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I. Roll 
Jane Petzoldt 
Harriet Behar, MOSES guest speaker 
Greg Fogel, NSAC guest speaker 
Lynnae Jess 
Brian Baker 
Pat Matteson 
Sue Futrell 
Abby Seaman 
 

II. Update from white paper authors (15 Minutes) 
 Tom Green sent Brian Baker a compilation of all the chapters. On initial review, they found a lot 

of redundancy, repetition, and opportunities to cut down on text. 

 Brian suggested releasing two versions, an unrevised document and a document with full 
markups for comparison. 

 Additional reviewing of the drafts will be needed to identify any missing ideas that we wanted to 
include, and what can be excluded. 

 Brian will share a full first draft with authors by next Tuesday, January 13. The OIPM Authors will 
host a call the following week, around January 19. 
 

III. Guest presentation from Harriet Behar and Greg Fogel regarding proposed 
NRCS 595 practice standard revisions (25 Minutes) 
 Could you describe what these different sets of recommendations contain and expected 

outcomes if these recommendations are implemented? 

 Can you explain your reasoning behind these recommendations?  

 2009 CIG Proposal – proposed a multi-group project with eleven NSAC member groups and staff 

 Four year project to develop recommendations 

 Revising conservation practice standards and conservation enhancements under CSP 

 Third team worked on technical components of CSP – conservation measurement tool 

 Fourth team focused on revising two “cross walk” documents – CSP EQIP and CSP. Give 
producers and field staff a cheat sheet for which activities can or should be used to address NOP 
and transitioning standards. 

 Fifth team conducted nine trainings for NRCS field staff and TSPs and producers. Mostly web-
based, some in person. Webinars are hosted on NCAT website XX 

 60 total standards and enhancements. Goal of project is to make standards work better – make 
standards and enhancements more appropriate for organic, transitioning, and highly diversified, 
sustainable systems 

 Harriet – direction and why with 595 

 Reviewing all practice standards with NRCS – learned a lot about CPS and payment scenarios, 
how they view the various criteria, how they prioritize and rank these standards according to 
priority concerns for each region.  

 Quite a few were adopted by NRCS. 595 was more difficult for them to approach because the 
standard 595 practice standard is a mitigation for pesticide-caused pollution. Organic producers 
would not have access to 595 because they aren’t mitigating the use of pesticides if they don’t 
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use many to begin with. Producer with fallow land (abandoned orchard) to prevent or suppress 
problems does not have access to 595 according to the current standard. 

 Approached from ecological viewpoint and from the NOP standards. You must do cultural, 
biological and mechanical techniques before considering approved natural product, only then 
may you use approved synthetic product if proven to be ineffective. 

 Ended up splitting up standard – ecological practices (595A) from use of pesticides (595B). Some 
producers may use A, some may use A and B, and then 595C is a completely new standard. 
Organic/IPM approach that would be useful for district conservationists, TSPs, to make 595 
plans for organic producers.  

 Nutrient management was also difficult. Soil health standpoint vs. overapplication of materials. 
Able to work within 590 standard rather than 595 standards. 

 Greg- highlights of changes. 595 recommendations are still outstanding, but NRCS has 
opportunity to review.  

 Roughly 65% of recommendations adopted – roughly 12 and 15 of 60 recommendations. Public 
comment and federal register process. 

 Use of inputs that are not considered pesticides but have pesticidal effects. Considered to 
improve plant health rather than having biocidal effects. How do these get incorporated into 
CPS? E.g. compost tea? 

 Harriet- tried to write it so TSP can use materials that are approved under NOP. Whatever the 
NOP has decided in their review of a material, but NRCS is not involved in allowable/not 
allowable 

 Ecological balance before applying practices is written into the recommendation, for instance, 
even when applying a natural enemy or putting up bat houses/bird houses. 

 Making specific recommendations are too narrow. Important to make system-level 
recommendations. 

 WinPST hazard rating helps people decide level of impact their activities or inputs would have. 

 Straight-jacketed approach of agronomy tech note number 5, that lists practices considered for 
funding. These were not considered in the comments. 

 Greg – reviewed two IPM enhancements in the 595 standard. 
o 1. High-level IPM for water quality WQL 13 
o 2. IPM for organic farming WQL 21 

 CSP was conceived of to reward best conservationists and to help farmers get to higher-level, 
“super EQIP” 

 WQ 13: Proposed text to require IPM plan to describe pest scouting protocols that include key 
natural enemies for target pests. Also included for WQ21. Was included in the updated version.  

 Also increased the number of avoidance techniques in the job sheet – strip cropping, 
intercropping, NM, and those were adopted as well. 

 Recommended that the documentation requirements include a map showing the location of 
beneficial insect habitat – was adopted. 

 High-level IPM – they adopted fewer recommendations than in the IPM for organic farmer 

 595A Standard: PAMS 
o Modified definition – that reduce the need for pesticides 
o Purposes – adding text to eliminate need for pesticides 
o Extensive comments on criteria and considerations. Using suites of practices instead of 

narrow practices.  
o Whole new set of additional criteria to optimize organic and transitioning to organic 

 595B Highlights 
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o Changed definition – refocus on pesticide mitigation techniques, less on prevention and 
avoidance.  

 595 C highlights 
o Brand new standard for organic pest management. Similar to CSP enhancement 

program. Meant to work for organic and transitioning growers. 

  

IV. Discussion (10 Minutes) 
 Pat Matteson: it’s great to hear that these recommendations are being considered. In California 

we have not been able to get funding for these practices that are considering ecological balance 
and these more advanced approaches. 

 Pat – this seems very constructive and a huge improvement if NRCS will entertain these 
recommendations. 

 Are these drafts public? The project is technically complete. In that sense, it is complete and 
should be publicly available. That said, use your best judgment as this is still in flux because of 
the cyclical review process. 

 Abby will share with colleagues. Refer comments back to Greg. 

 Best practices for interacting with NRCS to adopt these practices? 

 Have not yet thought about generating external support. A letter of support could be helpful. 
External support ahead of review process would be helpful. Federal register for public comment 
is another opportunity to weigh in. 

 Tom Green is interested. Tom reviewed the initial recommendations. 
 

V. Action Items 
Brian – will aim for week from today to get a draft circulated to author group. 
Jane will coordinate an author call between now and next month to talk about the call during the 
week of January 19 (beginning of week) 
Refer comments on recommendations back to Greg Fogel, gfogel@sustainableagriculture.net  

 
 

The next conference call will take place Tuesday, February 3, 2014 at 2:30 Central (3:30 Eastern). 

mailto:gfogel@sustainableagriculture.net

