
OIWG In-Person Meeting Notes 
3/22/2018 1:00-3:00 PM EDT 
Guilford Room, 5th Floor, Renaissance Hotel 
Baltimore, MD (IPM Symposium) 

1. Introductions (30 minutes)
a. Charlie Rush, Texas A&M AgriLife Research
b. Ken Martin, Furmano Foods
c. Dalila Rendon, Oregon State University
d. Abby Seaman, NYS IPM
e. Melanie Filotas, organic pest mgmt., Canada
f. Kanika Gandhi, National Sustainable Agriculture Coalition
g. Brian Baker, Cornell University
h. Sue Futrell, Red Tomato
i. Petr Kosina, University of California
j. Lynnae Jess, North Central IPM Center
k. Justin Keay, Lincoln University
l. Grace Gershuny, Organic Revolutionary (remote)
m. Tom Green, IPM Institute
n. Ali Loker, IPM Institute

2. Checking in on group’s mission (45 minutes)
a. Closing plenary speaker IPM Symposium (Dr. Peter Goodell) spoke about the importance

of approaching conversations with own perspective and an open mind, acknowledging
the other’s perspective.

i. Resonated with some members as one of the benefits of the working group.
b. Discuss results of member survey (see attached spreadsheet)

i. Who makes up our active membership?
1. Our active membership comes from research, extension, policy, non-

profit, practitioners, consultant/author/educators.
ii. Are there ways to engage those not joining the calls?

1. Email listserv is a good platform to share resources and follow up
conversations from calls.

iii. Are there others we’d like to engage?
1. Those working in systems that cannot just use organic or IPM practices.

a. Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education Program (SARE)
i. They have an emphasis on students, question of how

large the group wants to get.
ii. Perception that SARE doesn’t do IPM

iii. Feels like a bridge to some in the group, could
potentially collaborate on the regenerative ag fact
sheet.

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/919301469


c. Opportunities to elevate our work, including ideas from the 2015 white paper, 2017 
position paper.  

i. Current stated mission: To improve relationships and understanding among 
organic and IPM communities, and identify and pursue outcomes that benefit 
practitioners and the public 

d. What arena is most appropriate for the group to work in?  
i. Developing priorities, networking, and learning. 

ii. Comfort working with org and CV growers—finding flashpoints around IPM at 
national scale. 

1. Focus on regenerative agriculture provides common ground, maybe. 
iii. Move away from market competition, turn conversation to moving all 

productions to progressively responsible systems.  
iv. Public support for research is a common ground, need to understand more 

about what it takes to develop new techniques, elevate visibility of public 
research. 

v. Conversion to more sustainable production to mitigate climate change. 
3. Discuss objectives, possibilities for upcoming year (45 minutes) 

a. Struggle with word regenerative—driving polarization within organic community, claims 
that regenerative is almost organic.  

b. The group has a shared understanding of ends, some members disagree about the 
means.  

i. Shared concern over shared resources (natural and human). 
c. Biological Control journal issue 

i. Proposed single article synthesizing gaps/issues not included in the white paper 
instead of publishing an entire issue.  

1. E.g., different approaches/means to achieving sustainable production 
systems, building bridges between organic and IPM communities.  

ii. Open-access is a concern—Journal of IPM could be an option 
1. Priority is transitioning more acres/sq. feet (structural IPM) to better 

practices—need more eyes open to the potential benefits of best 
practices.  

d. Regenerative agriculture fact sheet  
i. Follow up on work of Laura Lengnick and David Montgomery.  
ii. Case studies of farmers—trusted sources, challenging to reach.  

1. Who is currently doing this well?  
2. E.g., study on organic hotspots and deserts 

iii. What type of platform would be best for the exchange? Are there other 
communication tools that are more dynamic and interactive? 

iv. Recommended tight package, proposal to bring to Centers or SARE.  
1. Hone in on what they can contribute, bring that to conversation 

e. Using monthly calls, listserv, website in a new way 
i. One idea: take ~four topics (needs for better resources, more discussion), assign 

to call, members submit resources, links to articles, have a person facilitate call 
with ideas exchanged online afterwards.  

https://cultivatingresilience.com/writing-laura-lengnick/
http://books.wwnorton.com/books/Growing-a-Revolution/


1. E.g., barriers to the transition to better practices (especially the human 
factor—sometimes risk aversion, unforgiving market (see fruit growers 
in NE, row crops in Midwest). 

2. Cover crops/soil health.  
3. How to find connection points among existing work?  

ii. This could potentially help us discover topics/methods that would reach target 
audience. 

iii. Keeping in mind return on investment for group, members.  
f. Regular check-ins with the IPM Centers to keep communication open. 

4. Group to ask listserv members if they’d like to remain on the list after we develop plan for the 
year. 

a. IPM Centers found that “lurkers” can gain value from observing listserv discussions.  
 

 


