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I.
Call to Order



Chair David Robinson called the meeting to order at approximately 8:05 a.m.


II.
Approval of November 9, 2006 Minutes



A MOTION to approve the minutes was made by David Moore, seconded by Bill Stephans and passed with all in favor.


III.
Additional Agenda Items (Time Permitting)



No additional agenda items were presented at this time.


IV.
Old Business


A.
Temperature Compensation for Retail Motor Fuel Devices—DMS Director Dennis Johannes




There has been a lot of media attention; in the LA Times and other news. There will be two items voted on during the Weights and Measures National Conference in July, which will not have any major effect here in California:





(1)
Method of sale





(2)
Vehicle tank meters




Many legislators have been writing and calling and may end up potentially doing something.  Dennis is fielding a lot of questions on temperature compensation.  He cannot answer the question of what the temperature is of the fuel being sold in California.  Once the temperature survey is completed he will have good information what the temperatures are and from there, cost benefit projections can be done.


B.










V.
New Business

A.
DMS Update – Johannes



Major focus next year will be training and development.  New staff is being hired and will need training as we are launching into a new program.  It is expected that everyone with cooperate with one another to bring all new trainees up to speed.



Jerry Prieto asked if there were any issues at the national that need to have more California representation?  No additional help from California is necessary during this next national conference.



Greg Van Wassenhove asked do we have the technology to do something about temperature compensation?  They are already doing that in Canada where 95% of all retail dispensers are temperature compensated.  The industry did that voluntarily.  The equipment cost is anywhere between $2,000 and $8,000 per dispenser to install.  It cannot be done through regulation since the cost would have to be justified.  A cost analysis cannot be done until temperature information is received.



Karl Bishop asked if the meters can be retrofitted and what is the cost?  Yes.  It is done one unit per dispenser.  The cost depends on what manufacturer is used to purchase the retrofit kit.  Again, the cost could be $2,000 to $8,000 per dispenser to retro fit.



David Moore asked if Canada has established inspection procedures?  Yes.  Canada has service agencies that go out and do the inspections and it is done nationally.  Canada is way ahead of the United States as far as temperature compensation goes and they have had few problems.



Dennis has a lot of information that could go out to everyone.  Surveys in California show retail dispensers average temperature is about 76 degrees, based on fuel tank temperatures.  Just about every fuel tank has a temperature probe in it now.  



Gasoline expands and contracts about 7/10% for every 10-degree change in temperature.  Diesel expands and contracts about 5/10% for every 10-degree change in temperature.  It will be interesting to find out about winter temperatures and if they will balance out summer temperatures.



Until some good average temperatures are received from the state, the economics will not be known.  The actual temperature of the fuel at the time it is being sold will vary from location to location and time of year.  Some of the figures coming in are a little higher than expected.  The fuel stays warm down in those tanks and does not cool down like the assumption was for many years.



Support of the temperature survey seems to be positive.  The down side of temperature compensation is it will take longer to task, retailers will have to invest in equipment, and ultimately the cost of gasoline will rise.  Weights and Measures supports active measurement and we support temperature compensation because it makes it a more accurate delivery.  Will the cost of installation be justified?  The answer will not be known until the survey has been completed.



A motion was presented, seconded, and passed with all in favor to:




Support the survey regarding temperature variations of fuel being dispensed in California and use the survey to analyze the cost benefit ratio of temperature compensation.



The purpose of the motion is that there should be no doubt that Weights and Measures supports the concept of a fair and equitable marketplace.



The group was reminded that there will be a cost to survey participators; staff time in testing, procedures, and perhaps additional equipment.  Adjustments will have to be made.  Ideas of how much cost there will be to Sealers was discussed at length.


B.
County Online Reporting Demonstration—Williams


Efforts are being made to web enable all of the county monthly reports that are required by the Food and Ag Code.  Web entries will probably not be mandated.  All divisions are currently working on their on-line reports.  The target date to complete the task is July, work out all the bugs by the fall, and it is expected to be up and running by December or January.  Annual reports will also be web enabled.


Just email basic information of the staff you want to get into the system to Mary Kelley; first and last name, email address, and phone number.  The login system will be throughout the entire department.   Mary will send back a password.


Ron displayed and described the entry forms.  There are four reports and they are printable.  Once the reports are finalized with the sealer’s name, changes cannot be made.  If you have changes, let Mary know and she will allow you back into the system again.


Eventually, county data will go to the state in an up-loadable form.  This is currently being developed with CDFA in Phase II.  Rather than inputting the information twice, the program will incorporate all the county information and it will be absorbed into the report.  It is hoped that by mid next year (2008), Phase II will be completed.


The L&R Committee will have a presentation from Statewide Soft developing online forms for field inspection.  Perhaps after the presentation, the committees could combine efforts to achieve the same computer-form goals. 


No state web entry system should be mandated until the data has the ability to be download to the county from the state.


Discussion revealed that the IMPACT Committee has been working on this since last August and so the subject of developing uniform software for all state reporting was deferred to that committee.  That being the case, the S&T Committee will not make a motion at this time to move it forward.


C.
Fuel Temperature Survey Reporting—Ken Lake



Ron narrated a PowerPoint presentation.


The survey started April 1, 2007 and will end March 31, 2008.  The counties were asked to survey 20% of their total stations with about 1/12 of those for every month of the year so that there is a good balance of what the average temperature is throughout the entire year.  Some of the counties volunteered to enter the data and an online form was created.


One device per station was requested of the different storage tanks; the lower octane, the higher octane, and diesel product.  First determine the accuracy of the delivery with the test measure on that dispenser, and then record the temperature, the date, the time, and the air temperature.  If possible, get the storage tank temperatures for each product tank as well.


Web entry of data will be available in about a week.  Use the same login as for the county monthly report.


D.
State/County Cooperative Training Program—Flores 


The State/County Training Co-op was created when the Coast and Sac Valley Deputy groups approached DMS.  The request was to develop training from modules already formed, the whole state to be included.  All deputy groups are being notified in order to get more participation.



The database is now being developed.  The login will be the same as the county monthly report as well as later, the annual report.  Page by page was displayed and described.  There should be one contact per county.  The training request will be categorized beginning, intermediate, and advanced.  It is important to complete all the information including staff, equipment, and facility assets.  All counties are strongly encouraged to participate.  Going through a regional contact person will be beneficial.  Counties will be able to request training and access reports by summer.  A handbook is being developed.  Handouts were provided.



Commissioners were asked to help research funding sources.  Rite Aide is a possibility.  Projected costs for the training programs will be compiled and submitted to Sealers.


E.
Software Type Approval Identification Training—Bishop


There is difficulty in determining whether a software program in an installation is type approved or not.  Two instances were described:



(1)
A local grocery store gas station installed a new fuel delivery system for the consumer that was tied in with the grocery store.  If a certain amount of groceries were purchased in the store, a discount was offered on fuel.  The installation was done by a reliable service agency.  Later it was discovered that the same agency had installed the same software system in another county and that it was determined not to be type-approved.



(2)
A truck scale at a lumber mill had an automated system that had gone through type approval, but later had installed an update to the system that had not gone through type approval and the further testing had not been done.


Training is needed to go into computer systems to determine if they are type approved.


Karl Bishop presented a motion for DMS to offer commercial device software and automated system training to the area groups.  Bill Stephans seconded the motion.    Discussion ensued about funding.  Rite Aide funding might not be appropriate, since it is earmarked for price verification training.


Software issues are a big problem.  Nationally, software engineers from all the major equipment manufactures, scale people, gas pump people, and others are working on this issue.  Unfortunately, it doesn’t look like they are moving toward one standard Weights and Measures screen where everything is uniform and that users can get into it the same way.  They are making a lot of progress on standards but that will not solve W&M problems of trying to get into the software systems.  There is a section in code that requires assistance in testing can be obtained from company software engineers.  Some of the software engineers were talking about programming the software in such a way that someone cannot go into the system.  Safeguards will be put in place so that someone cannot come in and modify the system after the initial calibration.


DMS could offer some training but it would not cover the entire scope of software issues.  There are instructions documented on how to get into a specific system, but if the system has been modified, the inspector will not be able to make the determination if it is type approved or not.  There is some question about how valuable DMS training will be.


Type approvals are available online.  Following discussion, the motion passed with all in favor.  With that, the meeting was brought to a close at approximately 9:05 a.m.

MOTION


The S&T Committee recommends to the BOD 








MOTION


The S&T Committee recommends to the BOD 
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