Small Fruit Crop Germplasm Committee Meeting Minutes

Poorly recorded by Chad Finn

Meeting commenced at 4:00 pm October 20, 2009

Outline corresponds to Agenda items

I CGC Administrative.

A.
2008 Minutes recommended for approval by Chad Finn seconded by Adam Dale, unanimously approved


Attendance sheet passed around to sign in

B. Membership


Kim Lewers will pursue adding new members who have shown an interest in participation.  Up to four members will be dropped per their request in response to Kim asking their willingness to continue.

C By laws

Committee was not interested in true “bylaws” but was very supportive of a document that would use much of the outline set out in the agenda.  
The objective of this document would be to inform outsiders or new members of who we are and what we do. The likely structure would be:

Name:

Function (a few sentences):

Objectives/responsibilities:

Membership (Who and affiliation)

D. Next meeting

Will meet via conference call on 27 October to finish business from this meeting.

A conference call to follow up on progress of assignments next March was suggested and received strong support.

Face-to-face meeting will be conducted at next years NCCC-22 Meeting in California.
II. CGC responsibilities

A. Vulnerability statement. Kim Lewers tentatively assigned responsibilities for rewrites to various members.   While some were not in attendance, strongly agreed that Kim was on the right track and the members accepted their responsibilities
B. Status of small fruits breeding programs.  Members encouraged to keep everyone abreast of potential vacancies that will not be filled

C. Small fruit evaluation/collection priorities.  Hopefully these can be worked into vulnerability plan

D. Research priority list. Group felt list should be inclusive vs. narrow.  Members will review list to see if any priorities should be dropped or added.  These changes will be recommended and then reviewed by members to determine whether to follow through on recommendation. P. Moore amendment: Rubus should be divided into blackberries and raspberries.
E. Descriptor list in GRIN.  Members were asked to review the lists for the crops they are associated with.  Want members to make sure descriptors makes sense, see whether it is clear how the descriptor describes the trait, and whether the rating not only makes sense but whether it explains how it was scored and described.  Where, when and basic materials and methods for scoring the trait in germplasm should be readily accessible.

III. NCGR Report (Kim Hummer), Tabled until Tuesdays teleconference. Picked up on Conference call that commenced at 10:00 am on 10-27-2009
Kim Hummer had submitted a report covering the following.
A. Facilities

Funding expected 

Staffing changes and needs

Facilities changes, improvements, and needs

B. Collections

Additions, losses, maintenance, testing

Choice of molecular markers used to characterize the collections 

Core Collections 

Distribution and requests for materials that could not be accommodated

Collaborations with international genetic resources programs

C. Other

Questions regarding the report were solicited.

A few discussions ensued

· How to deal with expensive overseas exchanges?  The NCGR not only provide germplasm but provides it in the state the importing country requires at considerable expense to the NCGR. Can we just send without clean up and ask that the requestor handle that at the other end?

· There was a discussion of if the NCGR will not receive more funding can they reduce their collection so there is less to do?  Suggestion was made that some genera could be transferred to repositories with greater financial resources.

· In summary, Kim Hummer was asked to draft a plan to deal with international exchanges, potential genera transfers, how to deal with the “value added” aspects of providing plant material to overseas partners, and other cost sharing ideas.  The draft will be circulated to the CGC for discussion.
· The NCGR no longer has a person to oversee the seed collection. They have gone from a full time, term appointment, to part time grad student to no one.  Without new funding or reduced responsibilities in other areas, nothing can be done.

· While the NCGR is encouraged to seek grants they have worked hard with little success to find any suitable granting agencies and would encourage anyone to point them to possible opportunities. This route does not seem to be a viable option for the NCGR to obtain significant funding.
· The NCGR is hoping/encouraging/asking that folks submitting grants that will involve the repository either providing material or expertise or that will end with material being deposited at the NCGR ask for NCGR support in the grant.

· Nahla Bassil was asked about her molecular market work and gave an excellent overview of the work being done to develop or implement markers for each crop.

· Core collections need to be addressed.  Kim Lewers and Kim Hummer are going to work with the CGC to get a manageable list i.e. all cultivars and selections in the NCGR for a crop that can then we evaluated at the next NCCC-22 meeting by experts for the given crop to ascertain whether the core designations are appropriate.  Some concern was expressed about developing a sense among users as to what is the philosophy of what should and should not be in a core collection.

IV Plant Expeditions Tabled until Tuesdays teleconference. Picked up on Conference call that commenced at 10:00 am on 10-27-2009.
A. Recent plant collecting expeditions

· Kim Hummer reported on her and Joseph Postman’s trip to Japan. 150 accessions representing 20 genera and ~50 species were collected.  Greatly benefited by collecting done by colleagues prior to their arrival on early ripening fruit.

B. Future expeditions /exchange 
· Discussed future possible expeditions.  Karen Williams’ group is looking at encouraging exchanges where in return for US scientist collecting in a country, scientists from that country might then collect in the US.

· Asked about China stalemate on collecting.  Karen mentioned some success with collecting “forest species”.  Asked whether she could ask about collecting berry germplasm since historically they have been considered “forest species” studied by colleges of forestry.  She will enquire.

V. NPGS report (Mark Bohning) Tabled until Tuesdays teleconference. Picked up on Conference call that commenced at 10:00 am on 10-27-2009.
Mark submitted a report covering the following:

A. Quarantine

B. NGRL-Beltsville Laboratory report

C. Options for interface with commodity groups

D. Other

Discussion questions were solicited

· In response to a question, Mark explained that the separation of ARS research and the APHIS quarantine responsibilities is complete.
· Ray Mock is working on pathogen elimination research in small fruit and his approaches seem to be working.  Primarily working on refining media, virus elimination procedures and indicator species.  Have sought input from others with expertise such as Bob Martin with ARS in Corvallis

· Mark said that GRIN descriptors and descriptions of conditions under which descriptors evaluated (location, year, environmental conditions etc) can be easily and readily changed.

VI. CGC germplasm evaluation grants 

A. Annual reports were submitted for past grants and grants underway.

B. Recommendations for 2009 funding.  Not present but understand Finn et al and Whittaker et al. proposals recommended for funding.  Finn ranked first due to the fact that it was seeking 2nd year funding for a 2 year project

VII. Other business – There was no “other business”

VIII. Adjourned ~5:55 pm

Added by Kim Lewers:

IA. Attendance sheet at meeting in Niagara Falls and at conference call:

	Last name
	First name
	Role
	2008 proposal review
	2008 attendance
	2009 proposal review
	2009 attendance
	2009 conference call
	E-mail

	Dale
	Adam
	member
	n
	n
	n
	y
	n
	adale@uoguelph.ca

	Finn
	Chad
	member
	recused
	y
	recused
	y
	y
	chad.finn@ars.usda.gov

	Lewers
	Kim
	chair
	y
	y
	y
	y
	y
	kim.lewers@ars.usda.gov

	Moore
	Patrick
	member
	y
	y
	y
	y
	n
	moorepp@wsu.edu

	Stewart
	Phil
	member
	new
	y
	y
	y
	y
	philip.stewart@driscolls.com

	Weber
	Courtney
	member
	late
	n
	n
	y
	y
	caw34@nysaes.cornell.edu

	Clark
	John
	member
	y
	y
	y
	n
	n
	jrclark@uark.edu

	Crandall
	Beth
	member
	n
	n
	n
	n
	n
	bethcrandall@att.net

	Ehlenfeldt
	Mark
	member
	recused
	y
	y
	n
	y
	mark.ehlenfeldt@ars.usda.gov

	Hancock
	Jim
	member
	n
	n
	n
	n
	n
	hancock@msu.edu

	Luby
	Jim
	member
	n
	n
	y
	n
	n
	lubyx001@tc.umn.edu

	Shaw
	Doug
	member
	y
	n
	y
	n
	n
	dvshaw@ucdavis.edu

	Sjulin
	Tom
	member
	n
	y
	n
	n
	y
	tomkaysjulin@sprynet.com

	Smith
	Barbara
	member
	y
	n
	n
	n
	n
	barbara.smith@ars.usda.gov

	Bohning
	Mark
	ex officio
	(n)
	(y)
	(n)
	(n)
	y
	mark.bohning@ars.usda.gov

	Hummer
	Kim
	ex officio
	(n)
	(y)
	(n)
	(n)
	y
	kim.hummer@ars.usda.gov

	Schneider
	Sally
	NPL
	(n)
	(n)
	(n)
	(n)
	y
	sally.schneider@ars.usda.gov

	Perkins Veazie
	Penelope
	invited guest
	na
	na
	na
	y
	n
	penelope_perkins@ncsu.edu

	Jamieson
	Andrew
	invited guest
	na
	na
	na
	y
	n
	andrew.jamieson@agr.gc.ca

	Kempler
	Chaim
	invited guest
	na
	na
	na
	y
	n
	chaim.kempler@agr.gc.ca

	Pattison
	Jeremy
	invited guest
	na
	na
	na
	y
	n
	jeremy_pattison@ncsu.edu

	Whitaker
	Vance
	invited guest
	na
	na
	na
	y
	n
	vwhitaker@ufl.edu

	Basil
	Nahla
	invited guest
	
	
	
	
	y
	 

	Postman
	Joseph
	invited guest
	
	
	
	
	y
	 

	Reed
	Barbara
	invited guest
	
	
	
	
	y
	 

	Kinard
	Gary
	invited guest
	
	
	
	
	y
	 

	Mock
	Ray
	invited guest
	
	
	
	
	y
	 

	Williams
	Karen
	invited guest
	
	
	
	
	y
	 


