California Vendors Policy Committee

Notes from August 4, 2011 Executive Committee Meeting

The August 4, 2011Executive Committee teleconference meeting convened at 3:00pm. 

Participants were:

Roy Harmon, Chair



 

1820 Peacock Drive, Suite D



Oceanside, CA 92058


Tom Linker, Vice Chair

1342 Plummer Street

Monterey, CA 93944

Andy Brown, Secretary Treasurer

 

23500 Kasson Road





Tracy, CA 95376

Deb Meyer, BEP Program Manager

721 Capitol Mall 5th Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Charles “Buzz” Nunn, Acting Exec Secretary

721 Capitol Mall 6th Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Guests:

Ron Long, Vendor

David Hanlon, Vendor

Willie Shoemaker, Vendor

Michael Hatch, Vendor

Weekly Updates

· Compliance with Bagley Keene

The Chair has sent a follow up letter to the Attorney General about the requirement that CVPC follow the Bagley Keene Act after 10 working days. Although the AG acknowledged receiving the original letter, there has been no response. 

· BEP Budget

No update from the Budget Office.

· New Primary/Interim Facilities

Salinas Soledad Prisons- Applications are due by mail by the 4th of August. BEP will wait 5 days for late mail. The interviews are set for August 22nd at the prison.

Donner Pass Roadside Rest - The Program Manager met with Cal Trans representatives. The issue is whether vendors have to pay for utilities at the road side rests.  Cal Trans wants $500 per month for roadside rest area side.  The Program Manager has informed DOR management of this issue. 

North Island US Navy Base- Will be re-announced within the next two weeks. The Program Manager is considering whether it should be announced as a primary location.  

· Location Closures

No update. The process for announcing facilities that have been closed due to the departure of vendors was discussed. 

· 2011 Annual BEP Training

There was no meeting this week. A meeting is scheduled for August 8th. The Secretary Treasurer stated he had received audios of materials that will be available for Serv Safe training and those can be duplicated. He will provide those to the Program Manager for her office staff to duplicate. 

Other Items

· Vendor Issues

No issues were raised.

· AB 727 Proposed Legislation

The meeting with legislative committee representatives tentatively set for the 9th has been cancelled. Lobbyist Ralph Simoni sent a summary of his discussion with the Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst Bob Franzoia to the Chair. This summary included the following comments.

“In general, he stated that the bill was "clearly a suspense file" bill. DGS has estimated a $150,000 implementation/oversight costs and he believes that DOR implementation/oversight costs are likely double that amount, in addition to likely to DOR costs for compliance/enforcement. He has been told that there are possible amendments forthcoming, but he is not certain about the specific content of the amendments.”

1. Neither the DOR data nor other information the Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst has obtained indicate a trend line from the enactment of SB 441 that would indicate a +/- market impact or trend line on visually impaired vendors. Can we validate any revenue impact or otherwise since the enactment of SB 441? He is also troubled by the fact that it is likely that this cannot be quantified by the DOR because there simply has been no enforcement of the SB 441 provisions.
 2. The Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst complained that the DOR did not/could not provide him with financial information on the two funds that are part of this program – the Business Enterprise Vending Machine Account and the Vending Stand Fund – which he mentioned in 2007 in his analysis of SB 441. Has there been a +/- in these funds since the implementation of SB 441?  It was suggested by the participants that the AB Committee request that information directly from DOR because DOR cannot be involved with the legislative process.
3. The Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst asked how many actual visually impaired vendors are in the program? The DOR data provided to him indicate a total number of 592 of which 585 are designated as "no disability" and only 7 who have disabilities.  He questions whether the program is actually conducted by visually impaired vendors or whether they are a minimal component of the program or merely surrogates to private vending companies.  It is believed the data came off of the RSA-15 report (employees of vendors-not the number of vendors themselves, and we will have to make that correction to the analysts.
4. Because SEC. 3 of the bill relating to "food concessions and cafeterias" defers to federal guidelines on January 1, 2014, the Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst has questions regarding the differences between state and federal guidelines, as well as any cost implications for problems that folks might anticipate. Probably not a concern of ours or question that we can answer.  Vendors should comment on that concern,
5. The Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst asked what percent of the overall revenues go into the visually impaired vendor retirement account? He believes that it is 6%, but cannot get confirmation. However, he feels that this is a hot button issue that might be important if revenues are lower today than in the past.  Vendors will need to comment to that concern.
6. From a beverage perspective, the Senate Appropriations Committee Analyst is concerned about the language appearing in subdivision (b) (3) of Section 11005.4 that that requires "at least one beverage option shall be drinking water and the price of the drinking water shall not be higher than the other beverage options." He feels that this involves the state in price setting for various products which should not be the responsibility of the legislature. Also, he had questions about the 25 cal per 8 ounce serving and how this would be implemented. 

Guest Vendor Michael Hatch noted that this legislation may not accomplish what is intended and there will be a cost to the Department if any enforcement is required.  It was agreed that the vendors will need to stress the costs to the Department for enforcement, as it is significant, and hopefully this fact could possibly affect the Bill.

The Chair asked all vendors to attend the hearing on August 15th and plan on coming to the Capitol early so they can be involved in planning their time in front of the committee, as well as meet with Committee staff that morning. The Chair noted that attendance at the hearing is important for all vendors, and vendors living outside the Sacramento area will also be encouraged to attend. 
· Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

The vendor selection is on August 5th. There is no date for taking over facility as yet. Those competing for LLNL can still participate in other selection interviews. The Program Manager noted that those competing for the LLNL will have not taken over that facility so they can compete for other facilities at this time.  

· Sub Committee and Focus Group Meeting Schedules

The following meetings have been scheduled to date for the teleconference line on days subsequent to August 4th . Vendors interested in participating can get the call in number and the pass code by contacting the Acting Executive Secretary or their delegate. 

August 2011

Roadside Rest Focus Group
 
August 10


5:00pm

CVPC Exec Committee

August 11, 18, 25
3:00pm

Cafeteria Focus Group


August 16


5:00pm  

Prison Focus Group


August 17


5:00pm

QLDC 




August 24


2:00pm

Respectfully submitted,

Charles “Buzz” Nunn

Acting Executive Secretary

August 5, 2011

