ITP Meeting #22
Written Public Questions and Comments via Webinar
8/24/2015-8/25/15

 
8/24/15

The below questions/comments are reprinted in their entirety, with only minor corrections for typos (when meaning or intent is apparent). No changes were made to content. Also, these individuals were provided an opportunity to make these comments verbally to the ITP during the course of the meeting.  

Q: You want to improve irrigation management make it third party. I have done dozen of audits with municipalities location and almost always I told that the irrigation management is done by the maintenance management co and with rare exception there is on average of one defect per head per valve.[Joe Frisbie] [joe.frisbie89@gmail.com] [Q: 1:30 PM]

Q: Could not disagree more. Poor design ends up with poor efficiency which is waste water. This is the one of the purposes of MWELO. [Joe Frisbie] [joe.frisbie89@gmail.com] [Q: 2:22 PM] 

Q: Could not disagree more. Poor design leads to poor efficiency which leads to waste water. This is one of the purposes of MWELO. [Joe Frisbie] [joe.frisbie89@gmail.com] [Q: 2:20 PM] 

8/25/15
The below questions/comments are reprinted in their entirety, with only minor corrections for typos (when meaning or intent is apparent). No changes were made to content. Also, these individuals were provided an opportunity to make these comments verbally to the ITP during the course of the meeting.  

Q: Questions regarding Workforce Challenges and opportunities State Standards that Create Barriers for Landscape Professionals.

My first question is for clarification regarding the decisions or recommendations this panel may have on suggesting changes to Section 5641 of the Business and Practices Code. It is my understanding that review of the Business Professional Code has been reviewed for its content over and over again for many years now with the same outcome of no revisions or modifications needed. Is this Panel working with the LATC, California Architects Board? Is this Panel in the position to make Legislative changes to the existing document?

The last legal report I have dated April 30, 2013 from Assistant Chief Counsel Don Chan, Legal Affairs Division Department of Consumer Affairs regarding Section 5641- Exceptions found no changes were warranted to the existing language as presented. Please note that APLD’s agenda to push for revisions for this section were again, not successful. [Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 10:44 AM] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Q: The scenario of homeowner having options to replace their turf. This came up many times and seems to be a main concern for this Panel. It seems to me that this is a non-issue as it relates to APLD and Workforce Challenges and Opportunities. As the current Business and Practice Code reads Landscape Designers can produce Planting Plans that a homeowner can affectively use to modify their existing turf to reduce water use. Irrigation can be handled with notes; patio covers, hardscape specifications have no relevance to MWELO and the scenario of turf replacement and water conservation. For the population that is looking for a more comprehensive design package existing opportunities are currently in place that addresses all needs and levels of drawings for the Health, Safety and welfare of our community. [Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 10:44 AM] 

Q: The myth that Landscape Architects only work on commercial scale projects is just not correct. Although my firm does not work at the individual home owner scale many of our ASLA members specialize specifically in this market. [Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 10:45 AM] 

Q: Clarifications on Certifications made by APLD during yesterday’s presentation. The scenario of a certified LEED individual having the ability to design a building instead of a licensed architect needs clarification, a LEED individual does not equal a licensed architect? Making comparisons when it comes to certification vs. licensing in the eyes of the State and Department of Consumer affairs is very clear.   [Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 10:46 AM] 

Q: Clarification on the relevance on why a renowned Horticulturalist received a cease and desist letter in APLD’s presentation yesterday and how it relates to MWELO and Workforce Challenges. Is the suggestion that anyone that claims to be a designer can produce working drawings? I understand this is the root of our fundamental ongoing debate with APLD. You have heard some of our practical reasons why this approach does not serve the greater good of our community. However I encourage you to discuss this issue with the State of California Consumer Affairs Department.

I appreciate your time and consideration on my questions.

Respectfully,

Perry Cardoza RLA, ASLA
Partner NUVIS Landscape Architects      
[Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 10:46 AM] 

Q: Is it possible to have a copy of Appendix D be sent to me at pcardoza@nuvis.net Thank you
[Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 11:38 AM] 

Q: As far as I know most government agencies use outsourcing for their landscape needs. As part of this contracting is the lower bidder clause. Good sustainable organic horticultural practices require a high degree of technical scientific knowledge. As low bidder in general you are giving yourself away. Sure I not making a profit but I make up for it in volume does not work. What about addressing the issue of low bidder vs best qualified provider?  [Joe Frisbie] [joe.frisbie89@gmail.com] [Q: 1:25 PM] 

Q: As a Landscape Architect we do in house irrigation plans as well as sign drawings done by Irrigation Designers both are covered under our insurance. [Perry Cardoza] [pcardoza@nuvis.net] [Q: 1:32 PM] 

Q: How about giving the general public more advanced notice for the meetings? [Joe Frisbie] [joe.frisbie89@gmail.com] [Q: 1:33 PM] 

