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Grande Ronde Valley and Baker Valley Mint & Grass Seed IPM Consultation:  
Summary and Outcome Statements 

Union County OSU Extension Service, La Grande, Oregon 
January 24, 2017 

 
Contributors: 
Wade Bingaman 

Marc de Lint 
Mauri and Anita de Lint 
Dale Eisiminger 
Kate Frenyea, Manager, Union Soil and Water Conservation District 
Jed Hassinger 
Mark Howell 
Clive Kaiser, OSU Extension, Milton-Freewater 
Max Nilsson 

Paul Jepson, OSU Integrated Plant Protection Center, Corvallis 
Allen Maxwell 
Craig McNeal, Blue Mt. Seeds, Inc. 
Bill Merrigan, General Manager, Blue Mt. Seeds, Inc. 
Katie Murray, OSU Integrated Plant Protection Center, Corvallis 
Curt Ricker 
Josh Ridley, Crop Production Services 

Brett Rudd 

Maarten Tromp Van Holst, Production Manager, Barenbrug 

Nik Vora, Soil Conservationist, USDA-NRCS for Mike Burton, District Conservationist 
Darrin Walenta, OSU Extension, La Grande 
 

Facilitated by Mary Halbleib, OSU Integrated Plant Protection Center, Corvallis 
 
This activity is part of an IPPC-OSU Extension partnership that supports locally relevant IPM 
education and locally- adapted decision-support tools for farmers and other stakeholders 
across Oregon. It is largely supported by external grants.  
 
The consultation group (listed above) was invited by Darrin L. Walenta, and asked to generate 
possible future actions in response to the following question:  
 
“What do farmers and the local industry need to be able to DO, with support from OSU Research 
and Extension, to minimize the impact of losing pesticide active ingredients?” 
 

A list of outcome statements was developed through a group process after meeting 
participants had first written and shared proposed actions, and then clustered these actions 
into what they considered to be common themes. At the end of the meeting, each of the 11 
members had five votes to use to rank how they prioritized the areas of education and research 
needs. 
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The next step in this process will be to confirm the summary and outcomes with consultation 
participants and then obtain input from additional local stakeholders who were not in 
attendance at the grower meeting. The design process will then be carried out in consultation 
with all participants in order to develop and deliver new extension programming starting in the 
fall/winter of 2017-18.  
 
The methodology used for the consultation process is part of an adaptive, leaner-centered 
education (ALCE) approach developed by Mary Halbleib and Paul Jepson 
(https://catalog.extension.oregonstate.edu/em9144). ALCE methodology maximizes 
stakeholder contribution towards the design of educational programs/outreach events and 
intends to increase the value and impact of extension programs during a time of limited 
resources and increasing demand.   
 
The following is a summary of the priority areas of educational/research needs developed by 
the consultation group on January 24, 2017. For each priority area, an outcome statement was 
formulated by the group as a whole from the various action items identified by each of the 
participants.  Priority areas are listed in order based on votes cast by the consultation group 
members and will be used to guide the design, development, and deployment of future 
outreach programs:  
 
Biological control research (9 votes) 
 
Outcome Statement:  Expand NE Oregon mint/grass seed IPM through investigation, 
development and implementation of effective biological control methods/tools/strategies.  
 

 Research integrating biologics with conventional chemicals 

 Find ways to bring about biological methods 

 Integrate cover crops into IPM programs 

 Implement “host” crops thresholds - IPM 

 Explore crop rotations 

 Research different cropping rotations to combat disease and weed problems 

 Buffer crops that are more appealing to pests (trap crops) 

 Explore bacteria 

 Find effective vesicular arbuscular mycorrhizae; other Trichoderma beneficial soil fungi  

 Evaluate bio-fumigant crops 
 
Pesticide research (8 votes) 
 
Outcome Statement:  Improve pesticide efficacy through the development and utilization of 
decision support tools, spray application technology and methodology, and alternative pest 
control products/active ingredients. 
 

 Develop decision support tools 

https://catalog.extension.oregonstate.edu/em9144
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 Develop model to project insect outbreak and chemical timing 

 Improve field mapping and targeted application technologies 

 Application method research (i.e. gallons per acre, cloud cover, temperature, sub soil) 

 Research options for increasing yield to offset losses from uncontrolled pests 

 Conduct research on alternative products to support new EPA applications 

 Improve economic thresholds 

 Experiment with new tank mixes 

 Evaluate and improve pesticide efficacy 

 Adjuvant trails and training 

 Evaluate effective active ingredient rates 
 
Advance regulatory reform in the interest of minor crop farmers (8 votes) 
 
Outcome Statement:  Seek regulatory reform that will protect current registrations and expand 
opportunities to register new products for minor crop industries; support a more cost-effective 
process to approve pesticide registrations; provide alternative/replacement products prior to 
cancelation of active ingredients; and improve coordination/communication between minor 
crop groups.   
 

 Look to other states that have harsher regulations and look for options and ideas 

 Control costs of regulatory approval 

 Supply chemicals to replace lost chemistries for target pest control 

 Eliminate the EPA 

 Keep Extension Service funded 

 Special local needs (24c) for Imidacloprid for billbug control in Kentucky bluegrass 

 Special needs for minor crops 

 Coordinate groups that have an interest in keeping chemistries 
 
Collect and disseminate field and research data to maximize long-term efficacy and document 
the need for and value of pesticide management and other IPM practices (7 votes) 
 
Outcome statement:  Collect and disseminate field and research data to maximize long-term 
pesticide efficacy and document the need for and value of pesticide products and effective IPM 
practices.  
 

 Database for successful practices locally 

 Create a database of all chemicals and efficiencies 

 Consolidate current research findings 

 Develop OSU Extension email/text and website with focus information 

 Conduct a crop pest loss impact assessment and PMSP 

 Increase meta data collection (from growers) 

 Prioritize crop areas of use/impact 

 Share of damage and of management 

https://www.google.com/search?client=safari&rls=en&q=Imidacloprid&spell=1&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjz46r2t-DRAhVHwmMKHULNCVAQvwUIGSgA
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 Develop a pesticide data table to support decision making – information all in one place 
– product selection (historic and research results), timing, efficacy rankings 

 Searchable agricultural research database 
 
Increase communication with stakeholders, clients, regulators and the public to demonstrate 
positive impacts of pesticide stewardship and improve the regulatory process (7 votes) 
 
Outcome statement:  Develop more effective communication strategies with stakeholders, 
regulators and the public to demonstrate the positive aspects of responsible pesticide 
stewardship, improve the regulatory process, and disseminate pest management concerns and 
special local needs for pest management.    
  

 Advocate for what we do with them (pesticides?) 

 Advocate for continued access to pesticides 

 Communicate special local needs and why it is different 

 Advocate for a less unpredictable regulatory process 

 Collaborate with commodity groups on research and dispersal of information 

 Communicate concerns to local conservation agencies 

 Communicate what we are doing 

 Inform public and regulators about the pros of pesticide use 

 Develop a more effective communication with our EPA comments coordinator 

 Implement a uniform method of communication 

 Communicate the responsible use of current pesticides 

 Responsible use and media 

 Educate process and the market chain about our IPM systems 

 Respect the expertise of consultants and agronomists 
 
Identify effective cultural and mechanical pest management strategies which help reduce 
reliance on pesticide use in the mint/grass seed cropping system (5 votes) 
 
Outcome statement:  Identify pest management tools that are locally-adapted and effective 
alternatives to pesticides. 
 

 Evaluate alternative pest management tools 

 Research different crop rotation benefits 

 Provide non-host crop rotation 

 Develop alternative program to control targeted pests 

 Availability of alternate methods 

 Resistance varieties 

 Develop a focus group for alternative pest management locally 

 Explore efficacy of EPA exempt chemistries 
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Identify opportunities to add value through certification and cost share programs (4 votes) 
 
Outcome statement:  Explore and identify eco-labeling opportunities to add value through third 
party certification organizations, and access cost-share funding from natural resource 
conservation agencies/others for practical IPM implementation.   
 
NB: value may be viewed as increased economic value for the raw commodity or end-use 
product, market place security, or environmentally-sustainable crop production practices. 
 

 Pursue USDA cost-share 

 Fund programs or grants landowner assistance on the ground 

 Access cost share for practical IPM implementation 

 Explore value added options to increase economic worth of crops 

 Explore eco-labeling (national and international) 
 
Implement pesticide stewardship and IPM education that leads to measurable benefits to 
farmers and adoption of best management practices and retaining valued chemistries (3 
votes) 
 
Outcome statement:  Implement pesticide stewardship and IPM educational programs that lead 
to: 1) measurable benefits to producers, 2) adoption of best management practices for pest 
control, and 3) retains access to effective pesticide products. 
 

 Workshops on pesticide application methods and procedures 

 Identify local issues (water pH, soil types, climate and weather patterns) that can affect 
pesticide efficacy 

 Understand the role of application technology on efficacy 

 Conduct sprayer calibration workshops in the field 

 Identify new technology on the market and research stage of potential new products 

 Inform growers of alternative pesticides 

 Access to IPM ideas through networking and database with economics in mind 

 Access to more resources for field IPM management through a network 

 Increase utilization of decision support tools 

 Identify current IPM tools used and gaps 

 Develop and communicate mitigation strategies for use of products with higher risks 

 Communicate best management practices for what we currently have (pesticides) 

 Identify plants adapted to Zone 4 that attract beneficial insects, habitat 

 Educate community about impacts of regulatory decisions 
 
Engage with industry to improve local product stewardship (3 votes) 
 
Outcome statement: Engage the ag-chemical industry to improve product stewardship and raise 
awareness of pest management needs at the local level.   
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 Local “hands” on workshop on “tools” from industry 

 Meet with industry insiders about new and old products 

 Recruit support in local industry 

 Industry needs to develop new modes of action 

 Increase products stewardship by industry 

 Organize support from industry 
 
Anticipate and mitigate pesticide resistance management (1 vote) 
 
Outcome Statement:  Anticipate and develop mitigation plans to prevent pesticide resistance. 
 

 Ensure modes of action are rotated in groups of three or more 

 Map local resistance patterns 

 Prepare resistance management plans 
 
 
 

****** 
 
 

This work is partially supported by funding from the USDA Western Region Sustainable 
Agriculture Research and Education Program and the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station. 

 

 


