Meeting Minutes

NCERA 197

Agricultural Safety and Health Research and Extension Coordinating Committee

September 8, 2008
Conference Call
Attendees: Dennis Murphy – Chair (Penn State); Marshall Martin – Administrative Advisor (Purdue); Brad Rein (CSREES NPL); Bob Aherin (Illinois); Bill Field (Purdue); Dee Jepsen (Ohio State); John Myers (CDC-NIOSH); Mark Purschwitz (Kentucky); Carol Lehtola (Florida); Bobby Grisso (Virginia Tech); Aaron Yoder (Penn State); Connie Baggett (Penn State)
The meeting was called to order at 2 p.m. (Eastern Time) on September 8 by chair Dennis Murphy with a welcome and participants introduced themselves.  One topic, the next steps beyond the white paper, was added to the end of the agenda.
Recap of NIFS Workshop
There were over 40 people that attended the workshop. The white paper process was well received by the group. Five presentations were given on the process and topics in the white paper. The group was then broken up into small groups to identify missing topics and to prioritize the recommendations. Few additional topics were identified. Most of the comments were related to the clarification of topics. The results of this workshop were summarized by Dennis Murphy and are discussed in the next section.
Comments on Suggestions from Reviewers and Workshop Participants
A summary of the comments from reviewers and the NIFS workshop was distributed by email to the committee members for discussion. The first set of bullets submitted by Carol Lehtola was discussed and Bobby Grisso agreed to review the items listed as “not resolved” in this section. John Myers will review the second set of bullet points and suggest changes to Murphy. This section spurred a discussion on the need for standardized data collection. Mark Purschwitz will review the third set of bullet points and suggest changes to Murphy. The seventh bullet point in this section led Grisso to raise the point that tractor cabs are designed for rollovers at field speeds and not at new higher highway speeds. The manufactures are defending this point with the example of semi-trucks. Murphy will review the final two sections of bullet points and make revisions. The topic of land use planning came up in this discussion. This includes the rural/urban interface, signage development and the education of land use planners.
The rankings of the priorities in research, standards, education and policy were not discussed at length, but it was decided that committee members will submit their rankings to Murphy by October 27th for summarization and addition as a topic of discussion at the next meeting.

Steps/Procedures for Finalizing White Paper
A new draft of the white paper will be prepared and distributed before the November meeting. This draft will be widely distributed. The revisions from the NIFS workshop from Myers and Purschwitz need to be to Murphy by September 29th. Murphy will get the next draft out by October 6th. All comments and ranking of priorities are due to Murphy by October 27th. A subsequent draft will be sent out the week of November 10th for review before and during the November meeting.
Once the white paper is finalized, the first step in dissemination will be to post it to a website. Then, email and electronic media will be used to attract potential users of this information to the website. Many potential avenues were discussed including: USDA/CSREES, eXtension, FLAGsafe, NASD, Land Use Planners, NHTSA (Field will find a contact), AEM (through Darrin Drollinger), and DOT (through Rein). Committee members are encouraged to send contact information for the wider audience to Murphy.
The question was asked if photos should be included. The consensus was, “not at this time.” They may be helpful for some audiences, but additional documents could be produced from the white paper that may include photos.

It was decided that the text “as of 1995” should be included in the title of Table 2, and that it is beyond the scope of this project to update this table.
The question was raised if Anabaptists should be discussed in the paper. Little discussion followed. However, the point was made that it was relevant to many of the concepts of this paper. Field will write a paragraph on this topic and have it to Murphy by Sept. 29.

It was decided that any specific case identifying information should be removed. The example was given of the Kansas City case.

Field will send a link to Murphy for updated NHTSA data for 2007.

A question was also raised if we should include non-work related hazards such as hay rides and agritainment. Field will write a paragraph on this topic and have it to Murphy by Sept. 29.

The Doty & Marlenga (2006) study was questioned, specifically the data collection method. Murphy noted that this issue has been dealt with my removing their conclusions since the last draft. 
The term sighting in research recommendation 1.a. was questioned. The term visibility might be more understandable.  
Logistics for November Meeting
The November meeting will be from noon on the 20th until noon on the 21st in Washington, DC. Brad is working on the location.
Next Step beyond the White Paper

The current NCERA group is authorized until 2010. The question was raised, “should the group go to new topics or move on the current white paper.” This will be a topic of discussion at the November meeting.
Final Comments and Wrap-up
Martin thanked the group and complimented the Committee on its activity. He said the Committee needs to think about positioning itself and what direction to take after wrapping up this white paper.

The meeting adjourned at 3:40 p.m. (Eastern Time).

Respectfully submitted,

Aaron Yoder
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