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STAN WINSLOW on behalf of NAICC

I appreciate the opportunity to speak to this group on behalf of the National Alliance of Independent Consultants (NAICC).  We are an organization of Independent Crop Consultants Agricultural Researchers and Quality Assurance Professionals.  We have about 500 members scattered across the US and Canada.  We also have a few members from the UK and Australia.
I also want to thank Ron Stinner and CIPM for hosting the NAICC Website for many years.  

Roger asked me to address the following questions:

-Current Crop Consultant Use of ipm PIPE

-Pest observation data consultants could and would contribute

-Data sharing concerns

-Additional information consultants would want from the PIPE

I have listened to the previous speakers this morning and adjusted my comments somewhat based on what I have heard.  I will address the questions above and finish with a statement tying it all into needs I have heard expressed here today.

Current Use
I have polled a number of consultants across the US.  Several responded saying they visit the SBR website once to several times per week during the growing season for updates on SBR movement in the US.  This helps them plan the intensity of their scouting and better advise growers on fungicide needs.  During the first two years of SBR, I used the SBR website as the basis for a weekly email/fax update to my soybean growers.  Having a reliable source of information on where the disease was in the US allowed me to assure my growers that no wide scale fungicide applications were needed. It also enabled me to teach them when beans were safe from SBR.  I am sure the info provided by the SBR website has kept NE NC from being blanketed by fungicide applications on soybeans.
Data Sharing Concerns/Consultant Contributions
Ag consultants are extremely busy:

Any data input will have to be simple and very fast to do.

Data will have to be kept anonymous.  If a growers location will be identified most consultants will not report.

There will be procedures to follow and time involved:

To insure timely, consistent data flow a contract, protocol, fee arrangement should be developed. This fee structure should be based on each crop and number of fields reported.

The Iowa Consultants have already done something like this in cooperation with the Iowa Soybean Association.  There were protocols to follow, fees paid to each contributor and a web based reporting mechanism.
Types of Information Needed by Consultants:
More detail as to the extent of infestations in counties after they are marked:  Is it getting worse, are fungicides working, are conditions favorable for disease development.

Access to the spore deposition models, so we can better understand the likelyhood of spores landing in our area.

Expand iPIPE to include other pests:  Wheat leaf and stem rust






Hession Fly






Downy Mildew of cucurbits






SB aphid






SB Looper






Beet Armyworm






Rusts and leafspots in corn






And others

This morning I have heard several concerns.  They all seem to boil down to lack of a fast, effective and accurate way to collect and report data from the field.  I would like to say that the members of NAICC whether they be consultants or researchers are in field all over this country on a weekly or more frequent basis.  We make our living collecting pest information, evaluating it and recommending treatments if needed.  We do this routinely in a span of a few hours.  I will further say that of all the Ag Professionals walking fields each season, we are the only professionals who see these fields on a weekly basis.  We are the logical group to collect and report data for this effort.
A concern was raised about consistency of scouting methods.  Most of our group does some level of Ag research and are accustomed to following protocols.  Additionally we have a QA component in our organization which could do 3rd party audits if needed to verify consistency of data collection.

We have an annual meeting in late January each year.  We emphasize education and enhancing job opportunities for our members.  This would be an ideal forum to solicit consultant  participants and provide training.  

On behalf of NAICC, I will say that we are very interested in being part of this process.  We feel that it will provide valuable information to all of agriculture.  Thank you for appointing BlaineViator to your steering committee.  We look forward to continued discussion of this opportunity. 

