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The next conference call will take place Tuesday, May 3, 2016, 3:30-4:30 Eastern (2:30-3:30 Central) 
 

1. Roll 

 Present: 
i. Sue Futrell 

ii. Tom Green 
iii. Scott Isard (Guest Speaker) 
iv. Lynnae Jess 
v. Natalie Kaner 

vi. Fred Kirschenmann 
vii. Ken Martin  

viii. Alec McErlich 
ix. Karen McSwain 
x. Cliff Ohmart 

xi. Logan Peterman  
xii. Eric Ritchie 

xiii. Steve Young 

 Regrets: 
i. Brian Baker 

ii. Michelle Miller 
 

1. Presentation by Scott Isard on iPiPE: Integrated Pest Information Platform for Extension and 
Education  

a. iPiPE CAP is a 5 year USDA AFRI grant in food security area. 
b. iPiPE is an IT platform that provides participants with tools and model outputs to 

support agricultural decision making. 
i. Goals are to contribute to food security, help respond to problems, reduce the 

adverse environmental effects of pest management practices and enhance farm 
profitability. 

c. The core of the project are the crop-pest programs, which are coordinated by extension 
professionals and focus on a crop and the pests that growers/consultants consider for 
management. Programs are distributed across the U.S. on a variety of crops and support 
undergraduate interns.  

i. Goal is that people will input pest observations into the iPiPE platform, which 
are then used to make information products (maps, models).  

ii. One of the objectives is to create a national pest observation repository. After 
three years the data will be transferred over to Bugwood, and researchers can 
use it for other research purposes. 

iii. Project is a collaboration between universities, IPM centers, private companies, 
grower organizations and USDA’s grant resources.  

d. Ipipe.org is the main website, with separate websites for participants and interns.  
e. Needed to figure out how to maintain user confidentiality when sharing pest data. 

Additionally, the reliability and quality of data changes from one user to another.  
i. Pests are sorted into four categories, and observations into distinct types based 

on how verifiable the observation is.  
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f. Want to change the culture in the US toward one of sharing pest observations so we can 
respond to the problem.  

g. Lots of different types of data visualization tools-- create maps, view risk assessment 
maps, and more.  

h. We measure the impact of iPiPE’s activity on IPM adoption by tracking who is using the 
various websites—stakeholders, extension professionals, etc.  

i. Also work with the regional IPM center and IPM Institute to survey 
stakeholders/participants at the beginning and of the program.  

ii. Student interns take a pre and post survey to assess whether the experience 
met expectations and how much they have learned.  

i. IPM Institute develops interactive IPM elements that are available to the public. 
i. The IPM elements detail and compile management practices that the crop-pest 

program coordinators and their colleagues recommend. Practices are rated and 
growers can determine their score for the practices they use, and compare it to 
others (anonymously).  

ii. You can access the elements by registering as a guest on www.ipipe.org, but as 
a guest you cannot save your responses.  

j. Seven new crop pest programs added each year. 2017 RFA is out on the iPiPE website. If 
interested in becoming a coordinator, do not hesitate to apply.  

k. Cliff Ohmart: Have you considered or tried capturing what the grower does in response 
to the pest level they are reporting? There is a learning opportunity to see what actions 
others are doing at the different pest levels.  

i. Scott Isard: at this point we don’t have that capacity in the iPiPE, but it doesn’t 
mean it couldn’t be an important component.  

ii. Tom Green: There isn’t a real-time capacity for growers to enter what they have 
done, but by completing the IPM elements they are indicating the practices they 
are doing in a typical season.  

l. Logan Peterman: Observation Types: How do you integrating the data together from 
different obs. types? Are different types weighted differently?  

i. Scott Isard: The data is kept separate and if running a model or map, you can 
choose which type of data to view.  

m. Sue Futrell: How do you define regulated and unregulated pests? Supervised and 
unsupervised? 

i. Scott Isard: APHIS determines that some pests are quarantined and all 
observations on that pests have to be confirmed by APHIS (“regulated, 
quarantined”). States have lists of pests that are regulated, but most are non-
regulated.  

ii. Crop-pest program coordinators to identify pests that they want to confirm 
before the observation gets input into the system (i.e., “Non-regulated, 
supervised”).  

iii. Non-regulated, unsupervised are most of the observations that come in.  
n. Tom Green: Any RFA submissions to work specifically in organic crops? 

i. No, but it would be a great option.  
ii. Proposal has to come from somebody who has a role in extension.  
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2. Discussion on potential conferences to hold an in-person meeting – Natalie Kaner  
a. Grant objective to hold an in-person meeting. Would be best to meet in conjunction 

with a conference/field day that is useful to the group and ideally takes place in the NC 
region.  

i. This is a separate discussion and objective from trying to give Org and IPM 
focused talks at conferences.  

b. Some potential options:  
i. InfoAg Conference (August 2-4, St. Louis, MO). Is a precision ag conference. 

1. Was decided that this is not a good fit.   
ii. Practical farmers of Iowa annual conference: Jan 20-21st 2017: conference for 

farmers seeking practical yet profitable and ecologically sensitive ways to farm.  
iii. Iowa State University Integrated Crop Management Conference on Nov 30th- 

Dec 1st 
c. Karen McSwain: Carolina Farm Stewardship had a similar idea to try to increase 

presence at more conventional ag. conferences. After a few years realized it wasn’t 
worth it because we weren’t seeing the results we had hoped for. Secondly, would 
prefer to go to a conference that is useful to me. PFI is better in that sense.  

d. Logan Peterman: PFI would be a good choice. A smaller regional, farmer centric 
conference will be the best place for us to interact with farmers.   

e. Sue Futrell: Agree. I value the idea of getting ourselves outside of our usual group, but 
would be best to find something that some of us are already attending to minimize 
travel and expenses. If our individual orgs can get value out of, would be a lot easier to 
budget and take the time for. PFI is often a great conference but is very state specific 
and the reach would be somewhat limited.  

i. Tom Green: What is the difference between PFI and MOSES? 
ii. Sue Futrell: The PFI group has never specifically defined themselves as organic.  

f. Logan Peterman: What about gathering around a field day in late summer? There are 
field events in Ohio in July, and in other states.   

i. Geneva experiment station (horticulture focused) in NY is doing a field day in 
mid-July. Common grounds in NE.  

g. Ken Martin: Does SARE have a regional meeting or national meeting? Pennsylvania 
sustainable association (PASA) in early February.  

h. Natalie Kaner: Bob Scowcroft suggested the Sustainable Agriculture Education 
Association annual meeting in Santa Cruz Ca later in July. http://sustainableaged.org/ 

i. Natalie will send out a survey/poll to see which of these dates or field days/conferences 
people would be interested in attending. 

 
Action Items: 

1. Natalie will send out a survey/poll to see which of dates and field days/conferences people 
would be interested in attending for an in-person meeting. 

a. Natalie will see if SARE has a regional or national meeting that could be included in the 
list.  
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