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Committee Members Present:

Bob Lilley, Chair


Cathi Boze

Mark Black for Mary Mutz

John Snyder

Bill Gillette



Dennis Bray for Paul Matulich

Jerry Prieto



Pat Griffin

Stacy Carlsen



Dave Bengston, Vice Chair

Jeff Pylman

I. Call to Order

Bob Lilley, Chair, called the meeting to order at 8:00 am.

II. Approval of Biocontrol /IPM Committee Minutes from May 15, 2007 Spring Conference

            It was M/S/P to approve the minutes of May 15, 2007.

III. Unfinished Business 


      a. 2007 CACASA Bio Control Conference Evaluation - Mary Pfeiffer

The conference was held June 6 and 7, 2007, in Redding and was attended by 40 registrants.  USDA, UCB, and CDFA staff gave presentations whose topics included urban IPM from DPR; LBAM, Olive Fruit Fly and Vine Mealybug biocontrol; and weed biocontrol.  Baldo Villegas (CDFA) conducted a hands-on insect ID workshop and there was a field trip to the Beneficial Insectary in Redding.  Larry Bezark thanked Mary Pfeiffer and Mike Pitcairn for their efforts.

IV. New Business


a. 2009 Bio Control Conference - Lilley

                 Discussion was held about location for the 2009 CACASA Biocontrol Conference. Stacy indicated that he would be glad to assist. Suggestions were made to hold it at the Berkeley Marina and visit the USDA Albany Lab or in Sacramento and have a field trip to Meadowview Plant Diagnostics lab. Other possible locations were San Luis Obispo or Bass Lake.

b. USDA Agricultural Research Service – not discussed -- Ray Carruthers was

absent.

c. CDFA Bio Control Report – Mike Pitcairn

        Insect Project Summaries: 

Light Brown Apple Moth – In cooperation with Nick Mills, (UC Berkeley), funding was obtained for exploration of parasites/natural enemies of LBAM in Southern Australia. Exploration efforts began in late October 2007. Concurrent with this effort, CDFA will examine the use of native parasites on LBAM. In 2008, they will survey several native leaf roller species for parasites. Parasites will be sent to the UC Berkeley quarantine to evaluate their acceptance of LBAM as hosts. Also colonies of native leaf rollers will be established and used in host specificity testing of candidate natural enemies obtained in Australia

Olive Fruit Fly – Approval has been received for field releases of three parasite species against the olive fly in California. In 2007, several thousand Psyttalia lounsburyi were released in five locations (Fresno, Napa, Sonoma, Yolo, and Butte counties) in northern and central California. Approval was received in 2007 to release a second parasite species: Psyttalia ponerophaga from Pakistan and CDFA will be petitioning for another parasitoid, Fopius arisanus. Plans are to release P. lounsburyi, P. ponerophaga, and a recently collected new population/species P. nr. concolor at field sites in 2008. 
Vine Mealybug – Current efforts by CDFA are directed at monitoring the spread of VMB, education of growers, and development of biocontrol programs. VMB infestations have been found in 17 counties with an additional four counties having trapped at least one VMB male. Scientists from UC Berkeley, USDA-ARS, and CDFA have been working to develop a classical biological control program to reduce growers’ reliance on insecticidal control of VMB. They have found that the effect of parasites on VMB is enhanced by the use of pheromones – less than 15% control was achieved with parasites alone and  50 – 60% control with the use of pheromones.

Weed Project Summaries


Weed agents – approval pending from USDA-APHIS for release of yellow starthistle rosette beetle, Ceratapion bassicorne, (spring 2008),  and Russian thistle mite, Aceria salsolae, (summer 2008 along west side of the San Joaquin Valley) into California.


Tamarisk – This was a new project for 2007.  A population of the Crete strain of the Diorhabda elongata, salt cedar leaf beetle, has been established at a location on Cache Creek in Yolo County.  Releases were made at 4 sites in Glenn and Tehama counties in September 2007. More releases are planned for Northern California. However, there is a concern about the willow flycatcher habitat in Southern California. 


Leafy Spurge – A new biological control program was started in 2007 on a large infestation of leafy spurge in Siskiyou County. Three releases of flea beetles, Aphthona lacertosa, collected from different sites in Oregon,  were made in June – July 2007.

d. DPR Report – Nita Davidson

School IPM: 

Training: 23 School IPM workshops have been conducted, from San Diego to Eureka, and 831 people representing 654 of California’s 1,000 school districts were trained.  There are 4 workshops planned for 2008 in Lancaster (March 19), Weaverville (April), San Jose (June), and to be determined (October).

Outreach:  UC Quick Tip cards have been sent to every school district.  The 2007-08 IPM calendar was distributed and one will be produced for 2008-09.  

Urban Pest Management Working Group:  

This is a subcommittee of Pest Management Advisory Committee (PMAC).  It grew out of last year’s working group, which was Pest Management in the 21st Century (PM21).  The CACASA representative is Stacy Carlsen.  The PM21 goal is to recommend solutions to DPR for urban pest management issues  —they are currently addressing 12 issues (pre-construction pesticide applications, perimeter applications around structures, pesticide-fertilizer combination products, sewer line applications, treatment of people & pets for arthropod pests, interior applications, incorporation into consumer products, professional landscapers, unlicensed & untrained applicators, indoor total-release foggers, misuse & overuse of pesticides, and use reporting for urban pesticides. Their report will be submitted at the PMAC meeting on February 14, 2008.  

IPM for Child Daycare Facilities:  

AB 2865 became law on January 1, 2007. A day care facility is defined as infant centers, preschools, and school-age centers, but it does not include family day-care homes.  The bill amends the Healthy Schools Act.  It requires annual notification, registry, warning signs posted, and pesticide record keeping.  It is not enforceable by ag commissioners. DPR has met with representatives from the Department of Social Services to discuss respective responsibilities and possible training sites  and also with UC San Francisco Childcare Health and the Center for Children’s Environmental Health Research to discuss collaborating on teaching material and training sites.

IPM Kiosks:  

This is a two-year project (June 06 – 08) Cheryl Wilen, UCCE San Diego with a budget of $50,000. The goal is to assess the usefulness of stand-alone, portable computer kiosks in stores or at events for users to obtain IPM information about pest problems. It will be an interactive touch-screen computer, where consumers can ask questions and print out information.  Eight kiosks are funded and are located in San Diego, Orange, Los Angeles counties, Fresno, SF Bay Area, Sacramento/Yolo, and the Mother Lode counties.  Master Gardeners are used for support, placement, and maintenance of kiosks The pages visited by users will be monitored for a month-by-month assessment and what they think about the practicality of the information and its presentation . 

Retail Training Modules:  

A two-year project (Dec. 06 – 08) UC IPM project budgeted at $85,000 and conducted by Mary Lou Flint. The goal is to educate retail store employees about pesticide safety, pesticide use reduction, and IPM.  There is an online course for retail store employees with an accompanying exam. Employees can print out  take-home pest management information.

New Alliance Grant Program:

Three projects have been funded by $600,000 in Pest Management Alliance

Grants to promote least-toxic agricultural and urban pest management. The 

winners are:

Urban Ant Pest Management ($183,488) – Mike Rust, UC Riverside (Orange & San Diego counties);

Almond Pest Management Alliance II ($299,080) – Marcia Gibbs,

California Alliance with Family Farmers (Kern, Fresno & possibly Butte counties); and

California Grape Alliance – Application of a Self-Improvement Model and 

Performance Metrics to Reduce Pesticide Risks to Air and Water ($229,640

· Joe Browde, California Sustainable Winegrowing Alliance (Fresno & Tulare 

counties)

IPM Innovator Awards:

Awards will be announced in December 2007 and the award ceremony will be

held on January 17, 2008.

e. IPM Certification Panel

   1. DPR Perspective – Mark Rentz

        Concerned with sustainable agriculture; the use of “biopesticides” which are good for worker safety;

 PM21 – voluntary certification programs and non-ag urban pest management (structural)

sets of expectations:

· demonstrate environmental results

· accountability

· predictability

· transparency

· achieving environmental mandates

· fiscal feasibility

· resources

approaches:

· self-auditing (ex. sustainable wine grape growers)

· 3rd party certification

· retail/distributor/processor

· national standards

· decrease pesticide risk

Is there a role for government?

· Oversight

· Promotion/incentive

· Market approach

   2. Environmental Perspective – Jonathan Kaplan (NRDC)

       Concerned and unsatisfied with the status quo; pesticide exposure with increased risk of serious disease; smog forming contaminants that are the trigger or cause of asthma; impaired waterways with OPs and pyrethroids = risks to health, water, and air. Need: new alternatives, more health friendly ways, and a prevention approach to greatly decrease pesticide use.

        Examples of groups that can assist agriculture with IPM: Protected Harvest, Food Alliance, Sustainable Wine Grape Growers

         Industry and NGOs – accountability and improvements to environmental performance

         Certification programs such as EcoWise, Green Shield that have an IPM (prevention – based) approach – bringing legitimate “green” services to market

   3. Eco Wise Structural Certification Program – Ted Shapas

       Mission: to improve water quality, environmental and human health by minimizing non-essential pesticide use via an IPM certification program (partnership of SPCOs, NGOs, agencies, and consumers)

Pilot voluntary program of SWRCB to prevent pesticide runoff into urban creeks. 3rd party standards based program that certifies Branch 2 companies and is focused in SF Bay and Sacramento areas

      Benefits: distinguishes your (SPCO) IPM practices

· Helps to meet RFP requirements

· Connects you with customers and reassures that the 


standards are met

· Provides training and recognition for employees

      Government role: effective prevention type service

· standardized IPM practices

· standards provide SPCO qualifications and    

            oversight of IPM contracts

· meets requirements of sustainability and green


building initiatives                    

· compliance with NPDES permit requirements

            Progress: 40 SPCOs – EcoWise practitioners

· 5 firms – EcoWise service providers



collaborating with PCOC on certifying sites

· SPCB – statewide interest in IPM certification program

                              Statewide IPM certification: Pattern on NOP program – i.e.  

· government oversight with certifying agencies                     

· Voluntary certification programs need industry buy in to             work well

· Managing quality control will be an issue

· Measuring effects will be difficult;     

                                                particularly with regard to water quality,                                                                              but someone needs to do it.

   4. Agricultural IPM Certification Application – Cliff Omart

       WHY? Because consumers don’t believe growers

        Lodi example: add value, add credibility; processor tells you to do it


    Components: 

· Certification (self or 3rd party)

· Auditing

· Accreditation


    Results:

· increased value and grape prices

· 1st set of sustainable standards; 

· voluntary; 

· certified by  Protected Harvest (history, program,rules@Lodirules.com)

                   5. Points: Need to define “IPM” and “sustainable agriculture”


     What pests need to be controlled for the structural arena (lots of 

                                   non-essential pests are currently controlled)?

  
     What is the eventual goal for NRDC?

                                   Need sufficient flexibility

                                   Need to keep agriculture on the land


     What tools & incentives to provide to growers for use of  

                                    stewardship practices?


     SPCB is an impediment to EcoWise and IPM certification 

                                    programs

V.      No Additional Agenda Items

         VI.    Adjourn

   
   Meeting was adjourned at 9:30 am.

Respectfully submitted,

Cathi Boze, Interim secretary for Mary Mutz
