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(Canadian membership was not supported by this grant. Their names are included for a more
accurate representation of the dynamics of this working group. The British Columbia small fruit
industry is an integral part of the overall northwest industry. This sharing of resources is helpful
on both sides of the border)
Oregon
e Anna Peerbolt, Peerbolt Crop Management, Office manager & Internet Technician,
Portland, 503-289-7287, anna@peerbolt.com
e Tom Peerbolt, Peerbolt Crop Management, IPM Crop Consultant, Portland, 503-289-
7287, tom@peerbolt.com
e Philip Gutt, Administrator for the Northwest Center for Small Fruits, the Oregon
Raspberry and Blackberry Commission and the Oregon Strawberry Commission,
Corvallis, 541- 758-4043, philip@oregon-berries.com
e Rufus La Lone, J.M. Smucker Company, Entomologist, Silverton, (503) 873-5272,
rrufus@yahoo.com
e Joe DeFrancesco, Oregon State University, Pesticide Specialist, IR-4 Program, Corvallis,
(541) 737-0718, defrancj@science.oregonstate.edu
e Derek Peacock, Hurst's Berry Farm, General Manager, Sheridan, (503) 843-3185,
derekp@hursts-berry.com
e Diane Kaufman, Oregon State University, Extension Small Fruit Specialist, Aurora,
(503) 678-1264 ext 23, diane.kaufman@orst.edu
e Ron Fujii, Pan-American Berry Growers, Salem, Plant Manager, 503-507-2964,
rfujii@ashcreekwireless.com
Washington
e Randy Honcoop, Grower, Raspberry Commission Research Chair, Lynden, (360) 354-
1155, ranhonfarm@peoplepc.com (no longer active in group)
e Todd Murray, Washington State University, King County Extension, Renton, (206) 205-
3121, Todd.murray@metrokc.gov
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e Brian Cieslar, Whatcom County Farmers Coop, Agronomist, Lynden, 360-815-4707,
Brianc@wfcoop.com
e Henry Bierlink, Washington Red Raspberry Commission, Administrator, 360-354-8767,
henry@red-raspberry.org
e Tom Walters, Washington State University, Small Fruit Horticulturalist, (360) 848-6143,
twwalters@wsu.edu
e Joe Bennett, Small Planet Foods, Grower Relations, Sedro-Woolley, WA, (360) 855-
2738, joe.bennett@smallplanetfoods.com (no longer active in group)
e Bryan Sakuma, Sakuma Brothers, Management/Grower Relations, Burlington, (360)
757-6611, bryans@sakumabros.com (no longer active in group)
British Columbia
e Tom Baumann, BC Raspberry Development Council, Research Coordinator, Chilliwack,
BC, (604) 795-2537, baumannt@shaw.ca
e Mark Sweeney, BC Ministry of Agriculture and Lands, Berry Crops Specialist,
Abbotsford, BC, (604) 556-3056, Mark.Sweeney@gems6.gov.bc.ca
e Sheila Fitzpatrick, Pacific Agri-Food Research Centre, Entomologist, Agassiz, BC, (604)
796-2221,:fitzpatricks@agr.gc.ca
e Deb Henderson, ES Cropconsult, IPM Consultant, Abbotsford, BC, (604) 266-6560,
debhend@axion.net (no longer active in group)
Additional members of the weekly newsletter information group.
Oregon
e Bernadine Strik, Oregon State University, Professor/Extension Berry Crops, Corvallis
(541) 737-5434, Strikb@science.oregonstate.edu
e William Dinger, Rainsweet Fruits and Vegetables, Inc., Agricultural Member Services
Manager, Salem, (503) 586-0049 ext 105, BillD@RainSweet.com
e Wei Yang, Oregon State University, Extension Blueberry Specialist, Aurora, (503) 678-
1264 ext 26, wei.yang@orst.edu
Washington
e Craig Ford, Sakuma Brothers Farms and Processing, Grower Relations, Mt. VVernon,
(360) 757-6611, craigf@sakumabros.com
e Colleen Burrows, Washington State University, Whatcom County Extension, Research
Assistant, Lynden, (360) 392-1926, colleen_burrows@hotmail.com
British Columbia
e Chuck Mouritzen, Southwest Crop Consulting, Small Fruits Consultant Chilliwack, BC,
(604) 853-0158, macmour@shaw.ca
e Sonja Ring, BC Blueberry Council, Research Coordinator, Mission, BC, 604 613 2133,
sonjaring@shaw.ca
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Overview

The blueberry, raspberry, blackberry and strawberry (referred to collectively as small fruit)
industries in Oregon and Washington share many common pest management concerns and
practices. This small fruit industry is also unique in the US and the world due to (1) the
concentration and magnitude of these crops and (2) its overall emphasis on processed rather than
fresh fruits. Many growers and fruit processors make their living with a combination of these
crops rather than just one. Researchers also tend to work within this cropping group.

Six small fruit commissions, representing the growers, plus Washington State University,
Oregon State University and, the USDA's Northwest Center for Small Fruit Research centered in
Corvallis, Oregon, are all involved in prioritizing, funding and doing pest management research
in small fruits. Unfortunately, communication and coordination of IPM research across the two
states and four crops has not been optimal.

The Small Fruit Working Group includes a balance of industry, growers, and public researchers.
It was formed to enhance the ability of these related crops and research institutions to make the
most of our combined resources through the development of new communication tools, access to
collaboration opportunities on projects and better coordination of research priorities.

Peerbolt Crop Management is a private company that has served the northwest small fruit
industry with IPM scouting and consulting services, electronic web resources and field research
since the early 1990s. Its communication network throughout the small fruit industry in the two
states and interaction within the various commissions and public institutions offers a solid
position for coordination of the working group.

Objectives
Obijectives for 2004/2005:

1. Create a PNW Small Fruits Work Group.
By the end of the first year, seven members had joined the work group. They were joined
by nine more in 2005.

2. Identify and make recommendations concerning IPM needs and resources.
Discussion centered on IPM replacement strategies for chemicals that would expire soon,
and the status of pathology personnel in the wake of Pete Bristow's retirement. Also
discussed were caneberry and blueberry Pest Management Plan critical needs.

3. Identify and prioritize IPM research projects.
We created a matrix of priorities and discussed the need for a unified method for setting
priorities among the various funding agencies.

4. Develop, coordinate and disseminate a funding database.
During 2004 the database was created and posted on the www.nwipm.info web site.
During 2005 work group members seemed interested in using it, but toward the end of
the year, interest had declined. The project may have been too all encompassing and
therefore cumbersome. It was also difficult to maintain in a timely fashion.

5. Elicit and coordinate research proposals.
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During the spring of 2005, the work group discussed the need for educating growers on
scouting. The consensus of the group was to prepare a pre-proposal for a 3-year SARE
Research and Education grant to produce a Scouting Toolbox. Ten work group members
signed on as cooperators to the proposal.

6. Manage and communicate research progress.
This objective has been most difficult to resolve. Many research project progress reports
are not widely distributed and few are available electronically. The group was
enthusiastic about having a database of available information, but work on that project as
moved forward slowly.

7. Develop a PNW Small Fruits Work Group section within a new Small Fruits IPM
website.
A password protected area was developed for the www.nwipm.info web site was on-line
by mid 2004. Within it we placed the funding database, information about researchers,
and information about research priorities.

Obijectives for 2006:

1. Continue to serve as the communication center for the Small Fruits Working Group.
Using the network of contacts built up through the efforts of the Small Fruit Working
Group, the industry sponsored weekly email IPM newsletter, Small Fruit Update, has
become a primary tool for industry pest management communication. The industry
sponsored IPM website, www.nwipm.info, has also become a prime source of pest
management information.

2. Continue to identify IPM research needs and resources.

Weekly in-season email communication has solidified the connections between the
various growing regions and various crops. IPM needs and resources are a continuous
topic of conversation.

3. Continue to update and add to the current insect/disease searchable databases, and the
research database on the nwipm.info web site
The insect/disease searchable database is continually updated and used regularly by the
industry. The research database did not find an audience and the time and resources
maintaining it took grew disproportionately to its use. We hope to revive it at a later time.

4. Develop a coordinated method for setting research priorities.

Although there has been some discussion of the need to set priorities in a more
coordinated fashion, to date most funding agencies have not made a priority of this
objective. Nevertheless, there is more awareness throughout the industry of the need to
coordinate the way priorities are being set. The priority setting process at the Northwest
Center for Small Fruits Research has definitely benefited from the better lines of
communication. It is possible that the Center might become the primary source of
research priority coordination. We feel that the groundwork has been set for continued
improved coordination.

5. Elicit and coordinate research priorities
As stated above, this has not happened in as formal a manner as we had initially
conceived. However, the ongoing group communications has definitely impacted the
research priority setting of the various commissions and the Northwest Center for Small
Fruit Research. What were relatively separate entities are now much more aware of what
the others are planning and funding.
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What has evolved over the three years of this project

This has been an unpredictable but highly successful project. The Working Group has been an
essential component in the establishment of an industry and area wide communication system for
receiving and disseminating integrated pest management information. Some of the original goals
and ideas did not work out as planned. However, other areas developed beyond our expectations
and have found a means of ongoing industry support and participation. The blending of public
and private individuals to share IPM information has worked very well.

The components that worked are:

1.

2.

The insect/disease searchable database on the www.nwipm website. This continues to be
used extensively and now has industry sponsorship to support its maintenance.

The Small Fruit Update newsletter that, while not a direct part of this grant, has provided a
link between the weekly input from members and dissemination of that information to
growers, industry and researchers.

The wide distribution and timeliness of the IPM information has apparently created a
reinforcement system that encourages the email contact list members to reply and share
information.

Collaborative projects: The working group was directly responsible for organizing and
recruiting participants in the a successful WSARE Research and Education grant proposal
entitled Encouraging Sustainability in Small Fruits by Educating Producers on Scouting and
Decision-making Parameters This three-year project will involve SFWG members in
workshops and in producing a Scouting Toolbox document for small fruits. This project was
modeled on the Pest Management Strategic Plan process.

Component that needed adjustment:

The listserv of Small Fruit Working Group members. The original Internet listserv format
proved limiting in a number of ways. Understanding of how a listserv works was an obstacle
for some members of the group, in particular growers not used to computer protocols. Initial
signing up, adding and removing members also was difficult since these steps require the
affected members to respond to what some felt were spam-like computer requests.

Given those problems, the Internet listserv evolved into a more informal email program list
(no longer referred to as a Small Fruit Working Group, although it performs a similar
function) to which a request is sent out weekly to 20-25 contact/members requesting IPM
information regarding regional crops or other industry information. It has proven easier for
members to join/leave and also allows some to share information with specific members
rather than with the entire group.

Components that didn't work (or have not yet jelled):

1.

The face to face meetings of a majority of the members proved difficult to maintain due to
competition for their time from other meetings as well as the distance needed to travel for
some members regardless of location.

The searchable database of grant opportunities, including a small fruit researchers
database and contact list, and listings of the various commaodity and crop priority lists. These
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components were developed and posted but were used minimally, while needing a significant
amount of updating and maintenance time. The structure remains on the web site and we are
hopeful that it can be revived at a later date. In addition, we started work on a database of
completed small fruit research projects to enable the industry to search by keyword,
researcher, and/or funding agency. This database would help to minimize duplication of
effort and allow a larger distribution of the research results. However, such a database would
take major funding. It is not something a private business can develop on its own.

Conclusions

The lines of communication between our publicly funded small fruit researchers and extension
agents and the industries they serve have been greatly enhanced by this project. Electronic
communication is quickly evolving as older forms, such as mailed out newsletters and meeting
notices, decrease. Although not entirely in the form originally conceived, the Small Fruit
Working Group has resulted in strengthening ongoing, self-supporting links between the various
small fruit regions and crops.

Some of the obstacles still to be surmounted include a better sharing of grant and commodity
specific priority information as well as some type of database of all the small fruit research
presently going on in the region. Virtually all of the various commodity groups' funded research
is reported only in a hard copy format that is distributed to the commission members. This results
in much of this work not being available to the wider audience that could benefit from it.

We are confident that the foundation , which the funding of this Small Fruit Working Group
grant has helped establish, will support a sustainable IPM communications system serving all of
us working within the small fruit industries in the northwest, including growers, researchers,
extension agents, consultants, processing personnel and our support industries.
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