2005 NCA-1 Meeting Minutes

January 18-20, 2005

Des Moines, Iowa

Participants Attending:  


Stephen H. Anderson - University of Missouri


Craig Beyrouty - Purdue University


 Douglas Buhler - Michigan State University


Lowell Moser - University of Nebraska


Steven Fales - Iowa State University


Dale Gallenberg - South Dakota State University


Preston Jones - USDA-CREES/NRE


Stephen Ventura - University of Wisconsin-Madison


David Mengel - Kansas State University


Clay Sneller - The Ohio State University


Brian Klubek - Southern Illinois University


Albert Schneiter - North Dakota State University


David Sylvia - The Pennsylvania State University

Darrell Nelson - University of Nebraska-Lincoln


Robert Sharp - University of Missouri

Convener:  David Mengel

1. Introduction

2. Agenda (Overview/rides)

3. Presentation by Preston Jones (National Program Leader - USDA/CREES)

· Budget situation in Washington for 2004-2005 - slightly up in research, status quo for extension.

· In general, CREES budget came out pretty well; substantially up in NRI - $164M→$181M.
· Increases have been difficult to obtain.

· Strings attached with NRI increases.  IFAS is dead.

· This year's increase is supposed to be used in the spirit of IFAS.

· Still inadequate funding to address critical needs in Agriculture.


Preston's Philosophy:

· Very divergent opinions on how funding should be determined; i.e. Danforth report.

Concern A:

1. Put all resources in grant competitive process

2. Others want dollars put into Hatch Formula Funds.

· These two camps have resulted in Ag getting less money to   


support research.

· There is a lack of vision for Ag research by Ag leadership.

· Getting less support from rural communities.

Concern B:
1. Lack of accountability to those writing the checks (Federal Government)
· Must provide legislators feedback in a timely manner.

· Where are dollars spent and what are they being used for.

· CREES has not been able to respond on critical issues to show where funds go to address issues like Soybean rust.  This will become more important as dollars become tighter and more competitive.

· Lag time in CRIS system.

· 419 reports?  Must bet those in on a timely manner.

Bower Point on Air Quality by Ray Knighton

· Ammonia and odor concerns and regulations

· Ammonia levels up in U.S. in mid country.

· Ammonia is classified as a hazardous substance.

· Any discharge of NH3 > 100 lbs falls under EPA and falls under a superfund category.

· Most large scale feeding operations will fall under this category.

· Must deal with waste from concentrated feeding to reduce NH3 emissions.

· New NRI Air Quality Program ($10M since 2003)

· National Workshop on Agriculture Air Quality in 2006.



USDA would like this group to discuss aspects of soil testing with regards to 


NH3 loss.

Darrell Nelson

(Attachment)
A.
Must come to Washington with a focused program nationally in order to receive 
additional Federal dollars.

· Must identify current critical issues on a national priority to get the additional dollars

· Hatch has not increased even with lots of effort from SAES/USDA.

· Special grants growing because of unmet needs.

· D.N. →  increases in Hatch 5 years ago was used for competitive internal grants to fund projects that followed Federal priorities.  Dollars used as seed to help develop competitive ability to Federal grants.

· ~ 200 to $220K/year to fund ~ 5 projects.

B. NC 500 Series (funded projects):  rapid response process.

· Allows us to respond quickly to critical issues like soybean rust.

· Multi-state collaboration:

· Two Experiment Directors say they want a project quickly, can write up a one page project, send in, get feedback from other states for participation.

· Designed to have a two year life span.  Then is written as full project.

C. National Institute for Food and Agriculture

· Four Senators wrote bill to establish NIFA

· Follow recommendations of Danforth Report.

· Danforth Report

· $200M/year for 5 years building to $1B

· Will be part of NSF

· Huge potential for ↑ funding.  But as part of NSF will be ___ basic research.
· Why under NIF?

· May e able to ↑ NSF budget rather than Ag.

· Does not address practical research needs.

D. This committee is now NCAC-1



NCR-13 = NCCC-13 or NCERA-13



NCT-11 = NC Development Committees (NCDC-1)

NIMSS
· Needs changes in access if want feedback from members to these committees.

· Need access to Administrator Advisors reviews

· 1 of 2 ways to approach:

A.  Nikki pull all stuff together and sent it out, or
B.  Provide access for each of us.
· Dave Mengel will write an email to Nikki to improve the system.

Project Reviews
NC 202 (NC Temp 1823) → Need Appendix H

· No Form Yet

· S.F. went through hoops.  But flags.  Last objective is modeling effort but no one on list is a modeler.

· Lowell

· Doug

· Disappointed in proposal.  Did not build on past science.  Seems to pick up on two new weed species.

· First two objectives not very different from what was done in past 15 years.

· Try to link weed biology with economics in a decision aid model.  Not done.  Trying to link with existing model = WEED SOFT.

· Not clearly identified someone who is a modeler.

· Using information in decision support mode is Achilles heel.  Not making much progress.

· Done pretty well in researching biology of weeds.

· Not done well in decision-making.  Not doing something new.

· Did not acknowledge that Round up Ready is important to understanding of biology.


Recommendations:



Make changes:

· Better justify biological work.

· Identify who will connect with WEED SOFT

· Justify how impacts decision making.

Moved/Seconded by NCA-5:  Approved to give recommendations to Craig.

NC 205 (Temp 1961) - Management of Corn Borer

· Old project around a long time.

· Group has been very active in setting refuge requirements in Bt corn.


Mengel - 

· Administrative advisor recommends approval

· No major concerns by Mengel

· Not lots of verbage discussing Extension/Outreach because Dave knows this group.

· Lots of publications and many were extension.

· This committee addressed the Monarch Butterfly issue

· Recommends approval.


Dale Gallenberg -
· Do have economists and other disciplines with Ento and this is good.

· Building on past accomplishments, but looking at new issues.

· Recommend approval.


Specific Recommendations:

· When Dale has a no.

· Defer to Dale's review.


Accept with minor revision.


Moved/seconded:  Approved

NC-7
· Funding?

· Might address how individuals have received dollars to support efforts of germplasm preservation/enhancement.

· Three sources:

· USDA

· Iowa State

· North Central Region

· Recommendation:

· To continue with normal revision.

Moved/Seconded:  Approved

NC 1142  
Bob Sharp

· Encompasses most of basic P.S. experts in nation.

· Difficult to provide mid-term report.

· Started in 2002

· Report submitted twice in 2003

· Annual meeting in 2003 and in 2004, but no report.

· Last annual report had poor minutes mentioned when next meting would be and that annual meeting from last time had poor attendance.

· These P.S. scientists are quite good and interact anyone.

· 2002 report:  (no report since October 2003.

· Website would be established - wasn't done

· Multi pronged outreach plan = does not know if happened.

· Training programs??

· No reports; no administrator advisor reports.

Recommendation:  Approved project with revision.

Motion/Second Bob Sharp's recommendation:  Approved.

NCERA 184
Al Schneiter and Jimmie Richardson (not here)
· Dale Gallenberg - reviewed last week in another committee and received good comments.
· Under collaboration (#2) - lot's of multi-state activities.

· Under information exchange, committee does good job communicating among selves, but should take next step at producer level communication.

· Motion

· Recommendation:  Approved

NCR 84


D.S.
Only thing that appeared was an '02 project.


DM
Sound minutes from '03.

· Needed to get industry representation but did not have it in 2002.

· No reports since 2003.

· No administrative advisor report.

· Recommendation

· Motion:  Seconded/Approved

NCERA 103

· Using non-conventional products.

· 2002 and 2003 minutes are up.  2004 minutes not available.

· Dave Mengel is administrative advisor

· Committee has been sued a couple times and has been told not to include much information

· Compendium will go on line.

· Recommendation:  Approve with normal revisions.

· Motion/Seconded:   Approved

State Reports


Data Needed:



Organize data on number graduate students/major, number graduate mentors, 


dollars spent per graduate students.

