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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, March 1, 2006

1:00 pm – 5:00 pm

Thursday, March 2, 2006

8:00 am - Noon

Best Western Sonora Oaks

19551 Hess Avenue

Sonora, CA 95370

800-532-1944

Members Present:

Harry Krug, Vice-Chair, Colusa

Bill Stephans, Secretary, El Dorado/Alpine

Mary Mutz, Calaveras



Mark Black, Glenn

Richard Price, Butte



Dennis Pooler, Yuba

Frank Carl, Sacramento


Mark Quisenberry, Sutter (Wednesday only)

Jerry Howard, Solano 


Paul Boch, Nevada

Gary Caseri, Tuolumne

Guests Present:

Jim Shattuck, County Liaison, DPR

Ed Williams, County Liaison, CDFA


Item 1
The meeting was called to order at 1:03PM by Vice-Chair Krug
Item 2
Additional Agenda Items

A. Pesticide Enforcement Training – Frank Carl

B. New Proposed Doctor’s Illness Report – Jerry Howard

C. AB 2297 (Ruskin) Pest Prevention – Jerry Howard

D. AB 2110 (Hancock) Animal cruelty: dogs: field coursing – Jerry Howard
E. SB 1229 (Florez) – Jim Shattuck

F. Phytosanitary Certificate Issuance and Tracking Program – Dennis Pooler

G. ACTION Newsletter – Dennis Pooler

Item 3
M/S/P to approve the December 8 & 9, 2005 Combined Coast/Sac Valley Meeting Minutes with one correction – Under Item IX. D, Yuba County has not and will not be adopting and scanner fees.  


M/S/P to approve the January 4, 2006 Sac Valley Meeting Minutes.

Item 4
Correspondence (Discussed Wednesday)

A. Mailed Sympathy Card to Jerry Prieto

B. Mailed Sympathy Card to Dick Nutter

Item 5
Treasurer’s Report (Discussed Wednesday)


The SVACASA has $952.24 in the checking account.
Item 6
CACASA Issues

A. CACASA Officer Nominations – J. Howard
The Sac Valley recommends the following nominations, if the individuals identified would be willing to serve:


President – Jerry Prieto


President Elect – Earl McPhail or Greg Van Wassenhove


VP Ag – Scott Hudson or Steve Birdsall


VP W&M – Mary Pfieffer


Secretary – Ed Meyer

B. Select Sac Valley Board of Director Members - J. Howard (Discussed Wednesday)
M/S/P to appoint Gary Caseri for a one year term and Bill Stephans to a two year term to the Board of Directors.


C. Appoint a Sac Valley Nominating Committee for Sac Valley Officers (report and election at April Meeting) - J. Howard
On Wednesday, March 1, 2006, M/S/P that the Nominating Committee, consisting of Jerry Howard, Harry Krug and Richard Price, convene a brief meeting this evening and report back to the Sac Valley tomorrow with recommendations.

On Thursday, March 2, 2006, M/S/P to support the Sac Valley Nominating Committee recommendation of Bill Stephans as Chair; Mark Black as Vice-Chair and Mary Mutz as Secretary.

D. Sac Valley Committee Assignments for 06/07 - Jerry Howard
(2) Jerry Howard – Leg; PRAC

(1) Harry Krug - PRAC 

(2) Richard Price – Pest Prevention; Leg

(2) Frank Carl – Leg; PRAC

(2) Paul Boch – S&T; Bio Control

(2) Dennis Pooler – Natural Resources; Food Safety

(2) Mark Quisenberry – Nursery; Pest Prevention

(2) Bill Stephans – L&R; Leg

(2) Gary Caseri – Weed & Vert; Personnel Standards

(2) Mark Black – Nursery; Standardization

(2) Mary Mutz – Personnel Standards; Bio Control

(2) Christine Turner – Food Safety; S&T

(2) Rick Landon – Natural Resources; Standardization

(2) Mike Boitano – Weed & Vert; L&R

E. Butte-Glenn County Irrigated Lands Pilot Project Update – Richard Price (Discussed Wednesday)

Butte County is currently in the process of educating the regional board staff concerning our processes, the pesticide permit systems, how we perform inspections, etc.  Margaret Wong has been striving to understand our processes and has also gone out into the field to observe inspections.  Growers have volunteered to be part of the program.  Butte is validating some of the monitoring sites.  They are in the process of updating maps and putting together more extensive mapping systems to validate drainages to help make the permits more protective of the environment.  Butte has requested to amend the contracts to extend them for another year to June 2007.   It specifically states in the contract that Butte and Glenn counties will not do any enforcement.  Communication is critical to the success of the program.  An update will be given at the Spring Conference.  The coalition has been sampling for storm events. There is a four county MOU which includes Butte, Glenn, Colusa and Tehama.

F. HR 4049 Update – Richard Price (Discussed Wednesday)

Solano County is sending a delegation to Washington on March 7-10, 2006 for NaCO.  According Greg Van Wassenhove, Pombo has requested a hearing before the House Committee on Agriculture.  The hearing has not yet been set.  USDA was asked to comment on the bill.  Greg and AG attended the NASDA meeting a few weeks ago.  Support for 4049 was not given specifically but it was given for the concept of a national early pest detection program.  It was pushed by Florida and Ohio as well as AG.  The concern being that many of the states do not have early pest detection programs so that there is no state match (50-50).  The way the bill is currently written, it would require those states to pay for something they currently are not paying for.  With this in the bill, it earmarks it as a California bill.  They will be talking to Pombo about a way to amend the bill to address these concerns while keeping the issues alive and moving forward.  NASDA was asked to identify alternative distributions of funding.  They analyzed basing the distribution by number of acres of prime ag land; by the number of tourists and by basing it on freight – air and sea.  California would benefit more by basing it on freight or tourism rather than prime ag land.  The delegation is scheduled to go to Washington on March 7-10 with Mark Quisenberry representing the Sac Valley.  The list of co-sponsors has not changed.  Pombo will be here for the Farm Bill hearing in Stockton on March 3rd. A funding request has been put together for an additional $1.65 million for county pest detection augmentation for the coming year.  That would put us up to a total of $3 million in federal funds from our federal lobby effort.

G. Sac Valley Representation on Long Range Planning – Rick Landon (Discussed Wednesday)

Under the currently adopted process, this does not have to be a Board member. 

M/S/P for Gary Caseri to represent the Sac Valley on the Long Range Planning Committee for one year. 

H. Weed Free Forage MOU Update – Mike Boitano

This item was not discussed.

I. 125th Anniversary Discussion – Mark Black (Discussed Wednesday)

The press will be at the opening roll call.  AG will not be in attendance.  Some area groups have discussed having their own shirts for the 125th anniversary celebration.  The deadline is the first week in April.  The Sac Valley has chosen long sleeve denim shirts.

M/S/P to increase the Sac Valley dues b $25.00 for a total of $75.00 per year.

M/S/P to use the $25.00 increase in dues to pay for the denim shirts.

A special 22 ounce bottle beer will also be available for $5.00 to commemorate the anniversary.  Hats will be available. Pad folios will also be included in the gift bags. Ed Williams stated that he is still collecting county “seals for gas pumps” and photographs of staff for the anniversary celebration.

J. Sac Valley Washington DC Delegate – Jerry Howard

Greg Van Wassenhove would like the Association to have a federal presence in Washington DC.  He has set up a meeting with a lobbying firm, Cansler, Venosdel and Associates; Paul Venosdel is going to be in Sacramento on March 13th and 14th.  Frank Carl and Richard Price may be able to meet with him. 

K. N. Sac Valley Watershed/Aquatic Weeds - Mark Quisenberry
This item was removed from the agenda by Mark Quisenberry but was somewhat discussed under Item 6L. -  Governor’s Infrastructure Bond.

L. Governor's Infrastructure Bond/Sen. Aanestad – Mark Quisenberry (Discussed Wednesday)
The legislative platforms for this bond are SB 1166 and AB 1839 which mirror each other.  The governor has asked Senator Aanestad to carry SB 1166 for him.  The way the bill is currently packaged will require lots of changes since there are many areas of the bill that have been identified as a problem.  The bill/bond may give us an opportunity to relax CEQA and EIR requirements that could potentially give us additional opportunities to address aquatic weed issues in our counties such as NPDES permits.  The Solano legislative advocate gave a presentation to the Board of Supervisors in which he said that if a bill is coming out for the June ballot that it had to be out by March 10th.  His impression was that it will have a hard time making it out of both houses because both sides are so far apart.

M. Licensing State Employees White Paper – Gary Caseri (Discussed Wednesday)
For clarification regarding the motion that came out of the Sac Valley, the area group is not in favor of the proposal to license state employees when they reach certain positions. This proposal by San Diego appears to be a band aid approach to a much larger issue. The issue was brought forward to try to address the concerns regarding the perception that there is a lack of qualified, available candidates for inspector/deputy positions by offering licenses to state personnel.  This sort of scheme could open other doors that have unanticipated consequences.  Historically speaking, there has not been a large influx of state personnel into the county systems.  Another issue with this proposal is the fairness to individuals that have taken all of the exams to be promoted while they were working in the county or in other areas.  We should try to address this perceived shortfall in other ways rather than giving licenses to state employees.  It was the sentiment of the group that we have been remiss in how we get the word out about our Association.  UC Davis has job fairs at least three times a year, which cost $100 per booth.  Solano County was not able to participate in the fair because of such short notice.  Napa College also has job fairs.  Glenn and Butte counties have participated together in a job fair at Chico State.  Many potential candidates are made aware of job openings through the county web pages.  Many of the sites are inadequate. The discussion should be regarding the pool of candidates issue addressed through the white paper.  Some other area groups have considered doing a challenge exam that is available to everyone.  This concept was not supported.  The fundamental issue of increasing our pool of candidates should be given to the Long Range Planning Committee for discussion and action.

N. AG Day at the Capitol – March 29, 2006 – Mark Quisenberry (Discussed Wednesday)

This is an excellent time to team up with our newer members to meet and greet with our legislators.  We are working with the governor’s office for a proclamation for the 125th anniversary celebration.  The Assembly concurrent resolution should be ready at that time.  Barbara Matthews or AG may present the resolution.  CDFA has been working with the State Ag Board to present a resolution. CDFA has also been working on a 125th anniversary resolution from the governor’s office.  The concurrent resolution could be presented at San Luis Obispo to the entire Association.  Nancy Lungren is the best person to coordinate our efforts with CDFA.

O. Rice Straw Burn Certification Program – Richard Price (Discussed Wednesday)
It has been three years since the adoption of the new rice straw burn certifications in Butte County and at that time they did a validation/certification and checked for the presence of diseases in the field.  Essentially the rice growers were able to burn up to 25% of their fields based on the Ag Commissioners verification.  This was a baseline for the certification program.  The issue now is how do they do the certifications?  Colusa performs cursory sampling; Glenn certified last year so they do not have to sample this year.  Colusa Ag is the only ag office that charges a fee per burned acre (50 cents).  Colusa, Butte and Glenn are charging for the sampling program.

P. FedX Ground Inspections – Paul Boch  (Discussed Wednesday)
One of Nevada County’s inspectors has received a package of plant material delivered to him by FedX Ground.  They are also having problems with the regular FedX because they are not holding plant material for inspection.  

M/S/P to recommend to CDFA that they again complete a test package shipment program through all of the ground package shipment companies. 

This item will be placed on the April agenda for further discussion. 

Q. UPS/FEDX Deliveries from Reno – Paul Boch (Discussed Wednesday)
The MOU with FedX and UPS is no longer being enforced with inspections at the border station with packages coming into California from Nevada/Reno.  Plant material is not being inspected.  Gary Leslie is the contact to address this issue in CDFA.  The MOU has not been updated in a number of years, probably since 1998 or 1999.  

R. Letter from the California Alfalfa & Forage Association – Mark Black (Discussed Wednesday)
Many counties received a letter from the California Alfalfa & Forage Association requesting free information concerning alfalfa and forage growers in the counties.  Some members responded by sending the requested information free while others charged as if it was a Public Records Act request.

S. Request for Ag Commissioner Support/Signature for WMA Funding – Bill Stephans (Discussed Wednesday)

A bill has been introduced by Assemblyman Villines, AB 2479, which has $2.5 million in new funding for WMA’s.  Copies of the legislation were handed out.  Cal-IPC will probably survey counties in the south, coast, central and north to identify the various signatories to the WMA MOUs.  

M/S/P to recommend to the CACASA Legislative Committee to take a support position on AB 2479.

Item 7
CDFA Issues

A. CDFA Report – E. Williams (Discussed Thursday)

Because of an expected increased workload in weights and measures, a DMS notice went out February 9, 2006 for certification of new thermometers.  This was not for recertification of already certified equipment.  The recertification will still be performed at the Winter Conference.   

There is a town hall meeting scheduled in Napa on March 14 from 3-5:00 for Ag Flood Recovery.  There will be resource agencies in attendance for ag damage recovery.  There is a new guarantee loan program at the state level from the Business, Transportation and Housing Department (BTH) for disaster recovery.  The cap is $500,000.  The meeting is at the Yountville Community Center.  In order to qualify for most loan programs, you have to be turned down by two traditional lenders.  Usually good farmers will not be able to qualify because of this requirement.  FSA’s program will reimburse up to 75% of debris cleanup in vineyards and orchards.  The contact name at BTH is Glenn Stober.  They contract out to different lending institutions to provide those services.  Ed will email out the information.  

The floods of December 17 through January 3, 2006 are covered under a disaster declaration issued by President Bush on February 3, 2006.  29 counties were declared primary counties with an additional 16 designated as contiguous counties by USDA.  The northern counties were hit extremely hard with an estimated damage of $167 million.  They are trying to tie the declaration into Hurricane Katrina disaster relief.  

Two news articles were handed out that basically contained the same information regarding HR 4167.  This federal legislation addresses food labeling.  It pre-empts state labeling requirements for food safety.  This could have an impact on Prop 65 requirements.  There is both great support and opposition to the bill. 

On Friday March 3 at 8:30AM, there will be a Farm Bill hearing at the Stockton Arena hosted by the House Ag Committee.  Greg and Jerry Prieto are planning to attend.  AG has been asked to mention HR 4049.  

The Pest Exclusion Branch is requesting if there is support for apiary training.  Please contact Carla Markmen (916 654-0312) if you have interest in the training or if you have staff/individuals that have experience in bee inspections to help train novices.  Eric Mussen, State Apiary, may be getting involved.  

On Monday February 27, a notice was posted on the county notification system regarding a plant parasitic nematodes survey.  The survey will resume this spring with a host list of 25 susceptible crops and an increased list of targeted nematodes.  

Monterey County found GWSS on 5 recently planted Brazilian pepper trees right before the start of the Pro Am Golf event.  They were planted by a landscaping company that buys their stock from a nursery in Santa Cruz County.  The plants supposedly had been in Santa Cruz for at least 6 months.  The nursery buys plants from San Diego on a regular basis without a blue tag.  The inspector noticed the newly planted trees when inspecting another shipment of plants.  He inspected the planted trees and found GWSS egg masses.  

The decision on the EIR for GWSS will not be appealed.  They believe it is very limited in scope and they will follow the court order.  It will require CDFA to change their procedures in adopting the EIR.  The suit never challenged the EIR per se.  This decision will only impact future EIRs and the GWSS EIR.  The opinion has been published so it becomes precedence.  

The California Ag Highlights brochures sent via email is available in limited quantities for distribution.  Please contact Ed via email for additional copies.  

Ag Day is March 29th at the capital.  

If any Sac Valley CAC knows someone that might be interested in being a part-time employee well versed in agriculture for the Homeland Security Exercise and Evaluation Program to work with the California National Guard to develop training exercises for agroterrorism please let Ed know.  

Three Mex Flies have been found in Huntington Park in LA County.  This will require a treatment/eradication program.  

The Medfly infestation is in Pomona.  Budget Committee Hearings are scheduled for March 27 in the Senate and the Assembly Budget Committee 3 is scheduled for April 26th.  

Biff Sandige and Lynn Savage are retiring at the end of March.

M/S/P to recommend Honorary Life Memberships to Bill Sandige and Lynn Savage.  

Overhead on county contracts has been set at 25% for a very long time.  Mary Pfieffer has asked Kim Myrman to review the maximum caps on overhead charges and the mileage reimbursement that are allowed for billing purposes for contracts.   The caps of 25% for overhead charges were established when Rex McGee worked for CDFA.  She has agreed to review those caps.  John Donahue performed a survey of three counties and his study documented that the most conservative counties are in the 40% range with smaller counties tending to have higher overhead due to the distribution of indirect costs. She is willing to listen to the arguments.  Mary has sent out a survey on either February 27th or 28th so please respond to her.  The mileage reimbursements caps come from Department of General Services.  It appears that there is nothing CDFA can do about increasing those reimbursement amounts.  They are different from the federal requirements.  The State apparently establishes these reimbursements through the collective bargaining process.  OMB circular A-87 directs both State and counties how they will calculate their overhead charges.  The State requirements are different than the counties.  Ed will check into how we can find out more information concerning mileage reimbursement.  

B. Governor’s Water Board Initiative – S. Shaffer/K. Trott (March 1st at 1:30PM 30 minutes)

This item was discussed under Item 6 L. – Governor’s Infrastructure Bonds.
C. Pest Prevention Committee Issues for Spring Conference – Richard Price

(Discussed Thursday)

Richard is looking for feedback to develop an item for the Pest Prevention Committee concerning any issues with contract audits.  Janet Price is currently assigned to perform these tasks.  Please forward any issues to Richard.  GWSS contract audits have been performed over the last three years and SOD audits may be on the horizon.    Audits are becoming onerous especially if there are potentially federal funds being used in any of the contracts.  Richard is seeking examples of things to watch for.  When Butte County went through a GWSS audit two years ago, some potential problems surfaced immediately.  Tracking of hours and base amount/funding charges/costs should be set at the outset of the contract.  Federal money being passed through the State triggers potentially more complicated audits.  The question for clarification: if the federal money is passed through the State and the State takes its administrative charges from the federal money prior to distribution to the counties, then doesn’t that make it State money rather than federal money?  Federal funds must be disclosed to your CAO.  If some contract funding is coming directly from the federal government, then the State would not be taking an administrative overhead percentage.

Item 8
DMS Issues

A. DMS Report – (Discussed Thursday) 

March 5 through 12, 2006 is National Weights and Measures Week 

Next week is National Weights and Measures Week.

B. Department of Health Inspections – Water Vending Machines – Carl/Stephans (Discussed Thursday)

A few sealers were contacted to attend a meeting in Assembly Member Montanez’s office to discuss water vending machines.  There are two organizations that are proposing legislation, one is a Latino organization that represents Latino workers, not just farm workers, and the other organization is a water quality watchdog group concerned about the quality of the water.  They want the water vending machines maintained on a regular schedule as required.  The state health department has a mandate to inspect these types of vending machines but they only do spot inspections.  When theses two organizations performed a survey, they noticed our seal on each of the devices.  Since we are already there doing other types of inspections, they asked if we could also inspect to make sure that they have certain labeling requirements such as a maintenance schedule or a log that shows the last date the machine received maintenance.  They are asking that we verify the required information is posted.  If we find violations, then we would forward that information to the Department of Health.  The way the bill, AB 2644, is currently written, it would give us authority to charge a fee for this inspection and to use our civil penalties to enforce compliance issues.  At the last meeting, we suggested that it would be better if the state Department of Health would collect the fees and subvent the money back to the sealers for the inspections which is similar to what we do with petroleum and weighmaster inspections.  Also, we suggested that any violations we uncover be forwarded to Health for action.  Again similarly as we do when we perform vapor recovery inspections for our local Air Quality Districts.  SB 1772 is taking a slightly different tact by allowing the Health Department to collect higher fees to fund their own inspections.  Both bills are in print.  Assembly Member Montanez’s staff was directed to talk to the Health Officers Association and to the Environmental Health Officers Association to craft wording that would allow them to contract with us and to place the primary responsibility for fee collection and enforcement on the Health Department.

Item 9
CDPR Issues 

A. DPR Report – J. Shattuck (Discussed Thursday)

Two documents were handed out, one on preemption which is a double-sided document.  The back of the document entitled “Local Regulations/Ordinances Concerning Pesticides – Preemption by State Law” was crafted for Alan Lloyd when he came on board as secretary of Cal-EPA.  It was created by Polly Frenkel, Acting Chief Counsel.  The Coast has brought this issue forward because they were not satisfied with the information supplied by DPR.  She may be talking to the Coast Group next week because Marin County and San Mateo are dealing with this issue now.  They want more information from the department to be able to provide locally.  They are also looking for research information.  These issues will continue to arise as local control of pesticide issues are pushed by activists.   This information/topic should be conveyed to the entire Association at the Spring Conference PRAC Committee.  

The Board of Supervisors in Santa Cruz County has made a decision to not use herbicides on county property.  

The ERP proposed enforcement regulations will have two additional hearings in Bakersfield and Salinas at the end of March.  The hearings may be broadcast over the internet.  DPR is accepting comments via the webpage.  CACASA’s comments should be submitted in one letter and other comments could be submitted by anyone else.  DPR prefers one comment letter for the Association.    Written comments are due by the end of March.  It would not hurt to submit your comments early and often.  

There is some confusion regarding the work plan submission for posting on the DPR website.  The work plans that we currently have in place will be posted.  The evaluations will be the ones that are done after the work plans are reviewed.  It will not be the evaluations from last year.  DPR is anticipating to post these sometime in April.  Frustration was expressed by the Sac Valley members due to the fact that we crafted the brand new system/work plan for the first time last year; it was with very little guidance or very little instruction from DPR.  We are now going to post them for the entire world to see, there are certain groups that will just pick them apart.  Many members did not understand why we have to jump into this in April instead of waiting until after July to let the department give some guidance to the counties for uniformity.  Certainly these are public records but when they were created, no one had the expectations that they were all going to be under the public’s eye through their posting on the internet.  It is the contention of the group that public records are not required to be posted.  Some counties have worked with a minimum of three EBLs through the new processes.  It was observed that they all appear to have a different opinions regarding as to how the plans should be crafted.  Although this has been discussed at all the area groups, it should be finalized at the PRAC so that all of the diverse opinions can be stated in one forum.  Scott Paulsen has agreed to write and post a disclaimer or summary introduction to explain the process and partnership that has developed the work plans.  

M/S/P that the Sac Valley goes on record as being opposed to proceeding with the posting of the work plans and evaluations until it is discussed further.

There is going to be an SB 391 roundtable at the Spring Conference.  Scott will be chairing a discussion after PRAC meets.  The roundtable is scheduled for 1-2 hours.  

The guidance document will be circulated to all the commissioners for discussion.  

Translation services from English to Spanish are available through a DPR contract with a company in Clovis at 14 cents per word.  If you are interested in having documents translated, they should go through Veda.  

There is pyrethroid treated clothing on the market right now for repealing mosquitoes.    George Farnsworth is trying to determine how they will collect the mill assessment.  REI is selling the clothing along with other sports retailers.  

Ada Ann Scott is joining the branch working for Scott.  She will be working on enforcement policy, planning and evaluation issues.  The issues are similar to what Nancy Grussing was working on before she left.  She will not be working on IT issues any longer.  

There is a Cal EPA Enforcement Cross Media Symposium scheduled for May 30-June 2, 2006 in San Diego at the Marriot Marina.  The event is sponsored by ARB.  Scholarships may be available. Further information about the scholarships will be emailed.

Methyl Iodide may be the replacement for methyl bromide.  Experimental trials have taken place in Santa Barbara and San Luis Obispo counties.  

The registration branch is proposing to register a structural pest control device.  This will be the first device registered since the enactment of FAC section 15300 et seq., which requires registration of these devices.  It is an electro gun manufactured by ETX Limited. 

Documents describing the “Drift Catcher’ were distributed through email.  It is an air monitoring device that captures air samples that can be analyzed later for pesticides.  Gary Kunkel met with Susan Kegly from PAN last week to discuss some results from drift catcher samples in the Lindsay area.  Gary talked with DPR prior to the meeting and will send the results to DPR for review.  DPR’s opinion is that these are informational samples and not enforcement samples.  The drift catcher kits will be loaned to individuals or groups by PAN at no charge.  The CDFA lab could run the samples if they are paid.  

The Center for Food Safety (a non profit organization) posted a report card on the web concerning the state of the state on particular issues with regards to genetic engineering. Both DPR and CDFA were graded.  CDFA received a “D” for adequate oversight of GMO field crops while DPR received an “F”.  

Roy Rutz will be on the April agenda to discuss the compendium and CEQA equivalency issues.  

Legislation issues – Machado may introduce legislation concerning closed systems.  

A letter from DPR was sent to the Structural Board to request an additional $60,000 to come back to DPR for recovery of costs for investigations of structural complaints/violations and for training.  The BCP was approved.  A contract will be signed with the Board to perform structural training sometime in late September/October.  

Interviews for Doug Okamura’s position over policy and planning were completed last week. The Director wants to fill the vacant position by April 1st.  There were six candidates.  The position will no longer be directly over the branches but will be a direct line to Paul Gosselin.  

B. Mill Distribution Recommendations – Frank Carl (Discussed Thursday)

The minutes from the February 16th PRAC Mill Distribution Sub Committee meeting and the PRAC Sub Committee Estimated Mill Disbursement Table were handed out.  The sub committee was able to formulate very good recommendations to move forward.  4% could have been distributed to everyone on their base amounts or 4% of the total amount to be distributed could have been distributed according to the new mill regulation.  The sub committee chose to provide everyone, with the exception of San Francisco and Trinity counties, a 4% COLA.  These two counties have not spent the base amount of $27,600 so they would not receive an increase.  Also, there are only two counties that will see an increase through the distribution formula that would provide more funding than they would have received through their base amount.  These were Alameda and Monterrey (Maximum Base Funding compared Column A – Estimated Disbursement Under New Criteria But Based on 2004 Work Data).  The sub committee discussed two ways to distribute the increase pursuant to section 6396(a) which were to either add the 4% COLA to the base disbursement remainder (Column C) or to distribute an additional 4% of the base funding (Column D).  The sub committee chose the distribution method listed under Column C which would add a 4% COLA to each county’s individual base disbursement remainder set aside for 6393(a) projects.  The amount disbursed will be from Columns A (Estimated Disbursement under new criteria but based on 2004 work data plus Column C (Add 4% (COLA) to each county’s individual base disbursement remainder set aside for 6393(a) projects).  This would give everyone a 4% increase.  Steve Mauch gave a presentation to the sub committee on the joint powers authority.  The decision of the committee after listening to the presentation was that we could not establish or join a joint powers authority fast enough to make this work.  There was discussion regarding IT projects and that a portion of the funding should be set aside for IT.  In each of those cases, there was matching funds from DPR. $250,000 ($250,000 matching) was earmarked for support for IT projects to migrate from DataFlex and move forward either to the RMMS or the AG GIS permit programs. The RMMS program would be administered by Kings County while the AG GIS program will be administered by Glenn County.  There will be no annual maintenance fee for the AG GIS program.  Either program will work.  

The next project discussed was the development of inspection tablet software and automated data reporting systems that are being developed by A&K Computers.  The proposal is that counties will contribute $110,000 with an overmatch from DPR of $275,000 to fully develop the software and to provide one tablet for each county to test the system.  The sub committee agreed, by consensus, to recommend moving forward with this proposal on a trial basis.  

The third project the subcommittee discussed was the development and management of the computer user’s web site.  It was recommended to set aside $28,000 to support Shasta County’s efforts to develop and manage a web site for the computer users group. 

The total county commitment is approximately $388,000 and the DPR commitment is approximately $575,000.  The subcommittee also recommended setting aside $55,000 to support development of Hearing Officer Training and Advocacy Training.   

The subcommittee also recommended that the remaining balance, which will be in excess of $656,000 be parked in a county trust fund until the details of how to allocate the funding to the appropriate counties and projects is developed.  The recommendation included that LA County be considered for the management role for this funding and for the Hearing Officer/Advocate Fund of $55,000.  

The sub committee agreed that there is a need to create an agreement between CACASA and the counties selected to administer the funds to guide the process concerning disbursal of the funds to the approved projects.  There was discussion concerning the need for some level of administrative support payments for those counties that take on the responsibility of managing a project.  This is to be a small administrative charge, not overhead expenses at the customary 25% rate.  

The Board of Directors discussed the necessity to place a time limit on when the money must be expended and if the funds are not spent, then the residual funds revert back into the pot for re-distribution.

C. Clincher Herbicide Use Up-date – Richard Price (Discussed Thursday)
An amended label concerning aerial application zones for Clincher 2E will apply to Glenn Colusa, Butte and perhaps Yolo counties.  It will be a permit material again in those counties on rice.  The restrictions will be further discussed at our April meeting.  A question arose concerning when a county declares a material restricted in that county with no ending date in the letter, does that material stay a restricted use until the county declares it is no longer restricted?  Some counties thought that a letter must be re- written each year to maintain the restriction.  Sac Valley requested that DPR issue an official clarification. 

D. Kern County Pilot Project – Rick Landon 

This was discussed under 10E – SB 1229 (Florez) 

E. Enforcement Response Regulations – Jerry Howard (Discussed Thursday)
Jerry has been trying to incorporate all of the non-substantive changes into the draft CCR section.  Two papers were distributed to the group: the proposed amended version of section 6128 and the testimony of Jerry Prieto.  Some of the most substantive changes he has made are to make it clear that this regulation includes structural pest control violations as well as ag violations.   After further review, he proposes to strike the reference to the Registrar of the Structural Board because we only deal with DPR and not the Structural Board.  If at all possible, Jerry will submit an underlined/strike out version to DPR.  One of the other substantive changes was under 6128(e) which referenced section 12999.6 because this was in the DPR proposal.  That section was actually repealed so now this section references our three way agreement of priority investigations rather than just referencing the section that is no longer in effect.  When you are talking to groups that want to support our recommendations, you could use the highlights contained in Jerry Prieto’s testimony from the summary part and below as talking points.  Christine and Jerry met with CAPCA in Sac Valley and they were interested in our comments.  Solano County Farm Bureau supports our concepts.  The terms “Serious”, “Moderate” and “Minor” were added back into the draft proposal because these terms are still contained in the Business and Professions Code related to structural pest control violations. 

Item 10
Additional Agenda Items

A. Pesticide Enforcement Training – Frank Carl (Discussed Thursday)

There was a training session in Sacramento last week which Mustafa coordinated.  28 people were pre-registered to attend but actually 90 attended.  There appears to have been very poor coordination.  This training encompassed the incident investigation of the new compendium.  All in all, the opinion was that the content was good but the planning was not.  There were no arrangements for coffee or refreshments as well as no formal/written evaluation of the training.  The room was set up through UC even though it was in Frank’s office.  It was the feeling of the group that each CAC office must also better communicate there needs/attendee list to the training coordinator or to the EBL.

B. New Proposed Doctor’s Illness Report – Jerry Howard (Discussed Thursday)

This draft doctor’s illness report form was received from OEHHA and has an area identified for information concerning medical cost reimbursement for pesticide drift episodes.  There are questions as to who to include as a main contact for more information regarding medical cost reimbursements.  This form appears to be created to satisfy SB 391 requirements.  A pertinent question is “How is the doctor going to know if it was a pesticide drift related incident without the benefit of our investigation results?  We are obligated to investigate and inform affected individuals of their rights according to SB 391.   We should refer the question of who to contact for medical cost reimbursement to the enforcement branch at DPR.

C. AB 2297 (Ruskin) Pest Prevention – Jerry Howard (Discussed Wednesday)

The author is trying to move the bill along and either put the funding in the bill during the budget process or in the second house.  If it goes in now, the bill will go to the Appropriations Committee where it probably be killed.  We are hoping to get support behind the bill and then add the funding into the bill.  Ruskin has met with AG, George Soares and Louie Brown.  Those meetings went well and reached agreement that they were not going to exchange one funding proposal in the department’s budget for another.  We are not competing for funding with CDFA.  Santa Clara County was successful in getting all of their representatives to sign onto the bill.  The funding target level is $15.5-16 million.  If the bill dies, the funding will continue to stay at $5.5 million.  

D. AB 2110 (Hancock) Animal cruelty: dogs: field coursing – Jerry Howard (Discussed Wednesday)

This bill is the result of a Solano County issue where Channel 7 televised a live, open field dog coursing event in Vacaville in which greyhounds were turned loose in a field to chase down jackrabbits and kill them.  The Board of Supervisors were appalled at the event and asked for options to address their concerns.  Assembly Member Hancock has introduced AB 2110 which would make it a new crime that any person who knowingly engages in any activity in which a dog is left untethered and allowed to track and pursue any rabbit, hare, or fox and that results in the injury or death of the rabbit, hare, or fox is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment in a county jail for a period not to exceed 6 months, by a fine not to exceed $1,000, or by both that imprisonment and fine. The bill would provide that nothing in its provisions shall prohibit the use of dogs in the management of livestock or hunting, or the training of dogs, or the use of equipment in the training of dogs, for any purpose not prohibited by law.  The bill is pretty specific to the issue but it does not include a Fish and Game Code exemption located in section 4152 of the Fish and Game Code which is the authorization to use dogs to protect crops.

M/S/P to recommend to strive to include in AB 2110 the exception contained in Fish and Game Code section 4152 which is the authorization to use dogs to protect crops.

 SB 1229 (Florez) – Jim Shattuck (Discussed Thursday)

The bill, Notice of Intent Pilot Program, was handed out to the area group members.  Chris Reardon and Jim Shattuck had a conference call with David Moore and Kern County industry representatives on Monday February 27, 2006.  The bill now only applies to the southeast portion of Kern instead of the entire county.  The bill would require that when property located in the affected portion of Kern County is to be treated with a pesticide listed on the California Restricted Materials list, the property operator, an authorized representative, or the licensed pest control operator who is applying the restricted material, to submit notice of intent to the commissioner at least 48 hours prior to the intended application.  This bill would also require the Kern County Agricultural Commissioner to then notify adjacent permittees that a restricted material is scheduled to be used or applied on the adjacent property.

E. Phytosanitary Certificate Issuance and Tracking Program – Dennis Pooler (Discussed Wednesday)

This program is on the internet and is the pilot program that has been going on in San Diego and San Joaquin.  Although other individuals can fill out the phyto, it still takes an official person to sign the phyto.  Recently, there was a notice from Casey Estep asking for participants (all people who issue phytos, duty station personnel, etc.) to review the phytosanitary program.  The first round of Phytosanitary Certificate Issuance and Tracking (PCIT) training will be conducted on March 7 and 9, 2006.  This notice was sent out today, March 1, 2006 and did not give enough lead time.  On line registration closes on March 3, 2006.   This program reduces mistakes.  

F. ACTION Newsletter – Dennis Pooler (Discussed Wednesday)

The acronym ACTION stands for Agricultural Crime Technology Information & Operations Network.  The newsletter was recently received by CAC offices and describes agricultural crimes.  Santa Cruz County just joined as a partner.   Basically the funding for this program is federal and is administered by the Office of the District Attorney of Tulare County.  There have been requests by counties to be able to join this program but there has not been an increase in funding.

Item 11
Executive Session

A. Review Relationship Between Area Group/Board of Directors – Dennis Pooler (Discussed Wednesday)
Item 13
Next Meeting:
April 12, 2006






Sacramento, California

Item 14
The meeting was adjourned at 11:40AM on Thursday March 2, 2006.
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