt-out process has been very difficult for some parties. Dan Sieger
noted the opt-out process is coming up in a couple of items and thanked Heidi for her comment.

Dan Sieger and Caroline Higley then asked about public engagement issues and asked about
experiences, perspectives, and opinions on how public participation works now, e.g., are there
better ways to proceed, and should there be more public participation.

Brad Mitchell said there is a range of expertise and consistency on the boards but not a lot of
interaction between projects and towns.

Rich Pollock talked about efforts to reach out to the municipalities and noted a good give and
take. He said there were people who show up to the publicized meetings. He agreed there were
certainly opportunities to weigh in and ask questions but said perhaps this could be done in a
better fashion and would listen to ideas. Dan Sieger suggested having a best practices kind of
thing to determine whether public engagement was occurring as best it could.

Priscilla Matton noted some towns were very receptive and others less so, with reach-out efforts
made to the less communicative towns for assistance.

Heidi Ricci thought more emphasis should be made on resources for public education about risk
reduction.

Brad Mitchell discussed the two types of opting out relative to spraying for clarity and expressed
concerns about how individuals will opt their property out of being sprayed by trucks.

Priscilla Matton outlined the additional information they would like to receive regarding property
location in order to better serve members of the public and their properties.

Jessica Burgess explained the legal options for opt out. She noted a couple of different ways and
explained the differences for public and private property owners. She distinguished between opt
out and exclusion, which mean either a statutory or regulatory opportunity to do one or the other.
Under 333 CMR 13.00, there is an opportunity for a private property owner to exclude the
property from wide-area pesticide application. She noted the process was streamlined a couple of
years back, and owners can do paper or electronic applications at any point during the year, with
a short waiting period for legal operation. Traditionally, MDAR maintains a database of
individuals requesting an exclusion, and if there is going to be a wide-area application, the
property owner would come to MDAR and get information about it. Another situation is if the
owner made a request for information through the automated system or in paper format, and are
located within the mosquito control district. In that scenario, notice is automatically sent to the
district where the property requesting the exclusion is located. Under M.G.L. c. 252, § 2A,
private property owners have an opt out, which also gets submitted to the department through the
same system. The property owner could request just a Section 2A opt out from SRB spraying or
a Section 13.00 exclusion from the mosquito control district or other wide-area application, or



both. The third opt out is for municipalities and that is what the task force has generally been
discussing here. This is the only chance for municipalities to opt out of SRB activity, and this
option does not extend to private property spraying opt out. The municipal opt-out is the one that
just went out and has been the subject of discussion.

Heidi Ricci raised numerous concerns about organic and smaller farms who have no way of
protecting production operations from aerial spraying.

Anita Deeley spoke to her experience of opt out as a beekeeper on smaller properties that are
closer to the road. She noted a problem with communication from the local board of health
notifying residents about spraying; sometimes she receives 24 hours’ notice, but sometimes only
a few hours’ notice, and that it can be difficult to move or cover her hives and protect the bees.

Richard Robinson reiterated the points as to organic farms and suggested the creation of an FAQ
to outline the various rights and aspects of spraying.

Anita Deeley wondered if a different opt-out process could be implemented because doing it
every year is burdensome.

Brad Mitchell discussed the public health benefit of spraying, and noted that if you are non-
certified organic, it is less of an issue for marketing and advertising. He also emphasized the
need to balance opting out against the public health risks of not spraying.

Dan Sieger noted an issue of controlling mosquitos on state and federal private land. He then
opened the discussion to any other comments.

Helen Poynton noted that mosquitos develop resistance to sprays being used and the context of
her research into same.

Jennifer Pederson discussed wanting consultants to look at notification to water systems and
whether boundaries are correct.

Stephen Doody discussed staging for properties controlled by DCR.

Dan Sieger noted aiming to keep to original meeting time despite the delay. He thanked everyone
for their contributions and the work to be done.

Richard Robinson thought it would be helpful if consultants could ask if health were protected
successfully with only personal protection, with no widespread spraying. He did not know if
such a study had ever been done but reiterated that the beginning and end of safety is personal
behavior.

Brad Mitchell noted military studies have been conducted around efficacy and that they have a
ton of information on PPE and repellants.

Stephen Doody noted he voted “aye” on last month’s minutes.

Dan Sieger said the next meeting would be used for a public listening session. The purpose will
be to accept comments and concerns on mosquito issues and control structure. He will provide an
overall review and have an open-ended session for comments with speaking time at the end for



members of the public. He encouraged task force members to be present if they can make it. He
said the task force will then look to future meetings relating to a draft study and other actions.
The listening session will be conducted 5/3/21.

Jennifer Pederson asked about the next meeting’s logistics given the Zoom bombing problems in
the past. Caroline Higley said she was hopeful the webinar structure can be used going forward
but requested that people identify themselves and said they would have quick reflexes as need
be. Dan Sieger advised everyone just trying their best but was open to other ideas and
suggestions and asked that such ideas be sent to Caroline Higley. Richard Robinson was
concerned about there being adequate introduction time at the next meeting; he said he would
spend at least double that time to explain what the task force is before opening the floor to
questions. Dan Sieger said the introduction will be a balance of how the task force gets
information out there without getting too deep in the weeds and said he would be trying to work
out specific logistics during meeting preparation.

No other questions were raised. Dan Sieger then sought a motion to adjourn. Commissioner John
Lebeaux so moved, and Richard Robinson seconded. A roll call vote was taken and the meeting
adjourned at 1:07 p.m.
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