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SACRAMENTO VALLEY 
         
Agricultural Commissioners and Sealers Association
      Alpine  Amador  Butte  Calaveras  Colusa  El Dorado  Glenn  Nevada

Placer  Sacramento  Solano  Sutter  Tuolumne  Yolo  Yuba
Minutes

Wednesday, September 6, 2006

9:30 am

Yuba County Department of Agriculture, Weights and Measures

915 8th Street, Suite 127

Marysville, CA  95901

(530) 749-5400

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Bill Stephans

El Dorado/Alpine (Chair)

Mike Boitano

Amador

Jerry Howard

Solano



Dennis Pooler
Yuba

Harry Krug

Colusa



Rick Landon

Yolo

Mary Mutz

Calaveras (Secretary)


Mark Quisenberry
Sutter

Mark Black

Glenn (Vice Chair)


Richard Price
Butte

Gary Caseri

Tuolumne

GUESTS PRESENT:

Jim Shattuck

DPR




Ralph Shields
DPR

Josh Huntsinger
Placer




Joseph Damiano
Nevada

Ed Williams

CDFA




Joe Karkoski

CVRWQCB

Margaret Wong
Central Valley RWQCB

Marshall Lee

DPR

Bill Croyle

CVRWQCB – ILP


Mark Rentz

DPR

Mary Egan

Mary Egan Consulting

Item 1
Call to Order


Bill Stephens called the meeting to order at approximately 9:30 am.
Item 2
Additional Agenda Items

A.
Pest Detection Program Evaluation – Jerry Howard

B. Audit Training – Jerry Howard

C. Roy Rutz:  Ag Use/Non-Ag Use Letter – Jerry Howard

D. Deputy Sealer Meetings – Dennis Pooler

E. High Risk Contracts – Richard Price

F. Plant Pest Ratings – Richard Price

G. Small Hive Beetle – Mark Black

H. Executive Director – Mark Quisenberry  

I. Report 10 – Harry Krug

Item 3
Approval of July 26, 2006 meeting minutes


It was M/S/P to accept the minutes of July 26, 2006.

Item 4
Correspondence

A. None

Item 5
Treasurer’s Report:  $1,187.28

Item 6
CACASA Issues
A. 2007 Area Group Meeting Schedule – Bill Stephans
It was MSP to change the meeting date to the second Thursday of the month, with an amendment that if the by-laws require a change, they shall be amended to reflect the change. 

January 11, 2007 – Sacramento

February - Interim

March 8 & 9, 2007 – Colusa

April 12, 2007 – Sacramento

May 10, 2007 – Woodland

June 21 & 22, 2007 – with the North (tentative)

July 25, 2007 – Sacramento (Wednesday)

August 8 & 9, 2007 - Interim

September 13, 2007 – Sutter

October 25, 2007 – Solano

December 13 & 14, 2007 - Amador

B. SVACASA December meeting date, December 6 (Sacramento) or December 14 (Monterey) – Bill Stephans

It was decided to keep the meeting scheduled for December 6, 2006 in Sacramento.  Bill Stephans will contact the chair of the Coast area group, Paul Matulich, and relay the decision of the Sac Valley to him.

C. Succession Planning – Mary Egan
Mary Egan is a private consultant working for Yuba County.  Ms. Egan gave a 30-minute presentation on Succession Planning:  “Workforce Planning Initiative and Alternatives”.  She has provided services to Yuba, Placer, and Marin Counties, to name a few.  In essence, her presentation described the dire picture of the worldwide workforce due to lack of enough qualified workers to fill the positions vacated when the baby boomers retire.  Even with good succession planning, positions will be vacant for longer periods of time and she envisions baby boomers being asked to stay in their positions longer with increases in benefits/salary to entice workers to stay in the workforce.  Employee supply will not equal demand.

D. Letters of support for Ag Waiver extension – Rick Landon

The Sacramento Valley Water Quality Coalition would like the SVACASA to send a letter of support to Robert Schneider, the Regional Board Chair, stating we support the five year extension of the waiver.  

It was MSP to send a letter to Robert Schneider, Chair of the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, from the group and also from individual commissioners, stating that we support the five-year extension of the waivers.   
E. Joe Karkoski Presentation – Joe Karkoski 

Status of Central Valley Regional Board’s Pesticide Basin Plan Amendments

Potential 303(d) List Changes

· Removal of diazinon for the Sacramento and Feather Rivers and Sutter Bypass.

· Addition of diazinon for the Main Drain and Wadsworth Canal.  Addition of chlorpyrifos for the Feather River.

· Pyrethroids added this year to several San Joaquin River tributaries.

· Did not include data collected through Irrigated Lands Program.

Sacramento/Feather River diazinon

· Basin Plan Amendment adopted by RB in October 2003, approved by EPA in August 2004.

· Diazinon runoff management plan submitted by Sacramento Valley coalition in 2005 and approved by the Regional Board Executive Officer early 2006.

· 2/3 of past diazinon users responded to coalition survey and Ag Commissioner follow-up.  What about other 1/3?  Not clear whether the 1/3 non-respondents are coalition members.

· Coalition conducted monitoring required by Basin Plan Amendment.

· Revisions to diazinon water quality objectives being considered per court order (new Basin Plan Amendment to Regional Board by June 2007).  Will also include chlorpyrifos objectives.

Delta diazinon/chlorpyrifos

· Adopted by the Regional Board in June 2006.

· State Board consideration likely in January / February 2007. 

· Addresses joint toxicity of diazinon and chlorpyrifos.

· Mostly local, within Delta sources, but Sacramento Valley contributes diazinon and chlorpyrifos loads.

Central Valley Pesticide Basin Plan Amendment

· Pesticides that could have impact in water column or sediment will be addressed.  Focus is on natural streams below major reservoirs.

· Scoping meetings resulted in some changes to approach.  Will review potential use of biocriteria and weight of evidence approach.

· UC Davis researchers have completed two reports associated with developing pesticide water quality criteria – 1) an overview of world wide methods for deriving water quality criteria; and 2) a proposed new method for deriving criteria with chlorpyrifos as an example.  The second report is under peer review.

· Reports on the relative-risk of pesticides used in the Central Valley and aquatic life uses are still under development.

· A public meeting to discuss the status of the Amendment will be held on October 4th at the Ag Center in Modesto.

Implementation Issues

· Amendments that have been adopted and approved must now be implemented.

· Lead responsibility for working with irrigated lands dischargers to implement new Basin Plan provisions will shift to Irrigated Lands program.

· Integrate any new Basin Plan requirements into the existing conditional waiver framework and other future regulatory framework like a General Order or grower specific Conditional Waiver or Waste Discharge Requirements.

· For example, new TMDL/Basin Plan monitoring will be integrated into Coalition monitoring efforts.  Management plans will be developed to address conditional waiver(s) and Basin Plan provisions.

· Will also need to address pesticides that are identified as causing toxicity (e.g. pyrethroids).

· RB will work with DPR and municipalities to address pesticides in storm water.

· DPR has adopted new dormant spray regulations that are now in effect.  How much emphasis will DPR and the Sacramento Valley Agricultural Commissioners put on outreach and compliance efforts for the new regulations?

· What will the ongoing role be of the Sacramento Valley Agricultural Commissioners in addressing water quality issues?

Butte County will increase their outreach this fall, addressing best management practices and programs.

Coalitions are doing outreach, cooperative extension is putting on field trials.

Yuba County reviewed the new diazinon label.  They will focus their field inspections to applications close to water.

Marshall Lee presentation

Dormant Spray Regulations

· Effective August 17, 2006

Diazinon Reevaluation

· Reevaluation notice issued in February, 2003.  (See notice for specific instructions [http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/canot/ca2003-2.pdf])

· Rationale:  Diazinon in Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley waterbodies exceeded DFG water quality criteria, particularly during the dormant season.

· Registrants of diazinon dormant sprays are required to:

· Identify the processes by which products are contributing to detections of diazinon in surface water at levels that exceed DFG’s water quality criteria.

· Identify mitigation strategies that will reduce or eliminate diazinon residues in surface water.

· To help mitigate off-site movement of diazinon residues, registrants developed supplemental labeling for dormant spray diazinon products.  Directions include various prohibitions aimed at managing drift and limiting runoff from application sites.  Almost all diazinon dormant sprays labels now have new directions.

· Registrants proposed field studies to demonstrate the effectiveness of management practices.  DPR staff are expecting study reports on the effect of:

· The effect of Smart Sprayers on diazinon runoff from treated orchards

· How directing perimeter passes of air blast sprayers effect off-target drift.  (Off-target deposition onto roads, canal berms, etc. may contribute considerably to runoff loads.)

Chlorpyrifos Reevaluation

· Reevaluation notice issued in March 2004.  (See notice for specific instructions [http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/canot/ca2004-4.pdf])

· Rationale:  Reductions in chlorpyrifos loading—during both the dormant season and the irrigation season—were needed to meet the proposed TMDL target values, which were based on DFG water quality criteria. Therefore, DPR placed all agricultural use products containing chlorpyrifos into reevaluation.

· Chlorpyrifos registrants are required to

· Identify the processes by which chlorpyrifos pesticide products are contributing to detections of chlorpyrifos in surface water at levels that exceed DFG’s water quality criteria.

· Identify mitigation strategies that have been shown to reduce or eliminate chlorpyrifos residues in surface water in scientifically valid studies.

· The basic manufacturer responded with an assessment of the modes of transport of chlorpyrifos residues to surface water and proposed label amendments with mitigation measures.  DPR staff agreed with the assessment and requested monitoring data verifying the effectiveness of mitigation measures.  DPR should receive the basic manufacturer’s draft monitoring plan soon.

Pyrethroids Reevaluation

· Reevaluation notice issued on August 31,2006.  (See notice for specific instructions [http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/canot/2006/ca2006-13.pdf])

· Rationale:  Significant toxicity to sediment-dwelling invertebrates was observed at numerous agricultural and urban sites in California. There was a high correlation between concentrations of pyrethroids and observed toxicity. Findings further indicate that the unique physical, chemical, and toxicological properties of the pyrethroid class of chemicals contribute to their propensity to accumulate in sediment at toxic levels. 

· The reevaluation addressed three classes of pyrethroids

· Group 1:  first generation pyrethroids, photosensitive, typically used indoors and around structures.

· Group 2:  second generation pyrethroids, more persistent, wide agricultural and urban uses, not previously monitored for.

· Group 3:  second generation pyrethroids, more persistent, wide agricultural and urban uses,more persistent, detected in sediment.

· The reevaluation does not address:  pyrethrins, pyrethroids in pressurized containers, pyrethroids impregnated into another material, pyrethroids labeled solely for manufacturer use.

· Data requirements

· Group 1:  Environmental fate data, which may include water solubility, octanol/water partition coefficient, soil adsorption coefficient, hydrolysis, photolysis, and/or aerobic and anaerobic half-life (metabolism) studies.

· Group 2:  Sediment data, which include aerobic and anaerobic aquatic California sediment half-life (metabolism) studies, sediment acute and chronic toxicity studies on Chironomus tentans and Hyallela azteca, sediment analytical methods, and monitoring in areas appropriate to use patterns.

· Group 3:  Environmental fate data, sediment data, and data/information relating to the reduction or elimination of offsite movement of pyrethroid residues. These studies may include aerobic and anaerobic aquatic California sediment half-life (metabolism) studies, sediment acute and chronic toxicity studies on Chironomus tentans and Hyallela azteca, sediment analytical methods, and monitoring in areas appropriate to certain use patterns.

· Status:  Registrants have 60 days to respond and describe how they intent to comply with data requirements.  Data requirements vary, depending on the active ingredient(s) in each product. 

Mark Rentz expressed the need for ag commissioners to help undertake the project, because our assistance and local knowledge are needed to make the project successful..

F. Weed Management Area Funding – Mark Black

Where are we with the funding?  Mike Boitano said that additional $1 million from the Governor is not coming through for this year’s funding.  The subcommittee met with CDFA last Monday, and CDFA agreed that the Weed & Vertebrate Committee chair, or designated appointee, would sit on the advisory committee.  CDFA will be making final determinations on who gets the money and how it gets out, not the oversight committee.  CDFA would like the ag commissioners in counties with WMAs to work with the WMAs to submit one proposal which should include how the funding will be distributed in the proposal.  If necessary, counties can submit a separate proposal as a county, but CDFA really does not want to see it done that way.  Don’t know when CDFA will ask for proposals, maybe by the end of the month.  To streamline the process, it is anticipated the format will be short and concise and will contain just what you’ll do and how much it will cost.  CDFA wants to work on a calendar year.  It was determined that there are not many WMAs that can stand alone without the commissioners’ office.

G. Red Rice Issue – Mark Black

Mark Black is the CACASA representative on the Red Rice Task Force/Working Group which met with CDFA via conference calls.  The group agreed that several steps should be in place which includes more education, surveys and a letter to growers.  CDFA thought the quickest way to control red rice is through local ordinances, not legislation.  There is red rice in Colusa and Glenn Counties.  Most of the rice planted has not been surveyed this year and the seed usually used to plant new paddies is not certified.  Since it is so late in the season, surveys will probably be conducted next year.  At this time, it is uncertain if industry would support a quarantine.

H. Long range planning committee report – Jerry Howard

The Long Range Planning Committee met the day before the interim.  They discussed many issues such as:

· How to promote our offices so that the general public understands the career opportunities that are available.  

· Are there any colleges that would be interested in offering the old ag commissioner curriculum?  

· Redo the survey Ed Meyer did a few years ago regarding retirement of current employees (Succession Planning). 

· Discussed San Francisco and Humboldt issues with John Dyer and how the 4-year appointment relates to general law counties vs. charter counties.  

· Mentoring program of new commissioners was discussed.  

· More work with CASAP and the Assistant Conference to talk about the appointment process, negotiating your salary, all things that should be discussed before you accept the position.  Jerry will e-mail the Sac Valley members a sample contract that contains important information you should consider prior to accepting an appointment.

Harry would like to see some research behind the law that states the Director shall appoint a commissioner.  John Dyer wrote a letter to San Francisco County stating they had 60 days to fill the position.    

I. Sulfuric Acid as a fertilizer – Jerry Howard
In Fresno, there was an incident when a grower applied sulfuric acid as a fertilizer to a field adjacent to a vineyard that was being harvested.  35 fieldworkers in the vineyard became ill and refused to go back to the vineyard.  Since the sulfuric acid was used as a fertilizer, many agencies, including ag, did not have jurisdiction.  Senator Flores became immediately involved. Jerry Prieto felt he needed to move quickly so more onerous legislation would not be proposed.  Since no agency seemed to have jurisdiction over incidences such as this, Jerry’s idea was to have highly toxic fertilizers classified as restricted materials.  There was a conference call last week.  John Dyer believes he found existing law that allows him to take action against the manufacturer, who was also the applicator.  For future problems where fertilizers are a problem, long-range plans should be developed to regulate these types of fertilizer applications.  CDFA currently does not have anyone that can do these investigations.  The local Environmental Health could have evacuated the area, but all of the affected workers had already left the vineyard.  OSHA had no involvement with the incident because there was no death.  

J. Audit Training – Jerry Howard

The training that CDFA gave was well received by the attendees.  If the source of funding CDFA contracts or grants was from the Federal government then the funding must be able to be traced so we can report that to our auditors.  

It was MSP to recommend to the Board of Directors that CACASA requests CDFA to identify any and all sources of federal funds included in any of our standard state agreements, and information on where restrictions on the use of those funds can be located, along with any specific reporting requirements or parameters on the use of those funds. 
K. Deputy Sealer Meetings – Dennis Pooler

Deputy Ag meetings were restricted to central locations, but it appears that the Deputy Sealer group was never notified about holding their meetings at a central location as well.  Gary wrote the letter to the Deputy Ag group years ago, which he thinks he still has a copy.  He will re-send to Bill Stepahns for distribution to both the Deputy Ag and Deputy Sealer groups.

L. High Risk Contracts – Richard Price

All High Risk Contracts are out to the five or so counties.  $3 million did not go very far with $1.4 million going to San Diego.  Contracts should be now be finalized.

M. Plant Pest Ratings – Richard Price

There are two major issues, switchgrass and weediness in nursery situations.  With regards to switchgrass, there is a political connection with someone that wants to raise switchgrass for biofuel in California.  

The nursery regulations will be restructured soon.

Let Richard know if you have any comments on the pest ratings.

N. Small Hive Beetle – Mark Black

Counties are doing surveys now.  Sacramento County found some Small Hive Beetle.  $500 is available to complete the survey.  Glenn County has completed their survey.   Colusa, Sutter, Tehama, Shasta, Yolo, Butte are doing surveys.

If you are involved with RIFA – Report 4A needs to be submitted.

O. Executive Director – Mark Quisenberry  

The contract for Executive Director was awarded to Dan Webb & Associates.  Dan was working on AB 1059; however the bill is on hold and will be re-submitted in next year’s legislative session.  We need to determine where we go from here since 1059 did not pass.  Should we be concentrating on the business arm of CACASA with Dan’s services?  It was the consensus of the group that the longer we let this go, the further behind we get as an association.  

It was MSP that we request President Prieto to call the Board of Directors to discuss our options with respect to the Executive Director position, meet with Dan, and report back to the association at the winter conference.
Item 7
CDFA Issues
A. CDFA Report – Ed Williams

· Small Farm Conference – March 4 – 6:  they are asking for input to the agenda.  This may be a time for us to sell the ag commissioner system and get on the agenda.

· Annual financial statements are due October 30.

· NASS reports $31.8 billion for the 2005 annual crop report in California.

· Secretary Conference November 6 – 9:  Secretary Kawamura shows a strong desire to have more involvement with the Winter Conference.  He wants to participate more, and be more involved in what we do.

· Doing a survey of electronic submission of monthly reports.  Submit survey by September 12.

· Many personnel changes have occurred recently at CDFA.

· Discussion regarding differences in FSA opinions with heat related losses.  Please submit your Reports of Loss immediately.  Also, submit heat loss information to the Farm Bureau, Attention Laurel O’Leary.  Fax 916-561-5693.

· Fruit flies have been showing up recently.  New quarantine in San Bernardino due to mated female find.  Diaprepes post cards have been mailed to various counties.  CDFA requests that if a county receives calls regarding possible infestations, to please forward them to CDFA for tracking purposes.

· High-risk pest exclusion contracts have been finalized.  Four Sacramento Valley Counties will receive some funding.

· Draft comment packages are available that were developed after the four farm bill listening sessions.

· Avian Influenza tabletop session in October in Fresno through California Homeland Security.

B. Organic locations in other than registered county – Rick Landon
When there was mosquito spraying in Davis, Yolo County determined there were organic growers who were registered in other counties, but had growing grounds in Yolo County.  Since this was the case, Yolo County did not know about the locations.  Ray Green was not in a position to make a response.  

It was MSP to place an item on the Standardization Committee Agenda for the Winter Conference, the need for a notification system to other counties when an organic grower registers in one county, but also has growing grounds in another county(s). 

C. Glassy winged sharpshooter contracts – Mike Boitano

Amador County had their GWSS contract funding reduced but included additional workloads due to the opening of a Lowes.  All contracts are getting cut and we need COLAs to help us do the work.  It was stated that there may be a minimal amount of additional funding available if there is a critical need over and above the 2005/2006 workload.

D. Seed contract – Mark Black

The current contracts contained language that allowed reimbursement of inspector training costs when they attended official seed inspection training workshops.  These training cost reimbursements are taken directly from the inspection reimbursement fund which has the net effect of reducing available funding for inspections and sampling.  We must work to remove this language from the contract.

E. Pest Detection Program Evaluation – Jerry Howard

The goal of communication with CDFA is to be paperless.  Solano County’s Pest Detection Program was evaluated in June 2006.  They never received the written evaluation however; they were told that another evaluation was scheduled to see how the county had implemented the recommended changes identified in the June evaluation.  CDFA mailed the evaluation by US mail as a hard copy which Solano never received.  Since it has been stated in the past by CDFA that their goal for communication with CDFA is to be paperless, why does detection insist on the antiquated hard copy being sent in the mail, and not electronically?  Ed will talk to the program managers.

F. Report 10 – Harry Krug

Harry received a call from Los Angeles County looking for an original Report 10 - Apiary, because LA was told they were required to submit Report 10 again.  Ed Williams stated if you send the report in, CDFA keeps the data.  However, we are not required to submit it.  It is necessary for Counties to complete the Report 10 for their Annual Financial Statement Records.
Item 8
DMS Issues
A. DMS Report 

A survey will be e-mailed to all sealers regarding the various weights and measures computer programs being used.

B. Scanner Ordinance – Joe Damiano

Joe questioned who had scanner ordinances and how one was able to successfully get the ordinance in place.  One aspect is you must show the need for the ordinance, and it may be more difficult if you use the price verification procedure required in AB 889.  The way the AB 889 was written did not require a county to follow the more strict sampling methods unless the county had an ordinance in place.  Since this is the case, you may survey sale items only which should show errors.  Armed with this information, you may be able to show a need for a scanner ordinance to your Board of Supervisors.  Butte, Yolo, and Sacramento have a scanner ordinance in effect.

C. Crane training – Mike Boitano

Amador County has arranged for crane operator safety training in Sacramento County on September 28, 2006.  It is free.  Contact Barry Clark at 209-223-6381.

Item 9
CDPR Issues 

A. DPR Report

· Botran and Sulfur incident in Kern County last week.

· Monthly report e-mailed on September 5, 2006.

· Bills that passed

· AB 2865 – day care bill 

· AB 887 - trapping bill

· SB 1379 - biomonitoring bill

· AB 2927 - public records act PAY ATTENTION TO THIS ONE

· Waiting for Governor to decide to sign

· Toll free number is going forward

· Glove cards were distributed

· Marshall Lee’s staff is sampling marinas for copper throughout California

· Study sessions for orals is in monthly report

· $74,000 pilot project for Kern County is still pending.

· CDF&G will be recruiting for a biologist position because Bob Hosea is leaving.  Call district people for assistance.

B. Status of closed mixing/loading system review – Harry Krug

Discussion began at Interim.  Chuck Andrews stated they would do a survey.  What is status?  DPR has been in contact with Monterey and Imperial to meet with growers and industry.  Chuck will provide an update at the Winter Conference.  Meetings are set with industry for October and November.

C. NOPA transmittal for posting on DPR’s web – Harry Krug

This is tied into the Deming letter.  Harry was cc’d on a letter Deming sent to Director Warmerdam.  First, Deming sent letters to several counties requesting copies of our NOPAs.  Harry’s bill for copy fees was $35, but Deming only wanted to send $10 because Deming said $10 was reasonable.  Some counties attempted to shield the release of the NOPAs until the case was closed.  Eventually, Director Warmerdam received a letter from Deming stating that Colusa County has exorbitant fees, other county fees are less, and some counties sent the NOPAs for free.  Ralph Shields stated that when you send out the NOPA, it is public information.  Visit Deming’s website regarding continuing education at http://www.lrardd.net/continuinged/index.html.  DPR has not approved continuing education classes by him.  You can find his homepage at   www.lrardd.net.  (LRARDD.net)

D. SVACASA Residual Mill Proposal – Mark Quisenberry

If you wish to make changes to the Mark’s proposal for a regional hearing officer, please submit them to Mark ASAP because the deadline has been extended.  Mark based the funding request amount on the contract DPR had with Jerry Benincasa. John Donahue is somewhat interested if there was a pool of hearing officers, not just him alone.  The San Joaquin area group has also submitted a similar proposal.  

E. Propanil – process to amend regulation to expand acreage – Harry Krug

This is currently not in the rulemaking package schedule.  The limit in Colusa County by air is leading to drift because the ground rigs are applying Propanil when the ground is so dry.

F. GF 120 for Olive Fruit Fly control – Mark Black

Olives are now on the label for GF120, section 3 labeling.  No more Section 18.

G. Ag GIS Program update – Mark Black 

There have been many meetings including Larry Wasson.  Mark reviewed handouts (attached), beginning with the Flowchart.  The “milestones” handout contains the estimated dates starting and completion, as well as the estimated costs for each phase.  The project is separated into seven phases with the counties identified in Phase I and II because they already have version 2 which should facilitate completing the work.  The entire program should be completed statewide by May 2008.  DPR’s feeling is that this is a commissioner program, and it is the commissioners’ responsibility to maintain the program and develop it.  Mark is putting together an additional proposal to fund the current shortfall for the program which is approximately $111,000.  The estimated Grand Total for the project is $411,222, and there is only $300,000 currently available.

H. Annual structural training topics and audience – Jerry Howard

Because no structural training was offered last year, we believe it is appropriate to provide training for all levels of CAC staff either for the entire training or by having one day for “novice” staff and one day for “veteran” staff as has been done in the past. 
Suggested topics include: 
1). Focus on most frequent structural violations (review last 2 years of SCP’s to determine top 3-5 most frequently encountered violations. 
2). How to conduct Pre-Construction termiticide inspections. 
3). How to conduct Structural Headquarters Inspections including use of appropriate inspection forms. 
4). Review and understanding the differences in PPE requirements for fumigations vs. Branch 2 applications. 
5). Basic Structural Training for new or new to structural pest control inspections staff.

I. Roy Rutz:  Ag Use/Non-Ag Use Letter – Jerry Howard

Complements to Roy for writing such a clear letter defining Ag and Non-ag use.  This letter has been needed for a very long time.

Item 10
Executive Session

A. San Francisco and Humboldt Counties update – Jerry Howard

Item 11
Next Meeting:
October 19, 2006






Solano County

Item 12 
Next Meeting Agenda Items:
Farm Labor Contractor Requirements, Lupe Ramirez – 10:00

Item 13
Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:03PM. 
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