North Central Region School IPM Working Group Conference Call Minutes

Monday, December 12th  at 2:30pm CST.

Participants: Matt Anderson, Zach Bruns, Marie Blankenship, Sue Risley, Seth Diblee, Clyde Ogg, Lynnae Jess, Erin Bauer, Katie Howard, Thomas Green
Notes:
1. Additional Agenda Items:

Seth Dibblee contact information:

Seth Dibblee

Coordinator, IPM in Schools

Pesticide Section, U. S. EPA Region 5 - Chicago

(312) 886-5992

dibblee.seth@epa.gov

2. Educational Component: 
· Seth Dibblee, new coordinator for IPM in schools in Region 5 (6 great lake states from MN to Ohio).  Amy is Seth’s counterpart in Kansas.  The Strategic Ag Grants have been regeared to focus on School IPM.  First round of national EPA SIPM Grants to be announced soon.  Often funds are used to hire regional senior EPA environmental employees.  Senior Environmental Employees SEE employees are usually older and/or retired.  Currently, there is SEE an opening for an EPA position in Chicago (here) 


· EPA defines “verifiable IPM” as number of school age children covered by a high-level IPM program. Regional EPA branches are using wholesale and resale style work.

i. Whole Sale: SEE would be working on the group with schools, doing walk-throughs, leading and participating in trainings, conference calls, school board meetings, and has travel funds.  There is more staying power here.
ii. Resale: contractor hired or grant funds offered through RFA.  EPA has a good idea where work is needed and where resources are needed through grants, websites, and tools.  
iii. Most EPA regions will be doing some of each.  Region 7 – plan to create a focus group to discuss types of activities that are being done and what is needed.  They are also planning on hiring a SEE employee and inviting a broad range of stakeholder groups.

· Center of expertise for SIPM—four employees to be centered in Dallas in Region 6.  These employees will be resources to people nationally. Seth is finding that his work is different based on a state-basis.

· School IPM has substantial history (15+ years).  Recently, there has been a boost in resources through federal grant dollars.

· Seth is trying to assess each state’s strengths and weaknesses in Region 5.  There are still dormant states, even when there are state laws and/or regulations.

· Annual Working Group priorities are very helpful for Seth and other US EPA reps.  Elaborating on priorities would be helpful.

· From region to region, there is a lot of activity.  Region 8—there is a lot of activity (walk-throughs, circuit riders for tribal groups).  Region 4—8 states, so assessment has been slower.  Region 3—some projects are underway, so they have been able to hit the ground running.
3. Demonstration/Coalition Updates

Kansas—Marie working with Matt to include additional survey questions  
Anastasia—St. Louis coalition meeting set up for January.  The MO School Plant Manager association leader is from that district, should be very receptive to starting IPM coalition.
Lynnae Jess and Sue Risley—MI department of community grants received an ACE related to reducing asthma in schools. Lynnae agreed to work with the grant leaders on the pest management piece.  Lynnae is hoping to make contact with a pilot school through this grant.

The IPM Institute is working on three surveys 

1) A state survey to go out to the coalition head leader in each state to learn about IPM laws and current status of SIPM in their state. A similar state survey was sent out in 2008/2009 to state leads that got a very good response, will be able to compare and track progress. 

2) (National) School district survey—send out to all K-12 school districts through local partners (e.g. State Department of Education or CDC) Asks about IPM plans, policies, coordinators.  Goal is to get a minimum of 40% response rate from all K-12 school districts in the country.  Based off a survey developed by Tim Stock at Oregon State University. Survey has undergone reviews and will be piloted in Arizona before distribution on a national level.

3) Coalition survey—metric tracking to gauge how school districts.  Asks about pest complaints and pest management costs.  Will help schools start measuring important metrics to track progress toward implementing school IPM programs, but also help track progress toward the EPA’s Pesticide Environmental Stewardship Program (PESP).
Center for Disease Control also sends out a survey that asks about pesticide use.  Seth wonders if there is overlap with existing surveys.  These surveys could serve as a frame of reference (if nothing else).  Matt will look into this survey.
4. National Updates

· Pest Press—an article on Pest Presses will be published in the next School IPM Newsletter—coming out this Wednesday, December 14th.

· PMSP v. 2.0 is in its final draft stages.  Tom and Dawn Gouge have been working hard on making final edits, which will be reviewed by the national steering committee prior to submitting it to the USDA.

· Everyone is awaiting the announcements of the 2011 US EPA School IPM Grants:
i. “The Midwest United States Consortium – Expanding Verifiable Integrated Pest Management in Public Schools” – Jodi Perras

ii.  “The Rocky Mountain Consortium - Expanding Verifiable Integrated Pest Management in Public Schools” – Deborah Young and Ryan Davis 

iii.  “Expanding School IPM in Wisconsin: Using the Cooperative Extension Services Agency (CESA) Model” - Jessica Schroeder

iv.  “Implementing a Verifiable School IPM Program in the Orleans Parish School System, a collaborative Partnership City of New Orleans Mosquito and Termite Board in collaboration with Tulane University, the LA Department of Public Health, LA Dept. of Ag and Forestry, with assistance from Texas AgriLife Extension” – Claudia Riegel

v.  ““The Pacific Northwest School IPM Consortium: Expanding Verifiable Integrated Pest Management in Public Schools” – Carrie Foss and Tim Stock 

vi.  “A School IPM Consortium Reaching One Million Children” – Faith Oi 
5. IPM Symposium

· IPM Symposium attendees: Anastasia Becker, Erin Bauer, Marc Shour, Clyde Ogg, Jodi Perras (pending EPA funding).

· IPM Symposium is in place for annual meeting.  Please contact Matt if you need travel funds or cost is a barrier to attendance. 

· IPM Achievement Awards—see website (http://www.ipmcenters.org/ipmsymposium12/), due December 15th. 

· Poster deadline is January 9th.   
6. Grant Funding  and Metric Updates

· NC IPMC Grant Proposal--$20,000 maximum funds available for the working group (down from $30,000 last year due to a reduction of IPM Center funding).  In the past year, we have worked with an organization called IPM Voice to educate policy makers on the importance of IPM.  Thanks to Jim Cubie, the IPM Centers funding is back up to 2010 levels (starting next year).  

· Future funding projects?  Zach, Matt and Tom will draft a grant narrative based off our existing working group priorities and will send out a draft with the support letter.

Next call: January 9th at 2:30pm.  

