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WELCOME AND ATTENDANCE 

 

Meeting called to order at 4:05 p.m. 

 

PRESENT: Kerry Morsek, Stuart Scott, Jamie Hill (Chair), Jonathan Rau, Ryan Lazo, Art Bettge, Sam 

Martinet (late) 

ABSENT: Colette DePhelps, Mackenzie Lawrence (Vice Chair) 

OTHER: Art Bettge (Council Liaison) 

STAFF: Amanda Argona (Community Events Manager), Kelsey Manning (Administrative Specialist) 

 

REGULAR AGENDA 

 

1. Reading of the Mission Statement 
The Moscow Farmers Market celebrates life on the Palouse by providing the community with the 

opportunity to buy and sell locally farmed and/or created agricultural products (e.g., crops, meat, 

cheese, wine, etc.), distinctive handmade goods, artisan pieces, and original recipe cuisine. This 

venue is meant to encourage and support sustainable economic, social and environmental 

practices. 

 

The mission statement was read by Rau. 

 

2. Approval of Farmers Market Commission May 4, 2021 Minutes (ACTION ITEM) 

 

Scott moved, Lazo seconded to approve the May 4, 2021 minutes. 

 

Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.  

 

3. Public Comment and Response to Previous Comments (limited to 10 minutes) 

Members of the public may speak to the Commission regarding matters NOT on the agenda or 

currently pending before the Commission. Please state your name and address for the record and 

limit your remarks to three (3) minutes. 

 

REPORTS 

1. 2021 Craft & Food Re-Jury Report – Martinet, Morsek, Rau, Scott, and Argona 

Argona referenced the handout for the first re-jury of current Vendors. All Vendors who received 

a qualifying score through the re-jury have been notified. Vendors who did not receive a 

https://www.ci.moscow.id.us/362/Farmers-MarketCommission
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qualifying score or require additional follow-up are being notified. Rau asked about the products 

that Wilson Banner Ranch presented at the re-jury, particularly about whether the spices are being 

accepted. Argona clarified that based on the judges’ feedback and policies, the spices will not be 

permitted for sale at the Market. Discussion ensued about the products Wilson Banner Ranch 

presented at the re-jury, steps they followed as outlined by the policies, and whether staff would 

overrule the current scorecard standings with caveats for brining products to Market.  

 

Argona said that she looked up Wilson Banner Ranch’s site visit record from 2019 which 

indicated that about 10 to 20% of the cider during the month of October was comprised of apples 

grown by Wilson Banner Rancher. Morsek asked what the rationale would be to permit them to 

bring their cider when they do not grow all of the apples in the product or make the cider. Argona 

said that right now the rationale would be leaning heavily on the fact that the cider is a niche 

product for both the Market and the Vendor.  Hill asked for clarification about the seasonality and 

sourcing of their apples by asking that the potential for their apples to be in the cider is during 

October. Argona indicated that is correct and suggested that signage clearly stating sourcing of 

apples and processor would allow for transparency to the customer. Lazo asked if policies have 

been altered to allow vendors to bring products to market before. Argona indicated no and went 

on to mention that another farm has a similar situation; K&C Farms has jam available that is 

processed by someone else, but that all the fruit in the jam is from their farm exclusively. Morsek 

said this is a big difference. Argona said that Wilson Banner Ranch has partnered with a company 

within the 200-air mile radius, in addition to sourcing from other apple growers within the radius 

to provide fruit for their cider. Hill stated that should staff consider overriding the Craft and Food 

Jury subcommittee, she feels it would be appropriate to make that an action item for the entire 

Commission to vote on. Rau asked if the jams were an existing product they previously brought 

to the Market prior to the development of the Handbook and newer policies. Argona indicated 

that only the cider was brought to the Market prior. Scott commented that Wilson Banner Ranch 

is a long-time local Vendor who has been in business for many years and that the products in 

questions are only a small part of what they do. Scott said that he likes the idea to allow the cider 

with the caveat of displaying clear signage for the consumer. 

  

The Commission moved on to allow Argona to continue her report. Argona reiterated that 

vendors have a year to meet standards and that most of the vendors were in the 80% score range, 

as well as predominately from Latah County. Rau asked about the fall re-jury and what the 

process will be if the next round of Vendors do not receive a qualifying score. Argona said any 

Vendor that does not receive a qualifying score during the fall re-jury will re-jury in the spring of 

2022 prior to the Annual Vendor Orientation. Scott said he reviewed his score card and that while 

he passed, wanted to again express his concern with the local sourcing criteria and the difficulty 

of scoring in this area. Morsek reiterated that when the scorecard was developed, the Craft and 

Food Jury subcommittee designed it in a way that favored Vendors who were sourcing locally.  

Discussion ensued about whether a Vendor is permitted into the Market even if they score poorly 

with the local criteria, a Vendor’s collective score, how scoring criteria was developed, and the 

preference for Vendors to source as close to home as possible when feasible. Argona reminded 

the Commission that Vendors have a combination of ways of not only receiving a qualifying 

score, but of scoring high in certain criteria. 

 

2. Motor-In Moscow Farmers Market Report – Manning 

Manning presented to the Commission the available 2021 data on the Motor-In Moscow Farmers 

Market. Scott commented that the Moscow Farmers Market does not need a drive-thru service 
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and that the service should retire, with a focus on driving customers to the downtown Moscow 

Farmers Market.  

 

Staff commented that a few of the larger fruit Vendors have expressed interest in having this 

service due to their customers purchasing in bulk and that they will be returning to Market in the 

coming weeks.  

 

Martinet requested clarification on the current fees for Vendors, the fee for using Local Line 

software, and whether this service contributed to the Market’s revenue. Staff provided general 

day fees and the difference in a Vendor subscription ($60/month) versus a ‘Market Hub’ 

subscription ($20/month) through Local Line. Discussion ensued about the benefit of continuing 

to offer the service, renaming it to reflect a pre-paid model, and turning over management to the 

Vendors rather than Staff. Scott said that if bulk purchases are an issue, perhaps the Market 

should invest in more wagons for the public to use. Hill said that she agrees with Staff in that it is 

still early and more data would be required before a decision is made. Staff will report on the 

Motor-In Moscow Farmers Market at the July meeting. 

 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

1. Farmers Market Commission representation required 

Sat., Aug. 7, 2021, 9 am to 12 pm – Moscow Farmers Market tabling   

Sat., Oct. 30, 2021, time TBD – Halloween Costume Contest 

2. Proposed Items for Future Agendas 

Commission members may email Amanda Argona (aargona@ci.moscow.id.us) to propose future 

agenda items for discussion. 

 

3. Farmers Market Commission Site Visit Subcommittee  

a. Tuesday, June 15 Latah & Whitman County 

i. Smoot’s Flavor Farm, Pullman 

ii. Viola Gardens, Viola 

iii. Fiddler’s Ridge Farm, Potlatch 

iv. Flannigan Creek Flower Farm, Viola 

v. Wing Over Farm, Moscow  

vi. Healthy Harvest Farm, Moscow 

b. Friday, July 23 

i. Ten BlueBird Acres, Kooskia 

ii. Flowers! By Roxanne, Troy 

c. TBD JULY 19 

i. The Herd 5C, Ritzville 

ii. Frisson Farms, Rosalia 

 

Argona commented that she will be reaching out to the Branding Subcommittee to set-up meetings 

around her check-ins with Julene. She will also send out a Doodle poll to the Policy Subcommittee to 

begin discussion on the Market’s local policy and development of Agricultural Vendor criteria.   

 

4. Farmers Market Commission regular meeting July 7, 2021 at Moscow City Hall in Council 

Chambers 

 

ADJOURN 

Meeting adjourned at 5:15 p.m. 
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2021 Craft & Food Re-Jury Report 
17-May-21 

# Last Name First Name Food or Craft? Score  
4 Wilson Joe Food-Cider, jams, spices 61% 
5 Naar Marie Craft-Paintings 67% 
2 Club Rotary Food-Hot, prepared 73% 
7 Scott Stu Craft-Glass and books 75% 
6 Warwick Dick Craft-Repurposed and upcycled jewelry 78% 
1 Taylor Marci Food-Baked goods, jams, soup mixes 79% 
8 Tetzlaff Kathleen Craft-Soaps and paintings 80% 
3 Love Emmett Food-Fermented 90% 
9         
10         
11         
12         
13         
14         
15         
      Average qualifying score 79% 
      % of participants with qualifying score 75% 
      % of participants without qualifying score 25% 

 

 

 

 



 

2 | P a g e  
 

 

 

19-May-21 
# Last Name First Name Food or Craft? Score  
2 Nickels Clara Craft-Pottery, sewn clothing, polymer clay, etc. 61% 
1 Unger Todd Food-Hot, prepared & Craft-Sewn, knit clothing 79% 
4 Arborgreen Pam Craft-Repurposed and upcycled glass mosaics 82% 
3 Meyer Alison Craft-Photography 88% 
5         
6         
7         
8         
9         

10         
11         
12         
13         
14         
15         
      Average qualifying score 83% 
      % of participants with qualifying score 75% 
      % of participants without qualifying score 25% 

 

 

 

 

 

\ 
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21-May-21 
# Last Name First Name Food or Craft? Score 
6 Strevy Nelda Craft-Sewn, knit clothing & Food-Baked goods, jams 60% 
5 Mirabzadeh Tami Craft-Polymer clay and tatted lace 69% 
1 Parsley Margaret Craft-Repurposed and upcycled feed bags 76% 
4 Lynd Peggy Craft-Dog treats, leashes, and accessories 77% 
3 Rosendahl Connie Food-Baked goods 81% 
2 Rathbun Charlene Craft-Tea towels and photography 82% 
7         
8         
9         

10         
11         
12         
13         
14         
15         
          
      Average qualifying score 79% 
      % of participants with qualifying score 67% 
      % of participants without qualifying score 33% 
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Scoring Categories 

 Number of participants 90% and Above 89%-80% 79%-70% 69%-60% Below 60% 

Re-jury 18 
6% 28% 39% 28% 0% 

72% 28% 
 

Where are Vendors located? 

 Number of 
participants Moscow, ID Troy, ID Pullman, WA Colfax, WA Oaksdale, WA Clarkston, WA Worley, ID Spokane, WA 

5/17/2021 8 5  1  1 1   

5/19/2021 4 1  2    1  

5/21/2021 6 2 1 1 1    1 
Idaho 56% 
Latah 90% 

Benewah 10%   

Wash 44% 
Whitman 75% 
Asotin 13% 

Spokane 13% 
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