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1. Call to Order:
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Scott Hudson at 1:30 pm.

II. 
Approval of Minutes:
It was M/S/P to approve the minutes of the Spring Conference 2007 (Fresno, CA)

III. 
Old Business:
VOC Regulation Update – John Sanders, CDPR

John provided a presentation detailing DPR’s effort to reduce VOC emissions to acceptable levels. This includes proposed regulations to address: licensing, fumigation methods, records and reporting, limits and allowances, and an annual emissions report. The 1994 State Implementation Plan (SIP) requires DPR to develop and maintain an inventory to track VOC emissions from agricultural and structural applications. It also requires implementing regulations by 1/1/08 to achieve a 20% reduction from 1991 levels in five nonattainment areas in accordance with a court order. The non-attainment areas are: Sacramento Metro, San Joaquin Valley, Southeast Desert, South Coast and Ventura. Either all or parts of 19 counties are affected. The obligation is not being met in the San Joaquin Valley, Southeast Desert and Ventura non-attainment areas. The regulations apply to field fumigations with Methyl Bromide, 1,3-dichloropropene, chloropicrin, MITC generators (metam-sodium and Dazomet), and Sodium tetrathiocarbonate. Proposed (statewide) licensing requirements will include a new sub-category for fumigation and requiring business to have a qualified applicator w/ this sub-category. This is to become effective 1/1/09. Most current QALs will be grandfathered. There are no new requirements for private applicators. The allowable fumigation methods will apply in the five non-attainment areas (NAAs) during the May-Oct period. Any method with an emission ration (high or low) can be used in Sacramento Metro and South Coast NAAs. The SJV, Southeast Desert and Ventura NAAs will be allowed to use only low-emission methods. These generally require drip chemigation, tarping or post-application water treatment. Additional record-keeping and reporting requirements were also discussed. Fumigant limits will be needed in Ventura in 2008 and will most-likely be needed in the San Joaquin Valley and Southeast Desert regions in 2009. These limits will be updated each year based on most-recent data. The limits will be enforced as follows: permittees request allowance through Ag Comm, request deadline set by CAC, DPR evaluates and totals all requests, DPR proportionally reduces requests to meet limit(s), allowances are implemented via permit conditions. There are no allowances if the request deadline is missed and allowances may not be transferred. DPR will compile an annual emissions report beginning in Nov-Dec of 2008.  Additional information is available at www.cdpr.ca.gov  Click on “Air” under Quick Finder. Randy Segawa may also be contacted for information at (916) 324-4137 or Rsegawa@cdpr.ga.gov 

DPR’s Role in the Irrigated Lands Program (Ag Waivers) – John Sanders, CDPR
John explained that, while DPR has no “official” role, the department is a stakeholder and closely follows the developments in this program. There are parallel authorities in that DPR regulates the sale and use of pesticides while the Water Board regulates water quality. DPR is pledged to cooperate with the Water Board and participates on their Technical Advisory Groups. The autonomy of the various regional boards can, in some cases, contribute to lack-of-uniformity issues as each addresses water quality in it’s own area.

IV. New Business

County Support for the 25 X ’25 Renewable Energy Initiative – CDFA

Eric Stein, on behalf of CDFA, is seeking the support of our County Boards of Supervisors for the federal initiative to produce 25% of the nation’s fuel supply using renewable resources by the year 2025. Support resolutions can be faxed to the 25X’25 Alliance, 1800 Massachusetts Ave. NW, 4th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20036  FAX 202-280-1144. Additional information regarding this initiative is available at www.25x25.org  

Delta Vision Update – Ken Trott, CDFA

Mr. Trott described the Delta Vision project which is intended to identify a strategy for managing the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta as a sustainable ecosystem. The Delta: is home to more than 500,000 people; contains 500,000 acres of agriculture; provides habitat for 700 native plant and animal species; provides water for more than 25 million Californians and 3 million acres of agriculture and supports a $400 billion economy.

Delta Vision will broaden the focus of past efforts within the Delta to recommend actions that will address the full array of natural resource, infrastructure, land use and governance issues necessary to achieve a sustainable Delta. 

Delta Vision is based on a growing consensus indicating that current conditions and practices in the Delta are not sustainable. Leadership consists of the Secretary of Resources as Chair, and the Secretaries of Business, Transportation and Housing; Food and Agriculture and Cal-EPA; and the President of the California Public Utilities Commission. The Task Force will submit recommendations to the Delta Vision Committee by October 31, 2008, and the Committee will review Task Force recommendations and report its findings to the Governor.

Butte and Glenn Counties’ Ag Waiver Contract – Richard Price and Mark Black

Richard and Mark described events to date in their pilot project to participate in the ag waiver program for their respective counties. This is based on MOUs with their Regional Water Board. The original MOU was signed on June 29, 2005, with another signed on June 29, 2007 with a four-year extension. Signatories include the Central Valley Regional Water  Quality Control Board, the State Water Resources Control Board, CDPR, and the Ag Departments of both Butte and Glenn Counties. Goals are to build a relationship between the regional board and CACs, exchange information and resources, and provide local support to the Conditional Waiver Program. The counties developed hydrologic maps, validated monitoring sites, began to compile best management practices, and provided a list of pesticides used in the counties. Pursuant to the contract, the counties will also provide outreach materials, perform field activities including application monitoring and identify both current and potential water quality exceedence sources. Investigations of these sources will also be supported by the CACs. 

Groundwater/Fertilizer Issues and the Fertilizer Research and Education Program (FREP) – Rick Landon, Al Vargas and Kent Kitade

The bulk of the update revolved around the history and current activities of the Fertilizer Research and Education Program. The program is funded via mill assessment fee pursuant to FAC Section 14611(b). The program began in 1990 and is intended to address the environmental impact of fertilizers. It first addressed the nitrate issues in the Salinas and Pajaro . The FREP mission is to offer a unique, proactive approach to protect the environment by promoting the efficient use of fertilizers. More than 130 research and education projects have been funded thus far. Special emphasis is placed on nitrogen and phosphorus efficiency in high production systems with consideration for environmental quality; nutrient requirements for high-value crops in environmentally sensitive areas; and BMPs to reduce residual soil nitrate levels. One project involved the use of Polyacrylamide (PAM) for its ability to reduce sediments in agricultural runoff. Results were very encouraging. Other projects involve very site-specific fertilization in orchards with computer-controlled microsprinkler systems and solar/wireless technology. Tissue sampling is another technique with promise, but must be carefully monitored to make certain that tissue nutrient sufficiency standards are accurate. Otherwise, excessive fertilization can be encouraged. Cooperators involve: the CA Certified Crop Advisor Program, American Society of Agronomy and the Western Plant Health Association. All programs require an outreach component, with 16% of the programs devoted entirely to education/outreach. More information may be found at http://www.cdfa.ca.gov/is/ffiders 

AB32 The Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 – Steve Shaffer, CDFA

Due to time constraints, only the highlights of a more-detailed presentation were able to be discussed. Steve explained what global warming is and characterized the makeup of California Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions. Noteworthy, is that agriculture’s contribution was only 5% of the state’s total in 1990 and 6% in 2004. These amount to approx. 28 MMt of CO2 equivalent and are primarily NO2 from fertilizers, CH4 from animals and rice, CO2 from fossil fuel use. It should also be noted that agriculture takes up about 120 MMt of CO2 per year. AB32 sets a 2020 target and requires the Air Resources Board (ARB) to monitor and regulate GJG sources. ARB is the lead, but Cal/EPA and the Climate Action Team continue to coordinate statewide climate policy. Other agencies’ authorities are preserved. The scooping plan is intended to describe how California will reduce GHG emission levels to those of 1990 by 2020. It is scheduled to be completed by November 20-21, 2008. ARB is responsible and is working with Cal/EPA and other Climate Action Team Subgroups. These subgroups represent: agriculture, energy, forests, waste management, water/energy, green buildings, state fleet, land use and local government, cement, economics and scenario. Criteria for program design include: maximizing total benefits to CA (e.g. reduce air pollution, promote energy diversification; advancing socio-economic objectives); minimizing administrative burdens and transaction costs; being simply designed, easily understood, easy to administer and easy to comply with; minimizing the potential for leakage; and including as many sources as practical while encouraging participation beyond the included sources. There was some discussion regarding possible approaches for a “cap and trade” system. Offsets could play a role. Issues include: validity/enforceability of the offsets, which sources can be offsets, when they can be used, and setting geographic or quantitative limits. Any alternatives must include: rigorous monitoring and reporting and a strong verification and enforcement program. ARB is required to update the Scoping Plan every five years. Additional information can be found at ARB’s Climate Change Web Site – http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/cc.htm 

Mortality Management Working Group – Tim Niswander

The Mortality Management Working Group is now the “Emergency Animal Disposal Working Group.” Participants include: the CA Integrated Waste Management Board, State Water Board, CARB, CDFA Animal Health Branch Vets, SJVUAPCD, three or four rendering companies, representatives of the dairy and poultry industries, U.C. Davis staff, CACASA (Fresno, Stanislaus, Kings.) Three sub committees are respectively dealing with immediate needs, composting research, and permitting.

There being no further business to be brought before the committee, the meeting was adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

Gary Kunkel

Secretary
