DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD

Public Protection through Examination, Licensure, and Regulation

Governor
Edmund G. Brown Jr.

NOTICE OF MEETING

May 22, 2013
9:30am — 5:00pm
Landscape Architects Technical Committee
Sequoia Room
2420 Del Paso Road
Sacramento, CA 95834
(916) 575-7230

The Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) will hold a meeting as noted above.
The agenda items may not be addressed in the order noted and the meeting will be adjourned
upon completion of the agenda which may be at a time earlier than that posted in this notice.
The meeting is open to the public and held in a barrier free facility according to the
Americans with Disabilities Act. Any person requiring a disability-related modification or
accommodation to participate in the meeting may make a request by contacting Ken Miller at
(916) 575-7230, emailing latc@dca.ca.gov, or sending a written request to LATC, 2420 Del
Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, California, 95834. Providing your request at least five
business days before the meeting will help to ensure availability of the requested
accommodation.

A. Call to Order — Roll Call — Establishment of a Quorum
Chair’s Remarks
Public Comment Session

B. Approve January 24-25, 2013 LATC Summary Report

C. Program Manager’s Report

D. Review and Approve July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014 Draft Strategic and
Communications Action Plan

E. Discuss and Possible Action on LATC’s 2014 Sunset Review Process
F.  Discuss and Possible Action on Recommendations Regarding LATC Fund Condition

G. Discuss and Possible Action on Occupational Analysis

H. Report on Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB)
1. Update on CLARB Activities
2. Discuss and Possible Action on Nominating Committee
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I.  Update on University of California (UC) Extension Certificate Program Task Force

1. Approve Appointment of UC Los Angeles Site Review Team Member

2. Discuss and Possible Action on Extension Certificate Program Review/Approval
Procedures

3. Review and Approve UC Berkeley Extension Certificate Program Site Review
Team Recommendation

4. Review and Approve UC Los Angeles Extension Certificate Program Site Review
Team Recommendation

J. Review and Possible Action on Requirements for Reciprocity

K. Review and Possible Action on Legal Opinion Regarding Business and Professions
Code Section 5641, Chapter Exceptions, Exemptions

L. Review Tentative Schedule and Confirm Future LATC Meeting Dates

M. Adjourn

Please contact Ken Miller at (916) 575-7230 for additional information related to the
meeting. Notices and agendas for LATC meetings can be found at www.latc.ca.gov.


www.latc.ca.gov

Agenda Item A
CALL TO ORDER-ROLL CALL-ESTABLISHMENT OF A QUORUM

Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) Member Roster

Stephanie Landregan, Chair
Andrew Bowden, Vice Chair
Nicki Johnson

Katherine Spitz

David Allan Taylor, Jr.

CHAIR’S REMARKS

LATC Chair Stephanie Landregan will review the scheduled LATC actions and make
appropriate announcements.

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSION

Members of the public may address the Committee at this time. The Committee Chair may allow
public participation during other agenda items at her discretion.
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Agenda Item B
APPROVE JANUARY 24-25, 2013 LATC SUMMARY REPORT

The Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) is asked to approve the attached
January 24-25, 2013, LATC Meeting Summary Report.
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SUMMARY REPORT

CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD
Landscape Architects Technical Committee

January 24-25, 2013
Sacramento, California

LATC Members Present
Stephanie Landregan, Chair
Andrew Bowden, Vice Chair
Nicki Johnson

Katherine Spitz

David A. Taylor, Jr.

Staff Present

Doug McCauley, Executive Officer, California Architects Board (Board)

Vickie Mayer, Assistant Executive Officer, Board

Don Chang, Assistant Chief Counsel, Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA)

Trish Rodriguez, Program Manager, Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC)
John Keidel, Special Projects Coordinator, LATC

Claire Chung, Examination Coordinator, LATC

Matthew McKinney, Enforcement Officer, LATC

Ken Miller, Licensing Coordinator, LATC

Mel Knox, Administration Analyst, Board

Guests Present

Christine Anderson, Chair, University of California (UC) Extension Certificate Program Task
Force

Pamela Berstler, President, California Chapter, Association of Professional Landscape Designers
(APLD)

Jerry Hastings, Secretary, California Council/American Society of Landscape Architects
(CC/ASLA)

Amelia B. Lima, APLD

Marti Meyer, APLD

John Nicolaus, CC/ASLA

Robert de los Reyes, Budget Analyst, DCA

Raul Villanueva, Personnel Selection Consultant, DCA Office of Professional Examination
Services (OPES)

Jeannie Wong, DCA Board Relations
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A. Call to Order - Roll Call — Establishment of a Quorum
Chair’s Remarks
Public Comment Session

Chair Stephanie Landregan called the meeting to order on January 24, 2013 at 9:35 a.m. and
Trish Rodriguez called the roll. Five members of LATC were present, thus a quorum was
established.

Ms. Rodriguez stated that LATC recently received a letter from Jon Pride regarding reciprocity
and the letter was included in the meeting packet as a public comment. She explained that

Mr. Pride does not currently meet California educational requirements for the Landscape
Architect Registration Examination (LARE) and has asked LATC to consider his reciprocity
eligibility since he has experience as a licensed landscape architect outside of California.

Ms. Landregan stated that the reciprocity issue will be discussed during the strategic planning
session.

B. Approve November 14, 2012 LATC Summary Report

Ms. Landregan presented the November 14, 2012 LATC Meeting Summary Report for approval.
Katherine Spitz noted that on page three of the Summary Report under Agenda Item E, the
phrase “attempting to specifically define a construction drawing makes the term ‘construction
drawing’ less accurate,” should instead read, “attempting to specifically define a construction
drawing might make the term *construction drawing’ less accurate.” Ms. Landregan concurred
with this revision.

Ms. Rodriguez stated that at the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, Andrew Bowden asked
whether the term “graduate” applies to a certificate holder from an extension certificate program.
She explained that staff researched his question and found that the UC Los Angeles Extension
Certificate Program uses the term *“graduate” to describe a person who receives an extension
certificate. She stated that the UC Berkeley Extension Certificate Program formally uses the
term “certificate completion” to describe someone who completes the program, but informally
identifies that person as a “graduate” of the program.

e Katherine Spitz moved to approve the November 14, 2012 LATC Summary Report
with the modification on page three as noted.

Andrew Bowden seconded the motion.
The motion carried 5-0.
C. Program Manager’s Report

Ms. Rodriguez presented the Program Manager’s Report. She stated that there are no updates for
the BreEZe Project since the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting.

Ms. Rodriguez stated that LATC was disconnected from DCA’s examination and licensing
functions of the Applicant Tracking System (ATS) on October 26, 2012. She explained that
LATC started use of a new workaround system (WAS) to supplement the lost functions of ATS,
and has been successfully implemented with minimal issues. She explained that the new manual
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processes seem to be working properly; however, manual processes have an inherent increased
potential for human error.

Ms. Rodriguez informed the members that Christine Anderson will provide an outreach
presentation at UC Davis on February 26, 2013.

Ms. Rodriguez stated that the regulatory package for California Code of Regulations (CCR)
sections 2615, Form of Examinations, and 2620, Education and Training Credits, was approved
by the Office of Administrative Law and became effective on December 13, 2012. She also
stated that the regulatory package for CCR section 2620.5, Requirements for an Approved
Extension Certificate Program, will be discussed later in the meeting.

Ms. Rodriguez informed the members the LATC website was recently updated with the
upcoming administration dates for the LARE and the current list of active licensees. She noted
that the website needs further updating in several areas, and that she would like to discuss this
during the strategic planning session.

Ms. Rodriguez stated that, on December 4, 2012, a LARE candidate who encountered issues
while taking the first administration of section 4 of the LARE contacted LATC. She explained
that the candidate had several issues with the functionality of the testing software, and the
Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB) concluded that this was not
an isolated incident, but a global issue. Ms. Rodriguez also noted that CLARB offered a free re-
exam for candidates who encountered this glitch during their examination. She said the
candidate contacted CLARB on site the day of the exam and wrote a letter to CLARB the
following day. Ms. Landregan inquired if CLARB has a method of recourse at the LARE testing
sites that allows a candidate to notify CLARB of any testing issues. David Taylor noted that
although the candidate who complained is able to take the free re-exam from CLARB, other
candidates affected by the problem may not be able to if CLARB is unaware they had an issue.
Jerry Hastings explained that the candidate was given the option to either accept the score she
received or forfeit the test without knowing her score. Ms. Spitz asked about the percentage of
the test questions affected by the error. Mr. Bowden asked if CLARB should contact each
candidate who took section 4 in December 2012 to notify them of the problem. Mr. Taylor’s
response was that CLARB should contact the software vendor to research the issue, rather than
attempting to contact each candidate to determine if they had an issue with the test
administration. Ms. Landregan stated that LATC should contact CLARB in protest, and to
determine how the problem was resolved. She also asked staff to compile a list of questions
asked by the LATC members regarding the testing issue so that either she or Ms. Anderson could
address them at the upcoming CLARB annual meeting.

Ms. Rodriguez said that intra-agency contracts for ongoing examination development and an
occupational analysis with OPES will be addressed later in the meeting.

Ms. Rodriguez stated that LATC recently contacted the UC Extension Certificate Programs to
determine site review dates, and noted that staff is working to finalize the Self-Evaluation Report
Format and Visiting Team Report Template documents in preparation for the site reviews.

Ms. Rodriguez noted that an update will be provided later in the meeting on the legal opinion
letter for the exempt area of practice and the annual enforcement statistics.



D. Presentation by Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA) Staff Regarding New
Online Program (BreEZe)

Ms. Rodriguez stated that DCA BreEZe staff was unable to attend the meeting to provide an
update due to staffing issues, and a presentation will be rescheduled for a future meeting.

E. Report on Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB)

Ms. Landregan provided an update on the upcoming CLARB meeting on March 1-2, 2013. She
summarized the LARE pass rates for the December 2012 administration of sections 3 and 4 and
stated that she recently submitted a nomination to CLARB for Christine Anderson to continue as
CLARB Region V Director. She also noted that all sections of the new LARE will be
administered three times annually.

Ms. Rodriguez said that the new LARE registration process seems unclear based on feedback
from candidates. She suggested that information could be added to the LATC website to provide
clarification for new LARE registrants, and that candidates should be informed that they do not
need to establish a council record until they are ready to take the examination. Ms. Landregan
concurred that the cost of starting a council record is not necessary until a candidate is ready to
take the LARE.

F.  Annual Enforcement Report

Matthew McKinney provided an update on the enforcement statistics for the 2011/2012 fiscal
year. He said that LATC strives to reduce the average age of pending cases while seeking
greater efficiencies in the enforcement process. Mr. McKinney noted that the amount of
complaints closed was nearly twice the amount of complaints opened over the past two fiscal
years. He said that, at the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC received a request to
research how many compliance actions taken during the past three fiscal years were against
licensed persons versus unlicensed persons. He reported that all cease and desist notices issued
during the past three fiscal years were against unlicensed persons, as such notices are only issued
against unlicensed persons, by definition. Mr. McKinney also noted that half of the citations
issued in the prior three fiscal years were against licensees, while the other half were issued
against unlicensed persons.

G. Budget Update

Robert de los Reyes provided an update on the LATC fund condition and budget.

Ms. Landregan asked if LATC is restricted from spending any surplus funds. Mr. Reyes
explained that LATC is not restricted from spending any surplus, as long as LATC has the
budget authority to spend the funds. He stated that, LATC discontinued the administration of
particular sections of the LARE because CLARB began administering all sections of the
examination, and this has contributed to the surplus of funds. He noted that there is
approximately $400,000 appropriated in the LATC budget for examination administration that
has not been spent. Ms. Landregan asked if any of the funds allotted for examinations could be
redirected to endeavors such as proactive enforcement efforts. Mr. Reyes stated it is possible to
redirect funds, however, it must be used for other line-items in the LATC’s budget. Vickie
Mayer added that, although funds could potentially be redirected, all travel by LATC members
and staff must be mission-critical and undergo an approval process through DCA. Mr. Bowden
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asked if the surplus funds could potentially be transferred to another board if they are not spent
within a certain period of time. Doug McCauley explained that the funds would not be
transferred to another board under these conditions and that the goal for all DCA boards is to
have expenditures match revenue as closely as possible.

Ms. Landregan inquired about the possibility of implementing a temporary fee reduction in order
to reduce the fund balance. Mr. McCauley said it would be possible to reduce licensing fees for
one renewal cycle to bring the fund balance to an appropriate level. Ms. Landregan asked if
staffing shortages have contributed to the fund balance and if it would be possible to add a new
staff member to implement goals in the LATC communications plan. Mr. McCauley explained
that staffing shortages have indeed contributed to the fund balance and it is not possible to add a
new staff member without an approved Budget Change Proposal. Don Chang suggested that
LATC explore the possibility of entering into intra-agency contracts with other state agencies to
implement the goals in the communication plan.

H. Review Public Comments on Proposed Regulation to Amend California Code of
Regulations (CCR) Section 2620.5, Requirements for an Approved Extension
Certificate Program, and Possible Action

As the Program Administrator for the UC Los Angeles Extension Certificate Program,

Ms. Landregan recused herself from participation in discussion and voting on agenda items H
and | due to a conflict of interest. Mr. Bowden temporarily assumed the Chair’s duties.

Ms. Rodriguez explained that, as a result of the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, on
November 30, 2012, staff submitted a 40-day Notice of Availability of Modified Language to
incorporate the proposed changes to CCR section 2620.5. She stated that one public comment
was received during the 40-day public comment period and two other comments were received
after the comment period ended on January 9, 2013. Mr. Chang explained that the only
comment LATC should consider is the comment received during the 40-day public comment
period. He explained that the comments received after January 9, 2013 should be considered
within the context of public comment on the current agenda item.

Mr. Bowden explained that, at the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC approved
modifications to CCR section 2620.5 as recommended by the UC Extension Certificate Program
Task Force. He also said that at the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC approved an
additional modification to CCR section 2620.5, subsection (q), that, effective September 2015,
requires students to have a Bachelor’s degree as a prerequisite for entry into the extension
certificate programs. Mr. Bowden noted that, in the public comments, opposition to the
proposed subsection (q) was expressed, and LATC must respond to the comments. He said that
opposition was also expressed in the public comments to the proposed approval requirement in
subsection (n)(5), which would require the extension certificate programs to have three full-time
equivalence (FTE) faculty with a degree in landscape architecture, and that LATC must also
respond to these comments.

Nicki Johnson said that she does not want to restrict entry into the landscape architecture
profession and thinks that requiring an Associate degree as a prerequisite for entry would be a
better option than requiring a Bachelor’s degree. Ms. Anderson argued that requiring a
Bachelor’s degree as a prerequisite for entry into the extension certificate programs creates an
additional barrier for entry into the profession. She said that it is appropriate for LATC to create
its own standard for entry into the programs, rather than align entry requirements with Landscape
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Architectural Accreditation Board (LAAB) standards. Mr. Hastings opined that extension
certificate program administrators should retain their discretion to establish admission
requirements, noting that LAAB was established to accredit degree-granting programs and
extension certificate programs do not grant degrees.

Ms. Spitz explained that the initial reason for proposing a Bachelor’s degree as a prerequisite to
entry was to raise the standard for entry into the programs. She stated that she would ideally
prefer to have a Bachelor’s degree as a prerequisite for entry; however, she shares the concerns
mentioned over this proposed requirement. Ms. Spitz also explained her concern that students
with foreign degrees may have difficulty receiving proper credit for their education. Mr. Taylor
stated that he was a strong proponent of the Bachelor’s degree requirement at the previous LATC
meeting; however, he did not consider the perspective provided by the public comment when he
formed his opinion. He said that he would support the suggested edits to CCR section 2620.5 as
mentioned in the public comment.

Mr. Bowden stated that LAAB has indicated they will not consider accrediting extension
certificate programs that do not have a Bachelor’s degree component as a prerequisite for entry.
Ms. Mayer noted that as part of the regulatory change process, the LATC must justify the
necessity for a new requirement in order to impose it. She explained that LAAB’s unwillingness
to accredit the extension certificate programs without the programs’ requirement of a Bachelor’s
degree as a prerequisite for entry is not a sufficient justification, in her opinion. Mr. Bowden
stated that one of the functions of the LATC is to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the
public. He also noted that one of the long-term goals of the LATC is to remove barriers to entry
into the profession. Mr. Bowden stated that he supports the suggested edit to CCR section
2620.5 to remove the proposed requirement that, effective September 2015, a Bachelor’s degree
will be required as a prerequisite to entry into the extension certificate programs. Ms. Mayer
suggested that LATC eliminate the proposed subsection (q) to effectively address the concerns
raised over imposing the requirement.

Mr. Chang stated that LATC must also address the portion of the comment expressing opposition
to requiring the extension certificate programs to have three FTE faculty with a degree in
landscape architecture in subsection (n)(5) of the proposed regulatory language. Ms. Anderson
stated that the Task Force intended to include extension certificate holders in the three FTE
calculation, and that it was an oversight from the Task Force for it not to be included.

Mr. Hastings noted that almost every instructor on the extension campus at UC Los Angeles is
part-time and it is not practical to impose a three FTE requirement. He urged LATC to
reconsider and modify the proposed regulatory language.

Ms. Anderson suggested that LATC remove the proposed subsection (n)(5), rather than modify
it, so that the extension certificate programs are not immediately out of compliance with LATC
requirements once they become effective.

e David A. Taylor, Jr. made a motion to recommend that the Board adopt the proposed
modifications to CCR section 2620.5 as presented in the meeting packet with the
removal of the proposed subsections (n)(5) and (q).

Katherine Spitz seconded the motion.

The motion carried 4-0. Stephanie Landregan recused herself.



I.  Review Proposed Amendments to CCR Section 2649, Fees, and Possible Action

Ms. Rodriguez explained that at the August 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC approved staff to
begin processing a regulatory package to specify a $600 biennial fee for the application for the
approval of a school of landscape architecture in CCR section 2649. She added that LATC is
required by Business and Professions Code (BPC) section 128.5, Reduction of License Fees in
Event of Surplus Funds, to reduce fees if there are 24 months of funds in reserve. She said that
LATC already has 19.5 months of funds in reserve, as mentioned during the budget update. She
explained that LATC may not be able to charge the new $600 biennial application fee since
LATC is required by BPC section 128.5 to reduce fees in the event of surplus funds.

Mr. McCauley stated that LATC cannot justify a fee increase if the LATC cannot demonstrate a
need for the funds. He suggested that LATC should reconsider requiring this fee after the fund
condition has returned to a normal level. Ms. Mayer said that staff will consult with the DCA
Budget Office to determine the best course of action regarding which fees should be reduced on
a temporary basis.

e Katherine Spitz made a motion to withdraw the proposed amendments to CCR
section 2649, Fees.

Nicki Johnson seconded the motion.
The motion carried 4-0. Stephanie Landregan recused herself.
J.  Review and Consider Request for Re-Licensure

Mr. Bowden returned Chair duties to Ms. Landregan. Ms. Rodriguez stated that the LATC
recently received a re-licensure request from Craig Hutchinson, a former licensee whose license
expired in 2009. She explained that the LATC re-licensure procedures were updated to include
current fees and the instruction forms for the re-licensure reviewer were updated to reflect recent
changes to the LARE. She noted that after the forms were updated, the re-licensure request
packet for Mr. Hutchinson was sent to Ms. Landregan and Ms. Spitz for review.

Ms. Spitz summarized her evaluation of Mr. Hutchinson’s re-licensure request packet. She said
that Mr. Hutchinson submitted three drawings from 1997, 2004, and 2006, that included a
grading plan, an irrigation plan, and a planting plan that did not have a legend. She noted that
the drawings were roughly drafted and Mr. Hutchinson did not submit documentation indicating
project management skills, evidence of bidding and construction skills, or evidence of inventory
and analysis skills. She stated he initially did not submit references, but later sent a reference
that he had used in 1993 to apply for the licensure examination. She said this was not an
appropriate reference for a professional landscape architect. She said that he also submitted a
letter explaining why he let his license lapse. She continued that the letter included a reasonable
explanation of why he allowed his license to lapse. Ms. Spitz stated that she thought

Mr. Hutchinson did not submit anything indicating that he should receive credit for sections 1
and 2 of the LARE. Ms. Spitz recommended that Mr. Hutchinson be required to take sections 1
and 2 of the LARE, and pass the California Supplemental Examination (CSE) to qualify for re-
licensure.

Ms. Landregan stated that she also evaluated Mr. Hutchinson’s application and recommended
that the LATC deny his re-licensure request. She also recommended that LATC waive the
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requirement for him to take sections 3 and 4 of the LARE, and that he pass sections 1 and 2 of
the LARE, and pass the CSE to qualify for re-licensure.

e Katherine Spitz made a motion to deny Craig Hutchinson’s request for re-licensure
without examination; however, LATC waives the requirement for him to take LARE
sections 3 and 4, and he must pass LARE sections 1 and 2, and the CSE in order to
qualify for re-licensure.

Nicki Johnson seconded the motion.
The motion carried 5-0.

K. Review and Approval of Intra-Agency Contracts with the DCA Office of Professional
Examination Services for California Supplemental Examination Occupational
Analysis and Exam Development

Ms. Rodriguez stated that Raul Villanueva of OPES provided a presentation at the

November 14, 2012 LATC meeting outlining the occupational analysis process. She noted that
LATC agreed to enter into an intra-agency contract with OPES and the draft contract is included
in the meeting packet for review and approval. She said that, upon further discussion with
OPES, LATC agreed to continue ongoing examination development. She noted that the draft
intra-agency contract for ongoing examination development is also included in the meeting
packet for review and approval.

e Andrew Bowden moved to approve the intra-agency contract for ongoing
examination development.

David A. Taylor, Jr. seconded the motion.

The motion carried 5-0.

e Andrew Bowden moved to approve the fiscal year 2012/2013 and 2013/2014 intra-
agency contract for the occupational analysis.

Nicki Johnson seconded the motion.
The motion carried 5-0.

L. Review Legal Opinion Letter from DCA Legal Counsel Regarding Business and
Professions Code Section 5641, Exceptions, Exemptions, and Possible Action

Mr. Chang stated that at the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC asked him to provide a
legal opinion regarding BPC section 5641. He explained that the legal opinion is not complete
and he expects to provide it to LATC within approximately 30 days. Ms. Berstler asked when
the legal opinion will become public record. Mr. Chang stated that once he prepares the legal
opinion, it will be sent to Ms. Rodriguez; it will then likely be placed on the agenda for the
following LATC meeting, at which time it will become public record.



Adjourn

e Stephanie Landregan adjourned the meeting.

The meeting on January 24, 2013 adjourned at 1:17 p.m.



January 25, 2013
Sacramento, California

LATC Members Present
Stephanie Landregan, Chair
Andrew Bowden, Vice Chair
Nicki Johnson

Katherine Spitz

David A. Taylor, Jr.

Staff Present

Doug McCauley, Executive Officer, Board

Don Chang, Assistant Chief Counsel, DCA

Trish Rodriguez, Program Manager, LATC

John Keidel, Special Projects Coordinator, LATC
Claire Chung, Examination Coordinator, LATC
Matthew McKinney, Enforcement Coordinator, LATC
Ken Miller, Licensing Coordinator, LATC

Mel Knox, Administration Analyst, Board

Guests Present

Christine Anderson, Chair, UC Extension Certificate Program Task Force

Jerry Hastings, Secretary, CC/ASLA

Dalton LaVoie, Sierra Chapter, CC/ASLA

Amelia B. Lima, APLD

Terrie Meduri, Facilitation Specialist, DCA, Strategic Organization, Leadership and Individual
Development (SOLID)

Marti Meyer, APLD

John Nicolaus, CC/ASLA

Jon Pride, Jon Pride Designs

Tom Roy, Facilitation Specialist, DCA SOLID

M. Call to Order — Roll Call — Establishment of a Quorum
Chair’s Remarks
Public Comment Session

Chair Stephanie Landregan called the meeting to order at 8:34 a.m. and called the roll. Five
members of LATC were present, thus a quorum was established.

N.  Strategic and Communications Planning Review Session for Fiscal Year 2013/2014

The LATC commenced its annual strategic planning session, facilitated by Tom Roy and
Terrie Meduri of DCA SOLID. The LATC reviewed the accomplishments for 2012, and
LATC’s mission, vision, values, and strategic goals. SOLID staff led the LATC members
through the SWOT (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats) analysis process that
assisted the LATC members in developing the objectives for fiscal year 2013/14.
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SOLID will update the Strategic Plan with the changes made during this session, and the LATC
will review and finalize the plan at its next meeting tentatively scheduled for May 22, 2013.

O. Review Tentative Schedule and Confirm Future LATC Meeting Dates
LATC meetings tentatively scheduled:

May 22, 2013, location to be determined

Adjourn

e Stephanie Landregan adjourned the meeting.

The meeting on January 25, 2013 adjourned at 2:00 p.m.
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Agenda Item C
PROGRAM MANAGER’S REPORT

The Program Manager’s Report provides a synopsis of current activities and is attached for the
LATC’s review.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Program Manager’s Report

2. University of California (UC), Davis Student Outreach Presentation Survey Results,
February 26, 2013

3. UC Berkeley Student Outreach Presentation Survey Results, April 25, 2013

4. CC/ASLA Bill Tracking List

LATC Meeting May 22, 2013 Sacramento, CA



Attachment C.1

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
Program Manager’s Report
May 2013

ADMINISTRATIVE/MANAGEMENT
BreEZe Project

The BreEZe Project scheduled release of Phase 1 in February 2013 has been delayed until later
this year. The BreEZe Project is currently in the User-Acceptance Testing (UAT) phase for the
first release. UAT is a process to obtain confirmation that a system meets mutually agreed-upon
requirements. OIS will continue to update LATC as BreEZe implementation moves forward.
The originally estimated “go-live” date of February 19, 2013 did not allow sufficient time to
produce a quality BreEZe product acceptable to the Department. The BreEZe team is assessing
the impacts this delay will have on the Phase 2 and Phase 3 release schedules; however, the
project is now estimated to be complete in 2014. LATC is part of the Phase 3 release.

BreEZe provides the DCA organizations an enterprise system that supports all applicant
tracking, licensing, renewal, enforcement, monitoring, cashiering, and management capabilities.
BreEZe will support the DCA’s highest priority initiatives of Job Creation and Consumer
Protection by replacing the DCA’s aging legacy business systems with an integrated software
solution that utilizes current technologies to facilitate increased efficiencies in the DCA boards’
and bureaus’ licensing and enforcement programs.

BreEZe will be web-enabled to allow application, renewal, and payment processing via the
Internet for applicants and licensees. Furthermore, BreEZe will allow the public to file
complaints and look up licensee information and complaint status through the Internet. As part
of the BreEZe implementation, interfaces to electronically share data with internal and external
systems will be established; existing data will be converted and migrated into BreEZe; user
training will be conducted; and system documentation will be created.

Applicant Tracking System (ATS)/Workaround System (WAS)

Manual processes are still in place, using the temporary Workaround System until the transition
to BreEZe in 2014.

Outreach

An outreach presentation was provided by Christine Anderson on February 26, 2013, at the
University of California (UC), Davis. Twenty-four students and faculty attended and surveys
were collected from all. The presentation was well-received. Most attendees felt the
presentation was informative and it would help them to prepare for licensure.

Ms. Anderson also provided a similar presentation at UC Berkeley on April 25, 2013. Fifteen
students attended the presentation and nine surveys were received. Survey results for both
presentations are included in the Program Manger’s Report.



Regulatory Changes

California Code of Regulations (CCR) section 2614 Examination Transition Plan —This proposal
amends CCR section 2614 by adding subsections (f)(1) — (4), thus establishing a transition plan
for those candidates who previously passed sections of the Landscape Architect Registration
Examination into the new four sections when it transitions in September 2012. Following is a
chronology to date, of the processing of LATC’s regulatory proposal for CCR section 2614:

November 16, 2011  Proposed regulatory changes approved by LATC

December 7, 2011 Final approval by the Board

June 22, 2012 Notice of Proposed Changes in the Regulations published by the Office
of Administrative Law (OAL) (Notice re-published to allow time to
notify interested parties)

August 6, 2012 Public hearing, no public comments received

August 7, 2012 Final rulemaking file to DCA Legal Office

October 4, 2012 Final rulemaking file received from DCA Legal Office

October 5, 2012 15-Day Notice of Availability of Modified Language posted, no public

comments received
October 22, 2012 Final rulemaking file to DCA Legal Office
December 19, 2012  Final rulemaking file received from DCA Legal Office

March 7, 2013 Final approval of modified language by the Board
March 15, 2013 Final rulemaking file to OAL
April 8, 2013 Regulation package approved by OAL and filed with the

Secretary of State; effective upon filing

CCR section 2620.5, Requirements for an Approved Extension Certificate Program - The LATC
established the original requirements for an approved extension certificate program based on
university accreditation standards from the Landscape Architectural Accreditation Board
(LAAB). These requirements are outlined in CCR section 2620.5. In 2009, LAAB implemented
changes to their university accreditation standards. Prompted by the changes made by LAAB,
LATC drafted updated requirements for an approved extension certificate program and
recommended the Board authorize LATC to proceed with a regulatory change. The Board
approved the regulatory change and adopted the regulations at the December 15-16, 2010 Board
meeting. The regulatory proposal to amend CCR section 2620.5 was published at OAL on
June 22, 2012. In 2012, the LATC appointed the University of California Extension Certificate
Program Task Force, which was charged with developing the procedures for the review of the
extension certificate programs, and conducting reviews of the programs utilizing the new
procedures. The Task Force held meetings on June 27, 2012, October 8, 2012, and
November 2, 2012. As a result of these meetings, the Task Force recommended additional
modifications to CCR section 2620.5 to further update the regulatory language with LAAB
guidelines and LATC goals. At the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, the LATC approved the
Task Force’s recommended modifications to CCR section 2620.5, with additional edits. At the
January 24-25, 2013 LATC meeting, the LATC reviewed public comments regarding the
proposed changes to CCR section 2620.5 and agreed to remove several proposed modifications
to the language to address the public comments. The Board approved adoption of the modified
language for CCR section 2620.5 at their March 7, 2013 meeting.



Following is a chronology to date, of the processing of LATC’s regulatory proposal for CCR
2620.5:

November 22, 2010 Proposed regulatory changes approved by LATC
December 15, 2010 Final approval by the Board

June 22, 2012 Notice of Proposed Changes in the Regulations published by OAL
(Notice re-published to allow time to notify interested parties)
August 6, 2012 Public hearing, no public comments received

November 30, 2012 40-Day Notice of Availability of Modified Language posted
January 9, 2013 LATC received one comment during 40-day Notice period
January 24, 2013 LATC approved modified language to address public comment
February 15, 2013  Final rulemaking file to DCA Legal Office*

March 7, 2013 Final approval of modified language by the Board

*As of May 16, 2013, the rulemaking file for CCR section 2620.5 is currently being routed
through the Department of Finance (DOF) for review. Once approved by DOF, the rulemaking
file will be submitted to OAL for final approval.

LATC Website

Landscape Architect Registration Examination — The following exam administration date
changes were made on the website:

April 8-20, 2013, Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4
August 19-30, 2013, Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4
December 2-14, 2013, Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4

Web License Lookup — LATC currently receives a monthly report of licensees from OIS and
updates the information on the website. =~ The BreEZe team has indicated that BreEZe will
include a function to accommodate the automated licensee lookup functionality when BreEZe is
implemented for LATC in 2014.

FAQ Page — In March, LATC staff created a list of frequently asked questions (FAQs) received
from licensees, candidates, and the public. After thorough research, answers to these questions
were compiled and are currently being reviewed. Once approved, they will be added to the
existing FAQs page of LATC’s website.

Regulation Changes - In April, LATC updated the Landscape Architects Practice Act webpage,
proposed regulations webpage, and the news webpage with the recent changes to CCR section
2614, Examination Transition Plan, that became effective on April 8, 2013.

LATC EXAMINATION PROGRAM
Landscape Architect Registration Examination (LARE)

The LARE transitioned from a five section (A-E) to a four section (1-4) exam commencing with
the first administration of sections 1 and 2 on September 10 — 22, 2012. Exam sections 3 and 4
were administered on December 3 — 15, 2012. In April 2013, CLARB began administering

3



sections 1-4 concurrently and will provide the exam three times per year over a two-week period.
The first administration of all four sections was on April 8 — 20, 2013, and results will be
available the week of May 27, 2013.

Issues surrounding the first administration of section 4 of the LARE in December 2012 were
discussed during the LATC meeting on January 24, 2013. At this meeting, Stephanie Landregan,
LATC Chair, inquired if the Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB)
has a method of recourse at the LARE testing sites that allows a candidate to notify CLARB of
any testing issues. Ms. Landregan suggested LATC contact CLARB to determine how the
problem was resolved. LATC contacted CLARB on January 28, 2013 regarding the technical
issues candidates encountered and the means to contact CLARB should problems occur during
the examination. James Penrod, Deputy Executive Director of CLARB, responded to LATC’s
inquiries on January 29, 2013. He stated that CLARB provides several communications that
inform candidates on how to report exam day issues and the proctors are required to complete an
incident report if a candidate provides a complaint.

CLARSB requested that if candidates contact the LATC directly with exam issues, staff should
direct them to CLARB as soon as possible to resolve and/or include candidate feedback prior to
scoring. Once the exam is over, the ability for CLARB to respond is limited due to exam
integrity. Once the scores have been released, there is little that can be done.

The candidate who contacted LATC with the technical issue on the LARE was scheduled to
retake the exam section, her results for the original exam were not released, and the exam fee
was waived. LATC has not received any additional complaints about issue regarding the LARE.

California Supplemental Examination (CSE) and Occupational Analysis (OA)

At the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, the Office of Professional Examination Services
(OPES) provided an overview of the intra-agency contract process and occupational analysis
standard project plan. LATC approved staff to enter into an intra-agency contract (IAC) with
OPES to conduct a new occupational analysis (OA).

At the January 24, 2013 LATC meeting, the Committee approved both the Intra-Agency
Contract (IAC) for Exam Development and IAC for OA with OPES.

On March 20-21, 2013, the LATC and OPES held the first of the scheduled workshops for exam
development. The initial workshop focused on review of the items currently in the question bank
for the CSE, and was attended by six licensees. Workshops for this session will continue
through June 4, 2013 with a focus on having half of the workshop group of landscape architects
licensed for five years or less and the other half licensed over five years to ensure a fair and
defensible test is developed. The LATC recruited the licensees to attend the workshop by
sending out a mass mailing and later with contributions from the American Society of Landscape
Architects performing additional outreach. All licensees have been encouraged to participate, if
they are available to do so, and many have expressed gratitude for the opportunity to give back to
the profession.

Five of six examination development workshops have been held through May 2013, and the
LATC has received positive feedback from OPES as well as the licensees who have attended the
workshops. Licensees have found the workshops to be beneficial and constructive, and have
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expressed gratitude for the opportunity to give back to the profession. The final workshop,
where the pass score for the CSE will be determined, is scheduled to be held on June 3-4, 2013.

The first OA workshop is scheduled to be held on May 30-31, 2013. The OA will be an ongoing
process throughout 2014 and will focus on identifying key aspects of landscape architecture and
what skills entry level licensees should be able to proficiently demonstrate. One of the initial
steps in conducting the OA is to obtain input from LATC for information such as emerging trends in
practice, recent and proposed legislation, and California-specific topics in the field of landscape
architecture. OPES staff will be present at today’s meeting and provide guided questions to stimulate
discussion in areas where LATC’s input may contribute to the new OA (Agenda Item G).

University of California Extension Certificate Program

At the January 2012 LATC strategic planning meeting, members were appointed to the
University of California Extension Certificate Program Task Force and charged to develop
procedures for reviewing the extension certificate programs and conduct the reviews of the
programs utilizing the new procedures, as outlined in CCR section 2620.5 (Requirements for an
Approved Extension Certificate Program). The Task Force met on June 27, 2012,
October 8, 2012, and November 2, 2012. At the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC
approved the following five documents developed by the Task Force for use in reviewing the
extension certificate programs:

1. Review/Approval Procedures
2. Self-Evaluation Report

3. Visiting Team Guidelines

4. Annual Report Format

5. Visiting Team Report Template

Requests for program review and the new SER were sent to University of California, Berkeley
(UCB) and University of California, Los Angeles (UCLA) Extension Certificate Programs on
January 7, 2013.

The site review for UCB was conducted by a team of three members from the UC Extension
Certificate Program Task Force on April 8-10, 2013. The Visiting Team Report was received by
LATC on April 12, 2013 and forwarded to UCB for its response. UCB was asked to respond to
any standard that is assessed as “met with recommendation” or "not met” and include any
documentation the program deems pertinent. UCB’s institutional response was received on
May 3, 2013. The LATC will discuss the site review team recommendation later in the meeting
(Agenda Item 1).

Another site review was conducted at UCLA on April 22-24. LATC received the Visiting Team
Report from the visiting team on May 1, 2013 and it was forwarded to UCLA for its response on
May 11, 2013. The program response is pending and may be included at the May 22, 2013
LATC meeting (Agenda Item 1).



ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM

Exempt Area of Practice

Outlined in the fiscal year 12/13 LATC strategic plan, is an objective to appoint and convene a
task force to review the exempt area of practice Business and Professions Code (BPC) section
5641, Chapter Exceptions, Exemptions. Members of various professional organizations were
asked to nominate members to this task force. The Exceptions and Exemptions Task Force was
assembled and is comprised of members from LATC, California Architects Board, California
Council/American Society of Landscape Architecture (CC/ASLA), California Landscape
Contractors Association (CLCA), Association of Professional Landscape Designers (APLD), as
well as past LATC staff and Committee members.

The Task Force met on May 24, 2012, and discussed the exempt area of practice, BPC section
5641, and any issues or concerns relating to the unlicensed practice of landscape architecture.
Several action items resulted from the meeting which were further reviewed and discussed at the
October 18, 2012, Task Force meeting. At the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, LATC
approved the recommendation of the Task Force to have DCA legal counsel prepare a legal
opinion to LATC for clarification of BPC section 5641. The legal opinion will be discussed later
in today’s meeting (see Agenda Item L).

Complaint Statistics

(1st Quarter 2013 & 2012) 2013 2012
January  February March January  February March

Complaints Opened 8 1 0 4 4 4
Complaints to Expert 0 0 2 0 0 0
Complaints to DOI 0 0 0 0 0 0
Complaints Pending DOI 0 0 0 0 0 0
Complaints Pending AG 0 0 0 0 0 0
Complaints Pending DA 0 0 0 0 0 0
Complaints Pending 32 32 28 33 35 33
Complaints Closed 5 5 3 2 2 6
Settlement Cases (85678.5)

Opened 0 0 0 0 0 0
Settlement Cases (85678.5)

Pending 6 6 6 3 3 3
Settlement Cases (85678.5)

Closed 0 0 0 0 0 0
Citations Final 0 0 0 0 0 0




ADMINISTRATIVE
Personnel

Interviews were held in March to select a part-time limited-term Office Technician. Erika Vaca
was selected for the position and began on April 1, 2013.

Staff continue to receive training. Courses completed since January’s LATC meeting include:

January 29-31, 2013 OAL 3-Day Rule Making Training (John)
February 19, 2013  Sexual Harassment Prevention Webinar (Trish, John, Matt, Ken)

March 6, 2013 Abbreviated Delegated Expert Consultant Contracts Training (John, Ken)
March 12, 2013 Basic Project Management (John)

March 19, 2013 Cal-Card and Procurement Training (Ken)

April 24, 2013 Delegated Contracts Training (Ken)

April 25, 2013 Sexual Harassment Prevention Webinar (Claire)



Attachment C.2

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
STUDENT OUTREACH — University of California, Davis
February 26, 2013

SURVEY RESULTS
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
16 8 0 0 0
1.The presentation was informative. | learned more about pathways to licensure than | already knew. 67% 33% 0% 0% 0%
COMMENTS

1. Learned a lot about the license requirement exam and the renewal if you moved out of the state
2. The video we watched with practice, questions as seen on the exam computer screen was very beneficial

Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
2. l understand the importance of licensure and how it relates to the public’s health, safety, and 14 10 0 0 0
welfare. 58% 42% 0% 0% 0%
COMMENTS
N/A
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
13 10 0 0 1
3. I now know what | have to do to become licensed. 54% 42% 0% 0% 1%
COMMENTS

1. Lotsof$S

2. Drop lots of dollars

3.  Provided clear scope of licensing

4. | missed the first part of the lecture

Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
6 12 5 0 1
4. | could have used this information earlier. 25% 50% 21% 0% 4%

COMMENTS

1. Greattiming
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2.  You should do this presentation for students newly accepted into the program

3. There have been a lot of rumors here at school with what we need to become licensed, but realistically I'm not sure if learning all of this sooner would
make that much of a difference

4. | knew some of this information prior to presentation. But | didn’t know | needed to make extra steps in California to become a landscape architect.
It's expensive

Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
10 14 0 0 0
5. The presentation answered all of my questions. 42% 58% 0% 0% 0%

COMMENTS

1. Presenter was very informative and eager to answer individual questions
2. The speaker is knowledgeable to answer different types of questions
3. Thanks for the book of practice act

Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
12 11 0 0 1
6. The handouts were useful and comprehensive. 50% 46% 0% 0% 4
COMMENTS
1. 1s 2007 the current standard
Question

7. If you answered “Disagree”, or Strongly Disagree”, to any of the questions above, please provide details of your experience and any suggested
improvements.

COMMENTS

1. Helpful feedback on what to expect
2. Was never provided with the information in class
3. Gathering this information at the end of my senior year of college in a LA program is good timing

Question

8. How will you use the information received today?

COMMENTS

1. This will help me accomplish what | need to accomplish to become licensed
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Get that license

To pursue my career after graduation

To help me get a license when | am out of school

This was a clear presentation to become a landscape architect and gives a direction

Very useful, will check website also

| will hopefully be more prepared before taking the exam both financially and test ready

Research more on how and where to take the exam

Get licensed

The information today will prepare me when | decide to take the examination to become licensed
Great presentation for students

It will help guide me in the steps that | have to take once | graduate

Start looking into testing study guides, sample questions, dates. Get comfortable/ use to test factors
| will use this info to study for the LARE exam and use it as a guideline for examples

Get my life on track

To help guide me on my way to becoming a licensed landscape architect in a timely manner

With the information | learned today, | will know how many years are required to classify to take the exam.
Have as a reference for future

| will use it to go forth to work towards obtaining my license

Study necessary materials to pass the LARE

Pursue improving in section 4 of the test. Ready to take section 1 and 2 of the test after graduation

| will use this info to prepare myself for the test as well as to find work that specifically prepares me for the CLARB

Question

9. Please use this space to include any other comments not covered in the question above.

COMMENTS

ukhwnNRE

Thank you

The presentation was really helpfully, | learned a lot of useful information

Our presenter did a great job. She answered questions well and seemed very well informed
Great presentation! Very informative and useful

Thank you for an informative presentation
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LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
STUDENT OUTREACH — University of California, Berkeley
April 25,2013

SURVEY RESULTS
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
6 3 0 0 0
1.The presentation was informative. | learned more about pathways to licensure than | already knew. 67% 33% 0% 0% 0%
COMMENTS
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
2. l understand the importance of licensure and how it relates to the public’s health, safety, and 6 3 0 0 0
welfare. 67% 33% 0% 0% 0%
COMMENTS
N/A
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
4 5 0 0 0
3. I now know what | have to do to become licensed. 44% 56% 0% 0% 0%
COMMENTS
1. Ithink to really know, | actually have to initiate the process
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
1 3 3 1 1
4. | could have used this information earlier. 11% 33% 33% 11% 11%
COMMENTS
1. Atthe start of the program
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
0 8 0 1 0
5. The presentation answered all of my questions. 0% 89% 0% 11% 0%
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COMMENTS

1. There will be more questions

2. 1would like to know more about licensure and living/working internationally
3. It would be nice to have a printout/handout of available resources (or a digital copy of the presentation)
4. Will check website for details
5. I'mstill not sure if | need to be licensed if | plan on going into planning
Strongly | Agree | Disagree | Strongly N/A
Question Agree Disagree
0 2 0 0 7
6. The handouts were useful and comprehensive. 0% 22% 0% 0% 78%
COMMENTS
N/A
Question

7. If you answered “Disagree”, or Strongly Disagree”, to any of the questions above, please provide details of your experience and any suggested
improvements.

COMMENTS

1. lam earlyin my education and won'’t be able to sit for the LARE for at least several years

Question

8. How will you use the information received today?

COMMENTS

1. | will register for sections 1 & 2 ASAP

Preparation and planning to take the LARE within the next 1-3 years

| will gear my future employment opportunities to maximize my preparation for the exams
This will be useful after | graduate and start preparing for the LARE

| will go onto the CLARB website and read more about the exam

ukhwnN

Question

9. Please use this space to include any other comments not covered in the question above.

COMMENTS
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1. Very thorough and informative presentation — though did run a bit long (beyond scheduled class time)
2. Great presentation. Very informative, though a little long. Thank you!
3.

It wasn’t clear who needs to be licensed for what types of job functions. If you’re doing something other than traditional landscape design work, is
there any point to licensure?
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Attachment C.4
CC/ASLA

(Gordon D) State Air Resources Board: Local Emission Reduction

AB 630

Program.
Current Text: Amended: 4/4/2013 st hmi

Status: 5/1/2013-In committee: Set, first hearing. Referred to APPR. suspense
file.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/1/2013-A. APPR. SUSPENSE FILE

Summary: Existing law designates the State Air Resources Board as the state
agency with the primary responsibility for the control of vehicular air pollution
and air pollution control districts and air quality management districts with the
primary responsibility for the control of air pollution from all sources other than
vehicular sources. This bill would create the Local Emission Reduction Program
and would require money to be available from the General Fund, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, for purposes of providing grants and other
financial assistance to develop and implement greenhouse gas emissions
reduction projects in the state. The bill would require the state board, in
coordination with the Strategic Growth Council, to administer the program, as
specified. The bill would require the implementation of the program to be
contingent on the appropriation of moneys by the Legislature, as specified.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

(Holden D) Architects.

AB 738

Current Text: Introduced: 2/20/2013 st i

Status: 5/2/2013-In Senate. Read first time. To Com. on RLS. for assignment.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 5/2/2013-S. RLS.

Summary: Existing law establishes the California Architects Board within the
Department of Consumer Affairs for the purpose of regulating the practice of
architecture in this state. Existing law defines what constitutes an architect's
professional services. This bill w