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I. The meeting was called to order at 10:30 am.

II. The minutes from the meeting of December 10, 2008 were approved.
III. Reports/Discussion
A.  Compendium Volume 8 – Guidelines for Interpreting Pesticide Laws, 

Regulations, and Labeling – Roy Rutz, DPR
· Roy gave an update of the status of volumes 1 through 7.

· Volume 8 is a comprehensive policy interpretation manual; it was developed at the request of county and DPR field staff.  Originally this information was going to be included throughout the other volumes.
· The webpage link was emailed to CAC’s only; it should be distributed to deputies or whomever will be reviewing it.  It is recommended that CAC’s or others who have a long history in the PUE program also take an opportunity to review Volume 8.  A number of the interpretations have been rewritten, not with the intention of changing them but to reflect new questions that have arisen. 
B.  MITC Mitigation Measures – Lillian Kelly (for Linda O’Connell), DPR
· Suggested permit conditions for all methods of metam-sodium, metam potassium, and dazomet and the VOC regulations will be ready in May, 2009.
C.  Closed System Status Report – George Farnsworth, DPR
· Draft regulations are on hold due to a full rulemaking calendar and other work that needs to be done.  In the meantime, the USEPA standardized container requirements will go into effect in August, 2009 which may eliminate the need for any changes.  DPR is also collaborating with the UC to develop detailed training modules for closed systems;
· It was suggested that DPR consider certification of closed systems.

D.  Data Workgroup Update – Nan Gorder/Joe Marade
· Our working environment is “transparent”.  The data we generate are available to everyone who can use the data however they choose.  Part of the workgroup’s mission is to ensure that the data are being used in the correct context to tell the full story.
· This era of transparency favors programs that rigorously implement the Enforcement Response regulations.  It is recommended that counties work with their regional offices to make improvements as needed to meet this level.
· Joe Marade gave an update of the workgroup’s most recent meeting.  Observations included: what information do we need to collect; where do we have redundancies in our reporting; how can we clarify what we do and reduce ambiguity; review of our short and long term needs  It was noted that the PRAMR only presents numbers but does not fully describe the work that we are doing.
E.  Enforcement Response Regulation Subcommittee Update – Cliff Smith, DPR/Bill Gillette
· The subcommittee recently met.  Their goal is to recommend adjustments that will make the ERR more versatile while maintaining a rigorous enforcement program.  Two specific areas of focus are: 1) redefining class A, B, and C fine levels, i.e., creating unambiguous distinct criteria for each; and 2) broadening the scope of fine escalation to increase their effectiveness.
· The recommendations will be distributed to CAC’s for review and discussion in area group meetings in March and April.  The timeline is to have a rulemaking package prepared for next year.

F.  Structural Board Pre-construction Treatment – Cliff Smith, DPR
· Reduction of consumer fraud and regulatory oversight are two main goals.  
· The proposed program would include an NOI component operated by the structural board, available to CAC’s online or email delivery.  The NOI would require a 2 hour window for notification and a fee would be attached.  A completion notice would also be required.  

· Rulemaking or legislation will be required so the timeframe for implementation may be lengthy.
· CACASA was encouraged to participate in the process and it was noted that Bob Atkins was sending representatives to the pre-treat committee meetings.  After discussion, it was MSP that representatives from San Diego County were authorized to represent CACASA at structural pest control board pre-treatment meetings and this motion was forwarded to the Board of Directors for approval.

G.  Air Monitoring Network – John Sanders, DPR
· It was determined that it was premature to discuss the air monitoring network and follow up actions for the Parlier study.  However, the UC Davis study of the health of farm workers in Mendota was reviewed.  DPR will assist with air monitoring, specifically for residential uses of imidicloprid and permethrin.  The multi-year study will watch 400 families and sample approximately 100 homes.
H.  Recent Court Ruling on Water Applications and its Impact on Public Health Pest Control – John Sanders, DPR
· USEPA regulations had allowed pesticide applications to water without a Clean Water Act permit when the product was labeled for that use.  Recently, a court overturned those regulations.  In California, water boards were issuing permits before the ruling and seemingly, nothing has changed.  It was suggested that vector control agencies and others might limit liability by obtaining a permit from water board prior to making an application to surface water.

I.  Mill Assessment Residual Funding/Projects - Lynn Owen, DPR/Frank Carl

This item was held in executive session and one action item came out of the discussion.  It was MSP to accept the recommendation of the Mill Assessment committee, that is, a 2% COLA for the 2009 distribution and place the remaining balance of the mill in the trust fund and this motion was forwarded to the Board of Directors for approval.
 IV.
Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned by Chairman Bill Gillette at 11:40 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Bob Rolan
Secretary, PRAC

