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The next conference call will take place Tuesday, October 6th, 2014, 3:30-4:30 Eastern (2:30-

3:30 Central) 
 

I. Roll 
a. Coordinator Intro: Natalie Kaner: I’ve been at the IPM Institute for ~three months, 

and I am very excited to be part of the working group! I’m from Madison, Wisconsin, 
and earned my Bachelor’s degree in Environmental Studies and Conservation 
Biology, focusing on food systems and agriculture. Always feel free to email or call 
me with questions, concerns or suggestions. 

a. Present 
i. Kathleen Delate 

ii. Steve Young 
iii. Jaime Piñero 
iv. Brian Baker 
v. Abby Seaman 

vi. Michelle Miller 
vii. Lynnae Jess  

viii. Logan Peterman 
ix. Fred Kirschenmann 
x. Deirdre Birmingham 

xi. Karen McSwain 
xii. Paul Wolfe 

xiii. Rex Dufour 
xiv. Tom Green 
xv. Catherine Green 

xvi. Diana Jerkins  
xvii. Sue Futrell 

 
b. Regrets  

xviii. Eric Ritchie, Mike Zeiss, Geoff Zehnder and Tim Johnson send their regrets 
that they were not able to make the call.  

 
II. Project Updates  

 Fact sheet update: 
o Jaime: Received comments on the text from five or six committee members, and 

is 95% done with those revisions. I am still working on revising the diagrams and 
figures. The goal is to finalize all revisions by Sept. 8 or 9th.   

 White Paper update:  
o Tom: Had a good round of comments from authors in July, which were 

incorporated in August. Sent the updated version to Brian last week who sent it 
back soon after. It is now in the final proofing stage. Would like to have Natalie 
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review it before it goes out. Is very close to being done. Final proofing of 
references should be done by tomorrow.  

o Kathleen: Where will it be published? 
o Tom: Self-published. Will be available to WG members, on the WG website, and 

will do a press release 
o Kathleen: Can we link to it on the OMS webpage? 
o Tom: Absolutely.  

 
III. 3. Report on the outcomes of the Southern and North Central IR-4 Meetings  

 Natalie: Sent representatives to two IR-4 regional meetings last month to share on the 
working group and vote on which research priorities to fund.  

o During last month’s call we generated a list of broader goals and asked for WG 
member input on specific examples within those categories. A few people 
responded to that survey, but we determined that we still needed to identify a 
list of research priorities that could potentially be funded by IR-4.  

o Attached a document in the agenda email titled “IR-4 Biopesticide Need 
Requests.”  

 This lists products that are biopesticides, NOP allowed, and are not 
already labeled for use on the requested pest and crop combination 
identified in the request.  

 In the IR-4 need request number column: those that start with a “B” are 
the biopesticide/organic requests, and the others are the general food 
use requests.  

o The biopesticide and organic research need requests will be voted on at the 
national meeting.  

 Southern meeting outcomes:  
o Karen: Didn’t discuss any of the projects that are on the biopesticides/organic 

list, only conventional pesticides were discussed at the meeting. Didn’t have an 
opportunity to advocate for any particular project from that list. 

 Gave a presentation on the WG, which generated some discussion and 
interest from the group. Some discussion about organic from the group, 
also had a presentation from Krista Coleman from the regional office who 
is the biopesticide/org coordinator and she gave a presentation about the 
work.  

 A learning experience: how do we make a concerted effort to advocate 
for and get people to submit proposals for projects related to organic and 
biopesticides?  

 Only one biopesticide and one organic request gets funded for 2016, 
which is a shame.  

 Did bring up to Krista and Michelle (southern region IR-4 coordinator) the 
idea of IR-4 supporting products with research dollars or technical 
assistance that could be OMRI approved or could be reformulated to be 
NOP approved. There’s not a lot of information for manufactures to do 
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this. Talked about the possibility of IR-4 funding that. Krista and Michelle 
were open to talking about it after the national meeting.  

 North Central meeting outcomes:  
o Lynnae: Also gave the PowerPoint along with the general North Central IPM 

Center update. Matt Grieshop was also there.  
 When we went through the voting, there were 4 products on the list that 

did not have a B (were not biopesticides). Two were for dragon fruit, 
which does not apply to this region. There was Botrytis on strawberry- we 
did give it an A priority. Also was Entrust on sweetcorn maggot—also 
received an A priority. Those two will go forward.  

 There was interest from a university researcher in joining the group and 
he was sent the website and will get back to Lynnae if he is interested.  

o Abby: There are multiple spinosad products (Entrust® vs. Regard™) but Regard 
would be the one we want to make a request for.  

 National IR-4 Meeting  
o Natalie: National meeting is coming up in Chicago on September 24th, and the 

biopesticide need requests will be voted on then.  
o Tom Green will be in attendance. Anyone else? 

 Abby, Lynnae, Brian. 
o Natalie: I’d like to all be on the same page for what will be voted for by the 

working group members. Any final suggestions?  
 Lynnae: if people want to help prioritize the final list it would be great to 

have that input.  
 Natalie: Karen identified a few biopesticide submissions from this list that 

are most relevant to farmers in the southern region.  

 spinosad for cabbage aphid on organic brassicas 

 Bacillus stubilis for cercospora and cladosporium leaf spot on 
organic leafy greens and for downy mildew on organic curcubits 

 Bacullis pumilis for botrytis on strawberries  
o Tom: Let’s summarize where we are at and get it out to the larger listserve. Open 

call for input for anybody who wants to weigh in at this point.  
o Karen: I was going to submit my priorities to the southern IR-4 rep.  
o Abby: At the national meeting we vote on national priorities. Seems to be a 

numbers game, those who are able to go from a specific region have a lot of 
influence on what gets passed. We can decide as a group what we would vote 
for but I’m not sure how much it will influence the final outcome. We had talked 
about a writing a letter from the working group to IR-4 about our issues with IR-
4. What is the status of that? 

o Natalie: I can draft the initial letter and would appreciate if you could provide 
feedback to get it to a final form. When does it need to be submitted? 

o Brian: If we submit a letter it needs to be submitted by the national meeting in 
September. 

o Natalie: Who is willing to help? Tom, Abby, Brian, Karen, Steve, Lynnae. 
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o Natalie: To summarize, I will send out the IR-4 priority list to the list serve a final 
time to gather any final feedback on priorities. I will also draft a letter to IR-4 
that addresses some of the issues that make the IR-4 program inaccessible or 
inefficient for supporting high-level IPM and organic production.  

 I will send to tom for an initial review, and then it will go out to Abby, 
Brian, Karen, Steve and Lynnae for review.  

 It will need to be submitted by Sept 23rd.  
 

IV. Tri-Societies talk by Kathleen Delate (20 Minutes) 

 Kathleen: I’ve been a member since I was an undergrad in agronomy. Integrated 
Agriculture was the name of the group, it was the closest thing to looking at a systems 
approach to agriculture. Was a lot of interest in organic in that group so I proposed that 
we survey the members of the Integrated Agriculture organization to see if there was 
enough interest in starting a separate organic organization. Survey results favored 
starting an organic division—then started the OMS community.  

 Three people at the top of agronomy society helped move OMS forward—Marcus Alley, 
Fran Pierce, Newell Kitchen. They were very supportive. Went to a board meeting—an 
interesting experience b/c it was 99% men and 99% conservative conventional folks. I 
thought we didn’t stand a chance that they wouldn’t approve it.  

o Even though we proposed to form a new division the board had to approve it. I 
argued that organic is so different, it’s so unique, it needs its own group.  

o Primary support came from Pierce from WA State.  

 They appointed me as the first member of the group, we came up with the name the 
Organic Management System to emphasize a systems based approach.  

 The first year of OMS we had 30 papers through word of mouth and people sending 
abstracts through to the community. It was officially on the record in 2010, Erin Silva is 
the current leader, there are 677 members now.  

o Members are people who fill out a form and say which agronomy communities 
they want to be a part of. It shows that 677 people have an interest in the 
community.  

 On average we’ve had about 50 talks and posters on organic systems every year at the 
Agronomy Society Conference. There is lots of interest from minority members, women 
and also younger members too.  

o People who are interested in organic aren’t your typical Agronomy Society 
members.  

 We had an international conference on innovations in Org. Ag. Systems. The 144 pages 
of peer reviewed proceedings are available online and downloadable. Worked with 
ICROFS. 

o Brian: International Center for Research and Organic Farming Systems. Danish 
organization mainly oriented towards developing counties, primarily Africa. The 
Danish government is promoting them.  
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 Kathleen: I think they are a fantastic group. Hopefully they will maintain this relationship 
with OMS. We are having our meetings in conjunction with the entomology association. 
We have a joint symposium for entomology. I encourage you all to sign up for OMS.  

 Tom: Will there be a community get together in Minneapolis?  

 Kathleen: Good Idea, I can ask about that. 

 Logan, Fred and Diana will also be in Minneapolis.  

 Kathleen: Erin is organizing an organic tour before the conference in November. Will be 
visiting organic dairies, organic processing plants and an organic brewery.  

 Sue: What are the other two groups other than agronomy that make up the Tri-
societies? 

 Kathleen: Agronomy, Crop Science Society and Soil Science Society. The soil scientists 
did investigate breaking away from the Tri-societies. As far as I know they are still part of 
it.  

 So the entomologists meet separately?  

 Kathleen: Someone from ESA can correct me on this. Professional societies are losing 
members so they are looking to combine meetings. We did combine with the geology 
society one year.  

 Tom: I don’t believe it is the first time but it is not frequent. I am excited about having 
both the Entomology and Tri-societies meeting together. Usually they are a month apart 
and I rarely make it to both so it’s nice to have them both together.  

 Kathleen: Can you find out those organic sessions and find out that info like you can 
with ASA? They are probably overlapping. 

 Tom: I will look into it and send it out.  

 Natalie: Are there any goals that OMS has identified for the community?  

 Kathleen: we do need to go to that next step, it would be good to have that type of 
discussion. Overall goal is to have more people present for organic at meetings and get 
more people interested in organic.  

 Kathleen: There was a Tri-societies group—Committee on Organic and Sustainable Ag 
(COSA). It was dissolved b/c OMS took over. COSA spent too much time talking politics 
and policy, and we spend time on core research which is the primary focus. Last year is 
the first year we started bringing in a discussion on policy. We didn’t get any pushback 
and will try to include more on policy in the future.  
 

V. Update on the October call:  
a. Natalie: The next call will take place October 6th at the same time. I will be traveling 

out of the country so Abby Seaman has agreed to facilitate the call in my absence.  
i. Is anyone that will be on the call willing to take notes in my absence? It 

would be very very helpful!!  
b. Kathleen: Possible if not harvesting. Unable to say for sure at this time.   

 
VI. Action Items 

a. Natalie will send out the IR-4 priority list to the listserve a final time to gather any 
final feedback on priorities.  
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b. Natalie will draft a letter to IR-4 that addresses some of the issues that make the IR-
4 program inaccessible or inefficient for supporting high-level IPM and organic 
production.  

i. Natalie will send the first draft to Tom for an initial review, and then it will go 
out to Abby, Brian, Karen, Steve and Lynnae for review.  

ii. The letter will need to be submitted by Sept 23rd.  
 

The next conference call will take place Tuesday, October 6th, 2015 at 2:30 Central (3:30 
Eastern). 
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