
 
Public Tick IPM Working Group  
May 9th, 2018 
 
Please send additions, omissions or other corrections to flaufenberg@ipminstitute.org  
 
The Working Group meets via conference call on the second Wednesday of each month at 1:00PM CT (2:00PM 
EST). The following notes are for May 9th, 2018. 
 
 Roll 

1. Frank Laufenberg, IPM Institute of North America 
2. Heather Szerlong, Ticknology 
3. Tom Mather, University of Rhode Island 
4. Tom Green, IPM Institute of North America 

5. Jennifer Gruener, Warren County Mosquito Control Commission 
6. Jill Auerbach, Hudson Valley Lyme Disease Association 
7. Julian Cooper, IPM Institute of North America 
8. Lynnae Jess, North Central IPM Center 
9. Chris Przybyszewski, US BIOLOGIC 
10. Mason Kauffman, US BIOLOGIC 
11. Tom Cook, Mercyhurst University 
12. Larry Scrapper, Cherokee Nation 
13. Kirby Stafford, Connecticut Ag Experiment Station 
14. Scott Larson, UW-Madison 
15. Julie Golod, Penn State University 
16. Scott Isard, Penn State University 
17. Brad Miller 

 
Agenda 

1. Tick Distribution Mapping Discussion 

a. iPiPE Presentation: Julie Golod and Scott Isard 

2. Updating the Tick Pest Alert and Creating New Resources 
3. Additional updates, comments and announcements from Working Group members 

 
1. Tick Distribution Mapping Discussion 

a. A potential option to provide an affordable facility for ongoing collection of expert-vetted 

observations and publication of real-time tick and tickborne-disease distribution maps that will 

enhance ongoing research and education efforts. iPiPE stands for: Integrated Pest Information 

Platform for Extension and Education. 

b. To find out more about iPiPE Tom Green and I have been in contact with Scott Isard, a professor of 

Aerobiology in the departments of Plant Pathology and Environmental Microbiology and 

Meteorology and Atmospheric Sciences at Penn State University. Scott is an iPiPE expert and has 

agreed to give a presentation on today’s call along with Julie Golod, who is the National iPiPE 

Coordinator and also located at Penn State University 
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c. Please review the iPiPE Presentation by Scott Isard, basic notes below: 

i. NIFA funded project 

ii. Culture of sharing real time observations 

iii. Use observations to inform management decisions and create models 

1. Have an IPM objective, funded out of the food security program 

iv. Landing page 

v. Inputting information 

1. Left menu, roles 

2. Observer, data entry 

a. Form, entry and history tab 

b. In form iPiPE team creates the categories (DOWNLOAD TEMPLATE) 

c. Phone could also be used (any type of smart device, there are free apps) 

d. Can edit your own observations (cannot edit other observations) 

3. We would create the fields that we would need for population. 

vi. Map role 

1. Filter maps 

a. Organisms (different tick species etc.) 

b. Can manipulate calendar date window and see how observations function 

over time. 

c. Presence absence, could do abundance, severity is coming online. 

d. Ability to zoom in all the way to county. 

e. Square is data that is shared to user, circle data is people in user’s immediate 

group. Different symbols represent different details. 

f. You can query the data on the map. 

g. Sources: summary data, group data, data source, etc. 

2. Automated upload 

a. There is no current tick tracking map, we would need to figure out what the 

fields (data columns) should be. 

i. Download the template 

1. Creates excel spreadsheet that is empty 

2. Then each verified used uploads their data 

3. As you add data you would upload it again and it would only 

include new information 

ii. The part that takes the most work is figuring out what we want to 

record. Also doing it in a way that is convenient for users to enter any 

historical data (if people want to do this). 

3. Sharing: data privacy is a big issue now, sharing stipulations are provided in detail on 

the iPiPE sharing document. 

a. This set of rules is proven in agriculture (evolved over the last 15 years) 

4. Group 

a. Members of the working group 



 
i. Members could see the data at the resolution that the data is entered 

into the system. 

ii. Others would see the data on maps at the county level of resolution. 

b. Data sharing rules 

i. After three years the data is shared with Bugwood at University of 

Georgia—the data is publically available. 

c. Export rules, you can always export your own data and make maps 

i. Can’t export maps with data that’s been shared with you—other 

group members can share their data with you. 

d. We could set up groups so that anyone of the group is a leader and can 

export, or we could restrict users sharing and exporting abilities. 

e. Anyone who is a participant in iPiPE could enter data for the species. 

i. We can filter other data out by only using certified labs or 

observations from the group. 

f. Frank will share the sharing definitions sheet with the working group. 

g. Validation of data coming in? That’s why they have observation type 

categories. 

i. If other people enter data, it’s marked as unconfirmed 

ii. It can be filtered out by only using the group’s entries 

d. What are some of the main costs? 

i. No financial cost 

ii. Time for initial integration into the tool 

iii. Data sharing and verification of certain users 

iv. Heather has a custom database and could easily configure it in excel 

1. Not difficult to put into iPiPE 

v. Concerns: 

1. Verification of users, compiling data that way, how to share the maps. 

a. Can only export groups data and you control who is in the group. 

b. On the platform you can restrict the filter to only certified lab data. 

c. Only people within the group would be able to access the data from the 

group. 

vi. Other people cannot take your data out of the system 

1. Only you can export your data, other users can view it on the system. 

vii. You have the capacity to show the types of data on the map 

e. After set up with each group making entries, how would entering new data work?  

i. There would not be extra steps, you can just upload the excel again and the system will 

know what data is new and add on to previous data. 

1. Automated upload is part of the system. 

ii. While it is free we could consider piloting this with a subset of data, or ensure it is set up 

with the correct columns from historical data. 

f. HHS working group is also reviewing this, considering how this could work for tick populations. 



 
i. There needs to be some way to financially support the people contributing the validated 

information. 

ii. The platform is only as good as the people’s observations going into it. 

g. Frank will share the sharing document with the Public Tick IPM working group. 

2. Updating the Tick Pest Alert and Creating New Resources 
a. Adjust this fact: 

i. From: “Lyme disease accounts for over 90% of all reported human vector-borne disease, 
with an estimated 300,000 cases annually” 

ii. To: “TBD’s account for over 90% of all reported human vector-borne diseases, with over 
300,000 cases annually.” Frank would add the CDC estimated cases for other tick-borne 
diseases to the 300,000 number. 

1. There is a chart for vector-borne diseases vs. specific tick diseases to specify the 
percent of reported vector-borne diseases. 

iii. Jill provided the chart to Frank 
b. Updating maps is still underway at the CDC, may not be done until 2019. 

3. Additional updates, comments and announcements from Working Group members 
a. Jill has a chart of all vector borne disease from 2014 for CDC 

a. Jill provided the information to Frank 
b. People selling products that are made of ingredients that do not work 

a. EPA doesn’t say that these treatments don’t work 
b. CDC doesn’t provide a statement 
c. Organic Pest Management Solutions just released the spray, that doesn’t have proven efficacy 

c. People are investing in solutions that are not protecting them 
a. The avenue is the Federal Trade Commission (FTC) if people are making inaccurate claims 
b. With FTC you have to go for each product that you see and you need to investigate it 

d. Please notify Frank if the Tick Pest Alert has been shared with any new organizations or individuals so 
we can keep track of its reach! 

a. Here is the link to share: https://www.ncipmc.org/action/alerts/ticks.pdf  
e. If you come across articles that would benefit members of this group feel free to share them by 

sending an email to the PUBLIC_TICK_IPM_WG@LISTSERV.URI.EDU  
 

These notes are for a Working Group call on May 9th. Future calls will continue to fall on the second 
Wednesday of each month at 1 PM Central time. Please send Frank updates, announcements or other 
additions for February’s call. 

The Public Tick IPM Working Group is funded by the USDA National Institute of Food and Agriculture, Crop 

Protection and Pest Management Program through the North Central IPM Center.  
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