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WESTERN ASSOCIATION OF
AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION DIRECTORS
Grand Hyait Hotel, Washington, DC
Sunday, November 10, 1991

MINUTES

ATTENDANCE
ALAXKA J.V. Drew NEVADA R. S. Pardini

G. A. Mitchell NEW MEXICO G. Cunningham
ARIZONA C. C. Kaltenbach D. M. Briggs
CALIFORNIA D. E. Schlegd OREGON T.R. Dutson

C. Giorgio V. V. Vok

J Kinsdla UTAH H. P. Rasmussen

S D. Van Gundy WASHINGTON J.J. Zuiches

P. Hughes WYOMING A.F.Gde
COLORADO H. F. McHugh R.D. Heil
GUAM R. Muniappan ARS W. Tallent
HAWAII N. P. Kefford CRS W.D. Calson
IDAHO G.A. Lee DIRECTOR-AT-LARGE L.L.Boyd

R. Heimsch OWDAL H. A. Sykes
MONTANA D. Mathre
1.0  Cdl to Order

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

The meeting was called to order by Chair G. A. Lee.

| ntroductions and Announcements

The attendees introduced themsdves.

Volk reported that CSRS was requesting identificationof three to four individuas fromeach of the
regions to serve on a task force to deal with soils and soil testing for nitrogen with respect to
effident plant production and water quality. Thetask forcewill: (1) writean RFP for anin-house
grants program; and (2) have writing responsihilities for a white paper on the state of the
knowledge in this generd area. The group will convene in the early part of December 1991.
Travel expenseswill be paid by CSRS.  Representation from the West would help to assure input
on irrigation and micro-irrigetion.

L ee reported that aninvitationhad been sent to dl Western Directors for interested individuas to
atend a planning meeting to ded with the Russan Wheet Aphid infestation.

Adoption of Agenda

The motion was made and seconded to adopt the agenda. MOTION CARRIED. The agenda
isincluded as Appendix A, p. 11.

Approva of Minutes of 7/22-24/91 Mesting

The motion was made and seconded to_approve the minutes of the 7/22-24/91 meeting as
circulated. MOTION CARRIED.

Chair/Executive Committee Report

Lee reported that the Executive Committee had met earlier in the day. Many of the Executive
Committee agenda items are part of the WDA agenda and will be reported as the item is
discussed.



6.0

7.0

8.0

He aso reported that the WDA had voted againg the NRSP- "Planning and Coordination” a the
1991 WDA Summer meeting. The other three regions gpproved the NRSP so that program is
going to be funded at $48,000 per year. The project outline has been submitted to Lee for
sgnature as Chair of the WDA.

Treasurer's Report
Mathre distributed the Treasurer's Report, attached as Appendix B, pp. 12-15.

L eereported that the Montana State University Agricultura Experiment Stationhad providedther
accounting services to the WDA for many years. Thetime involved each year for managing and
assessing for the accounts is approximately two weeks. The Executive Committee made the
recommendation as a seconded motionthat the WDA reimburseMontana State Universityfor their
accounting expenses of $1,500, annually and continuing, for management of the WDA accounts.
MOTION CARRIED.

CSRS Report
Carlson stated that the CSRS Report would be presented at the ESCOP meeting.

ARS Report

Tdlent reported that ARS isundertaking humanresource management efforts. The GAO criticized
the USDA for not having a plan for the future on how to ded with changing technology and
professona needs. ARS has elected to address this with a structured effort which has severa
thrusts: (1) work force forecagting - trying to predict future needs; (2) recruiting and employee
development plan- to achieve work force diversity; (3) management leadership development; (4)
work life quality - with changing patterns and lifestyles, day care centers and fitness centers are
needed.

Severa daff changes were noted: (1) Nancy Ragsdae has been hired to direct NAPIAP. She
reportsto the Deputy Assistant Secretary for Science and Education. She hasagaff, composed
of two each from ARS-Extension-CSRS, who adminidratively remain within their agencies but
programmeticaly work with her. (2) Lamar Harris has been hired to coordinate engineering
activitiesaround the country. Heis dso assgned responsbility for the ARS energy program. (3)
The ARS Nationa Program Staff has been restructured from two to five associates.

The ARS FY 1992 budget will be $651 million, up from$624 millionin FY1991. Of the increase
$16 millionwill beused for pay costs; $1 million for minor use pesticides; $2 millionfor biofuds,
$2 millionfor food safety. ARS received $50 million for facilities; $16 million of which is for
Bdtsville, MD renovation; $5.25 million for the Sdinity Laboratory at Riverdde; $5 millionfor the
Fruit and Vegetable Laboratory at Y akima.

The Federd Register announcement soliciting Board membersis being assigned to the Secretary's
office. Thereare, within the Department, papers being written, research being done, and position
papers being devel oped in the Office of Generd Counsdl and the OBPA on the exact meaning of
the law with regard to the exact wording of the law and the legidative history. The uncertainty is
whether or not it should be an absolutely free floating organization. Thelaw saysthe Secretary can
gpprove its actions or can veto them. However, he must explain aveto.

Biofudls and aternative products are part of a Secretarid initiative. Secretary Madigan has four
initiatives (1) human nutrition; (2) reationship between agriculture and the environment; (3) let
farmers be farmers - amplifying red tape; (4) new markets for agricultura products.

ARS is working on a bioproducts expostion which is jointly sponsored by the Department of
Energy, the USDA, and the New Uses Council. The bioproducts expodtion will be held in
October 1992 in St. Louis, MO.
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9.0

A drategic plan for enhancing export markets is being developed. Vaue added exportsareabig
part of theplan. ARS, CSRS and ES are dl involved in developing the Strategic plan.

Reports by Representatives to:

9.1

9.2

ESCOP
Drew reported on specific actions taken by ESCOP at the 9/16-17/91 meeting:

(1) Relatedtothe Director of Water and Environmenta Policy plan of work, whichisthe
work that Terry Nipp has been developing: (@) Nipp reported to ESCOP that he is
continuing to receive requestsfor the planfor water quaity work whichisacolor brochure
developed by ESCOP severd yearsago. Thebrochureisout of datenow. (b) Nippaso
reported that there isanew group formed called the Consortium for Internationa Earth
Science Information Network, which has the assgned misson to coordinate and identify
dl of the data which might be used in evauating globa change. (c) Nipp reported onthe
sustainable agriculture aspects of the Farm Bill and pointed out that the advisory team had
not yet been addressed. Operationa guideineswereto be devel oped by November 1991
and implementation plans were to be to the Federal Register by January 1992. (d)
ESCOP hasrequested that the Clean Water Act document be prepared as awhite paper
for appropriate review and subsequent publication. (€) Nipp reported on the emerging
concern that OMB was unhappy with some of the water quality proposals that were
funded during the initid phases of the water qudity activities The reason they were
unhappy was that they fdt that a number of the proposas funded were not oriented
towards the mission of research that would develop improvements in water qudlity, but
were oriented toward work that was dready underway or in planning processthat did not
hit on some of the pointsthat were in the overdl outline of work that would be done. As
water quality proposals are prepared in the future, they should be oriented specificaly
toward a misson oriented objective that would have impact on water qudity. If basic
research is being done, the scientists should be careful to explain how the results of the
basic research may have application inenhancing water quality. (f) Nipp aso proposed
to sudy dternative mechanisms to fund topica issues specid grants.  Alternative
mechanisms to fund this kind of topical issue would include designing integrated research
priorities, developing rfps for proposed leve of funding, soliciting for projects, tentatively
awarding projects based on the availability of funds, developing a comprehensive funding
proposal based on the preceding activities, devel oping regiona mechanisms or consortiums
to administer targeted specia grants. ESCOP isto explore the option of developing the
prepackaged research proposal as described by Nipp for presentation to Congress.

(2) Therequirementsthat the National Cattlemen's Association werewanting to bewritten
into research grants for experiment stations were discussed. The issue has not been
completely resolved.

(3) The impeact of the nationwide crisis in state appropriations for experiment stations.
Many gates seem to be having problems withrespect to budgets. ESCOP instructed the
DALsto develop aone page letter to the SAES directors concerning their need, interest,
and willingness to participate in a naionwide study to assess the crids in dtate
appropriations for state agricultural experiment sations. The ESCOP Chair would aso
confer with the other COPs in the Divison of Agriculture regarding their possible

participation and response.

(4) ESCORP has requested that the ESCOP Chair move ahead with ECOP and Terry
Nipp to establish a planning task force to prepare for the 1995 Farm Bill.

ESCOP Research Planning Group

Zuichesreported that the requestsfor ranking of research priorities had been circulated to
SAES directors.
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Dutson reported that the number of priorities had been reduced and would be findized
after the current NASUL GC mesting.

Katenbach expressed concern about the low ranking of animal hedlth priorities.
Zuiches indicated that he had dways been concerned about ranking one priority over
another. There must be an integrated program where dl the piecesarein place.

McHugh distributed the report on the Western Regiona Council, included as Appendix
C, pp. 16-19, which aso dedswith priorities.

93 ESCOP Specid Initiatives Subcommittee

The ESCOP Specid Initigtives Subcommittee Report is included in the DAL Report,
Appendix D, pp. 20-23.

9.4 ESCOP L eadership Development Subcommittee

Dutson reported that the ESCOP Leadership Development Class | had been hdd in
Indianapolis, IN. Class 1l will bein September 1992. Attendance will be accepted ona
first come-firg served basisfor the first 100 applicants. Class |l has been redesigned to
encourage interaction between dl participants.

95  FEY1993 ESCOP Budget Group

Rasmussen reported that paliticsis heavily involved in what programs are going to bein
or out of the budget. It has very little to do with what the committee has discussed over
the past year and ahdf. The basic tenet of the FY' 1993 budget is that they will stay with
the 8.0 percent increase over what the conference bill came out to be.

Specific items mentioned are:
(1) The Rangdland Research Program has been pushed by the West. Rangeland research
will bein the budget at $3 million. CARET hasthat asahigh priority request. Thereare

some key legidative offices around the Western part of the country that are supportive of
the request.

(2) There wasaso arequest for an Animd Welfareaddition a $3 million. In responseto
the request to reduce budget, the suggestionwas madeto diminae Anima Heelth Specid
Grants at $6.48 million. The suggestion was made to join Anima Welfare and Animd
Hedth and makeit $7 million.

(3) Agqueculture Centers Programs are to receive a recommended increase, but
aquaculture research is going to be diminated.

(4) The Competitive Facilities Grants Program will be submitted at $0.

(5) The Internationd Research component may be added as a joint proposal between
Extension and Research for $3.375 miillion.

(6) A recommendation was madeto reduce Biofuds from$10 millionto $5 million, which
runs counter to what ARS is doing.

(7) Tropicd and Subtropica Agriculture would be a aleve $3.3 million.
(8) Water Quality would be $15 million.
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10.0

11.0

12.0

13.0

14.0

9.6 FY 1994 ESCOP Budget Group

Kdtenbach reported that the ESCOP FY 1994 Budget Group had followed the format
established by the ESCOP FY 1993 Budget Group.

Other authorizations are Smilar to that of the FY 1993 Budget Group. A presentationwas
made by the Resources for the Future Group, which has been funded by the Kellogg
Foundation. Current funding for the group is drying up and they are looking for other
sources of funds. The FY 1994 Budget Group feds that the work of the group is of vaue
and is of the opinion that it should be supported in some way, perhaps combined with
Extenson. Now, itisontheligt a $1 million, and adecision will have to be made whether
to leave it on the ESCOP budget, to move it to ECOP, or share it.

There are 9x new areas which the committee opted to put on the lig: (1) animd
genome/germplasm for $3 million; (2) genetic resource eva uation for $3 million; (3) solid
wastemanagement for $8 million; (4) soil, root and microorganismdynamicsfor $4 million;
(5) food safety for $4 million; and (6) a stable, competent work force for $6 million.

Thereisagenerd feding that the areas for which we currently have funding shouldn't be
given up. The new initiaives are the ones which would probably be diminated fird.

9.7 Commiittee of Nine

Boyd reported that the Committee of Nine Report is induded in the DAL Report,
Appendix D, pp. 20-23.

Water Qudlity Funding

Volk reported that the recipientshad been named for the FY 1991 Specid Grants Water Quality
Program. There were 9-10 grants from the Western region which were funded. Funding for the
coming year has been increased from$8 millionto $9 million. Indirect costs (14%) will come out
of that, so there will not be a great increase in funding. An RFP has been written and will be
announced as soon as the Office of Generd Counsdl releasesit.  The RFP for the National
Research Initiative portion of Water Quality will be announced at about the same time as the
Specid Grant RFP.

Therewill be ameeting in March or April 1992, probably in Tucson, AZ, for dl people who have
received water qudity grantsinthe previous threeyears. It will beareview and evauation meeting
and will address the OMB concerns.

Pest Management Activities

Schlegd presented the Pest Management Activities Report, included as Appendix E, p. 24.

Sudtainable Agriculture
Schlegel presented the Sustainable Agriculture Report, included as Appendix F, pp. 25-26.

Status of the NRSP-Plant Germplasm

Boyd reported that a draft of the NRSP- "Plant Germplasm” was circulated in September to dl
directors, requesting comments. After incorporating suggested changes, the revised outline was
mailedinOctober to dl members of the Committee of Nine and regiona research committees. The
next step for the outline will be a the December Committee of Nine meeting.

ESCOP/ECOP Supported Congressiond Activities
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15.0

16.0

Boyd reported that ESCOP had requested that Terry Nipp develop a summary of hisactivitieson
behdf of the "Water Quality" project. Nipp aso developed asummary of possible activities and
severa budget options for calendar year 1992. Thesedocumentsareincluded asAppendix G, pp.
27-34. Also included in Appendix G, pp. 31-35, is a "thought piece" developed by Nipp on
preparing for the 1995 Farm Bill. These items and options should be considered by all directors
to determine the level of support for Nipp for the next year.

DAL Search Committee Activities

Dutsondistributed a draft of the position announcement and position description for the Director-
at-Large, Western Association of Agricultural Experiment StationDirectors, included as Appendix
H, pp. 36-38.

The WDAL Search Committee is composed of Dutson (Chair), Katenbach, Drew, Schiegel, and
McHugh. The present DAL is retiring in December 1992. In order to get names in, begin the
screening process, and schedule interviews, the announcement needs to be circulated by shortly
after thefirg of the year. Comments should be directed to members of the Search Committee as
soon as possible.

Dutsoncommented that the Southern Associ ation of Agricultural Experiment StationDirectorshad
gpproved a change in title from the Southern Director-at-Large to Southern Executive Director.
He indicated that there should be coordination between the four regiond associations.

Zuiches indicated that, according to the position announcement, the Director-at-L arge position is
adaff postion to the association and thus is gppropriate to bear the title of Executive Director.
The motion was made and seconded to change the title of the Western Director-at-L arge to
Executive Director, WesternAssociation of Agricultural Experiment Station Directors. MOTION
CARRIED.

Wedern Biotech Consortium

Van Gundy digtributed information on a proposal to establish a "Western Biotechnology
Consortium", attached as Appendix |, pp. 39-49. Thereisdready abiotechnology consortiumin
the region whichisaready inthe CSRS Specia Grants Programat $400,000 per year. Itinvolves
Cdifornia-Riversde, Arizona, New Mexico, Los Alamos, and Texas Tech

Kdtenbach expressed concernthat adding additional consortia could dilutethe effortsof the NRI.

Volk reported that he had attended a amdl planning meeting including representatives from
Washington, Oregon, Hawaii and Arizona. Therecommendation from the meeting wasto broaden
it to include the expertise which may appear inavariety of different states. Each of the states has
certain kinds of expertise and by broadening the scope, dl the states can be included. A mgor
issue that came up at the meeting was the question of sharing funds. The faculty or principa
investigator will have to find someone to cost share funds in industry.  Industry will then have a
degree of control over the kind of programs that are going to be funded. With afocused program
in the West, you could target areas of agriculture that would be more specific to the Western
region, as opposed to getting lost in the NRI.

Lee dtated that he had heard areport that the President will provide a line item in his budget for
biotechnology.

Van Gundy indicated thet, if the Western Directors approved, aone-day workshop would be held
in mid January 1992 to findize a proposa and plan the strategy for obtaining funding for a specid
grant to establish the consortium.  The directorswere polled for their support for the consortium.
One was decidedly for the consortium and four were againg the consortium with the balance of
the directors undecided.
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17.0

18.0

19.0

20.0

Joint SAES/ARS Program-Poinsettia White Fly

Van Gundy reported that a strain of the sweetpotato whitefly is aprobleminthe desert agriculture
in Cdifornia, Arizonaand New Mexico. A briefing on the emergency isincluded as Appendix J,
p. 49.

In response to the critical need, the motion was made and seconded to establish an ad hoc
WRCC- "Poinsdtia Whitefly" to develop a coordinated multi-state multi-agency plan for deding
with the swestpotato whitefly and to direct resources in this emergency. MOTION CARRIED.

Funding for Microbia Germplasm Collection Proposa

Dutson reported that a copy of adraft of aNRSP- "Microbial Germplasm Collection” had been
mailed to each of the Western Directors.

Boyd indicated that the NRSP is scheduled to be reviewed by the Committeeof Ninein December
and that comments need to be directed to Dutson as soon as possible.

Future Mestings

19.1 Spring WDA Meeting Plans

Rasmussen reported that the Spring WDA medting will be hdd in SAt Lake City, UT,
March 23-25, 1992. RIC will meet March 23 and the WDA wiill meet March 24-25,
1992.

19.2 Summe Mesting Plans, Joint Meeting with Deans, Resident Ingtruction, Extension &
CARET

The Summer 1992 meeting will be July 19-23, 1992 in Monterey CA.

Election of Officers

The Executive Committee presented the recommendation as a seconded motion to eect the
following date of officersfor 1992:

Chair T. R. Dutson (OR)
Chair-Elect J. J. Zuiches (WA)
Secretary H. P. Rasmussen (UT)
Executive Committee Members-at-Large G. Cunningham (NM)

G. A. Mitchell (AK)
MOTION CARRIED.

The Executive Committee aso presented arecommendationas a seconded motionto appoint the
following individuas to the listed committees:

ESCOP Research Planning/Western Regiona Council/NARC H. F. McHugh

ESCOP FY 1995 Budget Group G. Cunningham (NM)
ESCOP Specid Initiatives Group (two years) L. Lund (CA-R)

ESCOP Plant Germplasm Subcommittee G.A.Lee(ID)
Committee of Nine J. J. Zuiches (WA)
Committee of Nine Alternate V.V.Vak (OR)

Research Implementation Committee (four years) R. Heimsch (ID)

MOTION CARRIED.
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21.0 Other Busness

21.1 RIC Report

Zuiches reported that an edited petition for WRCC-65 "Adaptive Control of Surface
Irrigation Systems' had been submitted by Adminidrative Advisor L. G. James (WA).
RIC recommends approval of WRCC-65 "Adaptive Control of Surface Irrigation
Systems' from 11/10/91 to 9/30/94. MOTION CARRIED.

Zuiches aso reported that a project outline had been submitted on behaf of W-174
"Predicting the Nutritive Vaue of AlfdfaHay in the WesternRegion.” RIC recommends
reglection of W-174 "Sampling and L actation Trias to Predict Nutritive Vaue of Western
Alfdfa Hay." As the Committee of Nine has approved the extension of W-174 to
9/30/92, RIC further recommends that the committee consider establishment of aWRCC
in the future. MOTION CARRIED.

220 Rexolutions

Briggs indicated that there are two resolutions that have been written into the overal Experiment
Station Section minutes. These two resolutions arefor L Lewis (CA) and M. H. Niehaus (CO).

The motion was made and seconded to accept the resolutions as presented to ESCOP.
MOTION CARRIED.

23.0 Changing of the Guard

Lee expressed his appreciation to Boyd and Sykes for their support to him during his tenure as
WDA Chair.

The gavel was passed to Dutson.

24.0  Adjournment
The motion was made and seconded to adjourn the meeting. MOTION CARRIED.

Minutes 11/10/91 WDA Mesting Page 8



1:00

1:05
1:15
1:20
1:30

1:40
1:50
2:00
2:05
2:15
2:25
2:35
2:45
2:55
3:.00
3:10
3:15
3:20
3:25
3:35
3:40

3:45
3:50

3:55

4:05
4:10
4:15
4:20

APPENDIX A
11

WESTERN ASSOCIATION OF AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION

1.0
20
3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0
8.0
9.0

10.0
11.0
12.0
13.0
14.0
15.0
16.0
17.0
18.0
19.0

20.0
21.0

220
23.0
24.0

DIRECTORS
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Approval of Minutes of 7/22-24/91 Meeting . .............. G. A. Lee
Chair/Executive Committee Report . . . ................... G. A. Lee
Treasurer’s Report ............ .. i D. Mathre
CSRS REPOIt .« .\t tit ittt ettt eeeaiaaeens ‘J. P. Jordan
ARSReport . .. ... . i i i e e W. H. Tallent
Reports by Representatives to:
9.1 ESCOP . ... ittt ittt J. V. Drew
9.2 ESCOP Research Planning Group ...... T. R. Dutson/J. J. Zuiches
9.3 ESCOP Special Initiatives Subcommittee . ....... G. Cunningham
9.4 ESCOP Leadership Development Subcommittee . . ... T. R. Dutson
9.5 FY1993 ESCOP BudgetGroup .............. H. P. Rasmussen
9.6 FY1994 ESCOP Budget Group .............. C. C. Kaltenbach
97 Committeeof Nine .. .......... ...y L. L. Boyd
Water Quality Funding ........................ V. V. Volk/T. Nipp
Pest Managment Activities . .............. ... ... D. E. Schlegel
Sustainable Agriculture .. ........ .. ... o oL D. E. Schlegel
Status of the NRSP-Plant Germplasm . ................... L. L. Boyd
ESCOP/ECOP Supported Congressional Activities . .......... L. L. Boyd
DAL Search Committee Activities .................... T. R. Dutson
Western Biotech Consortium . ....................... K. R. Farrell
Joint SAES/ARS Program-Poinsettia White Fly .. ...... S. D. Van Gundy
Funding for Microbial Germplasm Collection Proposal . . . ... T. R. Dutson
Future Meetings
19.1 Spring WDA Meeting Plans . ............... H. P. Rasmussen
19.2 Summer Meeting Plans; Joint Meeting with Deans,

Resident Instruction, Extension & CARET ........ D. E. Schlegel
Election of Officers ........... ...y G. A. Lee
Other Business
21.1 RICTIEPOIt ... .t iiie et ittt ittt J. J. Zuiches
Resolutions
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The DAL Report was distributed by Electronic Mail prior to the meeting.
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12
WESTERN DIRECTOR AT LARGE ACCOUNT

FINANCIAL REPORT
FY 1892

07—-Nov-91

i L‘, };1}'1[»:» o

[

July 1, 1991 Balance

$ 75,231.73
AM.SAMOA 600.00 75,231.73
MICRONESIA ' 600.00 75,231.73
NORTHERN MARIANAS 600.00 75,231.73
ALASKA 7,145.97 75,231.73
ARIZONA 12,752.99 75,231.73
CALIFORNIA 19,798.53 75,231.73
COLORADO 14,305.97 75,231.73
GUAM 6,957.98 75,231.73
HAWAI 9,344.65 75,231.73
IDAHO 11,289.95 11,289.95 86,521.68
MONTANA 11,943.80 11,943.80 08,465.48
NEVADA 9,181.18 98,465.48
NEW MEXICO 9,516.31 98,465.48
OREGON 14,485.79 14,485.79 112,951.27
UTAH 12,139.98 12,139.98 125,091.25
WASHINGTON 13,897.27 13,897.27 138,988.52
WYOMING 10,709.63 ' 138,988.52
SUB TOTAL 165,270.00 63,756.79
COLORADO RENT 4,200.00
$  169,470.00 $ 63,756.79 $ _ 138988.52

G
r

iEw b f1En

- Transf o F

ey FARGE I SN : e LN AT
unds to Colorado 32,500.00 106,488.52

July Interest 633.58 107,122.10
August Interest 623.80 107,745.90
September Interest 593.22 108,339.12

s 1,850.60 $ 32,500.00 $ _ 108,339.12
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WESTERN DIRECTORS’ SPECIAL ACCOUNT

FINANCIAL REPORT
FY 1992

July 1, 1991 Balance

ALASKA 510.58
ARIZONA 911.20
CALIFORNIA 1,414.61
COLORADO 1,022.16
GUAM 497.15
HAWAI 667.68
IDAHO 806.67 806.67
MONTANA 853.39 853.39
NEVADA 656.00
NEW MEXICO 679.94
OREGON 1,035.01 1,035.01
UTAH 867.40 867.40
WASHINGTON 992.96 992.96
WYOMING 765.21

$ 11,679.96 $ 4,555.43

19-Aug-91
17—-Sep-91
17—-Sep-91
17-Sep-91
30—-Sep—91
05—Aug-91
07-0Oct-91
07—Nov-91

[C)

$

07-Nov-91

20,320.03
20,320.03
20,320.03
20,320.03
20,320.03
20,320.03
20,320.03
21,126.70
21,980.09
21,980.09
21,980.09
23,015.10
23,882.50
24,875.46
24,875.1

s 28546

Drew ESCOP — Mich. July 27—Aug 1, 1991 $ $ 1,321.81 $ 23,553.65
McHugh ESCOP — New Hamp. Aug 24-28, 1991 932.34 22,621.31
Kaltenbach ESCOP — D.C. Sept 8—10 1991 1,214.58 21,406.73
Gale ESCOP — D.C. Sept 8—10, 1991 1,169.06 20,237.67
Drew ESCOP — San Antonio — Sept 1420, 1991 1,128.20 19,109.47
July Interest 103.12 19,212.59
August Interest 101.52 19,314.11
September Interest 96.55 19,410.66

$ 301.19 $ 5,765.99 $ 19,410.66
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WESTERN DIRECTOR WATER ASSESSMENT

FINANCIAL REPORT
FY 1892

07—Nov-91

$ 13520 $ o $ 0

ARIZONA 714.87 0.00
CALIFORNIA 1,443.26 0.00
COLORADO 87542 , 0.00
GUAM 115.76 0.00
HAWAI 36251 0.00
IDAHO 563.62 563.62 563.62
MONTANA 631.21 631.21 1,194.83
NEVADA 345.61 1,194.83
NEW MEXICO 380.25 1,194.83
OREGON 894.01 894.01 2,088.84
UTAH 651.49 651.49 2,740.33
WASHINGTON 833.17 833.17 3,573.50
WYOMING 503.62 3,573.50
SUB TOTAL 8,450.00 3,573.50

8,450.00 $ 3,573.50 $ 3,573.50

-3

T8450.00  (4,876.50

b 0.00 $ 8,450.00 $ (4,876.50)
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WESTERN REGION DEANS AND DIRECTORS
REGIONALIZATION ACCOUNT

FINANCIAL REPORT
ASSESSMENTS 07— Nov—91
11/21/88 ) 3726190

ITEM ASSESSMENT PAID ASSESSMENT PAID
ALASKA $ 1,000.00 s 1,000.00 s 1,000.00 $ 1,000.00
ARIZONA 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
CALIFORNIA 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
COLORADO 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000,00 1,000.00
GUAM 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
HONOLULU 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
IDAHO 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
MONTANA 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
NEVADA 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
NEW MEXICO 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
OREGON 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
UTAH 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
WASHINGTON 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
WYOMING 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00
TOTAL $ 14,000.00 $ __ 14,000.00 $ 14,000.00 $ _ 14,000.00
EXPENSES
Date Transactions Expense Expense
09-JUN-89 Reimburse Montana Dean 230.00

Phone calls

20-JUL -89 Weldon Sleight —Utah 14,000.00
Sub Total $ (230.00) $  14,000.00

Balance in Account $ _13,770.00
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Report to

Western Assoclation of Agricultural Experiment Statlon Directors
from
Western Reglonal Council

The Western Regional Council (WRC) met in Phoenix, AZ on October 23 and 24, 1991 to consider
priorities to be recommended to the Joint Council. The meeting, chaired by T.K. Schwartz of the
Beet Sugar Development Foundation, weighed priorities in relation to issues set out by the Joint
Council.  All priorities being recommended were related to a specific issue; if more than one priority
related to a given issue, those were placed in order of perceived importance. The issues, related
priorities and thrust areas for each priority follow: The WRC recommended a restatement of one
issue to remove the word "sustainability" and add the term "natural resources”. Thus, the Joint
Council Issue - Attain Compatibility and Sustainability of Agricultural Systems with Environmental and
Social Values - Is being recommended to be reworded to read:

improve Awareness and Knowledge of Critical Socletal Choices
Related to Agriculture and Natural Resources

Priority 1: Address the issues of Quality and Quantity of Water.

. Develop new technologies for water quality management based on effects of sediment,
nutrients and chemical movement through watersheds on biological ecosystems.

. Develop management strategies for riparian zones to enhance grazing, fisheries, wildlife and
water quality.

. Develop strategies for increasing water supplies and use efficiency through creative watershed

management practices, imaginative irrigation operations and water conservation activities in
rural and urban settings.

. Develop procedures, policies and options for multiple uses of water.
. Develop innovative programs to transfer technology to stakeholders on water issues.

Priority 22  Develop Agricuiture and Natural Resource Systems Which Integrate Socletal

Objectives.

. Develop new, efficacious, and environmentally sound systems for control of plant and animal
pests and diseases.

. Develop and apply alternative production and waste management strategies and systems that
sustain and improve the quality of our resource base while providing for economically viable
agriculture.

. Develop post harvest technologies to ensure maximum economic benefit, safety, quality, and
acceptance of products produced.

. Promote dialogue between and among various interest groups to achieve mutual
understanding.

. Encourage a comprehensive approach to agricultural as part of the total ecosystem and
assure that all parts are scientifically understood. :
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Priority 3:  Better Understand the Issues of Multiple Use ot Public Lands

. Understand the (basic scientific facts about the) ecology of public lands currently used for
muitiple purposes.

. identify the economic impacts on western rural communities should the current usage pattern
of public lands change.

. Develop a research base which will allow policy decisions to be made that will support the
multiple use concept for public lands.

. Build coalitions among the diverse users of public lands so that each can better understand

each others goals and concerns to further the beneficial aspects of multiple use.

. Provide educational opportunities (K-12 through post-doctoral) dealing with the public lands
issues.

Priority 4:  Define the Determinants of Animal Well-Being and Thelr Inter-Relationships with
Animai Health Needed to Optimize the Comfort, Performance, and Productive
Lifetimes of Agriculturai Animals.

. Define behavioral and physiological characteristics affected by stress in the agricultural animal
production unit and other animal care units.

. Develop scientifically based guidelines for humane practices in agricultural production that
promote productivity and health, and quality of animal care.

. Develop recommendations for correlates of environmental, production and health parameters
which are economically feasible and desirable for animals and poultry in production animal
agriculture.

Priority 5:  Understand how Global Environmental Changes Will Affect Natural and Managed
Ecosystems In the West

. Integrate human activity with changes in natural resources and agriculture.

. Understand ecological system dynamics.

. Relate global change to disturbance ecology.

. Predict atmosphere/ecosystem gas and energy exchange.

. Determine the impact of environmental change on agricultural and forest productivity and

economic competitiveness.

Issue - Provide a Safe, Affordable, and Nutritious Food Supply.

Priority 1:  Further Nutrition and Food Research and the Awareness and Understanding of
Dilet, Health and Food Safety.

. Measure effects of producing, processing, packaging, and preparing practices (methods) on
nutritional quality and safety of food products of both plant and animal origin and develop
practical methods to evaluate and maintain high quality food products.
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Research nature, magnitude, and interactions of food components such as oils, saturated fats,
cholesterol, food additives, chemicals residues, and naturally occurring toxicants and develop
educational programs assessing and describing risks and benefits of each.

Identify economic, behavioral, social, cultural, and environmental factors that influence
consumer preferences and dietary practices. Define effective techniques for nutrition and food -
safety education among various populations.

Target nutrition education of those populations (infants and children, pregnant women, the
aging, etc.) where quality of life and health are vulnerable and subsequent remedial health
care costs exceed those of preventive efforts.

Issue —-Develop Sclentific and Professional Expertise to Advance
New Technologles and Global Relationships

Priority 1:  Educate Agricultural and Natural Resource Students and Professionals Prepared

to Etfectively Address Socletal Objectives.

Develop and implement curricular innovations to better prepare agricultural graduates for the
21st century.

Attract and prepare academically outstanding students, through early intervention in the
educational system.

Update and extend facilities and equipment to support new and continuing programs through
both internal and private funding.

Provide continuing education opportunities for practicing professionals.

Priority 22  Expand Biotechnology and the Understanding of its Applications to Improve

Production and Utliization of Food, Fiber, and Other Products.

Increase basic knowledge of molecular and cellular processes in plants, animals, and
microbes.

Apply base knowledge and develop genetically modified plants, animals, and products that'
can be utilized to improve the quality, quantity, and marketability of food, fiber, and other
products.

Develop degradation technologies using genetically altered microbial agents to reduce
municipal and other biological waste materials to non-toxic, useful end products.

Develop consumer education programs to facilitate understanding and acceptance of
genetically modified plants and animals and products derived from them. -

Encourage the use of biotechnology to develop plant, animal and microbiological products for
uses other than food and fibers.

Increase the biological efficiency of plants and animals, by genetic improvement, vaccines,
diagnostic reagents, and disease modulators developed through biotechnology.
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Issue — Enhance the Global Competitiveness of U. S. Agriculture

Priority 1:  Enhance Global Competitiveness of United States Agricultural and Natural
Resources

. Identify, assess, and develop alternative markets and value-added agri-based products for
domestic and international consumption.

. Conduct research on U.S. export and import food and fiber safety issues, apply scientific
knowledge to production and processing technologies, assess socio-economic and political
impacts, and disseminate information on new technologies through research, teaching, and
extension programs.

. intemationalize curricula to enhance understanding of linkages among national economics,
world markets, and agriculture, and to enhance the ability of current and future agribusiness
and policy leaders to deal with global markets.

. Ensure consumers and foreign trade partners of the safety and quality of U.S. animal, plant
and forest products.

. Assess consumer preferences in potential markets for agricultural products and education
producers and processors to compete effectively in these markets.
Issue — Address Critical Soclal issues in a Changing Soclety.

Priority 1:  Strengthen the Abliities of Individuals and Familles at Risk to Improve Their
Quality of Life Through Research Based Programming.

. Work collaboratively with community agencies and schools to provide child care and paraliel
parent education programs.

. Develop research programs that identify the protective factors associated with youth and
families (at risk), focusing on ethnic and culturally diverse families.

. Create extension and research partnerships to develop and implement prevention and
intervention programs for families and youth as risk.

. Address the needs of migrant worker families for nutrition and parent education to faculttate the
optimum development of chiidren.

. Examine the relationships between work, stress, and family functioning to strengthen the
ability of families to achieve a satisfying quality of life.

. Assess the needs of an aging population related to nutrition and health care, social and
emotional support, economic security, self-sufficiency and dependent care.

. Work collaboratively with health care providers and relevant agencies to assist individuals and

families to meet their health care needs.

. Assess interdependencies of communities and families to develop usable programs for
improved economic well being, health, and family stability.

jk
¢:\wp\hfm\waaesd.wrc
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WESTERN ASSOCIATION OF AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION DIRECTORS
1991 Fall Meeting, Grand Hyatt Hotel, Washington, DC, November 10, 1991

Director-at-Large Report
L. L. Boyd

This report covers the time period from the Summer meeting in Santa Fe through last week. | par-
ticipated on your behaif in the following activities that required travel during this period.

7/30-8/1 ESCOP/ECOP, Grand Traverse Lodge, Traverse City, Ml
8/2-4 Social Science Workshop, Kansas City, MO (Chair Sa pm panel)
8/14-16  Users Advisory Board, Madison, Wi with Joint Council
8/26-28 ESCOP Research Planning Group Workshop, Durham, NH
8/29 DAL meeting (a.m.)

9/9-10 ESCOP FY94 Budget Development Group, Washington, DC
9/11-13 Committee of Nine, Ithaca, NY

9/16-17 ESCOP Interim, Hyatt Hotel, San Antonio, TX

9/28-10/4 ESCOP Leadership Development Course, indianapolis, IN
10/7-10 IR-7 meeting, Mark Adams Hotel, Philadelphia, PA
10/16-17 ARl Meeting, Washington, DC

10/17-18 DAL Meeting, Washington, DC

10/19-23  Users Advisory Board, Tucson, with Joint Council
10/23-24 ESCOP Special Initiatives, Washington, DC

i
Research Planning Workshop: McHugh, Dutson, Zuiches will report. Also, you have received and
ranked the research initiatives developed there. We were pleased to have the participation of three
Extension people: Dick Fowler (DE), ECOP Chair; Mitch Giesler, Extension Service Associate Ad-
ministrator; and Bob Crom, ECOP Executive Director. Also participating were from CSRS were: Art
Kelman, incoming Competitive Grants Chief Scientist from North Carolina; Rosemary Grady, Deputy
Associate Administrator for CRGO; Sally Rockey, CARGO; X; Larry Miller; and John Naegele, now at
New Hampshire but still with a part time CSRS appointment. You are aware that the number of
initiatives was reduced from 31 to 19, but still some appear to overlap. | am appending the West
rankings of these initiatives including the average and the range of ranking for each initiative.

ESCOP Meetings: The Summer meeting was held in Traverse City, M! with a half day joint session
with ECOP. The joint session focused on Sustainable Agriculture programs and how ECOP and
ESCOP might work more closely in administering them. Dave Schiegel and Bernie Jones led the
planning effort and much of the follow up since them. You have received the minutes, so | will not
comment further. Also, Jim Drew will report on this meeting. ‘

The Fall Interim meeting was held in San Antonio. You recently have received the minutes, so | will
not comment further either. And Jim Drew also will report on this mesting.

The FY1994 Budget Development Group meeting was held in Washington, DC. A significant step
was made in efforts to cooperate with other Sections within NASULGC. Bryon "Bud” Webb (SC),
ECOP FY 1994 Budget Chair participated in the meeting giving us a perspective of ECOP priorities
and indicating a desire to work closely with us. ECOP’s budget committee had not yet met, so he
could not give us any detail. Bob Crom also participated. John White (VA), ACOP FY1994 Chair
also participated and indicated a desire to work closely with ESCOP. Joe Kunsman, resident
instruction Director at Wyoming, must get at least partial credit for White's participation. Joe had
seen correspondence of mine to Bud Webb and told me ACOP would like to work with us too. The
Group will meet Sunday morning prior to our regional meeting. Colin will report on that meeting and
previous activities.

The FY1993 NASULGC Division of Agricuiture Budget Committee met in Washington, DC on August
9, 1991. The Committee met with Susan Offutt of OMB and with several officials in USDA
including Steve Dewhurst, the Department’s Chief budget officer. |1 had to miss that meeting
because of the close scheduling of other meetings. However, | have continued to work closely with
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Chairman Bob Merrifield in the preparation of tables for use at various meetings. Copies of the most
recent ESCOP tables will be distributed at our regional meeting. You already may have received
some information from NASULGC.

The Special Initiatives Group met October 23-24. 1991 in Washington, DC, so it could interact with
people from other agencies (USGS, EPA and FDA) and staff from the Hill including OTA and OMB. |
was the only representative from the West, who was able to participate. There was considerable
discussion with the agency people about how we could work together to jointly develop policies.
We need the ideas of each of you Directors on how we should about working jointly including the
names of people in the various agencies that you believe would be interested and willing to help
facilitate making it happen. '

Dave Johnson, ASA Congressional Fellow working with Kathleen Merrigan in the Senate Agriculture
Committee office (Chaired by Leahy, VT) indicated that "trust” comes from regular interactions with
congressional members and staff. He suggested that you ask staff what kind of questions they
have about agricultural research. 1'd like to know how frequently you do make contact either
directly in the congressional offices (both DC and local) or by telephone. Dave also said two
disturbing things relative to telephone requests to Director’s (probably he wasn’t quite this specific)
offices:

1) Often gets an unfriendly phone response. | think this is the staff who answer, not the
Directors. You should give this some thought as to your own responses and then discuss it
with the people, who answer your phones.

2) There usually (I think) is a considerable delay in response. It was not clear if he tells the
phone receptionist of the urgency/deadline that he had imposed upon him.

| realize that all of us have too many things to do, but if we expect the staff to work with us, we
need to respond to their needs in a timely way. It's a perception that | thought important to pass
along. Dave also praised Terry Nipp as a valuable source of information. Someone also compli-
mented Terry on his ability to get groups together to dialogue. | put these two comment in here to
indicate my strong support for keeping Terry working with both ECOP and ESCOP. You will learn
more about this at our meeting. | had hoped to have a list of action items from Chairman Jim
Davidson to include, but have not received them. | will transmit them at a later time.

The Leadership Development Workshop was a great success with about 90 enthusiastic par-
ticipants. The Subcommittee is well along with plans for Class 2 scheduled for Indianapolis again,
September 26 - October 2, 1992. Recognizing budget problem in many of our states, | still hope
that each of you will be able to send a participant for Class 2. | encourage those of you, who had
participants, to share the enthusiasm of your participants with Directors, who were unable to send .
participants to Class 1. | don’t know if Jim Seiber (CA-D) and Lanny Lund (CA-R), who both
participated in Class 1, will be in DC, but if so, | encourage them to give you their evaluations. A
Michigan participant, Eileen van Ravenswaay, will be on the Experiment Station Section program.
You will be receiving an announcement letter for Class 2 shortly after the NASULGC meeting. Let
me alert you that enroliment is being made fully open to the SAES, 1890, Home Ec, Forestry and
Vet Medicine communities. The first 100 applications accompanied by a $1,200 fee will comprise
Class 2. Therefore, it is imperative that you make an early decision about sending an applicant, if
you want to be assured of having a participant. | did not totally support this position and will speak
to it briefly during our regional meeting. | have been working with the Class 1 participants to obtain
Internet addresses to assist them in continuing to interact. Some close friendships were developed
that should pay dividends in the future. Chuck Krueger will replace Gale Buchanan as Chair of the
subcommittee in 1992, although Gale will remain on the subcommittee. He had planned to drop
off, but | urged him to stay.

Committee of Nine: The Committee of Nine met in Ithaca, NY, September 11-13,1991 with a field
trip to the Geneva experiment station on the afternoon of the 12th. We also had the pleasure of
touring some of Cornell's excellent biotechnology facilities and briefly in the Boyce Thompson
Institute on the afternoon of the 13. Projects continue to have a hard time making it through on the
first pass. |’'m not certain why, but in some cases, it clearly is AA failure to insist on a quality

2
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product. Revision of the RRF Manual was discussed using a version prepared by a subcommittee.
This will come before C-9 again at its December 5-6, 1991 meeting in Baton Rouge, LA. | have
been working on some "aids" for AAs, Committee Chairs, Secretaries and Annual Report Editors,
but more siowly than | would like. |intend to have these sufficiently well done to take to the
December meeting, if not distributed in advance. | have shared some of the ideas with George
Ware. As soon as they are more complete and polished, | plan to ask some Western region AAs to
give them a trial run.

The NRSP-x, Plant Genetic Resources document was discussed in some detail and cleared for
mailing. Each of your have received a copy of it. A further revision was sent on November 5, 1991
to Regional Research Committees (our RIC), the Committee of Nine and the AAs of the 5 projects to
be included. This will be discussed at our regional meeting in DC. | have agreed to follow through
for C-9 until the NRSP is approved.

Users Advisory Board: The Users Advisory Board has met twice since our July meeting, both times
with the Joint Council, first in Madison, WI in August and in Tucson in October. The Madison
meeting included a tour to the Forest Products Laboratory, discussions/demonstrations of Wisconsin
Extension programs dealing with social problems and forestry programming including the use of
expert systems. It also included a half day session on public reactions to biotechnology deveiop-
ments and use in agriculture.

The Arizona meeting included a one day tour with a stop at the Howard Wurtz farm, which | believe
most of you visited in April and a half day and evening at the Maricopa Center. Colin and his
colleagues put on a good program. | had to miss the last day and a half to go to the Special
Initiatives meeting. The UAB business meeting "featured” Chuck Benbrook, formerly of the
NAS/NRC and Hill staff service, describing what data bases and other information the UAB needed
to be more effective and what he could do to provide them. While it wasn’t explicitly stated, it was
apparent that Marshall Tarkington, probably with Chairman Brundage’s concurrence, has made some
kind of a commitment to Benbrook. Perhaps a bit more on this in DC. | continue to struggle about
how best to get information to the UAB that they need.

Rosemary Grady, Deputy Associate Administrator of CRGO participated in the business meeting and
later in the week spent a day with Colin and other at the Arizona station. This was part of her
Phase Il of the ESCOP Leadership Development program. | will continue to try to work with the
UAB to get them "fully” knowledgeable about SAES/CSRS FY93 budget issues. | hope to find
someone to replace me following the February, 1992 meeting. This would permit the new Liaison
to become fairly familiar with them prior to the February, 1993 budget review meeting.

IR-7/NRSP-3: The full meeting of IR-7 was held in Philadelphia, October 7-10, 1991. Jim Davidson
has a conflict, so | again served as the Senior AA. Roald Lund came for the last two days. Charles
Frink did not attend. | continue to be impressed with the work of this group and the number of
agencies involved. | urge those of you with participating sites to continue to support them. The
opportunities for this group to link with the global change programs and chemicals monitoring
programs are many. | refer you to my handout in New Mexico and urge you to read it again.

Other: As you know Dave Schlegel will become the 1992 Chair of ESCOP and | will serve as the
Executive Vice Chair. | am looking forward to this in my final year. Also, both Kurt Feitner and |
were ask to participate in an 1890s strengthening grant at Virginia State. We will make presen-
tations there sometime in March. They will cover our expenses. | also have been asked to serve on
the advisory committee of MANRRS (Minorities in Agriculture, Natural Resources and Related
Sciences). Some of you are aware that | was heavily involved in minority recruitment during the
late sixties into the mid seventies, while | was at Minnesota. Dr. Charles Magee of Fort Valley State
College, who was one of my recruits from Alcorn State, is the immediate past president of MANRRS
and asked me to serve. | don’t expect it to take a lot of time and should cost WAAESD little, if
anything. | will try to cover anything that | have missed in this message at our regional meeting.
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Oral comments on:
Social Science Workshop

ARI Meeting

| continue to enjoy representing you, and at times wonder why | decided to retire in December,
1992, e.g., during the Leadership workshop. However, I have not been tempted to change my

mind. Thanks to all.
Respectfully submitted,

Lannie Boyd
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REPORT TO
WESTERN DIRECTORS OF AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS
PEST MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES SUBCOMMITTEE
November 8, 1991
Washington, DC

The Pest Management Strategies Subcommittee (PMSS) met in Washington, DC on
September 23 and 24, 1991. Representation from the different working groups was very
good, and each provided a status report. The Application Technology, Resistance
Management, Biological Control and Integration Strategies Working Groups have held at
least one meeting and begun serious planning about their respective roles, budget needs
and strategies. The guiding principal behind PMSS is that the disciplinary working groups
emphasize the development of new and effective practices that the Integration Working
Group could bring together for large scale field testing and verification.

Much of the discussion focused around the Integration Strategies Working Group because
it is the only one that is funded, the current regional IPM programs. It was acknowledged
that research relevant to almost all of the working groups is funded by the current Regional
program and that diversity would continue.

Vivan Jennings presented a very positive statement about future relationships between
Extension and SAES. He noted that Extension does not have regional programs as does
the Experiment Station, but that there may be some things that ES can address this way.
He also indicated that Extension was broadening the disciplinary mix of their Task Force on
Integrated Pest Management (it has been composed primarily of entomologists).

Dr. Mussman presented a joint EPA/USDA 1993 budget initiative on "Integrated
Management Systems for Environmental and Agricultural Benefits.” This initiative
proposes that USDA will conduct research on development, testing, and demonstration of
agricultural production management systems and practices for field and watershed units to
sustain production and maintain other environmental benefits. EPA will will conduct
research on the measurment, assessment, and demonstration of the environmental
response and benefits of alternative agricultural practices and watershed management
techniques.” There was a rather intense discussion of this intiative as it was not clear how
this proposal related to other activities underway.

With respect to the Western IPM program, under the current arrangement, CSRS provides
each region with $10,000 to assist in the review process. According to Ted Wilson, this a
very significant portion of their entire discretionary budget and he feels that funded
programs should be responsible for the reviews. He would like to provide start up
assistance to other deserving programs. | find it difficult to disagree with that position.

David E. Schlegel
University of California
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REPORT OF THE JOINT ESCOP/ECOP SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE TASK FORCE
November 11, 1991

The 1990 Farm Bill has put a new spin on the Sustainable Agriculture (SUSAG) program,
Section 16, Subtitle B. There are three Chapters in this subtitle. Chapter 1 is entitled
"Best Utilization of Biological Applications” and is essence the original LISA program. Itis
very detailed, and essentially put into law the LISA program and its management practices.
It continues to be assigned to CSRS for management. Chapter 1 is a product of a coalition
of a variety of environmentally oriented groups. Chapter 2 is entitled "Integrated
Management Systems"” and is supported by the commodity organizations. This Chapter is
assigned to Extension for management, and there is little or no detail in the Subtitle.
Chapter 3 is a training and educational program, clearly an extension activity, although
there is need for an interface with research.

There has been a general consensus that Subtitle B should be managed as a single
program, even though funding responsibility is shared between CSRS and ES. The joint
ESCOP/ECOP summer meeting focused on this issue and Assistant Secretary Hess made it
clear that it would be run as a single program. Administrators Jordan and Johnsrud
reiterated their support of this position.

The law also establishes a National Sustainable Agriculture Advisory Committee (NSAAC),
with specific representation on its membership. The law is a bit unclear on whether
NSACC has oversight on all three chapters or only Chapter 1. Hess stated at the ESCOP
meetings, that in keeping with the idea of a single program, NSAAC would apply to all
three chapters. '

ESCOP and ECOP have established a task force to develop the operational guidelines for a
single program with funding from both CSRS (Chapter 1) and ES (Chapter 2). This task
force was composed of Zerle Carpenter and Bob Moser from ECOP, Brian Chabot and
David Schlegel from ESCOP, Bill Tallent, Terry Nipp, and Dixon Hubbard from ES and
George Bird from CSRS. Several strawman guidelines were developed and circulated, with
limited input from the outside. Additionally, several related meetings involving supporters
of each chapter were held. In mid October the Task Force met and came up with a draft
that we could all agree upon. This draft has yet to be widely circulated among the various
groups, although there has been limited review.

The Chapter 1 and Chapter 2 proponents are far apart in their views of this program.
Chapter 2 proponents want to keep their program as independent from Chapter 1 as
possible. The latter still suffers from the image of "organic farming” and the meaning of
"low input.” The differences of opinions are deep and intense. -

The task force has developed a set of National Guidelines that we believe will be
acceptable. The task force also developed a set of Regional guidelines for Chapter 1
which are essentially the current LISA program. Chapter |l guidelines have not been
developed in detail and will be developed when funding for Chapter 2 is forthcoming, and
Chapter 2 participants will have a hand in developing them. This was done to make it
clear that Chapter Il proponents would be involved in developing those operational
guidelines. The guidelines adhere to the best of our ability to the letter of the 1990 Farm
Bill.
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Although the detailed guidelines have not been developed, there is a general consensus
that both programs will be run through the Regional Administrative Councils with
membership specified in the law.

With respect to the Western Program, the RFP will be out by the end of November. There
will not be preproposals. The next cycle of funding will be somewhat constrained because
the budget for 92 is flat and commitments to previously approved projects cut heavily into
the funds available. Because we have not received, and therefore not funded, many whole
farm systems projects (and these are emphasized in the law), the Council decided that the
limited funding available through the CSRS Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education
program in 1992 would be focused on a single whole farm systems project. In

establishing this programmatic emphasis, the Council identified a task force to develop a
description and outline of what a whole farm systems project would look like, and how it
should be judged. This task force is interdisciplinary and includes systems science experts.

The EPA program, Agriculture in Concert with the Environment (ACE), will have significant
funding and aithough its focus will also be limited, it will provide more options. ACE is
also expected to participate in certain components of the whole farm systems project.

The USDA/CSRS/LISA program is now undergoing a GAO review. The review has involved
all four regions and as you might imagine, has been very time consuming. Although we
believe that this a basically friendly review, each of the regions has found practices that
need to be corrected. The audit appears to be primarily concerned with the dissemination
of information. Unfortunately few projects have been completed so demonstrating the
products of this effort will be limited.

David E. Schlegel
University of California
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Activity Highlights
for

I've worked with individuals in USDA, Rescarch and Bxtension Directors, and State program
leaders to dovelop and deliver supporting mascrials that demonstrate our activities to protect water
guality. I've met extcasively with Congressional staff and diverse Interest groups. Nontargeted new

project. The following numbers sre in § millions:

Fys9  FY%0 FYsl1  FY92 TOTAL
State Research: 1.8 6.7 80 9.0 255
Extsnaion: 18 52 104 114 285

FrommobeﬂmmgotmeWamQualitypwjedbmm.nbulofsﬂmﬂuoninnewtuud:
have been mede avaflable for university research and extension. Additional water quality moncy has
beea iargeted within the Natiomal Rescarch Initative. Bvery State has benefited from these increascd
funds, receiving ai the very least more than 10 dmes back their assessod Investment in our Water Quality
program and many have roceived back more than a 100-fold retumm.

LEecsLATION

1 worked extenstvely with the Congressional Officc of Technology Asscssment, to review and
contribute to the development of their report: Beneath the Botiom Line: Agricultural Approaches to
Reduce Agrichemical C ination of Groundwatsr. 'This report was written so that it would be
pertineat 10 Farm Bill implomeutation, the Watcr Quality Initiative, the Clcsn Water Act and other waicr
quality debates that wifl occur within the next 10 yeass.

Farm Bill

IwodkodwithBCOP'sBObChﬂsmontthmBill.ﬁomsingonthewmrmmed
components in the Research snd Conservation Titles. 1 met repeatedly with Congressman Fred Grandy,
author of the groundwater Janguage in the Farm Bill, as well a3 with his staff. 1 also worked with the
staff of the House and Senate A%dculmre Committees, as the water guality, sustainable agricultute and
environmental coordination provisions were being sorted out.

Clean Waier Act

Agricultoral sourees of "nonpolnt source” pollution are & major issue of concem in the debates
over the reauthorization of the Clsan Water Act. I've participated in many moetings with divemo {nterest
Emu (over 80 gtr::r are working on this bill). T've armaged for individuals to testify at Congressional

e s; 1've met with Congressional staff to discuss our concéma. P've draftied a "Whitc Paper” and 8
*Briefing Notcbook” to outline fhe interests of research and extension in these
arcas, Congressional staff have expressed a willingness to work with us © develop appropriate
legislative language that addresses our specific concems.

-Pagelof2-
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" some of thelr directorates. 1 was invited 1o speak and pamam
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CONGRESSIONAL REPRESENTATION

Dudngmywdviﬁu,!hwedwelopeddosewom;daﬁmshi with & pumber of
environmentalists, farm groups and in representatives. I have become well knowa to
appropriate Congressional staff, and I am frequently contaoted to provids background infoxmation
and assistance; this assistance ranges from ding background documents to assisting In dnnh:&
speeches and legislative languaga. I have research and extemsion on & brosd array
agricultural and environméntsl topics, some of which are discussed subscquently.

SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE

I'm participating s & member of the Joint ESCOP/ECOP Task Force on Sustsinable Agriculiure, 10
assist in the develo t of USDA’s Guidelines for implementing the sustainable agriculturc component
gubmle B) of the Farm Bill. I've met with members of the Sustainable Agriculture Coalition other

terest oupwmmo%mmwthof‘mmu peovisions. We have also talked sbout
opment of support for new for these provisions,

Foop Sarery aND NUTRITION

I %00k coples of the drafis that wero being develo to reprosent our loterests in food
safety and nuuit‘{on o select Congressional staff for their review u;’:d comments. Thair comments were
used 1o significanty revise thes¢ documents.

ENvIRONMENTAL EbucTion

m&'v:d min ar c&ntact vgith the p:tdlff of the new EPA O@.: gf Bnmenm Education. l';;;&
wo e stalf as ‘ve developod their new programs ‘ve kecp our commun
apprised of new funding opp:yrtunitiel thet this Office \v!r provide.

CrericaL Instrrunionar. DavetorMenTs

I've been monito%vc{)dnclmdy the proposed develo t of Natonal Institutes of the
Environmeat (NIE). The is g proposed 10 sécure WOKC ng for eavironmental esearch and
cdu:iagto;, but conld :iun:‘t”il some wsftructu i ol’l current fanding mccg;iism As Mg'm also
mo very close! pusage of legislative to elevate w0 Departmental status,
Reoenteoiu&pmmms betwecy n senior Democrats and Republicans — and the fact that an election year is at
hand — led o the Scastc passing sppropriste langusge in October. T is quite poesibic that a US.
Department of the Envitoument will be in place by the summer of *92. There may be direct implications
for some of our research and education programs.

InterNaTIONAL EnvironmenTAL IssuEs

I've been monitoring the developmeat of the UN Coanfereucs on the Environment and
Development, t0 occur in in 92, 1 yoviewed the US. book for the Conference an
submitted comments to the U.S. delegation, I was invited 0 cipate in the founding mesting of the
World Sustainsble Agronitural Assoclation, held ot the United Nanons. I've becn asked to serve On
i fn a conference on Water Quality in
mrm series o develop an agricultuml

Central and Esstern Burope, The conference was part of &
soil evosion la Central and Eastern

research and education mogram o address IPM, water quality
Furope. 1 was sponsored by USDA/OQICD.

Grorar, SysteMs

Iwﬁciptb;diuautiuofmeoﬁnglweonsldcrthe_developmt of the Natlonal tural
Weather Information System, authorized in the 1990 Farm Bill. As well, I've beea in ar contact
with USDA staff as global models and mma are being developed, Including the Terrestrial Ecosystems
Regional Research and Analm laborutory. I've been monimr%gsﬂi;‘dcvelomt of the
Consortium for International icaoe Information Network (CTESIN). received $ 900,000
out of the ARS Global Change budget in the FY92 appropriations. [I've met regularly with individuals
working with the Consartium, o discuss how these funds wight be wisely utilized.

«Page20f2-
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Fxtension: Environmental Pro

Summary of Possible Activities and Budget: CY92
Introduction

RCOP and ESCOP face dramaiic suviroumental policy aod budget challeages &
the Dext soversl yeam. A sories of possible “scenario's® have been developed to
respoad to these chatlenges. Thess Scenarios butkl on the model provided by the
‘Waler Quality project; Dr. Terry Nipp and bis firn would be coutracted for these
activisios, This 2 page document provides a sammary of possibls levels of activity
and theic sssociated budgets. More detalied documents bive bows provided 1o the
ECOP snd ESCOP Chwira. In each of the following Scanacios, primary and secon-
dary activitics are identified. The relstive omphasis oo topict ¢sa be
mmm.mmwmmwwumv.:
Quality Project in CY91, with 8 total of $ 108,016, Received assessments for CY91
weze caly $ 85,700, a0 cxpeaditures wre Alieady ¢woteding fncome., The *$ / Direce
tor” pravides an estimete of the assessment cost 1o each Bxperiment Station and Stae
Extension S¢rvice respectively. Tho "Lovels” sce entimates based on the 4 diffarent
classes of assessment fhat are lovied by NASULGC.

o BAKa TS -
[ iy S

D D_ iy X or o
PUPTORVRY § .

Scenario 1

1n this Scenario, Dr. Nipp continues 10 work oo s own, without staff support.
The incre20¢d asscssment required for Bodget 3 is § 58,387, However, since tho
current assessment does not cover actual costs, the incresse over the CY91 budget
is $ 36,071. This increase covers the costs of Ds. Nipp senting up offices and
operations complately independent af NASULGC, as required.

Clean Water Act :

omgdmmmmmmmwhmm
of the CWA will continue. A position paper sad notebook will be distributed o
Directors and Congressional staff, Dr. Nipp will monitor sad work with Con-
greasional staff on the development of approprisie lagislative langusge.

Water Quality ,

Rfforts to secure funding for the Water Quality Iaitistive will be soaled down,
However, Dr. Nipp will work with Dircciors sud program lesders o domionsirase
to Congressional staff the results of receat Waser Quality investments.

Extension | Resoarch

Scenario 1 s cssentially a continuation of tho current Witer Quality peoject,
withomt aignificant increases in time avallable 10 address new Injtistives. Accord-
m.mmwmmmbymmmmm
remain as it is currently.

Footnotes 6. $/Director: Estimated cost for ench
Research and Extcasion Ditocix, ro- 11, Rspreseatstios: Includes travel, work-

1. Base Budpet: Expeuscs for 1990, opastivaly. shops, special publicstions, cto.

2,  ComuulantServices: Toal, coverssal- 7. Lovel: Aascssnonts ase Jovied st 4 Jov- 12. Adjustments: Includes NASULGC
ary, benefits, office costs, eic. els. memn-dnhh-
NASULGC: Towl, coatof peocessing 8 Persomnel: Total peronne] 0o, rep—

4. Travel: Tosal budget for travel. foent cOsis, CpBEALian SoNS, &IC. 13. :‘-" Amount of inaeasse Over pre-

5. Total Cretiln1990weregresterthan 10, DCasa % of TPC: Direct costs asa ng bodget.
saacasawnt of § 90,200, pecent of total personnel costs (per~

«Pago L0212~
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Scenario 2

Scennrio 2 for a stff asslstant to work with Dr, Nipp, which will free up
a substantial amexmt of his time and allow him 10 cover 2 beoader array of issucs. The
aciivities listed below arc in adedition tn the sciivities listed In Scenario 1. The

Wmmnmzmmmmm-mpormuwnu
mmmammgmwwnmmm
ooats. .

Sustainable Agricaltural Systemns -

A major effart would be made to sssist in developing ad support for new
peogram respoosibilities defined in the 1990 Farm Rill, Tkis 16, Subtitie B, including
mmhwmwwmmwhmm

Addtional Activitles

AMM.WWSWMM&M
among our crvironmental effiorts, Efforts 10 incresss
funding for Pest Mahagement and Waste Management would be supported, Devel-
opmmaEPA’sommdwm will be manfiored.

Rxtension | Research : v

Resoarch activities will ecapbasize Chapter 1 of the Farm Rill, as well 23 8 basio
Jevel of foc Pest Management concerns, Bxiension activities will emphatize
Chapters 2 3ad 3 of the Faem RN, as wall a8 affonts to suppoct Wasto Management,

~ Seenario 3

Sceaario 3 provides for 8 stal 3590ciate, in addition 10 # #tef? assistant, This sesociste
would be someone with aignificant Flill experience. For azample, the corrent ASA
Congressiongl Fellow might be available. He has coosidessble expecience wocking for
e Senate Agriculture Committes, inchuding work on appropriation lssues. A staff
mod»ewouldmhkpoumcwmmgohgpmjminmm,uwenu
copand the pumber of projects that are addressed. The activitics listed below are In
addition to the activities listed in Scenarion 1 and 2. The additional costs in Budget 3
resuli from providing for this staff sssocisto, ’

Pest Control Strategies

A major effort would be made o assist in securing support for the array of programs
lavolved in Pest Control Strategics. FIFRA legislation would be maonitored cloacly,

Food Safety :

umormqumuumwmmmmnmmmamm
promote £0od safety, incloding consumer oducation efforts.

sdditional Activiti

We will moaitor #ud respond 10 rwsarch and extension concerns in the wess of
Biotechnalogy a5 well a3 Organk: Certification und Labeling. Wo will also moaitor
evelevation of USEPA 10 departmental siatos. Pertinent developments leading up to the
reauthorization of the 1998 Farm Bill could be monftored and reported to approjpxiate
Ongizs.

Extension | Research

Exicraion sctivities witt emphasize support £0r tratning, outreach snd deales education
to address pests; as well, support will bo sought for Food Safety, including consumer
education and risk communication. Reseurch activitiea will inalude much stronger suppoct
for the Pest Control Strategies project; 8 well, acreased support for Foos! Safety research.

- Page20f2 -
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- Budget 2
Ponsormel? $ 97,000
Fringe Benefits (30%) 29,100
Direct Coss? $7,3400
DCasa % of TPCY (69%)
Representation’! 13,200
| Adjustments™ 17,744

| Incrasse over Budget 1 371,777
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Experiment Station Committee on Orgenization and Policy

Expariment Station Section
The Division of Agriculture
National Association of State Universities and l.ana-Grant Colieges
ESCOP
CHARLES R. KRUEGER For reply, please address:
Chalr

229 Agricultural Administration

November 7, 1951 The Pennsylvania State University
University Park, PA 16802

TEL (814) 865-5410
FAX (814) 863-6152

Dr. Kenneth R. Farrell

Vice-President and Director

Division of Agriculture and Natural Resources
Agricultural E iment Station

University of California

300 Lakeside Drive, 6th Floor

Oakland, CA 94612-3560

Dear Ken:

You will recall that at the last Division of Agriculture Board Meeting in September, 1
raised the question of how the Division Legislative Conmittec was preparing for the 1995
Farm Bill. As a follow-up, 1 asked Terry Nipp to prepare 2 “thought piece" on the topic.
Attached are some ideas for youf consideration. I'noted that you will be discussing this
subject at the Division Board meeting, Sunday night.

It would scem appropriate to convenc 2 group to determine by the end of this year,
how the Division is going to bandle this oppormn}%; In the opinion of ESCOP, we must
be more proactive than we have been in the past. This will take additional staff capacity
and resources, and a more coordinated approach than we had for the 1990 Farm Bill. Iam
hopeful that the Division will take the lead in developing an action plan. ESCOP and
ECOP will be discussing the 1995 Farm Bill at our joint breakfast meeting op Monday
morning.

If you have any questious, please call me. Thanks.
Sincerely,
Charles R. Krueger
Chair, ESCOP

Amachment

cc. D, J. Matthews (w/attach)
J. W. Cowan (w/attach)
D. E. Schlegel (w/attach)
R. B. Fowler (w/attach)
B. M. Jones (w/attach)
Research DALs (w/attach)
R. L. Crom (w/attach)
T. L. Nipp (w/o attach)
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Tur FarM BiLL

Preparing for 1995
- November 7, 1991 -

Background

Environmentel, sustainable and oonsumer - interest groups were significantly
involved in the development of the 1990 Farm Bill. These groups acquired expericnce as
they worked on components of the Conservation Title ln 1985, Their interest and
{ovolvement expanded considersbly in lmmwhtheCmsewlﬁmudtheRmch
Titles. They formed working coalitions and began meeting regularly to formulate policy
and strategies 2 years before the reauthorixation debates on the 1990 Farm Bill officially
got under way. Incomeqmce.theyhadaaigniﬁcantimpadonlanguageinthe
Conservation and Research Titles.

These interest groups bave not gone away. They have learned significant lessons
and their working networks and coalitions can be easlly reactivated. While they are not
yet weeting formally to discuss the 1995 Farm Bill, they are monitoring the
implementation of the 1990 Farm Bill very carefully, They are already introducing new
language that includes the companents that they did not get in the 1990 Famm Bill; as
well, they are already proposing regulatory languege in other bills, based on their
dissatisfaction with how the 1990 Farm Bill is being implemented.

It is fully sppropriate for public intetest groups to display this high level of interest
in any acena of legisiation, It is wise, howevar, for the Land Grant community 10 be
equally aware and prepared. Even assuming the best of intentions by interest groups, they
may not adequately understand the agricultural research and education sysiem.
Consequently, unuecessarily awkward and clumsy mandates may be wafted, if Research
and Extension ate not prepared to monitor and assist in the development of reasonable
legislative language. In the past, the Research Title was considered sufficiently esoteric
and unintezesting to allow our commumity the chance 1o develop preferred language in
relative obscurity, Now, we must be prepared to tespond 1o the new level of attention
and involvement by outside interest groups. '

Developing Issues

Thete are a broad array of issues and events that are unfolding that will have 2
direct impact on the development of the 1995 Farm Bill. Obviously, how the 1990 Farm
Bill is irplemented will be a crucial issue. During the 1990 Farm Biil debates,
eavironmentalists “cut a deal” with the Homwlmre Commistee. Baslcally, the
eavironmentalists accepted a more voluntary, ves-based approach instead of a more
mandatory, regulatory approach to some farm management issues. However, the
environmentalists feel that USDA is purposely wying to delay and do\::ﬁlty the

-Page 1 of 4 -
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r muhmmwwmwmmfwth-pewdvedrdumot
the agricultural comrmupity o deal directly with noopoint sources of pollution. Wherever
we end up on the 'volunmy—to-mandmry' continuum, there will be direct impacts on
agricaltural ressarch and education. The programs wo develop, how we develop them,
andhowzheyueﬁndodwﬂlbeaﬂectedbythomulsof:hesedebam.

OMFmBminuuuoahobdngmumloped- There is a great deal of
attentlon being paid to ous research priority setting A bill to prohibit federal
fundinsfotmmchouhetbiddemmm:ﬂdw be surfacing quickly. Bills have
already been introduced that will prohibit development and export of prohibited pesticides
to otber pations, as well as language to incresse mopitoring and inspection activities.
mwdmmdpmmmasdmmmwmwa
agricultural development programs. More stringent pesticide and mutrient record-keeping
requirements will develop. Thedevdopmunoiprommandmdmtbemnmto
addressbiouchnologynfotyandalmnaﬁvempsmbmc\oulywmhed. As well, a
number of reseatch a0 od\mﬁonismthatwmewmdmthecomﬂm'rm-ua
being meonitored, including: the development of the Council on Environmental Quality
within USDA, water quality offorts, the development of farm management plans 10
address environmental concerns, and even global climate change.

A Response Strategy

In earlier days, the Land Grants could wait to address Farm Bill issuss unul the
year of the Farm Bill. This was reasonable and appropeiate. However, the involvement
of the outside interest groups bave changed the “rules” of the game; in fact, they've
chmgedwhon,wheremdhowthe'w'hgoingtobeplayed. The point Is, that if
outside interest groups ar® prepared to work on Parm Bill language that will dizect bow
the agricultaral rescarch and cducation communities do their business, can We afford not
being equally propeared?

ltmaynotbenewmiobeglnatnll "campaign” pow, but it is necessary that
Resea:chandnxtensionb'ginhylngthegoundwakwwsothatwemmdywbmthe

pr L]
Service. Si antponlomofthclanguagolmodueedbythelnmestgroups were
included in the 1990 Farm Bill. In 1995, they are likely to be even better prepared and

ThcundGranbmaywishtopmma'gndﬂmd' strategy. We can begin to
monitor ongolng events now, ien “ramp up® our level of response as appropriate.
Several activities might be considered, The first 3 activitles could be conducted during
the coming year, the 4th activity could be initinted in a year.

"Debriefing Notebook”

As the Land Gramis prepared 10 address the 1990 Farm Bill, It was difficult to

<Page20f4-



were difficult to locate. nwudiﬂlwltwreoonsmmohheleswnhahadm
previously learned. While issues are still reiatively fresh, it might be wise 10 creaic
compilation of the reflections of the individuals that were invelved In the 1990

along with supporting documents. 'Agppropriate individuals could be asked to respond
2-3 pages. ConsreoﬂondsmﬂandUSDAmﬂcouldﬂwbeshedw i

resource could greatly accelerate the activities and the effectiveness of the Land Grant
members that uemlgnedtoworkontbelmmrmBﬂl.

Commitiee Assignment

At present, there is a joint ESCOP/ECOP commities to assist in the development
of the USDA plan to implement Subtitle B (Sustainable Agriculture). It may be wise to
create a broader od hoo ccmmittee that simply monitors the implementation of all relevant
companents of the Consetvation and Research Titles. This group could advise appropriate
chairmen of the need to respond to specific issues as they develop. For example, since
Subtitle G (Altern-tlve Crops) has recelved appropriations, we will want to make
recommendations for the development of the Alternative Agxicultaral Research and
Commercialization Board, as well as monitor the implementation of the research
provisions of the Subtitle. In addition to serving in an *early waming" capasity, such an
ad hoc group would be in place to pass along to the 1993 team an excellent background
on some of the major issues that they will need to be prepared to address.

Topical Issues Staffing

Currently, ESCOP and ECOP aro contracting with Dr. Terry Nipp and his
company to assist in the development of the Sustsinsble Agriculture componeats of the
Farm Bill. It would be effective 1o dedicate some pottion of thelr time to monitoring
developments pertinent to the 1995 Farm Bill, including sssisting in creating the
*Debriefing Notebook" and working with the appropriate ad committees, Dr. Nipp is
already a member of the committes reviewing the Sustainable Agriculture implementation
plan. He could report to the appropiste Committee chairs on the Farm Bill as events
unfold. 'We could increase our level of commitment to preparing for the 1995 Farm Bill
each year, as is deemed appropriate; as well, new sctivities could be suggested and

ursued as we get closer to 1995, Thacﬁﬁmllssuchtomkasmethatthereiswme
avel of time dedicated to monitoring events now, 80 that we when we are prepared to
expand our activities, we will be adequately informed and pr ed 1o act. Given Dr.
Nipp’s involvement in Famm Bill implementation issues, it would be effective to involve
him {n these *carly phase” activities,

Preparation of Supporting Materials and Language

During the 1990 Farm Bill development, USDA and a major environmental
coalltion came out with theit respective background documents on the Farm Bill in
Februsry, 1990, Congressional staff responded to these documents 38 being necessary
*cover” pleces and looked for the corresponding legisiative language that would be
proposed. Congressional staff were surprised that neither side was prepared to come
forward with specific language. This was a result of 8 number of events, However, a
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eagage in the previously described activities, We will want to odit and revise these
documu,uptothehstmomem.bmwomustbemdytocomeomﬂtht.hmthe
momennbeyaremedadorthnlreﬂectlvmmdrdevmwmbamaﬂyndmd. The
cxistenceofthuedoannemwmmwmtomovequieklyandeﬁecﬁvelywith

ional suﬂ,andmistinthedeve!opmunohmmgq negotisting position with
diverss interest groups.

Two Next Steps

. Theﬁmdedsionthatmustbemde.iswhethetanotwoarewmuobeglnthe
Womxstbegin,mw.ifwahopetogetourpmomaandwﬂviﬁuln
placemw'hanwehaveinthepw.

. Sccond.wemedwdeddothe'!evel'awhwbwomtoprooaed. Action may be
taken at the Division level, or it may be relegated to ESCOP and ECOP. Elther
mummyboapprowhu.bmadechlmmtbemdenow so that the
npproprlate"nextmpl'mbeukzn.

-Page 4 of 4 -
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DRAFT

Position Announcement

Director—at-Large, Western Association of Agricultural
Experiment Station Directors

SITUATION

LOCATION

RESPONSIBILITIES

The Western Association of Agricultural Experiment Station
Directors (WAAESD) is seeking an outstanding administrator for
the position of Director-at-Large. The WAAESD has responsi-
bilities for regional research, for assessing needs for
research in the region, for coordination of research among

and between the states of the region and for coordination with
the USDA research agencies operating in the region. The
WAAESD also is responsible for cooperation and coordination
with the Experiment Station Committee on Organization and
Policy (ESCOP), and through ESCOP, with the Experiment Station
Section and the Division of Agriculture in the National
Association of State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges.

The Director-at-Large will assist the Experiment Station
Directors in accomplishing the above and other responsi-
bilities.

This position will be located at one of the Experiment
Stations in the Western region. The present Director-at-Large
office is located at Fort Collins CO. The specific location
of the office of the new Director-at-Large is to be negotiated
in consultation with the candidate and WAAESD.

The Western Director-at-Large is an employee of WAAESD

and is directly responsible to the Chairman and Executive
Committee of the WAAESD. Duties and responsibilities will
relate to both national and regional issues and will include:

1. Providing a continuous mechanism for the advancement of
the Western regional research efforts through more
effective liaison between states within the region,
between the West and other regions, and between the West
and the federal research and funding programs.

2. Gathering, analyzing, and summarizing research infor-
mation within the region for use by committee repre-
sentatives of the Western regional directors to such
organizations as the Committee of Nine, ESCOP, and
subcommittees of ESCOP.

3. Interpreting national programs for the region, with direct
solicitation of regional goals for program planning and
budgeting. Coordination of Western regional goals with
those of other regions.
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Position Description

DIRECTOR-AT-LARGE, WESTERN ASSOCIATION OF AGRICULTURAL
EXPERIMENT STATION DIRECTORS

The Western Director-at-Large (WDAL) is an employee of the Western Association of
Agricultural Experiment Station Directors (WAAESD) and executes assignments and
requests from the WAAESD membership. The WDAL is directly responsible to the WAAESD
chairman and executive committee. WAAESD members are Directors of the State
Agricultural Experiment Stations of Alaska, American Samoa, Arizona, California,
Colorado, Guam, Hawaii, Idaho, Micronesia, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon,
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. The office of the WDAL is a formally organized
instrument of the regional association of the Western state agricultural experiment
stations.

The office of the WDAL was created to expedite coordination of research efforts (1)
among the state stations within the western region; (2) of the western region with
the other three regions; and (3) of the state agricultural experiment stations with
USDA research agencies, other federal resesarch agencies, and industry research
programs. It operates in conjunction with and supportive to (1) CSRS (which has
legal responsibilities for administration of the Hatch Act and other federal-state
legislative research programs); (2) ESCOP (the official Experiment Station Committee
on Organization and Policy) and its duly organized subcommittees; and (3) the
regional association of state agricultural experiment station directors. The WDAL
serves as the pleasure of the WAAESD. '

uT R :

Responsibilities include staff support for the leadership of the regional
association, maintenance of records, development of data sets and information
summaries, participation in regional planning activities, and provision of advice
and counsel, particularly on matters that extend beyond the region. Except in cases
of newly appointed directors, the WDAL is rarely called upon to assist with
administrative matters within individual stations. From time to time the WDAL will
be asked to interact with USDA research agencies on behalf of one or more stations,
and makes congressional contacts. ’

The WDAL also represents his region, and the SAESs generally, in work with a host of
other organizations. In general, the WDAL seeks to represent policy positions of
his association, may identify and suggest policy choices, but does not make policy.

In all dealings, the WDAL is a representative of the WAAESD. Interaction with the
federal government is generally through ESCOP. The regional associations and ESCOP
encourage liaison with important commodity groups, trade duties and responsibilities
related to both national and regional issues and include services or assistance to
ESCOP, WAAESD members in carrying out national or regional assignments, and federal
agencies, particularly with the Cooperative State Research Service (CSRS) and other
USDA divisions, provide liaison activity with national farm organizations, commodity
groups and associations, and agricultural industries.
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Duties and responsibilities will relate to both national and regional issues and .
will include services or assistance to: Experiment Station Committee on Organization
and Policy (ESCOP), WAAESD members in carrying out national or regional assignments,
and provide liaison activity with national farm organizations, commodity groups and
federal agencies, particularly with the Cooperative State Research Service (CSRS)
and other USDA divisions.

WDAL will maintain a familiarity with current research programs, facilities,
objectives and needs of the individual Western State Experiment Stations; will
promote relevance and excellence in research; facilitate and strengthen cooperative
relationships; serve an advocacy role regionally and nationally. WDAL will provide
leadership in the development and management of Western regional and sub-regional
research programs, and in regional and national research planning and coordination
activities.

WDAL will work with other Directors-at-Large, keep abreast of events and actions
nationally and regionally that affect or impinge upon WAAESD members, and
communicate pertinent information to WAAESD members for their consideration.

QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE: The incumbent must possess: an earned doctoral
degree, preferably in a field of agricultural science; a demonstrated competence in
agricultural research; successful leadership experience in a state agricultural
experiment station or an equivalent agricultural research organization; good
communication skills, both speaking and writing so as to communicate effectively
with people at all levels. '

APPLICATIONS: A1l interested persons are encouraged to submit an application. The
vita should include education, training, employment, honors and awards, professional
memberships, and bibliography. Include names, addresses and phone numbers of three
references and a statement of reasons for interest in the position. Send
application and materials to:

Thayne R. Dutson, Director

Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station
Oregon State University

Strand Ag. Hall 127

Corvallis OR 97331-2201

Each University involved is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity employer.
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DAVID PIERPONT GARDNER OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

President Division of Agriculturc and Natural Resources
KENNETH R. FARRELL 300 Lakeside Drive, 6th Floor

Vice President-Agriculture Oakland, California 94612-3560

and Natural Resources

November 7, 1991
WESTERN DIRECTORS

RE: Proposal to Establish a "Western Biotechnology Consortium: Agriculture and the
Environment"

In recent months, the three agricultural campuses within the University of California
system have had discussions with several agricultural industries (commodity groups, seed
companies, food processors) and corporate representatives about the prospects of
establishing a consortium to focus on biotechnology applications in pest management.
These initial discussions have broadened into a program for the western region. In order to
test that concept we organized a small planning meeting including representatives from
Washington, Oregon, Hawaii and Arizona which was held on October 24, 1991
(participant list attached). The recommendation from that meeting was to extend the focus
of the consortium to include all biotechnology applied to agriculture and bring the enclosed
draft proposal to the Western Directors to assess potential interest from all states in the
Western Region.

If there is sufficient interest amongst the western states to mount the effort and seek
funding via a USDA-CSRS Special Grant for this consortium, the planning group suggests
that the next step would be to hold a one-day Workshop in early January where
representatives from each interested state and potential corporate and industry members
could come together, finalize the text and scope of the proposal, and plan the strategy for
obtaining the funding for a Special Grant to establish this consortium. There are particular
aspects of the organization of the Consortium which would have to be discussed and
agreed upon at that Workshop. Tentative plans are to hold the Workshop in the proximity
of the San Francisco airport the week of January 13th, 1992.

For the present, my office can serve as the collection point for comments and responses
from the states as to the interest in moving forward with this proposal.

Sincerely,

Fomnaitt, 2. Fametf

Kenneth R. Farrell

cc. Phase I Planning Committee
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Western Biotechnology Consortium: Agriculture and the Environment

October 24, 1991 Phase I Planning Committee Participants

University Participants

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

HAWAII

OREGON

Leland S. "Sandy" Pierson
Department of Plant Pathology
University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ 85721

George Bruening

Center for Engineering Plants for Resistance
Against Pathogens

University of California, Davis, CA 95616

Brian A. Federici
Department of Entomology
University of California, Riverside, CA 92521

Susanne Huttner
Systemwide Biotechnology Research & Extension
University of California, Los Angeles, CA 90024-1570

Peggy G. Lemaux
Department of Plant Biology
University of California, Berkeley, CA 94710

James M. Lyons
Center for Pest Management Research & Extension
University of California, Davis, CA 95616

Samuel "Sam" Sun
Department of Plant Molecular Physiology
University of Hawaii at Manoa, Honolulu, HI 96822

V.V. "Van" Volk

Associate Director

Agricultural Experiment Station

Oregon State University, Corvallis, OR 97331

Dan Arp
Department of Botany and Plant Pathology
Oregon State University, Corvallis, OR 97331
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WASHINGTON David F. Bezdicek
Crop and Soil Sciences
Washington State University, Pullman, WA 99164

Corporate Participants

Abateni Ayanaba

Manager, Biological Sciences
Del Monte Foods

Walnut Creek, CA 94598-2458

Steven S. Balling

Manager, Pest Management Programs
Del Monte Foods

Walnut Creek, CA 94598-2458

Barney Gallagher

Director, Biological Research and Development
SANDOZ Crop Protection

Palo Alto, CA 04304-1104

Donna H. Mitten

Director, Product Development
CALGENE

Davis, CA 95616
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11/7/91 draft

Western Biotechnology Consortium:
Agriculture and the Environment

SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM
The Critical Need to Enhance U.S. Competitiveness . . .

The future growth of the economies of the Western states and the nation
depends primarily on our ability to sustain technological leadership in the
world in all sectors, including agriculture. A major component of America's
agricultural success story has been the development and implementation of
new technologies to boost production and conserve resources. Due to
increasingly limited resources at home and fierce competition overseas,
American agricultural must rapidly implement new scientific and
technological discoveries to improve production and make efficient use of
land, water and energy.

. . . And Accelerate the Transfer of Research Innovations to Industry

The U.S. agricultural industry must accelerate the integration of rapidly
emerging scientific and technological advances in biology, genetics and
engineering with more classical agricultural approaches. By application of
these biotechnologies in concert with traditional agricultural technologies, it
is possible to develop plants genetically engineered to withstand
environmental and biological stress, plants with improved quality and
unique or new plant products, animals with highly increased nutritional and
reproductive efficiency, alternatives to chemical pesticides, and decreased
food losses through more efficient postharvest technologies, and the
production of biodegradable and/or renewable products from plants.

" BIOTECHNOLOGY'S OPPORTUNITIES

Biotechnology is broadly cited as an important economic development vector
by state and federal governments, alike. Biotechnology has a long history and
refers to methods of using plants, animals, and microbes, either wholly or in
part, to produce useful substances or improve existing species. The new
biotechnology includes the newer techniques of recombinant DNA, gene
transfer, embryo manipulation and transfer, protoplast fusion, plant
regeneration, tissue culture, monoclonal antibodies, and bioprocess
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engineering. Taken together, biotechnology is a truly interdisciplinary
science, that integrates new and classic research tools in developing
innovative products and agricultural management strategies.

Many of today's emerging technologies will have an immediate and
increasing impact on agricultural research and on the production, processing,
and marketing of food and fiber. Some of these technologies will find their
most important roles in agriculture as supplements to traditional research.
Production efficiency in the decades ahead will come to depend more on
biological innovation than upon traditional resource inputs. Through
biotechnology, agricultural scientists will expand their abilities to manipulate
mechanisms which govern the metabolism, growth, and development of
plants, animals and microorganisms.

CAPITALIZING ON THE WESTERN STATES' INTERNATIONAL
PROMINENCE IN AGRICULTURE AND BIOTECHNOLOGY

The Western States occupy a unique position in the U.S. food and fiber
production system - supplying up to two-thirds of all the fruits and vegetables
consumed (as well as the major share of exports). The Western States not
only provide the major source of vitamin nutrition but contribute to the
quality of our nation's diet - the production of food that adds variety, the
pleasure derived from different flavors, different textures, and appearance -
all of the factors that contribute to the pleasure of eating and the quality of life
we enjoy !

The Western States also occupy an internationally prominent position in the
development and application of biotechnology. The Western States have a
wealth of public and private university resources in biotechnology programs
and have more than one-third of the nation's biotechnology companies.
They are in a unique position to develop both the new knowledge and new
technology vital to capturing the promise of these biotechnologies to enhance
agricultural production and at the same time conserve the natural resource
base. These industrial and university strengths provide an institutional
setting favorable to developing and linking advances in fundamental
knowledge to ongoing applied research programs and technology
development. In collaboration with industrial sponsors, the public and
private university scientists have the opportunity to address research and
development in areas of biotechnology that can significantly improve a broad
range of agricultural problems.

Benefits from scientific advances will find rapid application along broad
fronts of agricultural and environmental research and production. Success in
the application of the new biotechnology research requires integration of the
new discoveries in basic sciences into the traditional agricultural research
disciplines. The existing basic disciplines and production disciplines within
the Western Agricultural Experiment Stations provide an advantageous
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situation for applying advances in biotechnology to agriculture. This
combination of institutional scientific expertise and private sector product
development capabilities provides the requisite potential for interrelated
programs of basic and applied research, technology transfer capabilities and
ultimate development of useful products and germplasm.

THIS PROPOSAL - A UNIVERSITY -INDUSTRY CONSORTIUM

The initiative proposed here recognizes increasing challenges facing U.S.
agriculture and the promise of biotechnology for advancing the Western
States' agriculture while enhancing and protecting the environment and
natural resource base. It links the region's world class academic and
industrial resources in an ambitious effort to enhance the nation's
agricultural industry. More important, it creates an effective mechanism for
more rapidly moving creative research ideas into the private sector for
commercial development. The benefits of this strategic partnership are
many, including innovative and safer new technologies to strengthen the
U.S. agricultural enterprise, higher quality and more nutritious foods for
American consumers, and enhanced environmental quality.

RESEARCH AGENDA

* Develop alternative environmentaliy safe biotechnologies for
control of plant and animal pests and vectors of disease,

» Expedite the development of biotechnological methods for plant and
animal improvement.

¢ Develop new uses for, new products from, and enhance the safety of
harvested plant and animal products using biotechnology.

* Develop bioremediation technologies to remove pesticides and other
agricultural toxic compounds from soil and water.

FUNDING FRAMEWORK

The purpose of this proposal is to seek a USDA-CSRS Special Grant to
provide federal funds to support the activities of the Consortium. The target
for funding is $10 million annually. These federal funds must be matched at
least 1:1 with non-federal funds. The Principal Investigators are responsible
for securing matching funds commitments for proposed research projects.
Specific matching fund commitments are not required until the time full
proposals are submitted to the Consortium for funding. The match may
come from industry, state or local government, foundations, universities, -
etc.; but a significant portion of the match must come from industrial sources.
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ORGANIZATION

* Membership  University Members
(prospective)

University of Alaska, Fairbanks
University of Arizona
University of California
Colorado State University
University of Hawaii
University of Idaho

Montana State University
University of Nevada

New Mexico State University
Oregon State University
Utah State University
Washington State University
University of Wyoming

XXXXX
XXXXX

Laboratory/Research Institute Members
(prospective)

Plant Gene Expression Center
USDA-ARS and UC, Albany, CA

Los Alamos National Laboratory
Los Alamos, New Mexico

XXXXX
XXXXX

Corporate Members
(prospective)

Calgene
Davis, CA

Del Monte Foods
Walnut Creek, CA

SANDOQZ
Palo Alto, CA

XXXXX
XXXXX
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» Corporate
Membership

* Membership
Dues

* Membership
Responsibilities

s Fees for Non-
Member
Companies

46

United States companies with an interest in
agribusness and an interest in supporting the
research goals of the Consortium. A company shall
be considered a U.S. company if it has major
research and/or production facilities in the U.S.

A corporate membership fee structure is proposed
which would provide funds to help support the
costs of the Consortium and enable the Consortium
to fund various research activities. These annual
dues would be set at $5,000 for all member
companies with gross revenues of more than $1
million and $1,000 annual membership dues for
those with gross revenues of $1 million or less.

The responsibilities of member companies will
include assigning a representative to the
Consortium, reviewing preproposals within the
requested time frame, attending Consortium
meetings, and providing input into the
Consortium research agenda.

University member responsibilities, in addition to
carrying out the agreed upon research projects, will
include the expeditious processing of grants and
agreements, facilitating the interaction and
technology transfer between University and
corporate members, and providing an annual
report of activities related to the Consortium.

Non-member companies providing matching
funds for Consortium research projects may
choose to join at the regular rates or pay an
ddministrative charge of 10% of total project cost
(USDA funds plus all matching funds).

ADMINISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT

¢ Secretariat

Business policies for the Consortium will be
established by the Secretariat, a group composed of
university, federal laboratory, and corporate
members. The Secretariat sets guldelines for
proposal review, approves review panels, and
makes final decisions on funding approved
projects.



11-07-1991 12:01 9167526004 uc IPM

DRAFT

* Contractor The day-to-day management of the Consortium
will be conducted through one of the participating
universities which would act as the contractor and
fiscal agent.

* Executive An Executive Director will be the principal

Director administrator, managing the Consortium business
affairs and coordinating the grants program and the
technology transfer program. The Executive
Director also consults with an the Advisory
Committee on opportunities and needs the
Consortium might address.

* Advisory The Advisory Committee, composed of individuals

Committee representing government, farm communities,

educators, and the public will provide information
and insight on agricultural biotechnology
opportunities, of needs and issues.

COMPETITIVE GRANTS PROGRAM

The various steps which would be instituted to facilitate the process for
research project competition are as follows:

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Step 4

When decisions on federal funding are known, Request
for Preproposals are sent to Consortium member
university and laboratory/research institute )
representatives.

Eligible preproposals received by the Consortium are
submitted for industrial review. Consortium member
companies review preproposals for potential company
interest and industrial application. Companies are asked
to indicate possible interest in providing matching funds.

A Consortium screening committee studies the industrial
reviews and selects the preproposals with the highest
rankings from the most companies. Those Pls are invited
to submit full proposals.

Eligible full proposals are submitted for peer review. Peer
reviewers are selected from among names of academic
scientists in institutions outside the participating western
universities and laboratories which are suggested by the
investigators, The reviewers evaluate the proposals for

P.08



11-07-1891 12:02 9167526004 uc IPM P.10

48
DRAFT
Intrinsic merit of the research, the ability of the
investigator(s) to carry out the research, and the adequacy
of the facilities and equipment.
Step 5 The Secretariat considers the industrial reviews, the peer

reviews, the matching funds information, and available
Consortium funds, to make the final selection of projects.

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS

Intellectual property rights reside with. the individual institutions
which administer research projects. Patent rights, licenses, and
royalties are negotiated between the specific companies and research
institutions involved. The policies and practices of each research
institution will govern the terms of agreement and the nature of
negotiations. The Consortium assumes no role in controlling the use
of intellectual property.
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WESTERN DIRECTORS MEETING-NOVEMBER 10, 1991

Whitefly Briefing (Bemisia tabaci)
Seymour D. Van Gundy, University of California, Riverside

A newly introduced "poinsetta" strain of the sweetpotato
whitefly is devastating desert agriculture in California,
Arizona and New Mexico. Already growers in the Imperial
Valley have disced more than 95 percent of the $22 million
fall melon crop. Broccoli, cabbage, carrots, cauliflower,
and lettuce are likely to go the same way. By spring,
agricultural officials predict that crop losses will mount to
$200 million in Imperial County, California alone. Outside
the Western Region, Texas, Florida, Mississippi and Georgia
are all reporting serious whitefly infestations. The problem
also extends into Mexico. Since 90 percent of the nation's
fall and winter produce is grown in the southwestern deserts,
consumers across the country will ultimately feel the effect
of the sweetpotato whitefly.

For the past 10 years an ad hoc Whitefly Task Force has
fostered joint research and collaboration among researchers
from California, Arizona and the Agricultural Research
Service. These researchers worked together effectively to
manage the earlier "cotton" strain of the whitefly. Since
the introduction of the new "poinsetta" strain, the Task
Force has expanded its membership to include Mexico and has
increased its activities to develop a multi-faceted research
program to combat the poinsetta strain. The Agricultural
Research Service at a meeting in Atlanta October 24 and 25
proposed developing an action plan in cooperation with all of
the above states to focus its resources on this problem. The
impacts of this special problem are social as well as
economic and have attracted considerable political and
national visibility. Agricultural industry groups are
organizing to secure local and national funding.

Action: There is a critical need for a coordinated, multi-
state, multi-agency plan for dealing with the sweetpotato
whitefly and for directing resources on this emergency. This
situation has similarities to the National Initiative for
Russian Wheat Aphid research that the Western Region
participated in a few years ago. I would like to urge the
Western Directors to take the leadership in creating a
Regional Research Project or Coordinating Committee on this
problem to develop a National Initiative with funding through
CSRS. By Jjoining expertise and resources on a national
level, we can mount a far more targeted and, hopefully,
successful campaign to combat this serious insect pest.



