
Organic and IPM Working Group Meeting Minutes  

Tuesday, April 7, 2015 3:30-4:30 PM ET (2:30:00-3:30 CT)  

Send corrections, questions, suggestions to abower@ipminstitute.org 

 

1. Roll  

1. Brian Baker  

2. Alisha Bower  

3. Sarah Johnson  

4. Tom Green  

5. Lynnae Jess  

6. Diana Jerkins (New Member!) – Research director for Organic Farming Research 

Foundation (OFRF). She is based in Virginia and DC, though OFRF is in 

California. She started last Nov at OFRF  after leaving USDA NIFA. She has 

worked in organic for most of her career, but is also an entomologist so she knows 

the IPM world too.  

7. Paul Wolfe  

8. Abby Seaman  

9. Sue Futrell  

2. Report on the events at the IPM Symposium 

1. In-person meeting  

1. The meeting began with a recap of the history of the working group and 

current objectives. Brian provided a summary of the white paper and Tom 

summarized the results of the priority ranking survey. During discussion 

several ideas for gaining more visibility and momentum came up, 

including collaboration with the Tri-Society’s organic group.  

2. About 10-15 people attended.  

3. Sue: Suggestion from a couple of the people that we capture the high level 

goals of our working group in a one page document that we can share 

around.  

2. “Synergizing Organic and IPM” sessions  

1. About 25 people in attendance. 2 panels that ran back to back. Lots of 

people who came for the first and stayed through the end of the second. 

Lots of interest and interaction, those who were there took it as a good 

endorsement of the usefulness of the conversation. Most of the 

presentation materials came directly out of the white paper. Brian did a 

great summary at the end of the opportunities for joint research moving 

forward.  

2. Brian: Anyone in the audience care to weigh in on how they received the 

material that was presented? He was concerned that there was silence at 

the end of the talk rather than discussion. Who was there? How did 

attendance compare with other sessions? Hoping we would get more than 

25 people.  

3. Tom: There were 6 concurrent sessions and 450 attendees. He was in 

sessions like the pollinator sessions that were packed with 75 people and 

others that had less than a dozen. He’d say we were average or a little bit 

less than average. All people who attended talked about working in both 
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organic and IPM. There was good discussion in between presentations 

during the session, even though there wasn’t discussion at the end. And no 

one left!  

4. Abby: Felt like there was a wide range with people’s familiarity with 

organic. Some of the questions were pretty basic. Feels like it’s a good 

forum for reaching people who aren’t familiar with organic, but they’re 

leaning that way if they’re at an IPM Symposium 

5. Sue: Turn out in our room was pretty consistent with what was going on in 

the other sessions on the second and third day  

6. Brian: With regards to the Symposium in general: some people were very 

well informed and were working with organic. But with the weed 

scientists and in the sessions on herbicide resistance, there was a lot of 

misinformation on organic and on technology that could help with organic 

farming.  

3. Priority Ranking Survey Results 

1. 31 people took the survey, that’s over 60% of the working group. Five top 

priorities were identified in a variety of categories (communication, research, etc.)  

2. Abby: Will this be posted on the NC IPM Center website? How will this be 

shared? 

3. Alisha: We will put this up on our website https://organicipmwg.wordpress.com/  

4. Lynnae: They are in the process of redoing the NC IPM Center website. Each 

working group will have their own page and can post membership and priorities 

there.  

5. Abby: Possibly send them to Steve Young – he might link them from NE Center 

website. 

6. Abby: A comment from the in-person meeting was that there weren’t options to 

rank priorities to do with marketing problems in the priority ranking survey. Will 

we do a follow up with a separate survey with marketing priorities? 

7. Sue & Tom: We can explore taking that further.  

4. Recruiting new Working Group Members 

1. Brian: he’s not a charter member. Included the mission on the handout because 

it’s helpful to keep in mind what the original members intended for the group. 

How do we best reach out to prospective members and where we have gaps? Very 

important to look at what we need to accomplish and what is available. We’ve 

been getting a lot of new members, and none of them have been objectionable. 

But, not a lot of really active membership. Moving ahead, how can we have a 

more complete working group that’s geographically diverse, represents the 

different stakeholders in IPM and organic, and brings to the group certain skills 

that can make a contribution towards our mission?  

2. Sue: Looking over the list of the whole group, it’s a really good group but we’re 

really heavy in the northeast. Can see adding central, west, and southern 

geography. Looking at this and thinking about how people can contribute, there 

seem to be two tiers –one where people are interested, follow what’s going on, 

occasionally contribute, but don’t join a lot of the calls. She thinks it’s okay to 

have this group to give feedback on materials that are sent out. Then the core 
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group who are really active. It would be good to zero in on that core group and 

make sure that it’s representative and balanced.  

3. Tom: thinks that having a couple tiers of participation is pretty typical of working 

groups that he’s participated in. With regards to the issue of location, we had 

comments on our funding proposals in the last round that members weren’t all 

from the region or didn’t dominate. So they had a discussion with the national 

IPM directors about this during the Symposium and the comments were that the 

primary concern was that we demonstrate benefit to the region. It’s fine to have 

national membership and benefits, but we need to bring it back around to what the 

working group can do to benefit the region.  

4. Paul: has been impressed that the group is well distributed among disciplines 

(extension, research, nonprofit, growers, etc.), if not geographically. Wants to 

clarify: Are we looking to expand the group? Is it static?  

5. Brian: Struck by the fact that we don’t have any non-organic farmers who are 

IPM pioneers. Would be really helpful for the group to have them on board to 

show that conventional farmers can benefit from organic practices.  

6. Sue: We do have several people from the Red Tomato network who fit the bill 

Brian just described (i.e. John Lyman), but they are “inactive” or haven’t 

participated in a call or contributed to materials.  

7. Brian: How do we activate these good people who are inactive and make them 

more active? 

8. Sue: If we feel like having growers on here is something we want to pursue, Sue 

can reach out. Problem is that the same growers are tapped for all of the projects.  

9. Brian: Fred Smeds – fruit grower in Tulare County California, founder of 

California Clean Growers Association 

10. Sue – Steve Eela (sp?) in Colorado is an organic fruit grower.  

11. Abby – Rick Peterson in the North East has some interesting insights on having 

some acres in organic and some acreage in conventional 

12. Brian – Keep this discussion at a top level, get away from naming specific people 

– who do we have? What’s missing? Who’s voice is not being heard? Very big 

gaps with weed science. Came away from the symposium disheartened, so many 

weed scientists only look at chemical controls. They view organic farmers as a 

constituency beyond their help.  

13. Abby – Agrees that we need to recruit weed scientists. Also thinks that we need to 

get weed scientists from a couple of the IPM Center regions – particularly in the 

south.  

14. Tom – we can ask some crop consultants in the south about good candidates. It’s 

hard for smaller growers to get on regular monthly calls. It might be helpful for us 

to think about specific tasks that we can engage farmers in if they can’t make 

calls. Schedule in person meetings in the off-season. There’s also a dearth of 

people working on insect control on corn/soy/row crops.  

15. Sue – one other suggestion was whether someone from ATTRA would be good to 

reach out to  

16. Brian – They’ve had some turn over, constantly under budget pressure. They have 

been extremely valuable. Bio-Integral Resource Center at Berkeley has always 

been important/active.  



17. Tom – check in with Dave Mortenson about weed scientists. Bill Quarels is the 

main guy at Berkeley.  

18. Brian – And they’re tied in with a whole bunch of biocontrol factors. Various 

commercial insectories. Maybe get a commercial insectory owner.  

19. Sue – weed science, field crop insect management, growers, more south, 

Midwest, and west. That feels like a pretty good start. Folks from BioPesticides.  

20. Pest control advisors, crop consultants – Charlie and Madeline Mellinger in 

Jupiter FL, Pat Weddle in Applehill, CA  

5. Suggested topics and speakers for future meetings 

1. Alisha: Tri-societies speakers were brought up at the in-person meeting. Who 

from Tri-Societies?  

2. Sue: Some of the most well attended calls were ones where we asked someone 

from the call to talk about work they are doing that has relevance for both organic 

and IPM. It would be helpful to know what they do.  

3. Brian: People involved with the organic track of the Tri-Societies: Kathleen 

Delate could speak to tri-societies and what’s going on in Europe. Joe Heckman – 

has that long term perspective. Anne Marie Fortunes at North Dakota State is the 

chair of the Tri-Societies.  

4. Abby – At the in person meeting Steve Young, wanted someone to speak from 

inside IPM who works with organic farmers. Abby would do it! Talk about 

research and work that they’ve done.  

5. Brian – weed management and weed science. An area that we might want to find 

someone working on weed ecology and integrated weed management – Abby 

suggests Matt Liebmann from the Midwest. Wallace chair.  

6. Abby: Solicit ideas from people who weren’t on the call  

6. Our next call will be May 5, 2015 3:30-4:30 ET (2:30-3:30 CT)  

 


