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The Working Group meets via conference call on the second Wednesday of each month at 1:00PM 

Central Time (2:00PM EST). The next conference call will take place February 12 at 1:00PM Central. 

 

I. Roll 
- Jill Auerbach, Hudson Valley Lyme Disease Association 
- Herb Bolton, National Program Leader for Entomology, USDA-NIFA 
- Candy Brassard, Senior Biologist, EPA Office of Pesticide Programs 
- John Carroll Researcher [retired], USDA-ARS Invasive Insect Behavior and Biocontrol Laboratory 
- Tom Delaney, Director of Government Affairs, Professional Landcare Network 
- Matthew Frye, Community IPM Extension Area Educator, NYS IPM Program 
- Jody Gangloff-Kaufmann, Community IPM Coordinator, NYS IPM Program 
- Maria Gomes-Solecki, Assistant Professor, University of Tennessee 
- Tom  Mather, Professor and director of Center for Vector-Borne Disease, University of Rhode 

Island 
- Jennifer Reid, BLAST Lyme Program 
- Kirby Stafford, Vice Director/Chief Scientist/State Entomologist, Connecticut Agricultural 

Research Station 
- Karla Lehtonen, Lyme advocate 
- Michael Levin, Rickettsia researcher, CDC 
- Bob Maurais, President, Mainely Ticks, Inc. 
- William Nicholson, Rickettsia microbiologist, CDC 
- Pat Smith, President, Lyme Disease Association 
- Meagan Vaughn, Department of Epidemiology, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 
- Kathy White, secretary, Lyme Association of Greater Kansas City, Inc. 

 

II. Funding Update: NCIPMC Working Group Grant 
The North Central IPM Center will notify us by mid-February as to their decision on the grant we submitted 
for continued administrative support, roughly $11,000 to support monthly conference calls and development 
of new projects. 
 
There was some concern as to whether or not the roster of names submitted as an appendix implied 
endorsement of the proposal. The list was drawn from people who have participated in at least one call 
and/or indicated to Jane that they would like to be a part of the group. Group members are not co-project 
directors on the grant, and your name on the list does not imply endorsement of the grant. 
 

III. Continued Discussion of Working Group Charter 
Changes to the Charter: 

Link to IPM Roadmap updated 

I. Background: shortened and edited for conciseness and clarity, includes IPM Roadmap definition. 

II. Purpose and Scope: Scope is refined to include language about vaccines and which types of vaccines 

are and are not within the scope of our working group. “The Working Group scope includes all IPM 

strategies including vaccines designed to reduce tick numbers or block the ability of ticks to transmit 

pathogens, e.g., vaccines designed to prevent infection in mice and other reservoirs to break infection 
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cycles.  Vaccines designed to prevent infections in humans or companion animals as a health benefit to 

individual organisms are outside of the scope.” 

IV. Leadership, Governance and Participation: Defines how leadership will be selected, and how 

consensus will be measured.  

V. Meeting Frequency and Agenda: Additional meetings may take place with sufficient notice. 

VIII. Overarching Priorities: New sixth priority added: “Develop, maintain and communicate current 

specific stakeholder priorities for research, regulation, education and management, to be used by the 

working group, grant makers, grant seekers, regulators and others to identify and pursue stakeholder-

identified needs.” 

 

IV. Continued Discussion of Working Group Deliverables 
This is a list of specific, concrete priorities that was initially included in the Working Group Charter, and 

is now a separate document called “Public Tick IPM Specific Deliverables.” The group discussed the list 

and brainstormed additional priorities to put on the list. What we want to end up with is a 

comprehensive list of refined priorities that we will then send around in a survey for a vote. The final 

result is a ranked list of priorities that we will distribute to funders, stakeholders, grant applicants, and 

we will also refer to when selecting which projects to undertake. 

Changes made as a result of the 01.08.14 call: 

1. Examples in Priority 2: Understanding Ecological Dynamics, updated for clarity and accuracy. The 

original examples were meant to be demonstrative of the types of dynamics and examples that should 

be better understood. 

2. Priority 1: Vector Surveillance: group members agreed to add Part E: Catalogue existing organizations 

involved in data collection.  

The group agrees that surveillance is very important. The Tickspotter Program through University of 

Rhode Island is a great source of information; crowd sourcing data has its problems with quality control, 

but expands sampling scale and reduces costs.  

Compiling existing data and information will be a monumental task, but is important to get the full 

picture of surveillance. The group expressed interest in encouraging states and other monitoring entities 

to submit their data to TickMap (http://www.tickmap.org/). Many states are uncomfortable with 

submitting their data; our working group could work with them to listen to their concerns. It was 

proposed that our group could contact states (health departments, state entomologists, universities) 

with a draft letter explaining how TickMap would use data to alleviate concerns. TickMap is a national 

database supported by the military and sponsored by Smithsonian. The group would like to hear more 

from TickMap organizers, we will be in touch with them to present a TickMap tutorial on an upcoming 

monthly conference call. 

http://www.tickmap.org/

