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\ttrhile inWashington for its annual
lobbyingvisit last month, NAICC
leaders tackled two issues that are
hot buttons to the membership: a
repeal of the crop advisor exemption
under the Worker Protection
Standard (WPS) and the proposal
from NAICC and the Consortium of
Concerned Scientists to exempt
research consultants from the \MPS.
Carrying the NAICC banner were the

in the queue.

Executive Board, executive vice president Allison Jones, and Legislative
Advisory Committee members Robin
Spi&o and Marklensen.
Crop Consultant Exemption:
The group met with two divisions
within EPA to discuss new language
that appeared on the bromoxynil
label as the product went through
the reregistration process. Since that
time the language has appeared in
additional Reregistration Eligibility
Documents (RED) for products also

EPA.

Anne Lindsay, Directot Field and

ExternalAffairs dMsion at EPA
advised the group that her office
stands behind the crop advisor
exemption and suggested that the
change might have been a miscom-
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flnal rulemaking process situations
Iike these were accounted for and the
education, experience, and training
requirements of those certified crop
consultants (and those under their
direct supervision) gives them the
capacity to make sound judgments

about re-

munication
betvveen the
two departments within

entry.
The NAICC
delegation
also

Housenger,
Associate

Director of the
Special Review
and Reregis-

metwith

various staff
members of
the House
and Senate

However, Iack

tPA offidoh Robert Rose, Kevin Keoney, Anne lindsoy, ond Don

[ckermon discus

fie

crop ronsuhonl ond reseorrh consullonl exemplion

wilh NAI(( Boord ond legisloilve [ommitlee members.

tration division
explained that the decision was

made to repeal the crop advisor
exemption with regard to bromoxynil
because of the "concern for in utero
developmental effects." EPA is concprnarl thqt hpcarrcp thpcp findincrc
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are not required to be printed on the

product label, that women of child-

Agriculture
Committees
to discuss

implementation of the
Food Quality Protection Act (FQPA),

\MPS, the

and livestock and crop insurance
issues. One such meeting was with
Brad Shurdut, a toxicologist and
Concrrecqinnsl Science Fpl'lorv on the
House Committee on Agriculture
and Committee staff director Russell

Laird. In a follow-up conversation
bearing years may enter a treated
with Allison ]ones, Shurdut reported,
field and be at risk.
"I spoke with an
NAICC represenEPA official who
tatives explained the "...is concemed with any decisions that
stated that NAICC
day-to-day operamay $et precedents which arc countermade a compelling
tions of consultants
pmductive to IPM and agilcultural procase for consultants
and assured
duction goals without lirst establishing a
and the potential
Housenger and his
sound
scientific
hasis
lor
doing
so."
implications related
staffthat because of
to a prolonged rethe continual educaentry interval. The Agriculture
tion process and experience of certiCommittee is concerned with any
fied crop consultants, all precautions
decisions that may set precedents
are taken and passed on to their
which are counterproductive to IPM
employees.
and agricultural production goals
NAICC argued that crop advising
without first establishing a sound sciactivities are essential to the implepest
manentific basis for doing so."
mentation of integrated
practices
production
in
The registrant of bromoxynil is curagement
rently
in the process of submitting
agriculture and restricting timely
greatly
impair
additional exposure data to EPA for
access to fields would
these programs. Furthermore, in the
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mpromptu " anythings" were
acceptable to me until a fateful
day in 1981. I was taught a valuable lesson in beins orenared bv one
from whom I least expected to learn.
It was after a particularly bad summer in the consulting business that I
got an itch to try something different
or unusual. lVhile reading the small,
local, rural paper - the type that
reports when Mr. Green is in the hospital or the Smiths' daughter is
attending church camp
- I saw an
ad that read, "Exotic Chickens For
Sale". Oh, me - this sounded interesting.

Anthony, Lise' and I drove to a
nearbyvillage and bought 25 of the
most colorful fowl that one has ever
seen. These "bantie" chickens came
in all sizes and shapes with various
feather conformations, lengths and
shapes. We bought the cages as well,
loaded them into the back of our
Ford Courier truck, strapped them
down and drove home.
Since I had not prepared a chicken
coop in which to put these exotic
"banties," we clipped their wings so
they couldn't fly and put them in our
largest beagle pen (empty of beagles,
of course). The beagles
two
- allpens
dozen of them in the other

WPS Exemptions lor Consultants Under Rwiew
CONTINUED FROM PG.I

review. According to the EPA official,

"This and the information submitted
by NAICC will definitely be considered as EPA moves toward our
August reregistration deadline. "

looked on with curiosity and a certain degree ofhunger. The "banties"
appeared anxious.
Since I'd never had a problem with
the dogs digging or climbing out of
their pens, there was little concern
that they could get to the "banties."
We left to borrow some chicken
wire from our neighbor to construct
a chicken coop. Returning t5 minutes later we drove around the shed
towards the pen where the chickens
should have been. As we rounded
the corner we noticed feathers drifting dor,rrn from the sky. I glanced forward and noticed my best rabbit dog,
Fuzzy, sitting in the pen that the
"banties " had previously occupied.
He had a look of "I didn't do it" on
his face, but the feather hanging
from the corner of his mouth said
otherwise.
Fuzzy had climbed out of his pen
and into the pen with the chickens.
I wasn't there for the introduction,
but it must have been quick and less
than acceptable to the "banties".
Fuzzy didn't kill any of the chickens,
probably because he had never seen
an entire "covey oftanties" before at
one offering. He did what we call a
"covey shot" and missed every bird.
But in the meantime he proved one
thing
- "exotic banties" with clipped
wings can fly. No need for a replicated study. One test was enough for
the fowl.
We couldn't find anything but
feathers that afternoon. All was

could not depend on paying for
Anthony's education with the "exotic
banties" that we had purchased.
We were in and out of the exotic
chicken business in less than an hour
because I wasn't prepared. If I had
built a "chicken coop" for the
"banties" we probably could have
bought an island bynow. The economic and emotional traumawould
have devastated many, but we dug in
and survived without the chickens.
NAICC offers manyof us the opportunity to be prepared. Information
via the Internet, the newsletter, networking and the annual meeting is
vital to both our economic viability
and that of our clients.
Independent agricultural contract
researchers must use the most up-todate equipment and techniques in

order to produce the data necessary

for ag crop protection product companies to determine if the products
are efficacious. Companies depend
on independent, realistic views of the
potential of their products. This is
the preparation needed to make
clear, concise decisions. The researchers must prepare their equipment,
employees, computer programs, etc.,
each vear. Thoroush nreoaration is
needed prior to each test to guarantee conformity and repeatability.
Each year consultants prepare their
field scouts by reviewing basic insect,
disease and weed identification and

distance away. We saw chickens in
the tops of 100-foot pecan trees and
on the tops of a neighbor's home a
half-mile away. They couldn't be
enticed to come dor,nrn. After several
days of tryingwe left them to
nature's course and resolved that we

standardizing growth and/or fruiting
data. They also must be physically
prepared to handle the rigors of field
work. Many times we spend much
less time ucpaf,lng for each season
than we should. In the end we pay
for it
and so do our clients.
The- lesson thatFuzrytaught me
was swift and unforgettable. It will
always be a reminder that when I get
in a hurry and skip steps, bad things
canhappen. Godbless. I

Research Consultant Exemption:
A second matter discussed with
both divisions at EPA was the petition for a researcher exemption from
the Worker Protection Standard. This
petition submitted by several national scientific societies, university

extension specialists, USDA, industry
representatives, and NAICC addresses certain provisions of the current
WPS that inhibit the day-to-day
activities of researchers.
EPA has formed a working group to
study the petition and Kevin Keaney,

quiet, includingFuzzy. The next
morning we heard crowing coming
from the trees on Tiger Bayou some

I
Branch Chiel Certification and
Worker Protection suggested that a
resolution similar to the crop advisor
exemption would be considered.
Discussion centered around various
certifications available to research
scientists and EPA suggested the consortium propose minimal standards
for certified researchers. All parties
interested in a researcher exemption
would then petition EPA for approval
of their program.
NAICC has submitted follow-up
information to EPA and has another
meeting scheduled to discuss further
action on both exemptions.

Dads in DG
As a gesture of appreciation for the
hard work that goes into policymaking, the Executive Board hosted the
SecondAnnual Dads in DC crawfish
boil in the Rayburn Caf6. The event
was timely as the last bells rang
throughout the halls of Congress and
the House of Representatives
adjourned for Easter recess during
the event. Several Congressmen,

these concerns," reports
Therese Murtaugh,
OPMP Deputy Director.
USDA has requested

information from

Brod Shurdd (right) ond Rusell Loird of

fie commitleel

fie

House Agriruhure (ommitlee review

position on Wm, FQPA, ond ofier og reloled issues.

stafffrom Congressional offices and
House and Senate committees, and
EPA and USDA officials attended the
crawfish boil and enjoyed crawfish
etouffee and spicy crawfish that was
flornrn in that day from Louisiana.

USDA Addresses FOPA lssues
The NAICC delegation also met
with officials from USDA's Office of
Pest Management Policy (OPMP).

The\{PS exemptions were also discussed here since OPMP reviews
REDs as part of the FQPA implementation process. "We are seeing a

good number of REDs include revocation of the crop advisor exemption,
but are also seeing language requiring longer re-entry intervals (REIs),
additional personal protection

ftienlis/[nlomologisl ol IPA ond
his wife Ann enioy crowfish with USDA! IPM (oordinotor
Doug Sufierlond, Senior

Horold (ohle ond his wife (orol during

fie

Second Annuol

equipment (PPE), stipulations for
enclosed cabs and other engineering
controls. We are working with EPA to
clearly deflne the reasoning behind
these decisions and are considering
broadening the group that addresses

EPA

that defines the degree
of confidence associated with their decisions
in order to distinguish
facts from assumptions.
There is talk that a similar advisory committee
not unlike the Tolerance

Reassessment Advisory
Committee (TRAC) committee that

looks at dietary exposure will be
formed to address occupational risks.
Keith Pitts Special Assistant to
USDA's Deputy Secretary Richard
Rominger told the group about
USDA's evaluation of the formulas
and systems EPA uses to implement
FQPA. Under scrutiny are the Monte
Carlo risk assessment techniques
and quality assurance and validity of
data that is three years old. "We
hope to have NAICC, various commodity groups, EPA and USDA officials and other stakeholders come
together and help us soft through the
data. Transition Strategy Teams
would be assembled to review data
and even comment on the direction
for research dollars. NAICC is important to our work because the farmers'
confidence is shornn through you,
and you have the knowledge and
research experience about various

compounds," Pitts stated. w

Dods in DC

MoneyAvailable
The 1999 Pest Management
Alternatives Program (PMAP)
Request for Proposals (RFP) has
been announced in the March 30
Federal Register. The goals for this
program are: (1) to develop and
demonstrate alternatives and possible mitigation strategies to ensure
that growers have reliable pest
management tools;and (2) to
develop crop profiles that summarize crop production practices, pest

management tools, alternative pest
management practices, pesticide
use/usage, IPM and resistance
management issues, etc.
PMAP funds are not restricted to
land-grant institutions or government agencies. Commodity
groups, grower organizations, inde-

pendent researchers, etc., are
encouraged to compete for the
funds. About $1.5 million is available to support the program this

year. It is also expected that EPA
will contribute additional dollars.
The deadline for applications is
Iune 1, 1999. For more information
see the March 30, 1999, Federal
Register (Part IV) or
http: / /www.reeusda. gov/ ipm / pma
prfp99.htm
You may also contactWilfred
Burr at (202) 720-8647 or Steve
Yaninek at (202) 401-6702.',
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Over the past 10 years, agriculture
has made some major changes. The
new year has begun and a new millennium is fast approaching.
Changes in crop production, as well
as other aspects of agriculture, have
accelerated faster than can be com-

prehended.
These changing times make it an
even greater challenge for the agricultural consultant to meet the producer's needs more than ever. Three of
the top needs of the producer today
are:

1) A knowledge resource who
knows the producer's opera-

tional needs
2) Technical information

3) Competitive pricing
It can be difficult to bring all three
together, but the consultant can succeed at this by staying informed.
The information you gather from
your producers is the most important
knowledge you can obtain. That
information can be about their operation, as well as about the producer
as an individual. By developing an
understanding of the growers' crop
production, you can learn about
some of their problems or concems.
Examples include issues concerning
precision farming, pest resistance,

conventional rows versus ultra
narrowrows and more.

Transferable
Turf Residue
_Sampling
ProceUurbs
By Pat Jones

In the not-too-distant past, turf
dislodgable residue sampling
employed methods that did not produce acceptable results. Cloth was
placed on the turf, a garbage bagwas
placed over the cloth and a roller of a
specific weight was rolled over the
bag and cloth a set number of times.

-

Obtaining this information provides you with insight into your grower. The producer relies on you as a
source of information that you can

collect from the Internet, university
field days, publications and seed and
crop input company research. A
plethora of information is readily
available.

Another way to obtain technical
information is to do plot work of your
or.tm in cooperation with a local producer or independent researcher and
an industry technical representative,
whether he or she is from a seed, fertilizer, or chemical company. This
will enable you to gain first-hand
results. In turn, it could lead into a
field day and makes you the local
expert. The closer the test plots are to
the local growers, the more value they
bring to the producers.
Information is out there; growers
just sometimes have a difficult time
sorting it out and bringing it into perspective. This is where you as the
professional ag consultant come into
play. Once you obtain your information, you can present it to the grower
and make your recommendation. It's
very important to always follow up on
your recorrrmendation to learn
whether or not progress is being
made. In time, you andyour grower
will have a better understanding of

Often these items would not stay in
place and the cloth would slide here
and there. Also, turf clippings were
taken from a given area and an effort
was made to extract residues from
the clippings. This produced poor
results for a variety of reasons (differences in surface area, etc.).
A better method has been developed by the Outdoor Residential
Exposure Task Force (ORETF), which
was formed in 1994. The method

employs a roller called the "Modified
California Roller Assembly" and PVC
frames to hold the cloth in place.

the effects of your decision. The
impact of providing useful information to the grower cannot be stressed
enough. If you don't supply it, someone else will.
Price, of course, is always a concern
(these days, probably the most signif-

icant). Producers are looking for that
bottom line. However, if the consultant can supplythe information
they're looking for and apply it to
their operation and productivity, they
will know that the higher price paid
was of much value.
Pulling together resources, technical information and pricing takes
time. As 1999 continues to move
along rapidly and the year 2000
looms in the near future, you will find

that the old standby recommendations will soon be memories, as a lot
of you have already realized. Change
will bring more ideas and frustrations
for you, as well as for the grower.
Now is the time to capture the opportunity of building a good relationship
with your growers so that you can
help them survive the changes and be

their flrst source of information.
Working together will give both of
you a winning bottom line, enabling
you to stay in business. And, I believe
we would all agree that this in itself is
a major challenge today. I

EXCEL Research Services, Inc. has

conducted a fair number of these
turf transferable studies and I would
like to offer some insights based on
experiences we've had while sampling.
The cloth requirements are very
specific: 100 percent white cotton
sheeting - 200 thread count cut to
27" X39" . A cloth-cutting roller from
a fabric store is recommended, as
well as a special plastic pad and
straight edge designed specifically
for cloth-cutting. Scissors and a
yard-stick will cause you nothing but

grief if you try to measure and cut the
cloth using that method.
Plastic sheeting designed to overlay
the cloth must be cut to 28" X40".
This sheeting can be procured in rolls
with perforations cut to the perfect
size. The PVC frames also come premade, and are highly recommended.
The frames are 0.25" PVC cut to the
correct size with the middle cut out to
the specific size of the sample. There
is a 3/8" hole in each corner to pin
the frame, cloth and plastic overlay to
the turf. It is recommended that a
long handled "weeder" type instrument be used; the handles on these
are long enough that the turf is never
touched.
We at EXCEL plan to modiSr the
frames by removing the top and bottom rail type clamps and adding toggle clips to the top, bottom and sides
of the frame to help secure the sampling media. It is recommended that
all sampling frames be assembled
with the media prior to sampling.
Purchasing extra frames is the way to
go. This saves cleanup andthe need
for reassembling to collect subsequent replicate samples. Have at
least two control and three treated
frames on hand. We use a large
wooden box that can be lined with
clean butcher paper for each sampling event. The box is placed in the
back of a pickup. It holds all assembled frames and the treated and
untreated rollers, as well as ice chests
for samples. Rather than cleaning the
pickup each time, only the paper
needs to be changed.
Collecting the samples is a two-person job. The person holding the
frame to collect the sample should
always have his/her back to the wind
to allow the person unclipping and
folding the sample to better grasp the
cloth as it comes offthe frame.
Samples are folded in place in prelabeled ziplock bags, and the cloth
may need to be placed in foil first,
depending on the specific chemistry
of the test compound.
More details can be found in the
manual provided by ORETE One of
the most important items I can tell
you is to make sure you have a copy
of this manual and study it thorough-

I

ly if you think you will be awarded a
turf transferable residue study. Also,
ensure that you study and follow the
specific protocol for the trial.
A contact for further information
and procurement of the manual is:
Dr. David R.Iohnson
Stewart Ag Research Services, Inc.
PO. Box 509

Macon, MO 63552
Telephone : (660) 7 62 - 4240
Fax (660) 762-429s

I

E -Mail: davej ohn@marktwain. net
Pat Jones ofExcel Research Seruices,

Inc., Fresno, CA, presented this information to the Researcher Field
Tbchniques & Equipment Roundtable

in Memphis this past January.)
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Ray and Dorothy Young,
Wisner, La.
RayYoung, a legend in his profession of agricultural consulting, was
recently sought after for his views on
today's agriculture. Following is a
brief background onYoung and his
thoughts on issues presented to him.
He was a senior at LouisianaTech
in 1949 and had been chosen to go to
northwest Louisiana to work on a
bold new project that began in 1948.
This project involved routinely scout-

www.naicc.org

ing cotton fields on a weeklybasis to
determine the level of infestation of
various insects present in cotton, boll
weevils being the leading pest.
He and his colleagues had the
cooperation of Dr. Dale Newsom of
Louisiana State University and Dr.
Charles Lincoln of the University of
Arkansas in working out economic
thresholds for the various insects.
Young commented that this was very
intriguingwork (and still is), and it
was gatit/ing to see the help consultants could give to growers who were
badly in need (and still are!). He
worked again at this endeavor in the
sumner of 1950, then took offfour
years to fly in the U.S. Navy during
the Korean War. After the war ended,
he "landed" inWisner, La., which was
about the largest cotton patch he
could find. He knocked on a few
doors and went into business.
Through the ensuing years, his
business evolved into a total management progmm, in which he and his
partners help make most of the decisions involved in producing a cotton
crop. And he's still at it today. Young
has tested different methods on his
or,rrn farm over the years and if they
worked, recommended them to his
growers. He also admits he has
leamed much from his growers.
"This has been a most rewarding
career for me," he says.
Also it has been fun and sometimes funny. Afewyears ago he was
testiffing as an expert witness in federal court in Phoenix, Ariz. The judge,
apparently not overly impressed with
the merits of the case, chose to
engage in private conversation with

him. Hewantedto knowwhyhe didn't see as many cotton gins inArizona
as he had seen a good manyyears
ago. Young explained that there were
not as many gins, but they were larger
than those he'd seen in the past.

After that conversation ended, the
judge decided to get back to the case
at hand.
He gives the following advice on
selling services: a consultant with
experience should point this out
when recruiting new clientele.
Explain to that prospective client that
you keep up with evolving technology

----------E

t

by availingyourself of learning experiences at every opportunity. Explain
that this is your area of expertise and

emphasize that it is your priority to
give 100 percent when it comes to
consulting activities and that you are
not committed to the day-to-day task
of managing a farm. Tell the grower
that improving his/her "bottom line"
will more than pay for your services.
In the case of a young professional
starting to build a client base, Young
recommends finding a mentor and
hanging close to that person for
advice. He encourages them to learn
at every opportunity of old and new
technology applications. Also, he
stresses that for the young consultant
just starting out, diligence in every
aspect of the business is absolutely
necessary.

Young emphasized the importance
of the need to stay in touch with the

companies furnishing the equipment
necessary to accomplish the new
technology; attend seminars on its
applications. Visitwith the people
who are using some of the newer
techniques. Assess the need for the
new technology on our own farms or
on a client's farm. Use the technology as needed (e.g., if there's no weed
pressure to speak of then we don't
need to buyweed control technology
likewise with insects)."
- \.Vhen
asked about his views on the
boll weevil eradication program currently being implemented in his part
of the state, Young said he looks forward to it. He believes it will make
insect control in cotton a little simpler. First and foremost, dollars won't
have to be spent controlling weevils,
thus not killing offbeneficials in the
process. He has hope that the boll
weevil eradication process will make
the beet armyworm situation more
tolerable. And he believes that once
you spray weevils aggressively early in
the year, the beneflcials will do a better job of controlling the flrst genera-

tion of beet armyworms. All of this
together should result in higher
yields, Young believes.
The veteran consultant's view of
the future includes a continuation of

the current trend toward consolida-

tion caused by shrinking profit mar-

gins and technological intensity that
requires more intense management.
Technologywill also enable us to produce commodities for more speciflc
uses. More expertise will be required;
thus, the leaming process must continue if consultants are to keep pace
with technology.
He voiced sincere concern; in fact
he said he was alarmed at the state of
agriculture in our nation. "I used to
think that agriculture could do quite
well if our government got totally out
of it. However, in recent years and
especially this last year, I've changed
my mind. I do not believe we can
survive without help from our government." He went on to say that
'free trade' is not necessarily'tair
trade'. We don't compete with farmers in other countries, we compete
with foreign governments," he said.
"The consumers in our country pay
10 cents out of a dollar for food. I
believe they can well afford the taxes
necessary to support agriculture.
Consumers here have the highest
standard of living in the entire world
and with only 10 cents going for food,
this leaves 90 cents to buy houses,
cars, vacations and all the good
things we enjoy. In an economy
where all sectors are booming except
agriculture, we need to prioritize and
give agriculture a breakl"
In 1957, he recalled the cotton crop
was late, afreeze came early, and a
poor crop resulted. In September,
1958, rain and cloudyweather lasted
for 10 days. The seed sprouted and
began to grow in the bur. The fields
turned from white to green. The crop
was a disaster. TWo bad crops back to
back are devastating. "We wondered
if we could continue to grow cotton.
Industry research, Extension and a
few consultants (there were only a
few back then) got together to decide
what to do. Out of that meeting came
the Louisiana Cotton Forum that we
still have, wherein we discuss the
problems and try to arrive at solutions. This is an example of people
with a common interest banding
together to make positive things happen. It can be donel" ':

Grop Strrelies
an.l tlre
USDA/APHIS

Reelrrircrents
Peter Rayrnond,
Regulatory Affairs Manager,
Monsanto Company
Following is a synopsis of Raynond's
presentation to research consultants
in attend.ance at NAICC's recent

anntnl meeting.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA) and the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Services (APHIS),

plant biotechnology, performance
standards, and implementation
efforts were the key topics of
Ra].rynond' s presentation.
APHIS was directed to "protect
American agriculture" as a result of
the Federal Plant Pest Act to ensure
the safery of ag products of biotechnolog1,. Biotechnologl is defined by
APHIS as an advanced tool in crop
improvement, applied to plant breeding, genetics, cytogenetics, quantitative genetics, tissue culture and cell
culture. Biotechnologv is noted by
APHIS as rDNA, making it a "regulated article."
A "regulated article" is defined as
"an organism that has been genetically engineered from a donor organism, recipient organism, vector or
vector agent that is a plant pest or
contains plant pest components."
The field trial requirement byAPHIS
includes elimination of gene flow
opportunities, ensured reproductive

confinement and confinement of
progeny. Also required are an assessment of plant pest potential and
growth habit (aggressive, fecundity,
etc.). Field designs are crop specific.
To meet APHIS Performance
Standard 7CFR340, shipping and
maintenance considerations are one
of several qualifications that must be
followed. Maintenance at the destination involves clearll- marking and
se$egating materials. ensuring adequate storage conditions rnainte-pollen
nance of isolation borders or
trap" borders and proper handling of
leftover seed. (Seeds and odrer mate-

rials capable of propagation must be
devitalized before disposal.)
Another qualification involves
inadvertent mixing of materials in

environmental releases. Planting
should occur in defined plot areas
with defined alleys for differentiation.
Plots should be clearly marked and
planting and harvesting equipment
must be cleaned prior to and
after use.
Material identity must be main-

tained and seed disposition and devitalization noted. Harvested areas
must be monitored for volunteers,
with the date and method of destruction noted. A monitoring period for
volunteers should be instilled.
Vector agents need to be monitored, as well. Transformed tissue
must be assured to be free from the
vector agent prior to release. In-season monitoring for obvious differences in disease and insect susceptibilities, weediness and growth habit
should take place.
To ensure against persistence in
the environment, isolation borders
should be used to minimize genetic
drift. Devitalization should take
place after harvest, and reproductive
capabilities should be restricted. To
reduce risk brought on by volunteer
plants, the previous season's defined
area should be closelywatched. The
date and method of volunteer
destruction should be documented.
An APHIS Implementation

Compliance Package includes an
introduction, acknowledgment, notification, compliance plan, performance standards, checklist and

monitor forms. The introduction
consists of an approved request,

USDAnumber, maximum plot size
total, facility, county location and
effective date. Action items appropriate at each step, contingency plans,

key contacts and communication are
all aspects of the compliance plan.
The performance standards section is customized for each transgenic crop, with crop specific isola-

tion requirements and a volunteer
monitoring period. Critical dates
and trial monitoring of diseases,
insects and growth habits are aspects
of the checklist. The monitor forms

cover these checklist items.
APHIS facility requirements

IlTlIIITIT,rrf:fj-trj

include QA/QC control. Within this
system are the RAC studies, which
suggest minimum audits for seed
packaging, planting and release,
sampling, final harvest and crop
destruction. Regulatory science trials
using QC audits are also recommended.
The information gathered by
APHIS is used to petition USDA for
deregulated status. It's used to illustrate that plant pest concems are
unwarranted, to characterize molecular characterization and stability, to
express protein and to show food
safety. The information is also used
to allow growers the freedom to
operate.

More information on this topic can
be found at wvlr,v.aphis.usda.gov or
www.monsanto.com. You can contact Peter Rayrnond at

peter.j.raymond@monsanto.com.

I
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Donna Daly, B.S. (Chemistry/Biology)
Regulatory Compliance
Consultants, Inc.
3000 RidleyWood
Columbia, MO 65203

Office: (573) 446-9200
Home: (573) 445-9914

Fax

(573) 446-9200

Seruices: Quality Assurance ouersight,

Gl-P consulting, training for studies
conducted under EPA and FDA guidelines.
VOTING

P Barney, M.S. (Entomology)
Grayson Research, LLC
1040 Grayson Farm Road

Wlliam

Creedmoor, NC27522

Office: (919) 528-4925
Home: (9I9) 481-1756

Fax

(919) 528-4926

mail: bbamey@ graysonfarm. com
Ser uice s : Contract res earch.
E-

Harold D. Coble, Ph.D. (Agronomy)
CPWS

Agricultural Systems Associates
202 Frostwood Drive

Cary NC27511
Office: (919) 85I-2621

Fax
Grady Coburn, Pest Management
Enterprises, Cheneyville, La., and
Roger Carter, Agricultural Management Services, Clayton, La., were
quoted in Farm Progress' February
issue. The article, "Consultants
Examine Systems in On-Farm
Sittuttio ns, " ev aluated various weed
control systems on cotton farms in
Louisiana.
Dennis Berglund, Centrol, Inc.,
TWinValley, Minn., gave a presentation and participated in a panel discussion on precision agriculture as
part of the USDA 1999 Outlook
Conference in Washington, DC.
Berglund, representing crop consultants, was joined by two university
professors and one farmer on the
panel. Over 1200 commodity group
representatives, USDA and EPA officials, and media attended the

Outlook Conference.I

(919) 851-6925

E-mail: harolrl_coble@msn.com
Seruices: Contract research including
GLP

Brian Iacobson, M.S. (Weed Science)
Waterbome Environmental, Inc.
209 N Main Street
Fayette, MO 65248

Office: (660) 248-2540
Home: (660) 248-3189

Fax

(660)248-2541

Seruices: GLP field studies, agricultural
research, proj ect Study
D irector /P r incip le Inue s tigator

Ronald S. Kludas, B.S.
(Pest Management)
Grayson Research, LLC
398 East Niles Avenue
Fresno, CA 93720
Office: (559) 261-2605
Home: (559) 435-3395

Fax:

(559)261-2708

Seru ices :

Contract Re s earch.

ffi

DerekLloyd
AGVISE Research Inc.

BoxA
Northwood, ND 58267

Office: (701)587-5343
Home: (701)587-5080

Fax
S eru

(701) 587-5345
ntract research.

ice s : Co

Pat Stewart, M.S. (Agronomy)
Stewart Agricultural Research
Services, Inc.
PO. Box 509

Macon, MO 63552

Office:
Home:

Fax

(660) 762-4240
(660) 762-4260

(660)762-4295
E-mail: pstewart@marktwain.net
Seruices: Field resi.due studies including crop residue, soil dissipation,
rotational crop residue and reentry
studies, coordination and management of screeningand efficacy
research, Study Director for fficacy
studies and GLP trials, quality control
inspections of field sites with field

inuestigator.

NAICC

May 23-28, 1999
1Oth

Annual Soil Conservation

Organization Conference, Purdue
University, West Lafayette, Ind.,
Contact: Mark Nearing, fax:
(765) 494-5948.

June 9-12, 1999
National Workshop on Constructed
Wetlands / BMPs for Nutrient
Reduction and CoastalWater
Protection, Radisson Hotel - Canal
Street, New Orleans, La. For more
information contact Dr. Frank
Humenik, NC State University, (919)
515-6767 (phone); (919) 513-1023

August 8-11, 1999
"Walk on theWild Side," Soil and
Water Conservation Society Annual
Conference, Grand Casino, Biloxi,
Miss. For more information contact
SWCS headquarters at (515) 289233 I or visit http:/ /www.swcs.org.

October 22-24, 1999
NAICC Executive Board Meeting,
Sheraton Old Tor,r,n, Albuquerque,
N.M. For more information contact
Allison Iones at (901) 861-0511; (901)
861-0512 (fax);

IonesNAICC@aol.com.

(fax), or

January 19-22,2OOO

FRANK HUMENIK@NCSU.edu.

NAICC Annual Meeting, Doubletree
Lloyd Center, Portland, Ore. For

more information contact Allison
Iones at (901) 861-0511; (901) 86l05 I 2 (fax) ; IonesNAlCC@aol.com.
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