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1. Call to order by acting chair – Isis Mullarky 

Dr. Mullarky, NE-1028 vice chair assumed the roll of acting chair at the request of the project chair, Dr. Pam Ruegg who was unable to attend the meeting. 


2. Approval of 2007 minutes - The minutes were circulated in the fall of 2007 and are available on the web.  Additionally, copies were made available at the meeting. Larry Fox moved to approve the minutes as circulated and Herman Barkema seconded.  The motion passed unanimously.  


3. Introductions
a. Herman Barkema - University of Calgary
barkema@ucalgary.ca
b. John Barlow - University of Vermont

john.barlow@uvm.edu
c. Daniel Scholl – University of Montreal

daniel.scholl@umontreal.ca
d. Sheila Andrew – University of Connecticut
Sheila.andrew@uconn.edu
e. John Middleton- University of Missouri

middletonjr@missouri.edu
f. Isis Mullarky – Virginia Polytechnical and State University

mullarky@vt.edu
g. Ruth Zadoks – Cornell University

rz26@cornell.edu
h. Ken Leslie – University of Guelph

keleslie@ovc.uoguelph.ca
i. Steve Nickerson – University of Georgia

scn@uga.edu
j. John Wenz  - Washington State University
jrwenz@vetmed.wsu.edu
k. Larry Fox -Washington State University 

fox@wsu.edu
l. Alfonso Lago
-University of Minnesota
alago@umn.edu
m. Stephen Oliver- University of Tennessee

soliver@utk.edu
n. Greg Keefe-
University of PEI

gkeefe@upei.ca
o. Christina Petersson-Wolfe- Virginia Polytechnical and State University cspw@vt.edu
p. Anne Lichtenwalner- University of Maine 
alicht@umext.maine.edu
q. Ian Hart – Connecticut



ian.hart@uconn.edu

r. Ynte Schukken -Cornell University 

yhs2@cornell.edu
s. Bill Owens- Louisiana State University 

wowens@agctr.lsu.edu
t. Sarne Devliegher, Ghent University

sarne.devlieghre@ugent.be
u. Sofie Piepers. Ghent University


sofie.piepers@ugent.be
v. Ian Dohoo, University of PEI


dohoo@upei.ca
w. David Kerr, University of Vermont

david.kerr@uvm.edu
x. Bruce Schultz, Kansas State


bschultz@vet.ksu.edu
y. David Wilson, Utah State



david.wilson@usu.edu
z. Stephen Nickerson - University of Georgia
scn@uga.edu>
aa. Carol Hulland University of Wisconsin

cmhulland@wisc.edu ·

4. Comments by Dr. Ian Hart Administrative Advisor
a. Dr. Hart reported that he was very pleased to act as Administrative advisor to the organization.  The project has a strong reputation within the USDA and the outgoing advisor (Dr. Kirklyn Kerr) provided an excellent reference for the work of the group.  Dr. Hart acknowledged the contribution of Dr. Kerr and USDA-CSRESS representative Dr. Gary Sherman to the success of the program.  Additionally, he passed on Dr. Sherman’s regrets that he was not able to attend the 2008 meeting.

b. The 2007 rewrite was successful (creating NE-1028) over a 5-year period and therefore from an administrative standpoint the next major reporting period will be the midterm project report due in 3rd year of the NE-1028 project.
c. Dr. Hart reiterated that the NE-1028 minutes and annual report summarizing each station individual reports will need to be input into NIMSS within 60 days. Barbara Kolb [barbara.kolb@uconn.edu] and Rubie Mize [rgmize@umd.edu] are available for assistance with these aspects of reporting.  
d. Dr. Hart provided an update on the current state of funding programs within USDA. In general the news is good. Changes that were made to the Hatch multi-state funding programs will not affect NE-1028.  While the appropriation for 2009 is uncertain the Farm Bill has been passed. The Bill no longer contains authorization for general national research initiatives, but instead focuses on priority areas under an Agriculture and Food Initiative.  Two of the priority areas relevant to the NE-1028 are Food Safety and Health and Animal Production.  The total budget for this activity is in the $700 million range. 
e. Discussions are underway at the federal level to create a new “National Institute for Food and Agriculture”.  The new institute would be patterned after the National Institutes for Health model, but would be separate from NIH.
f. Dr. Hart asked for questions or concerns, none were brought to his attention.


5. Multi state research projects.

a. There were no specific joint projects to report on in the current year.

b. Discussion was held about the need to document all publications that were generated through the NE-1009 project and other MRW activity.  
i. Specifically, publications developed out of the heifer prepartum mastitis therapy project and associated evaluation of antibiotic resistance post partum 
ii. Publications associated with work on speciation of CNS
iii. Publications on standard laboratory procedures to speciate streptococci

iv. The work of Dohoo et al on the definition of IMI including the conjoint analysis conducted in 2007 and reported on in 2008. 
c. Other Potential Projects 
A discussion was held on the value of collaborative projects. Areas of interest that were discussed included collaborative work on mammary gland immunology and standard protocol setting for mastitis research laboratories.
6. List serves

a. A discussion regarding the use of the listserve system was held.  There are currently 2 listservers (MRW-L and MMRP-L).  The MMRP-L is available only to official members of the NE-1028, whereas, the MRW-L is more widely available. Ynte Schukken serves as the manager for both of the lists.  Some reservations were expressed regarding expansion of the role of the listserve. Specifically, there was concern that the system should not be used for general consultations and communications like AABP-L.  Generally, members felt that the volume of email might be too burdensome. It was decided that the MMRP_L system will be used for NE-1028 business only.  The MRW_L will be available for more general communication, with the above guidelines

7. Reporting

a. In past years each partner institution was responsible for providing a multipage document outlining their activities in the previous year. This is no longer a requirement of the USDA.  The new standard is a more streamlined report, the format of which will be forwarded to all members after the meeting. After some discussion, it was decided that the shorter USDA format will be the only reporting system that NE-1028 requires of its members.

8. Membership

a. A discussion of the requirements for new members, both domestic and international was held. International members are welcome but are not listed in the website as official NE-1028 participants. Isis Mullarky will clarify the roles of international members and will forward that information via email.  Additionally, the process regarding sponsorship of new domestic members was discussed.  The rights and obligations of participant institutions will also be clarified by Isis and forwarded to the membership.

b. Members who do not submit the required reports are removed from membership rolls. 
c. Those present were asked to view the NE-1028 website to ensure that their membership had not lapsed.

9. Election of New Members –
a. Three names were brought forward for new domestic membership:

i. John Wenz
, Washington State University jrwenz@vetmed.wsu.edu
ii. Anne Lichtenwalner, University of Maine alicht@umext.maine.edu
iii. John Barlow, University of Vermont jbarlow@moose.uvm.edu


All three individuals were admitted to membership unanimously 

b.  One name was brought forward for new international membership:

i. Ruth Zadoks, University of Edinburgh, 
Dr. Zadoks was admitted to membership unanimously
10. Election of New Officials-

a. Christina Petersson-Wolfe was elected as incoming secretary and will moderate next year’s Mastitis Research Workers meeting.
11.    Discussion ensued about the presence and absence of many members of the Multi- State Research Project
12. CAP Awards 

a. There was broad exchange on the issue of CAP awards. Current animal protection projects are PRRS, Johne’s and Avian Influenza; all projects are eligible for two 4yr terms.  Dr. Hart suggested that there may be new opportunity for CAP funding as the current projects mature and new funding cycles begin. 

b. Stephen Oliver emphasized that if the group were interested in CAP that the time to start discussing it was right now. 

c. There was a discussion regarding how broad or narrow CAP proposals need to be. Bill Owens suggested a program centered on antimicrobial resistance (AMR) and milk production (including treatment for mastitis) might be appropriate. There is a perception that udder health therapy programs are an important cause of increased antibiotic resistance.  Development of AMR monitoring systems for organisms from the cow and her environment might play an important role in any such project.

d. Stephen Oliver suggested that successful CAP projects require networking with others with interest in the filed (AMR or other). He asked if AMR was listed as a priority for the CAP program.

e. Ynte Schukken suggested that combining databases on pathogens from a network of associated laboratories would be a good resource. Ynte also suggested that the CAP priorities are set in consultation with a wide range of parties.  If MRW wanted to get involved with the CAP program, AMR or other potential areas of focus should be brought forward to the decision makers with a lobbying effort.  He agreed to provide members with information on a previous proposal and to identify the steps required in the lobbying effort to get the message of MRW heard in the process.
13. Next meeting dates and location
2009 MRW meeting – The vote held during the scientific session was reviewed. Three sites were put forward: Chicago, Atlanta and Belgium.  The majority vote was to return to Chicago.  Isis Mullarky and Christina Petersson-Wolfe will investigate the possibility of Atlanta for future meetings.  
14. Other - none


15. Adjournment of business meeting: Isis Mullarky (Acting Chair) adjourned the meeting and retained the gavel as the incoming Chair.
