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The next conference call will take place Tuesday, June 7th, 2016, 3:30-4:30 Eastern (2:30-3:30 Central) 
 

1. Roll 
a. Present:  

 Brian Baker 

 Sue Futrell  

 Natalie Kaner 

 Logan Peterman 

 Abby Seaman 

 Paul Wolfe  

 Steve Young  

 Mike Zeiss 
b. Regrets: 

 Rex Dufour 

 Tom Green 

 Fred Kirschenmann 

 Karen McSwain 
 

2. Update on Special Edition of Journal Biological Control—Brian Baker  

 Ed Lewis, the editor, is encouraging us to proceed.  

 Clear goal to have it open access and have publication expenses covered. Think it would 
be more valuable if it is not limited to an academic audience.  

 To go open access, would likely have to pay the publication fee and we are looking for 
sponsors to help cover that before committing to more work.   

 We welcome suggestions on where we can pursue funding.  

 Elsevier has to decide on the cost, and Ed was going to see if he could get us a break on 
their usual full cost.  

 We plan to start contacting co-authors soon.  
3. Working Group Priority Setting Process -- Natalie Kaner 

 Each year our group has reassessed and ranked our priorities to ensure they align with 
organic and IPM stakeholder needs. Last year we identified 15 priorities and surveyed 
members to rank the top five, which were: 

o Research: Identify effective least-risk products, practices and tools to manage 
pests in organic and IPM systems. 

o Communications: Develop an online resource center for organic/IPM 
educational materials for recommended agronomic practices, especially those 
with potential for broader adoption in organic and IPM systems (e.g. 
Roller/crimpers for cover crop management) 

o Research: Pilot management systems for new and emerging pests compatible 
with organic and IPM systems, e.g. spotted wing Drosophila, brown marmorated 
stinkbug, herbicide-resistant weeds, fire blight, citrus greening. 

o Policy: Advocate for funds to be allocated for projects that support organic and 
IPM research. 

o Management: Identify promising organic and IPM tools, products and practices 
currently in the research pipeline to manage pests. 
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 This ranking addresses priorities important for organic and IPM communities as a whole. 
Should we update the list from that perspective, or reframe to identify priorities specific 
to what we want to accomplish as a working group?  

o In the survey itself we need to clarify whose priorities we are aiming to set.  
o Would be useful to assess the priorities of the working group. What can we 

effectively do as a group? 
o Could do both. IPM Centers often look to WGs to help prioritize issues for the 

broader community. Want to continue to provide input into the larger 
prioritizing process for the IPM Centers. In the past we did not zero in on what 
the group itself wants to do.  

o Agree. Like having the priorities for the larger community, but don’t think we 
need to assess those every year. Need to start focusing on WG-specific activity 
priorities.  

o Broader priorities don’t change very fast. Would vote to do it on an alternating 
basis, every three years. In between we can focus on WG priorities.   

o Maybe at first make the big survey every two years. Now that the white paper is 
done, it would be useful to create the survey to be as parallel as possible to the 
issues and priorities identified in the paper.  

 Ideas on priorities to include in the survey? 
o Improve and increase communication/relationship building between the 

members of the group. 
o Barriers to organic and IPM identified in the white paper.  

 What are we going to do about it? E.g., Challenges associated with 
transitions to organic the paper recommends giving a market 
incentive for advanced IPM. What are we going to do about that in the 
next year as a working group?  

o A range of experience and perspectives are represented in WG. Some questions 
could focus on how to better exchange info on who is on the call, who is 
bringing different perspectives and resources to the group.  

 Directory of expertise?—short write-ups of each person. 
 Share activities that the group might get involved in that we can cross 

pollinate with each other.  
 Could be accessible and could be regularly updated. Available on the 

website? 
o Work off of what has already been articulated in the grant proposal. 
o What is a group like ours best positioned to do and can be effective at doing? 
o Natalie will draft a list of WG-specific priorities, will share with group to review 

on the next call and add to. Then will send out a ranking survey after that.  
4. Continued Discussion on In-Person Meeting—Natalie Kaner 

 We were considering planning two meetings—one in winter at MOSES and one in 
summer.  

 Sent out a feedback form asking you to rate your likelihood of attending different events 
and interest. Thank you to those that filled it out!  

 20 respondents, no clear top choice emerged.  
o UVM Food Systems Summit: 58% slightly to very likely to attend, 42% not at 

all likely. 84% slightly to very interested.  
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o NOFA Summer Conference: 58% slightly to very likely to attend, 42% not at all 
likely. 79% slightly to very interested.  

o Sustainable Agriculture Education Association Conference: 47% slightly to very 
likely, 53% not at all likely. 83% slightly to very interested 

o Practical Farmers of Iowa: 47% slightly to very likely, 53% not at all likely. 78% 
slightly to very interested.  

 It may be best to plan only one meeting at MOSES. Can’t justify cost of attending two, 
ought to focus on one trip and bringing together as many people as we can.  

 A clear objective to meet at MOSES sends a signal that we are committed and working 
in the NC region. Think we should have a clear agenda.  

 We could brainstorm ways to break down barriers between members in the meantime. 
Everyone could write a bit about the biggest gap they see in org and IPM systems to get 
a sense where everyone is coming from.  

2. Presenting on the White Paper and/or the Working Group at meetings/conferences—Natalie 
Kaner 

 We have funds in the budget to financially cover travel, lodging and registration for two 
conference presenters. We said in our grant one of the presentations would be in the 
NC region.  

 Brian Baker aims to present at the Organic World Congress next year in India.  
o Occurs once every three years—international federation of organic international 

has a congress. The issues we are discussing are not limited to the NC region or 
N. America, they are global. Working with like-minded people from around the 
world, we can have an enlightening discussion on serious problems that need to 
be addressed. Will use white paper as a platform and submit a proposal.  

o Sue Futrell would like to go as well.  

 Some other ideas:  
o Practical Farmers of Iowa—If we submit a proposal and it gets accepted, Sue 

Futrell would consider presenting. Often attends the conference.    
o MOSES—Grace Gershuny is in the process of submitting a proposal for it herself, 

would be happy to be a presenter if we were to submit a proposal for the WG.  
 Paul Wolfe is tentatively going to MOSES. Deadline for proposals was 

May 1st.  
 Natalie could send an email to see if proposals can still be submitted.   

 
Action Items:  

1. Natalie will draft a list of Working Group-specific priorities, and will share with group to review 
on the next call.  

2. Natalie will contact organizers at MOSES to see if they would accept a proposal even though the 
May 1st deadline has passed.  

3. Natalie will brainstorm and propose ways to promote member relationship-building on the calls, 
with the ultimate goal of better understanding our fellow members, their current work and their 
perspectives.  
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