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MEETING OF THE CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 
(ALL MEETINGS OPEN TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC) 

 
Location: CA Department of Food and Agriculture Contact:  Joshua Eddy, Executive Director 
 1220 ‘N’ Street – Main Auditorium  Office:  (916) 654-0462 
 Sacramento, CA 95814 
  

MEETING MINUTES AUGUST 24, 2011 
 
Item 
No. 
(1) CALL TO ORDER 

(a)  The meeting was called to order Wednesday, August 24, 2011 at approximately 10:10 a.m.  
Craig McNamara, President of the State Board of Food and Agriculture presiding.  

(b)  Welcoming remarks provided by President McNamara. 
(c) Pledge of Allegiance. 

 
(2) ROLL CALL 

Roll call taken by Joshua Eddy, Executive Director. 
 
Present: 
Craig McNamara  Ben Drake   Luawanna Hallstrom  
Kerry Tucker   Sean McNally   Donald Bransford  
Kiran Black   Adan Ortega, Jr.  Ashley Boren  
Arlan Van Leeuwen     

       
Absent:  
David Wehner   Daniel Dooley   Marvin Meyers   
  

 
(3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – June 29, 2011 & July 27, 2011 

Board member Ben Drake moved to approve the minutes of the June 29, 2011 meeting.  Board 
member Ashley Boren seconded the motion and a unanimous vote carried the motion. 
 
Board member Ben Drake moved to approve the minutes of the July 27, 2011 meeting. Board 
member Sean McNally seconded the motion and a unanimous vote carried the motion. 
 

(4) DEPARTMENTAL UPDATE 
Secretary Ross provided a departmental update to the Board. The updated included an overview of 
the department’s Farm Bill process and an announcement of upcoming public listening sessions in 
Fresno, Escondido and Salinas.  

 
(5) PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Four individuals provided public comments. 
 
Denise Rushing, Lake County Board of Supervisors – District 3, presented a resolution passed by 
the Lake County Board of Supervisors concerning Quagga mussel and Zebra mussel and the need to 
declare a statewide State of Emergency concerning the infestation of these invasive species within 
select water bodies of the state. Supervisor Rushing requested the State Board’s support of this 
resolution. 
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BOARD DISCUSSION 
Following the comments by Supervisor Rushing, the State Board discussed the issue and a 
recommendation will be submitted by staff for Board consideration at its September 28, 2011 
meeting. 
 
Victoria Brandon, Lake County resident, spoke in support of the Lake County Board of Supervisors 
Resolution and the need for more action and support on the invasive species issue.  
 
Jane Kelly, California Environmental Health Initiative, commented on CDFA’s Statewide Pest 
Prevention Environmental Impact Report (PEIR). Submitted public comments are included in 
Attachment A. 
 
Tom Kelly, California Environmental Health Initiative, also commented on the PEIR process. 
Submitted public comments are included in Attachment A. 
 

(6) PRESENTATION TO THE BOARD – Invasive Species (Threats) 
The Board heard from CDFA’s Director of Plant Health & Pest Prevention Services on the 
challenge of invasive species and the department’s role in protecting the state from direct pest 
impacts. 
 
Speaker: 
 Dr. Robert Leavitt, California Department of Food and Agriculture 
 
The presentation concluded without formal action by the Board. 

 
(7) PRESENTATION TO THE BOARD– Invasive Species and Public Perception 

The Board heard from a representative of the University of California, Cooperative Extension on 
the public perception of invasive species 

 
Speaker: 
 Dr. John Kabashima, UC Cooperative Extension 

 
The presentation concluded without formal action by the Board. 

 
(8) PANEL DISCUSSION– Invasive Species (Initiatives) 

The Board heard from three speakers on new initiatives and programs to address the threat of 
invasive species.  
 
Speakers included: 
 Michele Dias, California Department of Food and Agriculture 
 Doug Johnson, California Invasive Species Advisory Committee 
 Barry Bedwell, California Grape and Tree Fruit League 

 
The presentation concluded without formal action by the Board. 

 
(9) PANEL DISCUSSION– Integrated Pest Management in Action 

The Board heard from four speakers concerning the use of Integrated Pest Management in the 
addressing invasive species. 
 
Speakers included: 
 Dr. Lucia Varela, UC Cooperative Extension 
 Dr. Frank Zalom, University of California, Davis – Department of Entomology 
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 Dr. Mark Hoddle, Center of Invasive Species Research 
 Dr. Kassim Al-Khatib, UC Statewide Integrated Pest Management Program 

 
The presentation concluded without formal action by the Board. 
 

(10) PANEL DISCUSSION – CDFA Funding/Partnerships (Panel 1) 
The Board heard from three speakers concerning CDFA’s budget and the importance of 
partnerships in addressing invasive species.  
 
Speakers included: 
 Helene Wright, USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 
 Mary Pfeiffer, California Agricultural Commissioner and Sealers Association 
 Nick Condos, California Department of Food and Agriculture 

 
The presentation concluded without formal action by the Board. 
 

(11) PANEL DISCUSSION – CDFA Funding/Partnerships (Panel 2) 
The Board heard from three speakers concerning CDFA’s budget and the importance of 
partnerships in addressing invasive species.  
 
Speakers included: 
 Robin Wall, U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
 Julie Lydick, U.S. Forest Service 
 Gary Leslie, California Department of Food and Agriculture 

 
The presentation concluded without formal action by the Board. 
 

(12) OTHER BUSINESS 
There was no other business before the Board. 
 

(13) PUBLIC COMMENT 
Two individual provided public comment. 
 
Jane Kelly, California Environmental Health Initiative, commented on the meeting and the 
importance of Integrated Pest Management. Ms. Kelly also spoke of a need for a 21st century 
approach to pests. Submitted public comments are included in Attachment A. 
 
Tom Kelly, California Environmental Health Initiative, commented on the issue of public 
perception and invasive species. Mr. Kelly indicated that if you look at the choices the individuals 
are making (organic produce, farmers markets, and less exposure to pesticides) you can see the 
perspective of the public on the issue. Mr. Kelly also commented of the need to have a health aspect 
to the PEIR process with the concerns over rising rates of autism, asthma, etc. Mr. Kelly also 
remarked on the need to have a more open public input process on invasive species issues 
(California Invasive Species Advisory Committee, etc.) 

 
(14) CLOSING COMMENTS AND ADJOURNMENT 

With no further business before the Board, the meeting was adjourned at approximately 3:00 p.m. 
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Secretary Ross, President McNamara, members of the Board, 
 
Good morning.  My name is Tom Kelly.  I represent the California Environmental Health 
Initiative.  Our organization’s goal is to bring sound science about health and environmental 
impacts to bear on decisions about invasive species policy and operations. 
 
We look forward to hearing the presentations today, particularly the presentation on public 
perceptions of invasive species and to hearing details of CDFA’s new initiatives. 
 
 We have been advocating for an Invasive Species Vision process as a productive alternative to 
the Statewide Plant Pest Programmatic Environmental Impact Report or Pest PEIR that is now 
underway.  
 
With regard to the topic of state pest policy, our organization advocates the following: 
 

- a process that will transform, from the ground up, the state’s approach to invasive 
species management, 

 
- a process that ensures that the state’s approach is based on sound, up‐to‐date science, 

and 
 

- a process that will make state pest management more cost and resource efficient, more 
effective against pests, and less toxic and therefore more acceptable to the public. 

 
We support the “21st Century” invasive species paradigm work initiated at UC Davis last year.  
In particular, we support two key elements of the UCD approach. That: 
 

1. It is being undertaken by an independent body. 
 
2. It will bring together a focused but broadly representative group of experts and key 

stakeholders committed to transforming invasive species policy, not simply making 
adjustments in the outdated model in use currently. 

 
A successful outcome of work to transform the state’s approach would ensure that human and 
environmental health is truly the first priority in any decision making about invasive species 
policy or practice.  At present, there has been a great deal of rhetoric about health as a top 
priority, but the actions in support of the rhetoric are not apparent. 
 
A new paradigm for pest management would eliminate programs such as the recent forced 
spraying of private property in Sacramento for the Japanese beetle with pesticides whose 
adverse impacts include birth defects, miscarriages, and genetic damage as well as being 
extremely toxic to aquatic life and the bees that pollinate much of the state’s agricultural crops. 
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Finally, we strongly urge that the process to transform invasive species policy take place 
BEFORE the pest PEIR is prepared.  A new approach to pest management should feed into and 
be evaluated in the PEIR or similar environmental assessment.  Carrying out a process to 
transform the state’s approach while simultaneously undertaking the PEIR gives a conflicting 
message.  It appears that the agency is acting to codify its current approach into the 
foreseeable future through the PEIR because there is no expiration date on PEIRs once they are 
approved.  How can an approach to transform invasive species policy make any meaningful 
impact if the current model is locked into place in an approved PEIR?  
 
We hope that today’s presentation on CDFA’s new initiatives will address these concerns.  We 
look forward to having an opportunity to comment after we have heard today’s speakers.  
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Good Morning.  My name is Jane Kelly.  I am on the Board of the California Environmental 
Health Initiative (CEHI). 
 
We last spoke with you at your Board meeting on May 25th of this year.  Since that time, we 
have continued our communication with Secretary Ross as well as with CISAC regarding the 
public’s concerns about the CDFA’s Pest PEIR.  We have reached out to the ISCC Agency 
Heads and met with the Governor’s Office and we have also formed a coalition of groups 
and cities who share our concerns about this PEIR.  Our coalition has now grown to 35 
members and includes environmental groups such as the Center for Biological Diversity, Save 
the Bay, and Baykeeper.  Health advocates include Physicians for Social Responsibility and 
the Center for Environmental Health.  Other members are the California Sportfishing 
Protection Alliance and the cities of Albany and Berkeley.  We will continue to reach out to 
other organizations and cities in order to ensure a broad base of engaged stakeholders 
during this process. 
 
CEHI was joined by 10 others (including the Mayors of Richmond and Albany) in submitting 
comments via our CEQA legal advisors, Earthjustice, on the Pest PEIR Notice of Preparation.  
We have brought you copies of those comments along with comments submitted by UC 
Davis and the Center for Biological Diversity for your information. 
 
The public continues to be concerned about the exclusion of meaningful public input should 
the Pest PEIR be certified.  We base this concern not only on the opinions of two of our 
CEQA legal advisors but also on statements made by CDFA staff.  In the documents we 
brought for your review you will find a one‐page summary of four recent statements made 
by CDFA’s Pest PEIR Project Manager.  An example of our concern is the statement made in a 
meeting we attended at Assemblymember Bill Monning’s office in May of this year.  During 
that meeting the CDFA representative clearly stated that the intent of a public hearing prior 
to a pest control application but after the PEIR is approved, is to inform the public.  She 
further said the CDFA could change its proposed pest management application but that it is 
not required to change its program based on the public’s concerns.  Had this Pest PEIR been 
in effect in 2007 when the CDFA sprayed for the Light Brown Apple Moth, Bay Area residents 
would not have been able to stop the unnecessary spraying in that region.  We hope you and 
other state agencies will share this concern and urge the CDFA to reconsider its decision to 
go forward with the Pest PEIR.   
 
We appreciate the opportunity to participate in these meetings and to bring our concerns to 
your attention.  On that note I would like to repeat a formal request that future meetings of 
this Board be webcast to allow the public to participate without having to incur the time and 
expense of a workday trip to Sacramento. 
 
Thank you. 
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Jane Kelly again from CEHI. 
 
We appreciate the information presented today. I have written up a few observations as 
follows: 
 
As some of the panelists said today, true IPM starts with preventative practices long before a 
pest is detected, and is site and pest specific.  To truly commit to IPM would require that the 
CDFA support sustainable agricultural practices to a much greater degree than is now the 
case. 
 
Given the numbers of pests already subject to state quarantines and the additional pests 
likely to arrive as a result of climate change and a globalized economy, we can no longer 
sustain our current approach, nor has it been effective.  Nearly 40% of California’s land area 
was under quarantine last year for 8 pests.  Since 1982, the state has carried out 274 annual 
eradications for the same 9 pests.  These numbers alone suggest how unwieldy the 
quarantine approach has become and how unsuccessful the eradication approach has been.   
 
We need a real 21st century approach to pests. We hope the agency will see the benefit of 
listening to the strategy being developed by independent scientists and the necessity of 
waiting until that paradigm has been developed over the next 18 months, rather than 
pushing ahead, prematurely, with a Programmatic EIR. 
 
We will provide copies of our remarks to Director Eddy for inclusion with the Board’s 
meeting minutes. 
 
Thank you. 
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