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STATE UPDATES

CONNECTICUT

IPM Coordinator: Ana Legrand 

See separate files with Connecticut update and presentation.

DELAWARE

IPM Coordinator: Joanne Whalen

· Delaware is still getting $104K annually from state, so their funding remains ok in that respect. 

· NRCS people visited the Delaware IPM Program to talk about working with EQIP, saying that they are “looking for ways to give credit to people who are doing new sorts of things.”

NEW HAMPSHIRE

IPM Coordinator Alan Eaton not present. No report submitted.

MAINE

IPM Coordinator: Jim Dill

· Potato IPM- created a Potato IPM game where “player” manages crop including pest outbreaks. 

· School IPM. The state has passed a regulation in 2003 requiring IPM in all schools., and all schools are now in compliance.  No sprays are allowed in and around the school. Kathy Murray, from the Maine Department of Agriculture, is the state’s School IPM Coordinator.

· The state legislature has allowed creation of a scratch-off ticket, All $ raised will go to education. One is dedicated to environmental program grants. J. Dill has created one for pesticide education, and it’s still being considered. 

· Homeowner IPM is still part of the program.

MASSACHUSETTS

IPM Coordinator: Bill Coli

· Still no state funding for IPM programs. Good news: again a Mass state senator has proposed an ag initiative to  include a 5% sales tax on fertilizers and pesticides for non-commercial uses.. Chances of it being passed is slim. Massachusetts  now has  <$100K in federal IPM support – they rely on external grants for all IPM work . 

· Staff changes: Ron Prokopy died, but  much of his work is ongoing. 

· Working on a project  looking at worker exposure to pesticides in the field through an IPM Partnership Grant project

· Working on a marketing project with Red Tomato 

MARYLAND

IPM Coordinator: Sandy Sardanelli

 
· Program is preparing a statewide report.

· Paperless program because of finances. They’ve found that they had >300K visitors to their website in the past year, Average time for visit is 7 minutes. People download lots of information. Trying to join Amy Brown’s site with state IPM Program site,

· Most of their specialists are focused on Community IPM. Agricultural portion of program is  going to be strained when Galen Dively retires (which could happen sometime soon).

· Partnering with state ag department has worked really well.

· 89% of funding is still staff salary, and 11% is program operations. They have 6 million people in the state. As long as the program keeps its people resources it can get competitive funding. The regional IPM effort has been really good in helping them get federal grants.

· Extension reporting may have 12 IPM questions inserted.  Extension is also talking about creating an IPM outreach initiative.

· Apple self-assessment – Tom Green involved, several states (MA, VT, NY ME).

NEW JERSEY

IPM Coordinator: George Hamilton

See attached file with NJ state update.

· Annual report is now on web.

· Budget – still receive funding from state, but it’s uncertain how much funding they will continue to receive from the university. State budget deficit is getting worse – 10-15% cut discussed – but that might not happen. But it would be a bad thing if they loose federal Hatch Funding. 

· Still providing all their traditional programs. 

· Doing management plans for NRCS Equip Program. They’ll do the plans for growers, growers will get $ for scouting, and they can spend the $ to hire the NJ IPM to do the actual scouting.

· Developing school IPM education materials to support the law that all schools must practice IPM by 2004 – GH says lucky if half of them are doing it. New license required for people to practice school IPM.

· Invasive species – brown marmorated stinkbug, now confirmed in many more states. Big federal money??. Asian Longhorn beetle – taken down thousands of trees in Newark/Elizabeth area. Replanting planned.

NEW YORK
IPM Representative: Lynn Braband (Coordinator Curt Petzoldt couldn’t be at the meeting)

Areas they’re working on: 

· Community: School IPM, Golf course IPM

· Agricultural: Field crop tag teams; Ornamentals; Vegetables (Sysco)

· Budget for 2004 – Governor vetoed every legislative effort that he could – including grant funds, Impact of that is described in the report. Early signs are positive this year,

· Paul Curtis discussed the topic of the certification exam for State Wildlife Control operators. A handbook was prepared for NYS. A regional version has been funded by NE IPM Center.

· Center for Wildlife Damage Management, Manual available on CD. NRAES is producing print version for 2005.

PENNSYLVANIA
IPM Coordinator: Ed Rajotte

See several files on PA IPM prepared by Ed Rajotte.

· Lyn Garling, IPM education person

· Kathy Thomas, PDA IPM Coordinator – her specialty is greenhouse IPM.

· NRCS collaboration: PA Fruit growers got support for pheromone trapping, scouting and other tactics. Also worked on Sysco food processing. Sysco is requiring growers to do IPM. Data that NRCS requires and those that Sysco is demanding are the same data. 

· School IPM is a focus.

WEST VIRGINIA

IPM Coordinator: Rakesh Chandran

See file with state update for West Virginia.

· Turf

· Vinegar in gardens

· Interactive software about weeds on website; growers can enter, see what seedling looks like; you can watch weed grow to maturity.

· NRCS – looking at incorporating IPM into programming. Goats!

· Managing invasive species in woodlots, for private woodlot owners.  Did a survey of owners to find out potential.

NATIONAL IPM UPDATE

Mike Fitzner, CSREES

Personnel at CSREES:

· Kathy Kimble-Day (CSREES) has created a national Pest Manager Listserv – anyone who wants to be on this list should contact her (kday@csrees.usda.gov).

· Amy Rhodes is handling publications at the national level.

· Bill Hoffman is now working with agricultural Homeland Security.

· Dennis Kopp has left his position in IPM with CSREES; he is now working for the Administrator’s office as a representative for IR-4 diversity (Zane Helsel notes that this position can often find extra chunks of money for special projects.

· Jim Knudsen of IPA (organics) (W. Virginia) has been brought in to support that industry.

Budget

· House will see USDA CSREES budget in April – won’t know how serious the proposed 2006 budget is until then.

· CSREES feels like the fall guy for EPA budget problems regarding PSEP (paid out of discretionary EPA fund and has been squeezed over time).

· Bottom line is that CSREES budget in 06 is actually increased by 1%. Arguments are about formula funds versus competitive. Winners are NRI, E-Extension, NEFREP, Extension.

· Change in funding is related to 3 priorities:

1. Increase in NRI is a big priority (got bumped up 30% from 2004)

2. Redirecting formula funding to competitive. Decision made not because of poor management or lack of results – it’s simply a policy decision that competitive is better than formula.

3. Consolidation of funding lines (particularly 406);  there are 300 funding lines in the budget.

 IPM Centers Review

· Will take place Feb. 2006. There will be a survey and input from IPM Coordinators.

Bill Hoffman

PPRS 

· CSREES will be looking for input in April and May. 

· Will ask for a 3-year budget to force IPM Coordinators to say where the money goes.

· Outcomes (environmental and health) will be a greater focus (e.g., they will ask for X success stories each year).

· They much prefer IPM Coordinators to talk about the ways they collaborate with others and LEAD IPM efforts on campus, rather than just saying “here’s where our $100K went” (but they want the latter, too.)

· They want IPM Roadmap to be a major reference document for reporting.

· Why the changes? GAO and OMB want every dollar spent to be accounted for every year. Every 5 years there will be a Plant Protection review. The last review document came from CRIS data, and from PPRS; the final score was 80/100. There were positive things to say about IPM, NDPN, CABI. Suggestion was a continued focus on the national IPM Roadmap.

Homeland Security

· Sudden Oak Death alert – was released to Home-Depot type dealers. A problem was caught and affective shipments were revoked. The N. Central IPM Center got Extension in the loop.

· Soybean rust is here. There is 100% chance it will become endemic. IPMCenters.org/soybeanrust is one-stop shopping for information.

Zane Helsel

E-Extension

· Prototype was rolled out at a recent meeting. Key subjects were: Family financial management, Legally securing a financial future; Horses (stats, not topics, FAQs, learning modules, institutional branding, news).

· NYS is not participating – they released a great mission statement telling why (Mike Hoffmann may have this). 

· We want to be VERY concerned when E-Extension gets to IPM.

Budget, University Perspective

· Recent comments on budget represent a majority of Extension Directors nationwide – but some major players are not sharing this perspective. This could affect infrastructure, small farms, tenure system – a financial disaster would have to be claimed. 

· Nationwide deans on a conference call. Congressional staffers seem supportive of restoring hatch $. We get excellent verbal support, but some major powerful congressional players might fight this.

· PSEP – “Restricted Use” is strict in EPA view. NOSALGIC has made PSEP funding a priority for the 2006 budget through a “dedicated mechanism.” Zane is on a national committee to examine PSEP funding and other mechanisms that contribute to land-grant institutions.

· Public will be asked to comment when appropriations work begins.

SARE UPDATE

Fred Magdoff

· SARE’s Administrative Council met recently

· SARE conference in October got good feedback on surveys.

· Two programs: 

1. Research and Education (21 projects funded) 

2. Professional Development, including Farmer/Grower Grants, Partnership Grants (on-farm research); Cooperative-Rural Development Center (capped out at $10K); a new one that follows southern region.

· Rob Koethe mentioned that SARE can provide speaker support: 8 Sustainable Farmer Educators are available to go to meetings and talk. Steve Croft is one of them.

· A new publication by Miguel Alfieri is “Whole System Approach to Insect Management.” It is the first of 3 booklets.

NORTHEASTERN IPM CENTER DISCUSSION
Feedback on content of NortheastIPM.org website:

· Do we want to include academic courses? Perhaps only web-based. A few people expressed the idea that it’s not worthwhile for us to do it. 

· Lyn Garling: Button should say “Education” instead of “Academics” and include things like pesticide applicator training (or links to it). Workshops organized by industrial groups could also be added.

· Paul Curtis says we might want to link to the Center for Wildlife Damage Management site

Representation on Center’s Advisory Council:

· Bill Coli asks if he should stays as representative of NEREAP to the Center AC. He is willing to, but the group will discuss whether they want to make more formal rules of representation on the Center’s AC. 

· George Hamilton: Need to decide whether someone will replace Bill Coli. The purpose of having a NEREAP rep PLUS representation from the current chair (which is also the case) was to provide continuity. The group decided that Bill Coli will continue.

· Ana Legrand asks how we can get more representation of grower organizations across all the states on the AC and on working groups. 

· John Ayers says anyone can be on a working group and we would never turn anyone down. We solicited volunteers from IPM Coordinators, and in many cases got no responses. We tried hard to avoid having representation all from NY and PA.
REGIONAL IPM GRANTS PROGRAM PROJECTS

John Ayers

See PowerPoint presentation in attached file.

Questions and comments:

· There are no no-cost extensions after 3 years on a PL-89 projects.

· Paul Curtis: It seems like the highest probability of getting funded this year was research/extension proposals, Why is that?

· John Ayers: It was just the quality of proposals.

· Priorities for this grants program are: (1) Roadmap, (2) Base priority connected to community IPM

· Ed Rajotte: Need to make economics of the grants a bit better. 

· Ayers: There is no overhead on these documents.

· Rajotte: Sentiment for raising the limits on these?

· Ayers: NEREAP made the decision to raise limits on grants a few years ago and then was upset that only 4 projects were funded so then the group lowered them.

· Hamilton and Zane: So do we need to make a decision? It seems like the group really wants to keep it the same way. If we’re going to start paying more indirects/overhead, then we might need to increase the limits, At that point we might want to discuss it again.

· Several people complained about conflicting or confusing wording – RFA needs to be simplified, Question of whether NEREAP needs to do that or ask the AC to do it. Ed R says NEREAP should not give up power. So the question is  -- who will take the lead on that?

· Perhaps reducing or eliminating multistate requirement would help that situation. The federal partners like multistate projects, though. Right now we require co-PIs from multistates. We could just say projects with “multistate applications.” John says we’d be in trouble with the NERA people. Bill Coli says let’s leave as is till we see if the indirect thing changes – Sandy Sardanelli says this is a great idea and all seem to agree.

· Coli: What about adding something about outcomes in priorities?

· Ayers: The place to put that is in Partnership Grants.

· Bill Hoffman: Publications and citation search is one way to measure impacts.

PERCEPTIONS OF IPM CENTERS

Ed Rajotte

See attached PowerPoint presentation on results of Rajotte’s survey; raw answers were handed out.

· Not a lot of discussion. Rajotte’s summary: IPM Coordinators have been around for a long time. Centers have been around for a short time.\

· Center staff urged NEREAP members to articulate specific concerns to Northeastern IPM Center. 

OUTCOMES ASSESSMENT

Bill Coli

See PowerPoint file with presentation.

Discussion:

· Coli: People don’t seem particularly interested in evaluating outcomes. How do we get people to do this? We have $ available, a working group could get started. What would they do? Set up IPM guidelines – do surveys – mine data for specific impacts. People tend to focus on specific things, but we could aggregate it.

· Ed Rajotte: People in this field don’t like to do this stuff. Maybe we should target people who have an interest in worker exposures. For example: Send RFAs to economics departments? 

· Paul Curtis: Human dimensions research unit at Cornell would be perfect for this, but they’re expensive. We need to partner with people like this.

· Sandy Sardanelli: You want to emphasize the continuum aspect to growers, because they may ALL be doing some form of IPM, so you want to discern what levels of IPM they’re using.

· Lyn Garling: Growers know how to answer these questions.  It seems the only tools we have are surveys.  There might be a poor correlation between what they say they did and the actual change in behavior. It’s difficult because we need to get statistical significance. But do we have other tools other than surveys??

· Bill Coli: It is possible to design better surveys. The early ones were bad (“do you use IPM? do you scout?”). 

· Ed Rajotte: Focus groups can be another way of getting data. Advertisers get info this way. Also, he says that maybe it’s not so necessary to measure impacts since funding may not be as affected by it as we think. Maybe we should be focusing more on changes public opinion. Coli says impacts WILL emphasize public opinion. 

EPA PERSPECTIVE

Rob Koethe, Region 1

· At a recent EPA meeting, lots of discussion of president’s budget. 

· Discretionary money has been shrinking over the past 3 years. Most regional offices and programs are understaffed.

· Commitment accountability in times of shrinking resources was discussed.

· OMB is doing measurements assess what’s being done: Types of measures: outcome and efficiency

· EPA is planning to strengthen its web information for residential pesticide use – handled by Claire Geselmen.

· There will be a national RFP for special appropriations (they don’t know the name of it yet) for projects of interest to the agency. It will be ag oriented, There will be an interest in leveraging resources and working with USDA agencies. Look at this RFA when it comes out. It will be at least $600K. Grants up to $100K. Selection process will be – top proposal gets funded at regional level and then second project will be submitted to national level.

Audrey Moore, Region 2

· Community outreach CD – updated version (3) is out.

· RFA for Strategic Ag Initiative will go out in May. 

· Check with regional (EPA) pollution prevention program. Last year it funded an IR-4 project out of Rutgers. Closing date for Region 3 is March 31. For Region 1 and 2, there are other dates and versions of the program grants.

· Looking at different community groups for community outreach regarding  mosquitoes and insecticidal chalk,

John Butler, EPA Region 3

· They will award 3 grants for Strategic Ag Init (SAI). It will be a total of $155K. They will host a SAI meeting to find out what the growers and processors want out of strat ag. – help for the award process, performance measures, transition issues. Some of the proposals we received this year were weak on performance measures, esp. on the quantitative side. Meeting might be in the fall. Could be a good opportunity for everyone to sit down.

· Pesticide misuse initiative (used to be urban initiative) – last year $200K. The RFP closed in November. They will make announcement soon. It is targeted to safe use and storage in residential areas

· Healthy lawns, healthy environment campaign. To education homeowners on practices. Hosting outreach event in Bucks County (NJ) on May 14. Mowing heights, right plant in right place, landscaping, etc. Keeping in mind environmental data they’d like to get. Selected 2 ponds for water analysis – one in community with no educational outreach, and another in a community with extensive outreach, This is a pilot program.

Steve Hopkins, National EPA

· Budgets are tighter at fed level. 

Andrea Szylvian

· SAI grants are with the blueberry, cranberry growers, and red tomato. They want to give grants to commodity organizations, so if univ. folks connect with a growers group that needs attention, they can get a grant like this. If the grower org gets it, there’s very little overhead.

· Someone asked: is there anything on regional or national website announcing all these grants. Response: National site is not friendly. They send info to the Center, and we try to keep stuff current. THIS IS IMPORTANT.

IPM RESEARCH SURVEY

Eldon Ortman

Purpose: Where do we see IPM research going in the next few years?

Money is shrinking. Universities want to be part of the solution – hiring people who will have the most value to helping state economies, etc.

See handout.

NRCS DISCUSSION

Joe Bagdon, see handout.

Discussion topic: How to get IPM more involved in NRCS.

· EQUIP – provides incentive to try new practices.

· Conservation Security Program – encourages growers to enhance their efforts. Rewards people who are already doing a good job. Three tiers – the more you do in terms of conservation, the more $ you’re eligible for. “High intensity IPM” is the highest level. People asked what does this mean? Where did the definition of “high intensity IPM” come from? Is this an NRCS definition? There are defined CSP watersheds, where they target people who are likely to get the $ (how do they determine this?)

· State technical committees – these are the ones who can make things happen, And they listen carefully to their conservation districts. NRCS has varying levels of comfort with IPM – and the person presenting the IPM case may need to be more comfortable with NRCS. If you focus on the primary goals of NRCS programs – REDUCING NONPOINT SOURCE POLLUTION TO PROTECT WATER AIR AND SOIL QUALITY – you will have a better chance of getting $. 

· NRCS has a mandate to include pest management. There are steps the states can take:

--take national standards –Pest Management (595) Conservation Practice Standards.

--find out what IPM is available, and make sure it gets referenced in NRCS state standards

--decide/find out what resource concerns are a priority for NRCS in that state or area

· There is a lot of disparity between states. Question: How do we figure out who are the people at a state level at NRCS?

-- All state IPM Coords should find out who is the person that represents their university or state cooperative extension on the State Technical Committee

-- Each person who runs the committees should know who is represented

-- Ed Rajotte says that in PA they just had fruit growers go to the door of NRCS, and they got $. Standards were written as IPM standards first.
-- Connecticut did IPM training and got funding from NRCS, but they don’t know their training needs until May of each year.

-- In NJ, the university has an arrangement with the growers like a contribution agreement (tech service provider). Another way is to charge grower for the management plan. 

--Joanne Whalen: In DE there is an interest in doing PAMS (IPM Principles) as a way to approach standards – but do you have to do it by commodity? Can’t we be general? Shelby Fleischer: Maybe you can do it as “Diversified veggies” Regional standards maybe could be created that could be applied or slightly adjusted by states.

· Is there any systematic connection between NRCS and IPM Programs that can help to reduce overhead? Zane Helsel: Contribution agreements. Matching activities – we will develop a management plan and give it to NRCS, and they will give us cash, plus then we’ll do other things to (e.g., calibrate manure spreaders…).

· Fitzner: Let’s lead the way for this in the Northeast. Form a  Center Working Group to include Joe Bagdon, Center, IPM Coordinators, etc. Shelby Fleischer: Perhaps structured cross-training and education between IPM and NRCS would be a good action item for this working group. Ed Rajotte: Let’s make this an official NEREAP recommendation to the IPM Center – form an IPM Working Group to deal with this, and get IPM Coords on the group.

· ACTION ITEM: Motion by Ed Rajotte: NEREAP will support the creation of an IPM Working Group to address interaction between IPM programs and NRCS programs at a regional level. Bill Coli seconds. Vote: All are in favor, unanimous. People who would like to be involved: Joanne Whalen, Bill Coli, George Hamilton, Betty Marose.


WEB-BASED MAPPING

Shelby Fleischer

See handout.

NEREAP ACTION ITEMS 

AND PLANS FOR 2005-6

· George H will send info out to group, as he feels he has enough material to pull this together AND to present info to the Northeastern IPM Center’s AC on Thursday. 

· Rakesh Chandran takes over as Chair for 2005. 

· Lorraine Berkett is chair elect for next year. 

· Next year’s meeting to be held in conjunction with national IPM Meeting. April 3????
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