
Organic and IPM Working Group Meeting Minutes  

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

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

 

Agenda:  

1. Roll  

a. Alisha Bower  

b. Alec McErlich – Director of farming compliance and farming integrity, based in 

Seattle out of the White Wave group. Works with organic supply in the Pacific 

Northwest and has been working in organics for close to 30 years.  

c. Mike Zeiss – Lives and works in CA. Most of his career has been promoting IPM 

in organic agriculture in developing countries. Worked in Honduras and Vietnam 

with IPM education and adoption, now works for CA dept of pesticide regulation 

on how to use pesticides more safely. Hopes this working group will help keep 

him grounded in reality, that there are other alternatives than the count and spray 

method.  

d. Tim Johnson  

e. Tom Green  

f. Steve Young  

g. Sue Futrell  

h. Joji Muramoto – He is a soil scientist/agroecologist. Finished his degrees in 

Japan. Has been working in CA on fertility and soil management in strawberry 

production and looking forward to sharing information about pest management in 

an environmentally sound way in the world, US and CA.  

i. Brian Baker  

j. Abby Seaman  

k. Cliff Ohmart – As a grad student studied under big IPM people at Berkeley and 

went on and specialized in forestry IPM. Then he was an independent consultant 

and became a wine grape growing consulting with Lodi Vineyards. He’s now 

consulting with SureHarvest.  

l. Yifen Liu  

m. Grace Gershuny  

n. Rex DuFour – Works with the national center for appropriate technology 

(NCAT), manages the ATTRA project. Has a masters in IPM from UC Riverside 

and worked overseas in agriculture and pest management in SE Asia. He has 

worked with NCAT since 1994, focusing on soil management and ecological pest 

management. Recently developed the ATTRA website tool on ecological pest 

management database.  

o. Regrets from Eric Ritchie, Kathleen Delate, Jaime Piñero, Jeff Moyer, and Fred 

Kirschenmann on their inability to attend due to scheduling conflicts 

2. Feedback and Discussion on White Paper Draft  

a. Brian – We’ve been working on this white paper for over a year now and we 

finally got it to a point to where we can bring it out beyond the authors. Sent it out 

to the working group a little under a month ago and have received a lot of 

comments in the last week or so. Had thought that the white paper would be more 

or less done after today, but it seems like we have a lot more work to do. One of 
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the first comments was that the white paper is much too long, it should be about 5 

pages, with the idea that busy decision makers won’t have time to read a 50 page 

document. However, another popular comment has been to add in more 

information and expand on points.  

b. Tom – Appreciates all of the time and effort that people put into the review. The 

comments have been really helpful. The length has also been something he’s been 

thinking about a lot, has been looking at some other white paper formats. His 

sense is that it would really benefit from a slimmed down version. Maybe have a 

stand-alone summary document and a longer document. How to accomplish 

keeping people’s attention without losing all of the interesting content? 

c. Sue –The feedback was phenomenal, but she had a similar thought to Brian to re-

work the executive summary so that it becomes a short version of the key points. 

She would suggest strongly that we do that or move information to appendices 

rather than splitting up the information into two separate documents. Maybe some 

of the comments that asked for more information about certain points should be 

deferred to other papers or works.  

d. Brian – He doesn’t want to dodge peoples’ suggestions to add in material, but 

they might be kind of tangent to the document. Also wanted to thank Alisha in 

compiling all of the comments.  

e. Grace – Hasn’t followed all of the comments that were received, but she wants to 

put in a plug as an author of a lot of the history that we keep it.  

f. Cliff – Has not had a chance to comment, but he read it. It is important with 

regards to the history that the growers know why things are the way they are. He 

supports the people who say: “don’t take the history out.”   

g. Steve – Made the comment to remove the history, but was responding to the 

request to shorten the document. He’s not in favor of shortening the document, 

personally, but was just trying to be helpful with suggesting how to shorten the 

content. He also likes the idea of expanding the executive summary.  

h. Sue – Mike Rozyne from Red Tomato read it yesterday and commented it on how 

unusual it is. We’ve all read background on organic and IPM and the marketplace, 

but he wanted to note how unusual it is that the particular voice of this paper 

comes through in the way that it does. It brings forth a perspective that isn’t heard 

as often. Wondering what the right next step is now?? Are Brian and Tom up for 

taking these comments into another round or should we look for an editor or 

professional writer?  

i. Tom – excited to dig into the revisions  

j. Brian – also very excited to dig into the revisions. He doesn’t see it as 

restructuring the paper or requiring a very large re-write, but we can incorporate 

the comments and feedback that people have given.  

k. Tom – next step might be for he and Brian to get together and talk about what 

they see happening next. He wants to make it look really nice and professional 

with side bars and call outs, not just a manuscript.  

l. Rex – When does the comment period close?  

m. Brian – At the end of the call today.  

n. Rex – One specific comment and one more general. P. 6 –mention of NRCS that 

provides support for IPM adoption. That was true until the end of 2013, now it’s 



more of a pesticide mitigation practice. So, it now doesn’t support as much of the 

adoption of IPM practices as it once did. One general comment was that he was 

surprised by the lack of mention in the white paper of developing habitat for 

beneficials, which is more of a component in organic systems than in 

conventional IPM systems, and this idea implicitly calls for a 

redesign/reexamination of our agricultural systems.  "Traditional" IPM does not 

really ever mention developing habitat for beneficials, but the NOP is 

encouraging certifiers to incorporate a more "pro-active" view of developing 

beneficial habitat into their Organic System Plan forms. In the manuscript there 

was also no mention of FSMA as far as an incentive or at least putting it in 

context that pesticides are a hazard in food safety and the more we try to sterilize 

our agricultural production systems, the more dependent we become on these 

chemicals that are not good for us.  

3. Discussion of Priorities to Share at the NER IR-4 Priority Setting Meeting 

a. IR-4 Northeast Region Meeting for Priority Setting in Biopesticides, Food Use, 

and Ornamental Horticulture, June 16-17, 2015 in Albany, NY  

b. Background from Tom – For those who may not know about IR-4, it’s a group 

that looks at investigating pesticides and getting things through registration for 

minor use crops or things that are targeted to single pests. They get over $10 

million a year to identify and pursue priorities for registration, in the past they had 

a biopesticide division with grant proposals basically, but in recent years they 

revamped their system to identify priorities around the country and then have an 

annual, national priority-setting meeting to identify products or pests for which 

they then seek out researchers to work on them. In Atlanta last September 

(national meeting) they looked at 6 categories – fungal diseases, citrus greening 

disease, varroa mite, fire blight, etc. Several follow-up calls have ensued on what 

the project should look like, what work has been done so far, and who might be 

good to do the work. The NER Priority setting meeting is coming up, Abby and 

Brian are going. It works best to have champions push the priorities in person, so 

we should consider if we want to push some priorities through our group 

members at that meeting.  

c. Last year’s priorities from the national meeting:  
Priority 

ranking 

Fruit Organic Ornamental Other Public 

Health 

Vegetables 

#1 Citrus 

greening/Citrus  

Fireblight  / 

Organic 

apples  

Cryphonectria 

parasitica / 

American 

Chestnut 

Varroa 

mite/Honeybees  

Public 

Health/ 

Mosquitoes 

Bacterial 

Diseases of 

Fruiting 

Vegetables - 

field & 

greenhouse  

#2 Spotted wing 

Drosophila/ All 

crops 

Weed 

control/ 

Organic 

crops 

Botrytis leaf 

spot/blight / 

Bulb cut 

flowers  

RNAi based 

technologies 

/All crops 

Public 

health/ Bed 

bugs 

Downy 

Mildew / 

Basil (field & 

greenhouse)  

#3 Brown 

Marmorated Stink 

bug/All crops  

Mummy 

berry, 

Anthracnose, 

Weed Control 

in Nursery 

Seed & 

Fruit flies / Fruit 

and vegetables  

Public 

Health/ 

Tick  

Whitefly, 

Aphid, 

Psyllids/GH 



Alternaria / 

Organic 

blueberry  

Transplant 

Beds / 

Ornamental  

tomato 

#4 Aflatoxin/Almonds 

Late blight / 

Organic 

tomato 

Turfgrass / 

Nematodes Armillaria / 

Fruit trees 

woody 

ornamentals 

 Mites, 

Thrips, 

Aphids and 

whiteflies / 

vegetables   

#5 Brown Rot 

Blossom Blight 

and Fruit Rot/Stone 

fruit 

Downy 

mildew / 

Organic 

pumpkin, 

squash 

Bacterial 

diseases 

/Ornamentals  

Glyphosate 

resistant weeds  

 Thrips 

(especially 

chilli thrips) 

/all crops  

      Phytophthora 

capsici / Field 

vegetables  

 

a. Tom – Might be most effective to get behind some of the items that didn’t make it 

to top priority. One of his favorites would be spotted wing drosophila, because 

they attack while you’re harvesting so you need low-toxicity and low pre-harvest 

interval products to combat the issue. Hard for organic growers 

b. Sue – She supports the SWD issue for IPM growers as well, hard to find a 

treatment that doesn’t undo the ecosystem work they’ve been doing. 

c. Abby – will there be priorities from all of the areas for the NER? Or will the NER 

just push one priority?  

d. Brian – has been a long-standing critic of IR-4, but last year they let organic in the 

door and recognized that you’re dealing with a minor-use within a minor-use. The 

process by which the priorities are set was not very transparent last year in 

Atlanta. How did the voting happen? A lot of them we agree are significant 

issues, but there are some ringers that snuck in there too. There were cases in the 

Southern and Western region where they teamed up to try to push priorities and 

you have the pesticide sellers who are lobbying to get their products approved.  

e. Tom – it’s a huge amount of money  

f. Brian – none of the money goes to cultural practices or organic uses  

g. Tom – we have an opportunity to push for our organic priorities and we may be 

one of the few voices on the organic side. We can also certainly push for 

vegetable and ornamental on the IPM and organic sides. Citrus greening is 

certainly an issue for both, but it’s unlikely they would choose a pesticide that 

could be used in organic.  

h. Brian – they want to know a pest-crop combinations and the registrants have to 

support it as well.  

i. Sue – Tom, what is the timeline for getting feedback to the people who are going 

to be at the meeting? Seems like focusing in on a few key priorities is smarter 

than making a big, long list.  

j. Tom – national meeting is in Chicago in September, but the meeting in Albany is 

June 16 and 17. Would encourage everyone to push at their regional priority 



setting meeting and find out what is coming out of them. Then maybe get together 

some strong points to push at the national meeting.  

k. Brian – North Central and Southern meetings aren’t happening until August so we 

can have some influence there. However, the southern delegation was very hostile 

towards organic. Southern meeting is August 20-21 in Orlando, FL. 

l. Rex – NCAT has a project out of our Jackson MI doing several organic trainings 

and AR office there is a good horticulturalist there (Ames) who is well-versed in 

organic production.  

4. Next Steps:  

a. Review the Priorities document Tom set around and put some thought into which 

priorities would be especially important for the Organic and IPM block to put 

their shoulders behind. Email them to Alisha and she’ll send them along to 

Working Group members who will participate in the regional meetings  

b. Identify and begin to build relationships with key people within other regions who 

would have some clout in supporting the Organic and IPM priorities at the IR4 

priority setting meetings.   

 


