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Minutes

WASHINGTON STATE COMMISSION ON PESTICIDE REGISTRATION

Kevin Berendsen, Chair – Presiding
 		 			 September 12, 2018
Summit Inn, Snoqualmie Pass

Call to Order

Chair Kevin Berendsen called the meeting to order at 10:28 am and asked for introductions. 	

Commissioners present: Chair Kevin Berendsen, Jamie Barker, Judson Hedine, Keith Oliver, Erik Johansen, Gary Melchior, Matt Blua, Erik Hodson, Greg Caron, Mike Warjone, Bob Buzzo, and Ann George

Administrative staff - Alan Schreiber, Jennifer Garcia, Liesl Zappler and Vicky Scharlau.

Guests.  Laura Lavine, Scott Hulbert, Sandra Adix 

Change in the agenda- executive session 1-2 pm, with follow-up from 2:00 to 2:15.

There was no public comment.

The board reviewed the minutes.
Mike Warjone moved to approve the minutes.  Jud seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.










Financial Report

Alan reviewed the financial budgets.  The last meeting was in the previous fiscal year which goes through June 30th during which there were no checks cut. With supplies, ADG, staff, commission and travel, 70% of the budget has been spent. There’s no difference at the end of the fiscal year from the last meeting until now as no money was spent. This second budget goes through August 28th.  The WSCPR has gone from July 1- August 28th with no checks cut. There are invoices out for the tour but they haven’t been cut. Vicky’s contract will remain the same. Erik asked of the remaining balance for the tour. Alan clarified that it’s around $1600.
Ann moved to approve the report, Erik seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously



Administrator’s Report/ Tour Report

Alan reviewed the tour and showed a slide show from the tour that Sherry Novack at IR-4 prepared.  This was a full tour and we had to turn people away who wanted to attend.  Alan reviewed the tour budget. Some increases in costs were the bus company, and Jim Zahand invoiced for mileage and lodging as he is now retired from Dow AgroSciences.  There is a surplus of around $1630, and we are still waiting for 2 people to pay their registration fees.  

Matt said it was an excellent tour and an amazing opportunity to teach people about agriculture. This tour does it very well and is very impactful. Land grant institutions aren’t able to educate in this way, and he especially appreciates that it reaches people such as EPA reps who benefit from learning about ag. He’s been in ag 60 years and finds out how little he knows from Alan. Ann said there used to be a federal and congressional tour with WSDA and IR-4 which targeted federal agencies. The appropriation process at EPA changed, and part of the organizational core team retired, so then the tour merged with the WSCPR tour. This helped improve EPA and registrant relations. Agency budgets were tighter and it was harder to fill 2 tours, so it made sense to merge with the state tour. This tour is patterned after the original minor crop tour. Mike commented regarding targeting another group, since environmental groups have trouble with the EPA, such as the Sierra Club. Alan said that they invite state and federal regulatory and registrants, and chemical companies on the national level. It is something to consider as that sector definitely has influence on the pest management process. The March meeting is a good time to discuss the list of invitees, but there is no reason that we could not invite public interest groups.
	
Terms Expiring

Terms expire Sept. 14th.  This is because the legislation passed in July of 1995, and it took until Sept. 14th to fill the positions. Gary Melchior, Kevin Berendsen and Ann George were renewed. Mark Knudsen retired and was replaced by Matt Blua.   Mark will be given a plaque.  There’s one open position but the wheat growers have had difficulty picking someone.  There are four voting positions that come open every year. 

Review of FY 2019 WSCPR Request for Proposals

Vicky reviewed changes to the RFP. The board agreed that naming products is a good idea. Applicants don’t need to list them on the cover page, but they need to have a list if it’s multiple products.   For the word count in the summary statement, there can be a 10 word cushion; for font size, Alan stated that the reason for 12 font size was that in the past they needed it to be at least 12 font for easier reading.  Regarding good lab practices, this used to focus more on funding pesticide projects. If it’s a GLP project, that’s usually the last step in getting products registered and those projects used to be made a high priority. In the past, they were the majority of submissions, but now fewer are GLP.  There are guidelines, which would be for IR-4 projects and the submitter would have standard GLP practices in their protocol. Ann suggested that for IR-4 projects they need the IR-4 project number or evidence of acceptance from the food use workshop. 

The board discussed if there should be a list for disqualifying events. Physiological disorders are not in our purview, or are animal health issues that would include diseases and drugs. It would include internal insecticides but not antibiotics. Prevention of illness in animals refers to pesticide poisoning. Reducing risk in exposure for humans with less toxic products also extends to animals. Reduced risk pesticides can also reduce human exposure in applications for animals. Fly control is an example. The product needs to be something registered or registerable. 

The line, “A project expected to result in pesticide use reduction be not be automatically considered an improvement in human health without supporting documentation.” at the bottom page 2 will be changed to “will not” be automatically considered.  A WSU grant administrator needs to review all of WSU applications. Vicky requested a list of approved reviewers. Laura said that there are a lot of people who may review, as there are different levels of review. Two years ago there were people listed that would not have been a financial reviewer. This requirement was to receive better quality proposals that were fiscally accurate. Ann said routinely they receive proposals that don’t add up. It would help to know that the math is correct because if the amount awarded is off, it will be problematic. Astrid and Jud said they can be scored down if the math isn’t right. 

Vicky will submit a final version for review.
There was a question concerning the signing of the proposals. Some people didn’t have a sign off by the commodity group on the application, which is a requirement, and it’s an automatic disqualifier without one. Previously, if there was a signature from the commodity group by the December meeting it was acceptable, and this might not be on the proposal when it was submitted. An e-signature can be acceptable. It doesn’t have to be a commodity, as there may not be a commodity group representing the crop. For example, a grower could sign.   When questions arise, Vicky goes to the Chair, and he can then go to the board if necessary.  Vicky asked who presents the proposals in December. It is whomever the commodity group wants to be there. It can be the researcher or some other designee. The commodity group does not need to be there. Laura says there has been negative review if the commodity representative wasn’t there. Ann said that wouldn’t have been the reason. The industry should come with the presenter to state which proposals are a priority. A statement from the commission is just as good, as an indication of support can be shown in many ways.  

The board adjourned for lunch from 12:08- 12:32 pm.

Vicky continued with clarification on research matching funds. Almost all have matching expected and Vicky asked if she should wait until she has confirmation of match before she sends it to WSU. The Potato Commission doesn’t approve matching funds until April. In the past award letters were sent within 48 hours of the decision. In the letter, the money was given contingent on proof of matching funds, and they couldn’t spend it until then. Researchers need to do a progress report, if they aren’t done with final report, by December. A 1 page project summary is required by December 1st and the final report is required within 30 days of completion of the project. Vicky will email the summaries to the board and post the full proposals in Dropbox. 

The Chair moved at 1:05 pm to go into Executive Session pursuant to RCW 42.30.110 section 1 section I in triple I to discuss with our AAG potential litigation. This executive section is currently scheduled to go until 2:00 pm. Only board members can remain in the meeting.

Mike moved to identify and retain an independent investigation to review the allegations of this conduct on the tour, specifically the WSCPR tour, Ann seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously






Greg moved to select an investigator. Jud seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously.




Ann clarified that the money for the investigation would come solely from the WSCPR state funds.  Kevin asked for comments, and there were none.
Ann moved to adjourn the meeting, Astrid seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously.




The meeting adjourned at 2:01 pm.
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