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The workshop was organized to promote multidisciplinary discussions regarding the use of an “Approved 
Pesticide List” as part of an effective IPM program. In so doing, the workshop provided an opportunity to 
reexamine “Approved List” approaches currently in use by various public agencies in northern and southern 
California in the interest of developing a regional pesticide screening process for Approved Pesticide Lists. The 
focus throughout was to foster communication, mutual support and resource sharing among IPM coordinators 
locally, regionally and statewide to ensure “Approved Lists” achieve the goals of using less toxic products and 
reducing overall pesticide use.   

The invited speakers gave overviews and insights into development of “Approved Lists.” A brief description of 
IPM programs currently in use, including strengths and weaknesses and the end users perspectives on the pros & 
cons of an Approved List System (or a “Do-not-Use” list system) were presented. This material provided the 
background and context for the discussions that followed. Participants were organized into small working 
groups, each centered around one of the five following topics: 1) Development of an Approved List, 2) Pesticide 
Evaluation Methods, 3) Operating and Improving the Approved List System, 4) Exemption Systems, and 5) 
Sharing Resources Among Agencies.  

The following summaries highlight the main conclusions and recommendations emerging from the group 
discussions: 

1. Agencies are interested developing a standardized toxicological screening system to identify pesticide-
associated hazards.   

2. Using this standardized screening system, agencies could then target the development of a standardized 
Approved List; this may be most feasible for local agencies that share close geographical proximity and 
similar pest issues.  

3. Local, regional or state resources sharing is needed (in addition to the development of screening system 
and Approved Lists) and may include IPM training, technical expertise/mentoring, equipment, pilot 
projects, data bases, workshop/conferences, list serve/websites highlighting practical IPM activities and 
fundraising. Working groups should be formed to initiate collaborative activities. 

Based on the consensus reached among the participants, the next meeting was set for October 18, 2004 in San 
Rafael, hosted by the Marin County IPM Commission. A preliminary working group was established to explore 
development of a standardized pesticide screening process and to present  its findings at the next meeting. A 
quarterly IPM information sharing system via email will be coordinated by Julie Weiss (City of Palo Alto). And 
finally, both Chris Geiger (San Francisco) and Julie Weiss will continue to welcome volunteers to pursue 
implementing additional recommendations listed above. 

  


