
2024 AOSCA Northern and Western Region Meeting Minutes 
April 9, 2024 

Custer State Park, Custer, SD 
 
Call to Order - The Northern and Western AOSCA meeting was called to order at 8:00 AM on 
April 9, 2024. The Anti-trust policy was read to the attendees.  
 
Roll Call:  

Name Region  Name Region 
Andrew Altishin (OR) Western  Paula Moore (WA) Western 
Carl Anfinson (MN) Northern  Linda Munk (CO) Western 
Abed Anouti (AZ) Western  Craig Nelson (IN) Northern 
Ken Bertsch (ND) Northern  Danielle Nelson (CA) Western 
Timothy Blank (CA) Western  Jake Nelson (WA) Western 
Michael Bouck (UT) Western  Barry Ogg (CO) Western 
Tami Brown (OR) Western  Steve Pageler (NE) Northern 
Ryan Budnik (IA) Northern  Rebecca Papke (MO) Western 
Addie Clary (KS) Western  Nish Patel (PA) Northern 
Dan Curry (OR) Western  Laura Pottorff (CO) Western 
Laura Donaldson (IN) Northern  Jody Prudhomme (MN) Northern 
Henry Edminsten (NC) Southern  RJ Richtmyer (NY) Northern 
Neal Foster (SD) Northern  Jim Rouse (IA) Northern 
Mick Goff (ID) Western  Thomas Siler (MI) Northern 
Jason Goltz (ND) Northern  Billy Skaggs (GA) Southern 
Jack Ingemansen (SD) Northern  Katy Soden (CA) Western 
Cheyan James (WA) Western  Jess Sondgeroth (SD) Northern 
Aaron Jeschke (WA) Western  Marion Spiering (KS) Western 
Bryan Jorgensen (SD) Northern  Kathy Startt (AZ) Western 
Jodi Keeling (OR) Western  Kathy Stewart-Williams (ID) Western 
Joyce Kindvall (SD) Northern  Jolene Sweet (WY) Western 
Tyler King (ID) Western  Chris Tiedje (MI) Northern 
Jeff Linn (IN) Northern  Heather Unverzagt (MT) Western 
Steve Malone (USDA)   Andrew Westra (ID) Western 
     
Mason Mayo Western    

 
Review & Approve Minutes from the April 4, 2023, Western Region Meeting. The minutes 
from the previous meeting held in Winters, CA, were reviewed.  

Motion was made, seconded, and approved to accept the minutes as written.  
 
Review & Approve Minutes from the April 6, 2023, Northern Region Meeting. The minutes 
from the previous meeting held in Lincoln, NE, were reviewed.  

Motion was made, seconded, and approved to accept the minutes as written.  



 
Present and approve agenda. The agenda was reviewed with addition requested:  

Add: AMS numbers 
A motion was made, seconded and approved to accept the agenda with amendments as 
presented.  

Renewal of Regional Fund Agreements (Northern and Western) 
A motion was made, seconded and approved to continue the $300 agreement for the 
Western Region.  
 
A motion was made, seconded and approved to continue the $300 agreement for the 
Northern Region. 
 

• Comment was made that raising the regional meeting amount does not affect the 
AOSCA office’s budget. 
 

AOSCA President’s Report - Board of Directors President, Billy Skaggs (GA) addressed the group 
with a summary of the board activities in the last year.  

• New website launched 

• Very successful meeting in Minnesota; first innovative agency award 

• Thank you to the AOSCA office for multiple online training opportunities, which were 
well attended 

• Marketing workshop in Nashville; agreement with Seed World to develop a marketing 
plan 

• 2023 was a profitable year for AOSCA 
 
Northern Region Board of Directors Report:  
The Northern Region report was given by Jim Rouse (IA) and Neal Foster(SD). Potential regional 
realignment from three regions into two.  Reducing may help with funding for national 
meeting.  So far, no plan that is agreeable to everyone but discussions continue.  Neal Foster, 
co-host, welcomed the group to South Dakota.  Ryan Budnik (IA), Craig Nelson (IN) are new 
agency directors.   
 
Western Region Board of Directors Report:  
The Western Region report was given by Michael Bouck and Andrew Altishin.  Scott Blake from 
Idaho retired (new staff Tyler King took his place); new agency director in Wyoming (Joleen 
Sweet).  Utah: Lengthy discussions with the BLM to help streamline and improve the processes.  
Discussion with USDA about how varieties are brought in; working with Sarah for workshop.  
Washington: Updating facilities, computer programs, sod quality, canola producers, AOSCA 
audit.  California: Their companies do not like the term “PVG” so they are calling it the Native 
Seed Program; committee with industry to update standards and to bring new species into 
certification with industry input.  Kansas: Steve Schuler retired; in the process of replacing him.  
Washington Crop Improvement Assn: Cheyan James Foundation Seed Manager, Jake Nelson 
Certification Manager. California: Danielle Nelson has been with them for some time but this is 



her first meeting.  Great board meeting with spirited discussions.  Wilbanks has a lot of great 
ideas and it’s important for the board to make sure she has the money to implement these. 
 
AOSCA Report – Sarah Wilbanks 
Updates on strategic initiatives 

• AOSCA hosted educational seminars (4 Yellow Book study sessions; webinar for 
certification software) 

• Mid-winter, regional, and annual meetings 

• Relationship building with industry stakeholders 

• Published four articles in Seed Today 

• Met in Nashville; developed a MarComm plan for 2024 
o Packet of digital and print materials that members can use to spread the 

message about what agencies are doing and promote seed certification 
o Board agreed to fund this up to $25,000 from AOSCA’s investment funds 

• Completed the 2022 audit 

• Standards modernization projection 
o Phase 1: crop standards complete 

• Variety Review Boards  
o Lost pre-reviewer (Al Simmons) but most of the committees volunteered to do 

the pre-review themselves 
o 204 applications, 3 amendments 
o VRB process review and chair/VC training 
o Application income: $65,715 
o Increasing price to $600 for everything except hemp, which is now $1050; 

keeping amendment fee of $50 
o Will send out notification of fee increase to applicants 

• US Agency Evaluation Update 
o 9 completed 
o Ensures AOSCA agencies are in compliance with the MOU with USDA 
o 2024 agencies presented (Northern: NY, MN, SD; Western: MT, NM, UT; 

Southern: LA, MO, OK) 
o All agencies are required to do a self-evaluation every year 

• Attended and spoke at many meetings, including the ASTA Annual Conference and the 
OECD Annual Meeting.   

• 2023: 43 US agencies (40 increased acreage, 3 small decreases in acres); increase in 
135,379 acres 

• Dues and assessment fees 
o 2024 (23 acres) = $0.09 
o 2025 (24 acres) = $0.11 
o Membership dues = $750 
o Agency evaluations = $400 
o Presented historical assessments 

• 2023 acres and types presented (total of all types 2,474,019 acres);  



o Canada numbers not included 
o QA and service acres aren’t always reported the same depending on the agency; 

may need to discuss standardization 

• 2023 (unaudited) financial summary presented  
o Total net revenue $5,373.15; total liabilities & equities = $937,360.42 
o Investment accounts doing really well 

• 2024 Annual Meeting Update – June 16-19, Sandestin, FL – Host, Southern Seed 
Certification Assoc. & Alabama Crop Improvement 

o Registration deadline is May 13, 2024 
o Make your hotel reservations now but must be made by May 21, 2024 
o Launching marketing plan on Wednesday, June 19 so the last day will end later 

than normal.  No Advisory Committee meeting on site this year. 

• Meeting rotation: 
o Annual 

▪ 2024: AL/FL (S) 
▪ 2025: KS (W) 
▪ 2026: CAN (G) 
▪ 2027: ND or SD (N) 
▪ 2028: AR (S) 

o Northern 
▪ 2024: SD/UT 
▪ 2025: IL 
▪ 2026: IA 
▪ 2027: ND 
▪ 2028: MN 

o Southern 
▪ 2024: NC 
▪ 2025: GA 
▪ 2026: TN 
▪ 2027: AR 
▪ 2028: TX 

o Western 
▪ 2024: UT/SD 
▪ 2025: OR 
▪ 2026: WY 
▪ 2027: ID 
▪ 2028: WA 

• Standards Book Modernization: Phase 2 
o Project started in 2022 
o Goal to review the entire Yellow Book for accuracy, compliance with FSA, 

industry standards, etc. 
o Crop committees reviewed individual crop standards in 2023; seems it went 

really well because there are no crop standards change proposals in 2024 



o Phase 2’s focus is on guidelines and SOPs, first step to review at regional 
meetings 

o End goal: to update and modernize AOSCA standards 

• AOSCA Academy 
o Need to invest in new people coming into seed certification as people are 

retiring 
o In-person session at this meeting on April 8, 2024.  Another in-person session 

planned for the annual meeting. 

• AOSCA Ambassadors & Marketing Plan 
o MarComm plan 
o Agency self-appoints time allocated to AOSCA 
o 1, 4, 8-hour monthly time commitments 
o Low participation…what do we need to change/rethink to improve the program? 

▪ Ken suggested sending out an executive summary about the program and 
what AOSCA is asking; Sarah will send out the email again. 

• Turfgrass Inspector’s Training, April 30-May 1, 2024 in Texas led by Dustin Auman (NC) 
and Terry Hollifield (GA) (mostly vegetatively propagated) 

 
 
 
2023 Financial Summary 

Revenue  

Dues & Assessments $215,733.95 

Audit Assessment $ 7,400.00 

VRB $65,865.00 

Total Revenue $289,480.69 

 

Expenditures  

Labor, FUTA, SUTA, Health, SIMPLE $234,728.00 

Business Operations $39,695.18 

Travel (Staff and BOD) $50,043.37 

Agency Audits $12,500.00 

Total Expenditures $336,966.18 

Net Investment Revenue $52,808.75 

Net Revenue $5323.26 

Total Liabilities and Equities $937,360.42 

 
Certification Requirements and Standards Council Report – Sarah Wilbanks 

• Present working group proposals for Phase 2 Standards Book Review 
o VRB: take procedural things out if they are covered in another document 
o AOSCA office does not currently have the ability to maintain a list of varieties 

accepted for certification 
▪ Acreage report may have names but not descriptions 



o Steve Malone: USDA has a list of all varieties ever added to the OECD list but that 
is not all varieties.  They have a historical list but they don’t always know when a 
variety is no longer being maintained, and those varieties really should come off 
of those lists. 

o Need to change title of “procedures for maintaining a current list of varieties 
eligible for certification” 

o ACRs: BASF has never filled out the ACR request officially 
▪ Needs to be more discussion about this issue, MT, KS, CO, WA, UT, ID, OR 

all have this problem 
o Emergency declaration reminder: an email must be sent to the AOSCA office to 

notify them of the final decision. 
▪ No need to respond to the email if you do NOT have a problem with the 

request. 
▪ Change title to: Generally accepted practices for allowing an additional 

generation of Certified class seed in an emergency. 
o Seed sampling (Marion) 

▪ How to make sure it’s clear that US agencies do not follow ISTA Rules? 
▪ AASCO offers sampler accreditation;  
▪ Laura said we need to do better at educating our growers on pulling a 

representative sample.  Marion mentioned maybe AOSCA can come up 
with a manual that can be passed out to growers for agencies that allow 
their growers to pull their own samples. 

▪ Add to #2: For large storage bins, primary samples may be collected 
randomly as it is filled 

▪ Add definition for submitted sample 
o Field inspections (previously titled “sampling”) (Marion) 

▪ Removed unused charts and figures; gave examples of what may be used 
if desired. 

▪ AOSCA agency evaluation shows inspector signature as a requirement but 
some agencies do electronic reporting with no signature.  Why would an 
actual signature be required?  Is typed inspector name sufficient? 

▪ Remove entire tolerances for field inspections (variants) table. 
▪ Doan’s corn sequential sampling table was confusing to the group and 

should be removed 
▪ Remove sequential sampling section completely 

o Group 3: Labeling; blends/mixtures 
▪ Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS) numbers: are they required to be 

on the label?  It depends.  They are important if you are labeling for 
someone else so that regulatory agencies know who to contact.  2-label 
system: put it with the analysis info.  Email Kevin Robinson at USDA if 
someone needs to be issued an AMS number (they’re free). 

▪ There are some agencies using the USA labels.  Commonly used in seed 
corn.  Does the “USA” need to be removed from the top of the label?  
Steve Malone does not think it is required, but it is absolutely required to 



have the agency name and address.  It may be nice to have when 
shipping to other countries without OECD labels.  Steve can’t think of 
anything that says it is not allowed to have the “USA” at the top.  Chris is 
in support of leaving it.  Sarah and Steve will follow up. 

o Group 4: PVG (Bouck) 
o Group 5: QA/IP met and had some suggestions, but did not put forward changes. 

▪ There is a lot of promise in this area to offer services to our industry for 
traceability.  What are the needs for this?  Maybe a pilot program to work 
with some companies to come up some ideas/protocols. 

▪ Goltz (ND) commented that it would be good to get the QA/IP committee 
started again, he would be willing to serve on it.  Wilbanks said there will 
be an hour set aside to meet about this at the annual meeting. 

▪ How are agencies reporting QA acres?  Differences in reporting may 
explain why QA acres dropped by 50% in six years.  28 agencies reported 
QA acres last year.  Service inspections should be reported under 
“Other.”  QA that are intended for a QA tag should be reported as “QA.”   

▪ Henry brought up that there is nothing in the yellow book about QA 
labeling to give guidance.  Edminstein and Bouck will help put this 
together. 

 
Presentation from Kevin Gunnell, Utah Division of Wildlife Resources: Utah’s Watershed 
Restoration Initiative 
 
Legislation & Bylaws Proposals 

• Skaggs: Should Board meeting minutes be distributed to the membership?  Decision by 
the Board that minutes would not be distributed or posted online, but would be 
available upon request.  Bylaws Article VIII. Section 10 needs to be updated to say 
“available” instead of “forwarded.”  Supported by both regions.   
Motion was made, seconded, and approved to accept this change as presented. 

• Wilbanks: Regional structure: do we still need three regions?  The Northern Region is 
quite small and there is low attendance at Northern Region meetings.  This results in 
high costs for in-person meetings. 

o Could/should we redesign regions? 
▪ Bertsch discussed possible Eastern Region and Western Region 

realignment.  He presented to the Board at the mid-winter meeting. 
Acreage-wise and number of state-wise will not be equal, but it is doable.   

▪ What to do with the Global Region? 
▪ Altishin explained that the Board would like to take action unless there 

are strong feelings against it.  If states are in support of this two-region 
idea, perhaps could choose which region to join.  Skaggs said this was 
presented at the Southern Region meeting and they were in support. 

▪ Bouck offered that the regions could stay the same but the meetings 
change. 



▪ Richtmyer (NY) suggested keeping the regions as-is but instead of having 
regional meetings, do two national meetings: a mid-winter meeting and a 
summer meeting.  Have the meetings closer to major airports.   

▪ Andy said there was a discussion with more tenured directors that this 
was tried in the past but didn’t work.  It is definitely a problem to have 
regional meetings too close to the national meeting. 

▪ Malone explained how OECD meetings are done. The working groups 
have ironed out everything at the mid-winter meeting and in the months 
right after, and then the summer meeting is smoother.  You can still have 
break-out sessions by region or crop group. 

▪ Wilbanks said they will work on draft for combining regions and asking 
agencies which region they would like to join (3 reps to Board each). 
Andy said it won’t preclude attending whichever meeting they want, but 
they will need to decide which region to fund. 

o Should the Northern Region meeting be held jointly with another region? 
▪ In-person meetings for Northern Region alone will need to have a higher 

registration fee. 
▪ Wilbanks asked the Northern Region if they would like to do virtual 

meeting next year (no); The consensus was they like to do a joint meeting 
with the Western Region in 2025. 

 
Presentation by Greg Cargin: Preparing for a Financial Audit 

• A full 3rd party audit is worth doing every 3-4 years.  Recommend 3rd party review every 
year.  Currently AOSCA bylaws specifically say a yearly audit is required.  Auditors are in 
short supply.  AOSCA could change the bylaws to say something about having a third-
party review of financials every year, the service level to be determined by the Board.   

• Changing audit firms is very inefficient.  One way some clients mitigate having a fresh 
auditor vs higher cost/lower efficiency, is to request a new audit partner from that firm.  
Not recommended to change firms just for the sake of changing firms. 

 
Western topic: 

• Jeske (WA): Differences among variety descriptions in PVP applications vs AOSCA VRB.  
Which takes precedence?  At Southern meeting the decision was that VRB takes 
precedence.  Rebecca asked if we receive an amendment to VRB, do we also need to 
check that they updated PVP?  Not really our purview. Steve Malone asked what kinds 
of amendments were being made?  Typically, it is the variants that are being changed.  
PVP does not determine certification eligibility, so revert to VRB for variants for 
certification. 

• Blank (CA): How does DLF’s acquisition of Corteva’s Alfalfa Breeding Program affect 
agencies?  Goff(ID) said they are going to have some spring-planted production in Idaho; 
going through another company (Allied Seed).  Similar for Washington. 

 
Southern topic: 



• Skaggs: How do agencies handle off-patent/PVP varieties regarding branding?  This 

items was brought this up regarding vegetatively propagated turfgrass plugs.  Some 

companies are patenting one name, and trademarking it as another name.  There is a 

company that owns the name and still licenses it, and it could cause a lawsuit. 

 
Other Business:  

•  Malone gave an OECD update 
o OECD: currently there are a lot of biochemical/molecular techniques to verify 

varietal identity; there’s been less friendliness to adopting some of these in 
OECD but that is changing.  A working group is addressing this.  We need to use 
the tools if we have them.  Thanks to everyone who responded to the request 
for information.  IT department in USDA to move database for reporting lots and 
pounds certified and the variety list to new servers with a newer version of SQL.  
eDocs system may or may not go away. The originally-planned replacement 
(Atlas) turned out to be incredibly expensive so they cannot go that direction.  
There will be a pre-OECD meeting with the participating agencies about two 
weeks prior to the annual meeting that starts on June 10. 

o SRTD: a lot of time being spent dealing with Seed Liaison Initiative.  Regulatory 
supervisor, Roger Burton, retired 1.5 years ago.  They are working on filling that 
position.  PVP is searching for another examiner as David Chalkley retired. 

• Potorff (CO) presented proposed hemp labeling guidelines for vegetatively reproduced 
material.  Modeled after potato & sweet potato; waiting for feedback from NC regarding 
vegetatively propagated turfgrass plugs.  Should this be part of the hemp standards or 
only in the labeling guidelines section? 

 
Election of Northern Region Board of Directors Representative:  Ken Bertch (ND) was 
nominated and seconded; motion to cease nominations and cast unanimous ballot was made, 
seconded, and passed. 
 
Election of Western Region Board of Directors Representative:  Andrew Altishin (OR) was 
nominated and seconded to be reelected; motion to cease nominations and cast unanimous 
ballot was made, seconded, and passed. 
 
Election of representatives to Standards Council 

• Northern: Jody Prudhomme (MN) was nominated and seconded; motion to cease 
nominations and cast unanimous ballot was made, seconded, and passed. 

• Western: Jodi Keeling (OR) was nominated and seconded; motion to cease nominations 
and cast unanimous ballot was made, seconded, and passed. 
  

Confirm meeting locations: 

• Ryan Budnik  will be scribe for 2025 meeting 
 
Meeting recessed for day 1 – 4:38 pm  



 
Day 2: 8:02 AM 
 
Foundation Seed:  

• Bouck: They are working on redoing their agreements.  Are there things that work or do 
not work with agreements and MOUs?  Idaho and Wyoming are working with contracted 
growers. 

• Potorff: Would like to understand what models there are because the seed sale aspect is 
becoming very complicated.  Montana is under the university model and all growing is 
back in Bozeman because farming it out to the experiment stations outside of Bozeman 
was problematic due to weed control, etc.  Royalty fees were increased to help fund the 
expense of being in Bozeman.  For second- or third-year production of a variety, it may 
go out to contracted growers but 1st and 2nd year production of new varieties is always 
done by Doug.  South Dakota, Minnesota, New York all sell seed, some contracted 
growing.  Some are good growers but poor seedsmen.  How are growers vetted?  
Difficult when you cannot see in person what they are doing.  Some reliance on word of 
mouth.  In Kansas, they do a bloom inspection for all Foundation fields.  In Washington, 
university land is not ideal for growing.  Cleaning and storage, and lack of money are 
challenges.  Advance orders usually have a non-refundable deposit.  They are trying to 
modernize and increase efficiency (e.g., color sorter, seed treater). 

• Kansas Foundation Seed: Working with outside companies to help maintain varieties 
because it is a challenge to keep old varieties around at the same time as breeding 
programs are putting new varieties out.  Washington has several classes, such as a 
maintenance class for older varieties.  Bouck said it’s a hard balance because sometimes 
people want the older varieties because they know they work and they are hard or 
impossible to find.  One idea is that customers need to commit a year or two in advance.   

 
Presentation: Brandon Brown BLM National Seed Coordinator  

• AOSCA may be able to have a meeting at the annual meeting to discuss harmonizing 
some processes.  Discuss sealing of containers (like ISTA requires at the time of 
sampling). 

 
Native Seed Pow Wow 

• Discussion about having seed sampling done at BLM’s seed warehouses instead of at the 
different vendor locations, which would be much easier for Utah.  BLM has had issues 
with sampling before it is in BLM’s possession, so they would like to do away with in-
state sampling.  There will be about a 30% reduction in testing because spot checking 
would not be required.   

• Phillips (SCST) brought up that ISTA requires sealing of containers—can that be 
implemented?  It is a possibility but it would require all states to agree. 

 
Alfalfa VRB Application Changes: Paula Moore 

• Inconsistencies in the application; clarifications needed 



• Move forward to national meeting 
 
ASTA Update: Payton Englert 

• Leadership summit at the annual summer meeting (June) 

• Working on the Farm Bill; building relationships with new members of congress 
 
Presentation: Shawn Freeland, Dry Creek Farm & Ranch, South Dakota Soil Health Coalition 
 
Adjourn Day 2: 12:00 PM 


