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ADVISORY COUNCIL

CHILDREN’S ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH &

PROTECTION ADVISORY COUNCIL

Children’s Environmental Health and Protection Advisory Council

MINUTES

Members:

Subha Chandar (Chair)

Ben Gitterman

Frederick Banks (Vice Chair)
Del. Mary Lehman

Megan Weil Latshaw

Nse Witherspoon

Alexander Lehmann

Paul Ferraro

Matthew McConaughey

Welcome

Tuesday, October 14, 2025
9:00am — 10:30am

Kylan Simpson (staff)

Guests:

Michael Ichniowski
Veronika Carella

- Subha Chandar (Chair) opened the meeting and welcomed all council members, agency
representatives, and attendees. She briefly reviewed the meeting objectives and noted that
today’s agenda would focus on follow-up actions from the recent joint CEHPAC/CEJSC
meeting, updates on Motion #3 regarding pesticide use in schools, review of proposed
Medicaid regulatory changes, discussion of the annual CEHPAC report, and a presentation
on Integrated Pest Management (IPM) in schools.

Old Business

Debrief from Joint CEHPAC/CEJSC Meeting

- Subha Chandar provided an overview of the joint CEHPAC/CEJSC meeting. She highlighted
a major discussion item—the Governor’s new Executive Order on Environmental Justice and
the creation of an inter-agency council led by MDE. Frederick Banks (Vice Chair) and others
emphasized the increasing use of environmental justice (EJ) scores in permit decision-
making and the importance of transparent, data-driven approaches.

phpa.health.maryland.gov/OEHFP/EH/Pages/children-environmental-health.aspx
410-767-2196 or mdh.envhealth@maryland.gov



- Council members discussed the need for formal engagement with the Governor’s Office to
share CEHPAC’s priorities, particularly concerning childhood poverty, early childhood
education, and K—12 school environments. Nse Witherspoon encouraged CEHPAC to
schedule a meeting with the Governor or First Lady to communicate recommendations and
highlight the intersection of environmental justice and children’s health.

- Concerns were raised about significant data gaps, especially the lack of statewide reporting
on pesticides, including PFAS-containing chemicals. Members emphasized the need for
stronger data systems to inform public health policy and future CEHPAC recommendations.

- Members also discussed the need to improve public communication about environmental
health risks, including lead, PFAS, and air quality. Suggestions included:

o Regular fact sheets
o A “State of Maryland’s Children” report
o Highlighting CEHPAC’s advisory authority to the Governor and legislature

Update on Motion #3 (2021) — Pesticide Use in Schools

- Frederick Banks provided an update on Motion #3 regarding pesticide use in schools. In
response to CEHPAC’s 2021 directive, MSDE, MDH, and MDA have been meeting to
review pesticide use practices, assess compliance with Integrated Pest Management (IPM)
policies, and discuss district-level implementation challenges.

- Veronika Carella reiterated that while some districts submit acceptable plans, many IPM
plans remain inconsistent, outdated, or incomplete. She referenced counties using minimal,
inadequate templates or plans with handwritten changes, which demonstrates a lack of
standardization and oversight. Carella emphasized that pesticide exposure remains a serious
threat to children, and CEHPAC must continue pushing for transparency and stronger
compliance.

- Members agreed that CEHPAC should continue working with MDA and MSDE to
understand barriers faced by school district IPM coordinators and develop strategies for
training, accountability, and communication.

New Business
Presentation by Veronika Carella on Integrated Pest Management (IPM) in Schools

- Veronika Carella delivered a detailed presentation on current IPM practices and compliance
challenges across Maryland’s school systems. She outlined key findings from her coalition’s
review of district plans, including:

o Evidence of widespread inconsistencies in how districts submit and maintain their

IPM plans

A need for standardized templates to support full compliance

Concerns about outdated guidance documents and uneven training requirements

The risk of losing institutional knowledge due to retirements of experienced IPM staff

o Parent and teacher concerns about pesticide use in school buildings
- Carella presented a Model IPM Plan, developed in collaboration with CEHPAC partners, that
includes:
o A standardized policy framework
o System-level guidance
o Templates for notification, posting, and communication
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o Updated best practices to replace outdated manuals

- Council members, including Nse Witherspoon and Paul Ferraro, emphasized the importance
of ensuring that the model plan is user-friendly and informed by school personnel who carry
out day-to-day implementation.

- Alexander Lehmann (MDA) clarified that although MDA’s internal records show all districts
with approved plans, discrepancies exist between official submissions and documents
available publicly. Members agreed that CEHPAC should consider facilitating training
sessions for school districts to support consistent IPM practices statewide.

Medicaid Regulations

- Subha Chandar announced that Maryland Medicaid has officially revised its regulations by
lowering the actionable blood lead level from 5 pg/dL to 3.5 pg/dL, aligning with CDC
guidance. This change allows reimbursement for environmental investigations for children in
the 3.5-5 pg/dL range, closing a long-standing gap in state practice.

- Frederick Banks noted that this update is especially important because each drop in the
threshold has historically doubled the number of children qualifying for investigation. He
emphasized that more children will now receive environmental assessments earlier,
increasing opportunities for early intervention.

- Subha also noted that MDH now holds the necessary NPI (National Provider Identifier)
required for Medicaid reimbursement for these investigations, enabling the Department to
move forward operationally.

Update on Annual CEHPAC Report

- Subha Chandar provided an overview of the upcoming CEHPAC Annual Report. Key
elements include:
o Standard legislative reporting requirements (membership, statutory roles, priorities)
o A summary of issues discussed during the reporting period (July—June)
o Updates on pesticide legislation, PFAS, the Clean Trucks Act, and environmental
justice initiatives
o Inclusion of CEHPAC’s letter to Montgomery County Public Schools regarding
construction-related health concerns and the district’s response
o Inclusion of the letter to MDA regarding pesticide reporting and the Department’s
reply
- Noted membership updates, including:
o Addition of Frederick Banks (MDE, Vice Chair)
o Ongoing vacancies for Parent/Guardian, Academic Institution, and Private Industry
seats
- Subha also discussed incorporating MD EnviroScreen data to identify priority issues for 2026
and strengthening ties with CEJSC to coordinate cumulative impact discussions.

Public Comment

- Michael Ichniowski and Veronika Carella expressed strong concern about proposed federal
changes to pesticide preemption laws and PFAS definitions, emphasizing the need for
CEHPAC to remain vigilant and advocate for Maryland’s stronger protections.



Adjourn

- Subha Chandar thanked all attendees and council members. She outlined follow-up steps,
including:

O
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Frederick Banks to prepare an expanded update on pesticide use in schools for the
next meeting

Megan Latshaw to lead follow-up regarding Montgomery County Schools
CEHPAC staff to prepare outreach recommendations for future meetings
Inclusion of joint CEHPAC/CEJSC activities in the annual report

Continuing prioritization discussions among members



Presentation by Veronika Carella on Integrated Pest Management (IPM)
in Schools

Veronika Carella
Health & Environmental Issues Advisor

Email: veronika.carella@mdcehc.org
Phone: 410-489-5495

NGO ‘hats’

MD Children’s Environmental Health Coalition — Legislative Director

Maryland Pesticide Education Network (and MPN) — School IPM Liaison

Healthy Schools Network — National Advisor and Coalition for Healthier Schools (CHS) member
School IPM 2015/2020 Project — NE School IPM Working Group charter member

State Commissions (appointed positions)

MD Children’s Environmental Health & Protection Advisory Council [CEHPAC] (2008-May 2020)
MD Health in All Policies Working Group (2017-2019 CEHPAC Liaison)



Maryland Children’s Environmental Health Progress Report

* Pesticides are a serious threat to Maryland’s children. Just one
exposure at a critical stage of fetal or child development can
have long-term health consequences. Of the forty pesticides
commonly used in homes and schools, 28 may cause cancer,
26 can affect reproduction, 26 are nervous system poisons,

14 can affect the endocrine system, and 13 can cause birth
defects. As this breakdown illustrates, many pesticides have
multiple health effects.

ProcRess Report

SOURCE: http://mdehndotorg.files.wordpress.com/2012/10/mehn-mceh-report4.pdf
URL: https://marylandpirg.org/sites/pirg/files/reports/ MEHN-MCEH-Report5.pdf




How the Environment Affects Your Health

Linda S. Birnbaum, Ph.D., D.AB.T., AT.S.
Director, National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences
National Toxicology Program

Conceptual Shift for Environmental Health Sciences Examples of Developmental Origins of
Health and Disease (DOHAD)
OLD... chemicals act by overwhelming
the body' s defenses by brute force at
very high doses

Leaming Differences/Behavior

Asthma
Incroased Sensitivity to
Infections
Testicular Dysgenesis
Syndrome

Atheroscierosis

NEW... chemicals can act lie hormones R a——
and drugs to disrupt the control of

development and function at very low
doses to which the average person is

exposed
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Prostats

Cancer
Alzheimer's
Parkinson's

Altered Puberty Fibroids
Premature Menopause

NEW... susceptibility o disease persists
long after exposure (epigenetics)
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Refer to url: https://www.niehs.nih.gov/research/atniehs/dntp/index.cfm



Report on the Fiscal 2023
State Operating Budget (SB 290)
And the State Capital Budget (SB 291)
And Related Recommendations

By the Chairmen of the
Senate Budget and Taxation Committee and
House Appropriations Committee

Joint Chairmen’s Report
Annapolis, Maryland
2022 Session



OFFICE OF PLANT INDUSTRIES AND PEST MANAGEMENT

L00A14.04 Pesticide Regulation

Integrated Pest Management in Schools Report: The committees are concerned that
insufficient information is known about the degree to which the integrated pest management law
— Chapter 322 of 1999 (Public Schools - Integrated Pest Management) — is being enforced in
school districts. Therefore, the committees request that the Maryland Department of Agriculture
(MDA), in consultation with the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) and the
Children’s Environmental Health and Protection Advisory Council (CEHPAC), submita report
on whether school districts are complying with the integrated pest management law. The report
is requested to include the status of school districts developing and implementing integrated pest
management systems for school interiors and grounds and notifying parents on the pesticide
notification list of planned pesticide applications. The report is requested to be submitted by
December 1, 2022.

Joint Chairmen’s Report — Operating Budget, April 2022
87

LO0A
Information Request Author Due Date
Integrated pest management ~ MDA December 1, 2022

in schools report MSDE
CEHPAC
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MARYLAND'’s

School Integrated Pest Management Laws
e COMAR 15.05.01 Pesticide Applicator’s Law
e COMAR 15.05.02 School IPM and Notification

v 1998 (structures)

v' 1999 (grounds)
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INTEGRATED PEST MANAGEMENT (IPM)
PLAN FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS

School Pest Management Policy Statement

Structural pests, i ¢. insects and rodents, carry diseases, contaminate food and food
preparation areas and cause structural damage thus posing significant problems to people,
property, and the environment. Landscape pests, i e. insects, weeds and diseases, can
pose significant problems to students, staff and users of school properties. Pesticides can
also pose risks through unnecessary exposures to people, property, and the environment.
Pest control in the school environment must protect the health and afﬂy of the children
and staff, minimize pest damage to structures and persom.l property, improve the quality
of the by avoiding jion of work and
learning caused by insects, rodents, and other pests. It is lm(om the policy of the
Montgomery County Public school District/ Board of Education to adopt Integrated Pest
Management for control of pests in school buildings and on school grounds.

Roles and Responsibilities

The IPM program will require the assi and ion of the admini staff,
and students. The Montgomery County Public School District/ Board of Education has
established a Contact Person to serve as a liaison between the administration and pest
control program in order to provide oversight, consistency in the pest control program,
and ensure the provisions of the IPM system are fulfilled. The Contact Person will advise
the administration, staff, parents and guardians and students as necessary of [PM program
changes and new laws and regulations effecting the IPM system.

The Contact Person will discuss the [PM system and problem areas identified through the
inspection and monitoring process. The Contact Person also serves as the liaison between
the school administration and parents, guardians, students and staff to address questions
and concerns regarding the IPM system and pest control practices. The Contact Person
will make recommendations to correct problem areas

Students and staff will comply with the provisions of the IPM system by ensuring that
areas requiring maintenance or repair, sanitation problems, and pest problems or
sightings are documented. Students and staff need to ensure good sanitation practices are
followed.

Pests

Pests are populations of living organisms (insects, animals, plants, or microorganisms)
that interfere with the use of the school site for human purposes. Strategies for managing
pest populations will be influenced by the pest species and whether that species poses a
threat to people, property, or the environment. [PM relies on the coordinated use of pest
environmental information and the best available pest management methods to prevent
unacceptable levels of pest damage by the most economical means and with the least

y (.nunly Publlc Schools.pdf

possible hazard to students, stafl, property, and the environment. Long term control of
pests is achieved by using mﬁmml-on about biology and habits of the pest and its

with its Proper installation of plants, late watering
regimes, and choosing plant species that are suited to specific sites and usage are some of
the most effective measures for achieving long term pest control for school landscapes
and grounds.

Pest Management

The d Pest plan will be d for the County

hblu: School District as required by the Maryland regulations pertaining to Integrated
and notification of Pesticid in a Public School or on School

M Approved pest management plans will be developed for the site and will
include any proposed pest management measures.

Pests will be managed to:

*  Reduce any potential human health hazards or to protect against a
significant threat to public safety.

« Prevent loss or damage to school structures or propenty and prevent a
reoccurrence of the problem.

Prevent pests from spreading into the community, or areas beyond the
site.

Improve the quality of the educational environment for students, staff,
and the public.

d Pest P

IPM procedures will determine when to control pests, and identify conditions
contnibuting to pest problems through the use of monitoring and thorough inspections
conducted at regular intervals. Problem areas will be identified where alternative pest
control technologies can be incorporated in order to eliminate routine pesticide
applications. The necessity for pest control, if’ will be based on i
obtained from inspections and monitoring. These actions will be based on action
threshold levels that will be established based on the site and the pest. Within school
grounds, these decisions are based on key pests; key plants, and key locations found
within the Imdscape Action thresholds for school grounds should be based on pest

ives that have b bl 1o satisfy the needs associated with the
usage ol‘npecll'c sites. When pest control procedures are warranted in and around school
buildings, one or more pest control methods including sanitation, structural repair,
cultural practices, mechanical control, biological, other hemical methods and
pesticides will be utilized.




IPM practitioners will depend on current, comprehensive information on the pest and its
environment and the best available pest control methods. By applying IPM principals,
unacceptable levels of pest activity and damage will be prevented by the most
economical means while minimizing the risk to human health and the environment
associated with pesticide applications

The choice of using pesticides will be based on a review of all other ava-llNe options and

adamnmonlhnlhceoﬂm-v or have been d, in order to
imize the use of pesticides. Cost or staffing considerations alone will not be adequate
for the use of pesticides, and selected hemical pest

nuhodsmllbeumplmwudmmﬂewmdehdmmmol Itisthe
policy of the Montgomery County Public School District / Board of Education to utilize
lPMpnnupquomqepupopuhmndequdy The full range of pest control
alternatives, including no action, will be considered

When it is determined that a pesticide must be used in order to meet vital pest
mmempak,d\elaﬂhnmdompe&cdemllbeulead 'l'hupvhcamofmh
pesticides are subject to the Montgomery County Public School District/ Board of
Wm:pohcmmdpmwmmdlapplwkmm and local regulations

I yland Pesticide i Law and lati and the Federal
lmeqmda leude.wkodumtndem

Record Keeping

Rcaacfpmkuewmlbewuedwdnsdodbymlimpummn,or
centified applicator at the time of the pesticide application and will be maintained for 2
years. Records must be current and accurate In addition, pest surveillance data sheets
that record the number of pests or other indicators of pest populations are to be
maintained to verify the need for Pest control p including cultural
practices utilized on school grounds, will be tracked Documentation of communications
10 students and staff regarding IPM and pesticide use will be maintained by the contact
person.

Pesticide Purchase and Storage

Pesticide will be limited to the amount authorized for use during the year

Pesticides will be stored and disposed of in accordance with the EPA- registered label

dmnomnndunuenluwm mmmbeuadmnwme secure site
ible to students or

Pesticide Applications

Pesticides may be used after it is ined that ic options are

have been exhausted. mhnhuudmpeamdemllbewlendwd:nuhodm
time of application will be based on the goal to minimize the potential for exposure of
students, and staff to the pesticide. Pesticide applications made on school property will
beconduaedbyanmdmd\ulmnﬁedulpeumrdapphmomrby-wd
employee working under the supervision of a certified must be
trained in the principals and practices of [PM and the use of pesticides. They must follow
state and federal pesticide regulations and label precautions and comply with the
Montgomery County Public Schools/ Board of Education’s [PM policy and plan

Education

Staff, students, pest managers, and the public will be educated about potential school pest
problems and the IPM policies and procedures to be used to achieve the desired pest
management objectives and will be informed of their role in meeting these objectives.

Program Evaluation

An annual review of the IPM system will be 1o di ine the of
the program and that program objectives have been achieved. This will include the
review of inspection reports, sanitation reports, and other records to establish current
conditions, progress of the program against pest problems and conditions, effectiveness
of action thresholds, and to identify problem areas in the IPM system that may need to be
modiﬁdofchan;ed Evalumon uauuulpnnonyouwmmemummnd
should include g of pest

densities of mrdemm-egmuuqunlny of the site after intervention takes place.
Often, the evaluation of pest control efforts to school landscapes may be done during the
next monitoring cycle, but in some situations special observations may be necessary to
assess the success of the pest control tactic.

Notification

The Montgomery County Public School District/ Board of Education will notify the
school staff, students, parents, and guardians prior to pesticide applications made in
school buildings or on School grounds in accordance with Maryland regulations. Notices
will be posted in designated areas at school and sent home to parents and guardians of
clementary school students and parents and guardians of middle and high school students
who wish to be informed in advance of pesticide applications and are on the pesticide
notification list
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INTRODUCTION

ides d is a very integrated and vital part of the Harford County Public
Sdnokedmonm Insuring that the occupants and outside users of our buildings and grounds
have a safe and pest free environment is our ultimate goal. This comprehensive operations manual is
pwthdwdsdnokdo&mwdﬂd:ywhhmﬁmofw “in-house”
process.

The, Gunyhlb&:Sdoo icides dep approach to controlling d
pest works in conjunction d Pest M: (IPM) principles. This manual is designed
wm&nnﬁmmm@nuvﬂuwmmum“mm
grounds of unwanted pest populations.

The ik has developed an IPM program for all schools and offices. Each
s:lnoluoﬂeeismneedwhwcqbymmmwmepmw
Tbmﬁlﬂﬂepummdﬁmbmh&ydmm Training in the safe and efficient
application of "general use” pesticides has been appr byd:Mnythep-mofwmn.

department. A more detailed & of their ibilities are di d in the "Laws and
Regulations” section of this manual.
/-/U{‘,‘f ool %J
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« Notification Of A Pesticide Appli In An Ek v, Middle and School -
Notification must be provided to each parent or guardian of an elementary student and to each BV
mmguﬁdaﬁmﬂumhpmm%_hﬁrmwapm

application. “/ﬁj( k—(z'%

* Notification Of A Pesticide Applicati ToScIIoolf‘ - Notification must be provided to
achplmnorgnrdimof 19 each puuuorgmdunandmﬂmmber ¢
onthepmiddenouﬁwion Priorto’a "Ws N

. Nmmumm provided to each b
mamofnm or guardian and staff member on N
the pesticide notification i pesticide application. S

. NMWASMSWM Nou&lnn(ama!%xlllﬁm)mube Q

15.6502,07 v T
’ provided at hn one week EE 1
on the pesticide notification kst vz of w;JJ ® aich %%,NL.,,-

P In-School Notlﬁntlo- Posted Skl or N For WQ ca - In-School
Notification prior to a pesticide i a sign or
m mmnhmmwmofhmwdaemﬂbmww
parents, guardians, students, and staff. mmwmmmmhlmum
nﬂenhpewddeq:pbmn

o In-School Notification: Posted Sign or Notice — For Use of Bait Station — In-School
Notification must be provided prior to the use of a bait station. The notice or sign must be posted
on the door of the room or primry entrance to the arca where the bait station is placedt The notice

B\) or sign must remain until the bait station is removed.
. o Outdoor Pesticides Application — Posting of Sign — When a pesticide application is made on
sd\oolgromds,lﬂg!mbepoaeduﬂ\emofmelpplmm The sign(s) are to be at the
primary access to the school property. Ifa spot lication is made, a sign may
bepoaedudehuuonmed:pmudsappbmmwum Thesgmmstmmmpoaed
for at least 48 hours following the application. $ep /sp 92 08" 1505 02.08C

15,05702,06P 15,0592 I

Mmmmmm)hwmm-m 1 sites are enclosed.

This i dlable to any individual upon "
For food handling locati h feterias, and home ics, a p ionary

mmmmdmmpphmmsm

Evaluation

Annually the [PM program will be evaluated system-wide. This is in addition to the techniques
ibed for on-going evaluation of current IPM practices at each location.
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CEHPAC IAQ & Schools Workgroup Report
March 17, 2023
NMQMMWWMMWWH!I&CMACMW
arious ways that CEHPAC
mhdmnmmdwhmmmmmhmm
outside of

We hay lot of | d “Summary of Findings," provided as the
Workgroup Status Report. This is in response to CEHPAC's ask of this Workgroup to review the
December 1, 2022 Maryland Department of Agriculture’s Joint Chairmen’s Report on IPM in
Schools Report, and provide our feedback. At our last meeting a vote was taken to send this
spreadsheet along to CEHPAC members, which the majority agreed it was important to do. I will
note that Kelly Love with the Maryland Department of Agriculture (MDA) does not agree that
this spreadsheet is a completely true account of what is happening in schools today. There is
The challenge that the
Workgroup had is that we can only go on what has been submitted through the over 500 pages of
MDA IPM in Schools Report.

Moving forward, there are some suggested ways that the CEHPAC may decide o respond.

. AmuwﬂanmeDhyshmwhhwmkwmheMDA]CRIPMh
of the 1997 School IPM

hw(le.lldm increase copacy ees for MDA c)

 The IAQ & Schools Workgroup h action needs
mwmmmmmwmcrwmmmmmw
approach forward. Examples of needed actions that have come up through the
Workgroup " 1PM School Coordinators)
include:

o Mdmmmmmmwdmmw
Law and need to support the School IPM Coordinators in their work to implement

practices.

Assisting MDA with updating the related content on their website.

&munnwlmmm-nw.-mm ulkMDAIPM
followed up

Jeed established with copy of that plan avalabl

o Considering I i is

not kept in a completed new structure. (This has been a problem with termites).

Encouraging all School Boards to make all IPM School Plans easily available to

the public.

oo

°

1AQ and SCHOOLS WORKGROUP STATUS REPORT for
2

Summary of Findings
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Veronika Carella

Health & Environmental Issues Advisor
Email: veronika.carella@mdcehc.org Phone: 410-489-5495

NGO websites
MD Children’s Environmental Health Coalition http://mdcehc.org/

Healthy Schools Network http://www.healthyschools.org/
Maryland Pesticide Education Network http://www.mdpestnet.org/
Beyond Pesticides https://beyondpesticides.or;

School IPM 2015/2020 Project https://www.northeastipm.org/working-groups/schools/membership/

https://www.northeastipm.org/schools/

http://ischoolpestmanager.org/

State Commissions websites
MD CEHPAC

https://msa.maryland.gov/msa/mdmanual/26excom/html/08childe.htm| and

https://phpa.health.maryland.gov/oehfp/eh/pages/children-environmental-health.aspx

MD Health in All Policies Working Group
https://msa.maryland.qov/msa/mdmanual/26excom/defunct/html|/20healinall.html




