School IPM Working Group Conference Call
October 9, 2008

Participants: Kelly Adams, Erin Bauer, Donald Baumgartner, Anastasia Becker, Lynn Braband, Lauren Crane, Heather Duncan, Jim Ellerhoff, Tom Green, Derrick Pehlman, Mark Shour, Larry Swain, Allen Wilson

Action Items:

· Lauren will send out list of state leads to small group

· Lauren will post Executive Summary of EPA grant on the working group web page

· Lauren will send out a reminder about priority ranking

· Tom will talk to Sherry Glick about obtaining money for travel to the November schools workshop

· Tom will email Allen to set up a time to talk about potential Ohio contacts 
· Larry will contact Dale Hotchison, an Ohio contact

· Everyone will send Lauren their completed priority raking document by October 24

· Everyone will email Lauren with questions about report cards or priority ranking

1. State Report Cards

a. We have received several already and would like to get the rest by the end of the month.  Lauren sent out a reminder to state leads on Tuesday.  A small group (Tom, Mark, Don, Dawn, Sherry) will have a call on Friday to discuss any questions that have come up.  Please email your questions to Lauren ASAP.

b. Tom recently talked to EPA and USDA people and they were very interested in the results of the report cards.

2. PMSP

a. Last week we incorporated some comments from a co-editor (Dawn Gouge).  Still working on Chapter 8 and Appendix A.  The document has undergone final proofing – Becky checked all URLs and fixed typos and it should be ready in the next day or two.  The document will go out to the PMSP workgroup for one week, then there will be a two-week comment period, then the comments will be compiled and the document sent to USDA.  Send comments to Lauren at lcrane@ipminstitute.org.
3. EPA Grant

a. $250,000 grant from the PRIA fund, submitted in June.  EPA got 36 proposals and funded 5, one of which was ours.  All of the grant office requirements have been completed, so we can start working on the project (establishing demonstration pilots and a new coalition in each region).

b. Lauren will post the Executive Summary on the working group web page.

4. November School Workshop

a. Will take place following the ESA meeting in November in Reno.

b. There is currently no money available for travel as the idea was to piggyback off of the ESA meeting, but we may try to offer some travel funds out of the new grant.  Tom will talk to Sherry about this.

5. IPM Symposium

a. Session schedule has been set, final review is today (10-9).  The meeting will take place March 24-26.  There are four school IPM sessions on the schedule – organized by the IPM Institute, a California agency, and University of Connecticut Extension.  There are also urban/community IPM sessions.  The schedule will be published in the next month or so and a call for posters will be issued.

b. Conflicts between urban IPM sessions will be addressed during the final agenda review, but it will be hard to eliminate overlap because there are 64 sessions in 2.5 days.

6. Other updates

a. FYI – Because of new language in the Farm Bill, there was a change in the procedure for awarding state IPM funds (traditional formula funding is no longer valid, new requirement for them to be competitively awarded).  Nobody knew about this until 11 days before the deadline, and there was no procedure in place for RFPs, competitive process, etc.  Many states lost funds which won’t be replaced until April or May, so people have lost their jobs and some may not be able to travel to meetings.

b. Other meetings this month: change agent training – Dawn Gouge and Marc Lame are organizing, 20-some people will meet in Denver for hands-on training.

7. Priority Ranking
a. Lauren sent out the raking document with the call agenda last week.  Instructions are on the form, but email Lauren if you have any questions.  Please fill out and return to Lauren by October 24.
8. State Committees

a. Anastasia Becker – Missouri
i. Started with Judy Grundler attending a workshop in Iowa a few years ago.  Missouri’s Center for Safe Schools got involved, EPA grant funded to start the working group.  Broad range of people involved – facilities management, health and human services, rural educators, School Board Association, Pest Control Association.  Specific people chosen were “go-getters”!  Collected information through a survey of schools.  Worked to establish an IPM policy through the MO School Board Association; many schools with IPM policy but few adopters.  Members kept up-to-date through meetings, newsletters, and emails.

ii. EPA was impressed by the working group’s coordination and ability to bring people together, make progress.  Continues to be a success story.

iii. Key contact was the Center for Safe Schools because they knew who the “movers and shakers” were.

iv. Each member read Marc Lame’s book on school IPM and discussed it – this also helped pull everyone together.

b. Larry Swain – Michigan

i. Has no funding, but state law mandates that all schools and day care centers implement IPM before any pesticide is applied.  Used state law to make progress.

ii. Larry established IPM Board by getting together key people in the state and explaining his vision, knew that he needed others on board to make changes.  Very diverse group – urban, suburban, rural, all ethnicities represented, economic diversity.  They meet every other month and the group is growing in size.

iii. They have put together a How-to IPM Manual, conduct IPM trainings (10-12 per year) and teach others how to be IPM trainers (IPM Academy).

iv. No right or wrong process, whatever works in each state.

c. Don Baumgartner – EPA Region 5

i. Regional School IPM Workshops were valuable for kickstarting work in a lot of different states.

ii. Fortunate to have regional centers and working groups – renewable funding

d. Nominations for working groups from states?

i. Ohio – unsure who would be good, Tom and Allen will work through list from Westerville workshop and try to get 2-3 more people to work with Allen.  Need a lead in the state (Dept of Ag or Extension).  Larry will get in touch with Dale Hotchison, who used to work in Michigan but now works in Ohio.

ii. Michigan – Pest Control Association has been helpful in the past, maybe would be a good resource in other states too.

iii. What is the benefit to recruiting lots of people from different groups?  One of the PMSP goals is to integrate IPM into organizations that could play a role in it.  This benefits us because we can identify and support key advocates in each state, and benefits them because we can support them in their work.

iv. Suggestion to add “daycare centers” to the list of groups that should be represented?  Originally, the idea was to focus on K-12 but we could expand if necessary.

9. Updates on activities from members

a. IPM Institute has been certifying US Army Garrisons in Korea, Japan, Alaska, and Hawaii.  They were recently awarded.

b. Upcoming seminar in Ohio may be an opportunity for recruitment – Allen will speak at a safety conference.

