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MONDAY 
April 9, 2018 

Time Topic 
 Travel 

5:00 – 7:00 PM Registration (Schooner Foyer) 
7:00 –9:00 PM Reception (Cutter) 

 Hospitality / Discussion Time – Soundings 
 

TUESDAY 
April 10, 2018 

Time Topic 
7:00 – 8:00 AM Breakfast – Schooner Foyer 
8:00 – 8:15 AM Housekeeping Announcements & Welcome  

8:15 – 10:00 AM Discussion – EPB Members Only – Schooner I 
8:15 – 10:00 AM APHIS PPQ Meeting – PPQ lead –Schooner III 
8:15 – 10:00 AM CBP Meeting – CBP lead- Schooner II 
8:15 – 10:00 AM HIS Meeting - Clipper II 
8:15 – 10:00 AM CAPS Meeting –Clipper III 
10:00 – 10:30 AM ~ Break ~ 

10:30 AM – 12:00 PM EPB Business Meeting – EPB Members Only - Schooner I 
10:30 AM – 12:00 PM APHIS PPQ Meeting – Schooner III 
10:30 AM – 12:00 PM CBP Meeting, HIS, CAPS Meetings – Schooner II, Clipper II, Clipper III resp. 

12:00 – 1:00 PM Lunch - Cutter 
 

 Session Moderator: Gary Fish, Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation & 
Forestry -  Schooner 

1:00 – 1:30 PM Welcome, Chris Logue, President Eastern Plant Board, SPRO New York 
Department of Agriculture and Markets 
State Welcome, Kirby C. Stafford, CT Agricultural Experiment Station, Chief 
Scientist, Entomology Dept. and State Entomologist 
 
Notes: CT is the 3rd smallest state; 4th most urbanized state with 30% of land urban; 
16th most forested state; lots of urban forests, 1.8 million acres of forest cover, 29 
state forests, forest cover is primarily oak-hickory. Predictions of climate change will 
make tree cover even more important. Ranks 3rd in New England for farm sales. Ag 
industry is nursery, greenhouses, sod production, dairy. There are 37 licensed 
wineries, and the state produces 20,000 gallons of maple syrup. Fruit and nut farming 
makes up about 50% of agrotourism; have 43 poultry and egg producers. 
 

   



 

1:30 – 2:30 PM Spotted lanternfly – survey and protocols: Panel presentation  
 Dana Rhodes, Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 

Notes: Survey is a multi-pronged tool. There is a formal regulatory survey. Also, 
inspectors are required to do survey of 5 Ailanthus trees at the locations they visit. 
This survey helps have confidence in negative data across the state. See a 
concentration of SLF in the southeast corner. Use Outreach as a survey method. SLF 
is readily identifiable and can use the public in survey. High level of accuracy, but 
leopard moth is the insect most frequently misidentified as SLF. 
 

 Chris Logue, New York Department of Agriculture and Markets  
Notes: Different perspective. Do not have known established populations of SLF. 
Had a regulatory incident in Delaware County, NY with a single dead SLF in a load 
of pill bottles. Pharmaceutical industry is highly regulated. Some concern with the 
detection of this in such a regulated environment – what is happening in an 
environment with less oversight? Using Unified Command structure with DEC – 
approach: Develop response plan, targeted survey of commodities and trucks, and 
outreach.  

 
 Faith Kuehn, Delaware Department of Agriculture 

Notes: Had received stone from the PA quarantine area as identified in a trace 
forward effort. Have been surveying that site. Know from VA’s experience that 
populations may be below detection threshold. Had a photo submitted of a dead SLF 
in DE. Found a dead female SLF was submitted for DNA analysis, and found to be 
consistent with SLF from the PA infestation – supports that this is from the same 
initial introduction as PA. A challenge with SLF is that it is such a good hitchhiker. 
On outreach material, using #hitchhikerbug. Another photo submitted of an SLF on 
a heritage tall ship that stopped in DE before heading to MD. Emphasizing outreach. 
Have surveyed 174 sites, haven’t had a hit yet on a SLF population. Have revised a 
fact sheet for SLF. Will have information posted on the videoboard at the local 
minor league baseball stadium during games.   

 
 Joe Zoltowski, New Jersey Department of Agriculture  

Notes: No known established populations, 3 regulatory incidents: dead adult SLF 
found in a car, 1 in a box of apples at a retail location, eggs on a cut Doug fir 
Christmas tree from the quarantine area, nymphs hatched out in a home. Worked 
with USDA to mitigate the incident. Focusing on the effects in the travel corridor. 
Looking for life stages on Ailanthus, have a response plant. Lots of outreach 
because of the value of public in detections, making handouts for each commodity 
group, have established a hotline, and an email account to which pictures can be 
submitted.  

 
 Kim Rice, Maryland Department of Agriculture 

Notes: Located between PA and VA, so a lot of interest. Have a website, pest alert, 
outreach material; plan on hiring contractuals to help with survey work. Survey this 
season, plan to focus on the 3 counties that border PA. Key part is outreach: 
presentations to industry groups, media interviews. As it is an easily identified pest, 
want to work with groups like DOT and other partners.  

 
 John Crowe, USDA APHIS PPQ [pdf] 
 Open discussion 

   



 

Time Topic 
2:30 – 3:00 PM Pathogen Update Speed Round 

 P. ramorum Betsy Randall-Schadel, USDA APHIS PPQ [pdf] 
 Oak wilt Chris Logue, New York Department of Agriculture and Markets 

Notes: First NY find in Glenville in 2008. Two local residents with science 
backgrounds submitted multiple samples for diagnosis for oak wilt. Lots of negative 
results. Finally got a positive result. Leaf out occurring naturally, and then leaves 
would drop following expansion. This has primarily been addressed as a forest 
health issue by DEC rather than as a regulatory issue by NY Ag & Markets. 
Response has included tree removals, root pruning, fungicide treatments. Have also 
found in multiple locations in Suffolk County, as well as in Brooklyn. Seems to be 
sporadic in location, and contained. Not certain how it is moving. Work, including 
by the Cornell Diagnostic lab, is continuing on testing and sampling procedure. It is 
a challenging pathogen to study and understand.  

 
 CWR Vicki Smith, The Connecticut Agriculture Experiment Station 

Notes: In 2008, CT had a large problem with CWR. Regulatory protocol requires 
destruction when this disease is found, but the industry regards it as a quality rather 
than regulatory pest. In 2012, there was a CWR summit about what to do. Challenge 
is that this is a pathogen which is impacting industry simply because it is a 
quarantine pest. In Feb. 2018, APHIS completed an economic analysis of CWR 
program and is planning to meet with PPQ management team as to next steps. 

 
 Dickeya Ann Gibbs, Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation & 

Forestry 
Notes: No states are actually regulating Dickeya, but many have tolerance for black 
leg. In 2017 ME field inspections only had one lot over the tolerances for black leg 
and it was removed from the certification program. Two additional tested lots were 
within tolerances, but higher than growers wanted, so growers voluntarily removed 
them from the certification program. Still testing for blackleg, but incidence is 
decreasing. In 2016, there was a 23% positive rate, in 2017 that decreased to ~6%. 
Maine Coop. Ext. hosted a research and management program on Dickeya and soft 
rot of potatoes. Europe has been responding to Dickeya for decades, and experts 
were invited to the program. Able to provide a long term perspective. Highlights are 
that a testing protocol has been standardized, labs are working together, and 
conditions need to be warm (80 F +) with sandy soils for symptoms to express. It is 
difficult to model spread. It is a bad idea to plant or harvest in wet conditions and a 
good idea to avoid surface irrigation. It is a challenging pest to regulate, and should 
be regulated at the genus rather than species level. Need to be able to collect more 
real world data from growers. There is a need for adequate training opportunities for 
staff in seed certification programs. NPB sponsored a training opportunity in WI in 
2017 that had a field component and a lab component. The training was funded 
through the Farm Bill, and participants came from several states. 

 
3:00 - 3:15 PM ~ Break ~ 

   



 

3:15 – 3:45 PM SANC / GCP / BMP updates: Taking BMP’s and verification systems to the 
next level 

 Dana Rhodes, Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture  [pdf] 
 Laney Campbell, USDA APHIS PPQ [pdf] 

3:45 – 4:15 PM Hot topics: Pollinator Issues, emcee Vicki Smith (victoria.smith@ct.gov) to 
submit photos / discussion points 
Each state should contribute a couple of hot topics about pollinators in their states  
Notes:  

 ME’s DOT website has a Design and Propagation manual about Maine 
native plants for roadside restoration. Highly recommended. There has been 
an increase in incidence of American foulbrood. There are training 
programs to train veterinarians to do apiary inspections in order to be able to 
dispense antibiotics. Concerned about native pollinators including the rusty 
patched bumblebee. Yellow banded bumblebees seem to be making a 
comeback.   

 CT’s pollinator act treats homeowner applications of neo-nics as restricted 
use. Requires all beekeepers to register, since the 1920’s. Get pushback 
from beekeepers, but accentuate the positive – disease protection factor, 
knowledge about use of pesticides, land preservation.  

 MA legislature has proposed a neo-nic bill. Apiary registration is 
mandatory. Mostly hobbyists in the state only a few that do commercial 
pollinator services. Lots of calls about bee kill and pesticide applications. 
Apiary inspector worked with Pesticide inspectors to vet calls and establish 
a protocol to determine which calls should be elevated to respond to. About 
half of calls can be determined to not be related to pesticide applications. 
For calls where there is a concern, the apiary inspector goes with the 
pesticide inspector. 

 DE has had challenges with beekeepers not wanting to register. Recently 
sent letter to beekeepers relating to need to register and consequences of not 
registering. Have a grant proposal to support training for beekeepers and 
those interested in beekeeping. Putting together a pollinator story map for 
DE State Fair. Have a lot of pollinator habitat in the state, worked with a 
poultry farmer on a SARE grant to put in pollinator plantings between 
poultry houses. 

 NY has several apiary / beekeeping related programs. Have seen more 
American foulbrood. Used to only see a few cases a year, recently up to 
72, with majority reported by the beekeeper. Usually when do the 
inspection, find additional colonies on the premises with American 
foulbrood. Beekeepers are concerned about American foulbrood, so they 
want to register their apiaries. Cornell has a program for improving 
beekeeping, working with about 35 beekeepers. After inspect hives and send 
samples for testing, work with beekeepers to increase or improve upon their 
best management practices. Beekeepers may not be caught up to new 
techniques and technologies to keep bees alive and need training to reduce 
the number of colonies that die.    

 
   



 

4:15 – 5:00 PM Hemp Sampler: A panel discussion on hemp products being prepared for 
market 

 Joe Zoltowski, New Jersey Department of Agriculture 
Notes: Have a program on paper, but does not currently have an active industrial 
hemp program, as such, no products are available. 

 
 Chris Logue, New York Department of Agriculture and Markets 

Notes: Does have an IH program, in year 3. In first year only 10 licenses issued and 
limited to research institutions. By year 3, the program is more liberal. NY does 
allow for CBD products. There is an interesting regulatory discrimination being 
made between medicinal marijuana and industrial hemp CBD products. Lots of 
interesting research trials into industrial hemp products like protein powders, 
natural-fiber based plastics, battery technologies. NY does not allow for vaping of 
CBD oils in e-cigarettes.  

 
 Mike Arnold, West Virginia Department of Agriculture 

Notes: In 4th year, but 3rd growing season for industrial hemp. In first year, had 10 
approved licenses, in 2nd year there were 20, in 3rd year have 1,394 acres with 
industrial hemp production. There are 4 import permits to bring in industrial hemp 
seed from outside of the country. As far as products, initially it was fibers, textiles, 
hempcrete, etc. A few growers have been stockpiling their stems for fibers because 
the market has not materialized. Now, a focus is on seeds in order to make topicals. 
As this continues, it becomes more complicated, and there is the potential for it to 
become heavily regulated, at which point the profitability will diminish.  

 
 Gary Fish, Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry [pdf] 

 Dinner On Your Own 
 Hospitality / Discussion Time 

Hospitality Room Hosted by CAPS - Soundings 
 
 

WEDNESDAY 

April 11, 2018 
 

Time Topic 
7:00 – 8:00 AM Breakfast – Schooner Foyer 

Session Moderator: Joe Zoltowski, New Jersey Department of Agriculture - Schooner 
8:00 – 8:30 AM View from the National Plant Board [pdf] 

Ann Gibbs – NPB President, Director, Animal & Plant Health Division, Maine 
Department of Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry 

8:30 – 9:00 AM View from the PPQ Field Operations, Raleigh Office [pdf] 
Carlos Martinez, USDA APHIS PPQ  

9:00 – 9:30 AM CBP Update [pdf] 
Mikel Tookes, CBP Agriculture Programs and Trade Liaison Deputy Executive 
Director  

9:30 – 10:00 AM Asian longhorned beetle update [pdf] 
 Ryan Vazquez, USDA APHIS PPQ 

10:00 – 10:30 AM ~ Break ~ 
   



 

10:30 – 11:00 AM Emerald ash borer in aftermath forests, Nate Siegert, USDA Forest Service [pdf] 
11:00 – 11:45 AM EAB deregulation, perspectives, and firewood BMPs 

 Status of federal de-regulation effort Ben Slager, USDA APHIS PPQ [pdf] 
 Nothing ventured, nothing gained – a New York perspective Chris Logue, 

New York Department of Agriculture and Markets [pdf]
Notes: NY Dept. Ag & Markets shares authority in the state with the NY DEC. 
Found EAB in 2009. Between 2009-2014 there was a series of stepwise quarantines 
based on known populations of EAB. In 2012, the quarantine area extended to the 
NY State thruway. Within that quarantine area, some portions were infested; some 
were not. Pressure from municipalities within the quarantine area but without known 
populations of EAB. In 2015, went to a federal statewide-EAB quarantine, and 
within the state were regulating 13 discrete EAB zones. In 2016, spread of EAB 
made this 7 regulated zones. This approach was worth trying because it helped build 
relationships with NY DEC, with the forest products industry in relation to invasive 
species, it may have given some municipalities time to procure urban forestry 
resources, and it gave an opportunity to try a different approach, which with a 
different pest might be a really good approach. EAB, however, was not necessarily a 
good fit to be regulated this way because: 1) needed the tighter quarantine approach 
earlier in the invasion; 2) EAB’s pest profile was not a good fit.  Currently 
discussing de-regulation of EAB in NY. 

 
 Thoughts from a state without a detection  Gary Fish, Maine Department of 

Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry 
Notes: In Maine there is some concern about the federal proposal to de-regulate 
EAB, particularly among some of the native tribes who have significant cultural and 
environmental resources at risk. The Aroostook band of Micmacs have reached out 
to Terry Bourgoin with USDA APHIS about their concerns. Maine has stepped up 
their pre-planning for EAB following the VT find and the expansion of the NH EAB 
quarantine area, as there is increased Maine border that adjoins an EAB-quarantined 
area. Planning for an ICS tabletop exercise with the relevant agencies in order to 
have roles well-defined. Important to work with the tribes. Increasing concerns 
about the movement of firewood. Interested in a unified kiln treatment and to see if 
everyone is regulating firewood in the same way. Some discussion among some of 
the tribes about potentially suing the USDA should EAB be de-regulated.  

 
 Firewood after EAB deregulation, BMP’s for firewood movement Nate 

Siegert, USDA Forest Service [pdf] 
11:45 AM – 12:00 PM Specialty crops, pest burdens, new pest outlook: European cherry fruit fly, 

spotted wing drosophila, and other orphaned pests. What’s important to states? 
Discussion emcee Dana Rhodes (danrhodes@pa.gov) for photos or discussion 
points 
States should come prepared to contribute a couple of hot topics / concerns about 
specialty crop pests in their states.  
Notes: Pests primarily submitted by states for concern include spotted wing 
drosophila and European cherry fruit fly as being new pests of specialty crops and 
which the regulatory response and the perceived risk by the industry do not 
necessarily appear to be in accordance. Each new pest introduction is different and it 
can be a challenge to respond similarly to every pest situation. The decision is 
driven by the questions: 1) can we regulate; 2) are there tools available (i.e. for 
detection, control, management, etc.; 3) will use of the tools be acceptable? There 
needs to be communication across cooperators, which the IRC addresses in part, by 
providing a better opportunity to consult and engage with state partners through this 
process in order to drive better decision making. There is an interest in developing 
criteria for future decision making. With SWD, there were no good tools available 
and it was already widespread, so the decision was made to not regulate, but to 



 

define some BMPs. As the situation has developed need to re-adjust (for example 
doing resistance management). Two of the new pests. Spotted lanternfly and 
European cherry fruit fly are related to invasive plants. Are there any prediction 
models or other tools being considered to look at distribution or control of invasive 
plants to assist in invasive insect management? This is a new way of thinking about 
the approach and will have to think about the use of invasive plant detection / 
management / correlations to see if there is a way to use this to our benefit. States 
should review the language of their plant protection act and make sure they have the 
ability to implement quarantines. If concerned about response time, may want to 
consider revisions to the language. There are model laws on the NPB and SANC 
pages (http://sanc.nationalplantboard.org/state-tools/). Outreach is always important, 
and commerce often outpaces the spread of regulation. Quarantine may not always 
be the most effective response. States can harmonize regulations. 

12:00 – 1:00 PM Lunch - Cutter 
 Session Moderator: Kim Rice, Maryland Department of Agriculture - Schooner 

1:00 – 1:30 PM US Forest Service involvement with pests of regulatory concern [pdf] 
Mike Bohne, USDA Forest Service 

1:30 – 2:30 PM Risk from pathogens: Detections and designing quarantines 
 Available molecular tools for detection Katya Nikolaeva, Plant Pathologist, 

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture [pdf] 
 Regulating a plant disease without visual symptoms – Plum pox in New 

York Chris Logue, New York Department of Agriculture and Markets [pdf] 
 Moving into the future: Discussion 

2:30 – 3:30 Spotted lanternfly: Outreach, Response, Expecting the Unexpected 
 Introduction Dana Rhodes, Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 
 Group Discussion 

Notes: Three critical messages: why this is important, who will be impacted, what 
can you do (i.e. look before you leave, evidence of what you may see). Most 
important thing that you can teach people is the life cycle so that they know what to 
look for and when. Do well timed outreach so that the right people are getting the 
right images and messages at the right time. People often describe the immatures 
stages as “fast-moving ticks”. Be prepared for how to talk with people who have 
very heavy infestations. Be prepared to work with municipalities to ensure that scare 
tactics are not used – SLF will not eat your house, will not overwinter in your house, 
and are not bloodsucking insects. It is not well controlled by a targeted home-spray, 
although this service will be offered. Make sure that communities are aware of what 
the best strategies are. Think about where you can get messaging. Can you utilize 
staff in other divisions or agencies to distribute and post outreach materials? Use 
digital services as much as possible. Be clever with your messaging (i.e. Hunters: set 
your sights on the spotted lanternfly {posted during deer rifle season}). Consider 
what you are asking the public to do on social media and consider how you will 
manage the response. As SLF is adapting to a new environment, so must we adapt 
messaging and approach. Start outreach early with community leaders, elected 
officials, sister agencies, town hall meetings, electronic messaging, train the trainer 
programs, update meetings, newsletter articles, and business visits. 

3:30 - 5:00 Small group work break-out sessions: examples include - Designing a firewood 
regulation; Clean boxwood programs; Spotted lanternfly messaging; Others as 
indicated by meeting content 

6:30 – 8:30 PM New England Banquet Dinner 
 Hospitality / Discussion Time: Hospitality Room Hosted by HIS - Soundings 

 

  



 

THURSDAY 
April 12, 2018 

Time Topic 
7:00 – 8:00 AM Breakfast – Schooner Foyer 

Session Moderator: Judy Rosovsky, Vermont Agency of Agriculture 
8:00 – 8:30 AM EPB Members on NPB Committees Updates 
8:30 – 9:00 AM Question & Answers on ezfedgrants [pdf] 

States should submit concerns about ezfedgrants to PPQ ahead of the meeting so that 
there is a structured response. Carrie Croy-Owen, USDA APHIS PPQ 

9:00 – 9:45 AM A pathway, a dead insect, a confirmation of sample & a report: Coming to 
consensus on a regulatory response 

 EAB detection in Delaware, Faith Kuehn, Delaware Department of 
Agriculture [pdf] 

 Khapra beetle in Connecticut, Vicki Smith, The Connecticut Agriculture 
Experiment Station 

 Lost samples and chain of custody, Dana Rhodes, Pennsylvania Department 
of Agriculture 

 Exploring diagnostics solutions, Clint McFarland, USDA PPQ 
 Discussion-- 

9:45 – 10:00 AM IRC update [pdf] Ann Gibbs – NPB President, Animal & Plant Health Division, 
Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation & Forestry, & Paula Henstridge, 
USDA APHIS PPQ 

10:00 – 10:30 AM ~ Break ~ 
10:30 – 11:00 AM HIS Report (Joint) [pdf] 
11:00 – 11:30 AM CAPS Report (Joint) [pdf] 

11:30 AM – 12:00 PM EPB Meeting Wrap-Up and Next Steps – EPB Members Only 
 

 
 




























































































































































































































