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Outline

• Brief overview of the ipmPIPE.

• Discussion on the current and near 
future status of the ipmPIPE.

• Summary.



ipmPIPE
• First conceptualized by USDA-APHIS in 

response to soybean aphid threat in North 
Central US in 2000.

• PIPE first put into use during 2005 in 
response to SBR threat (“Coordinated 
Framework” > PIPE).

• ipmPIPE designation adopted in 2007.
• Currently involves 41 states, 5 Canadian 

Provinces, and 5 Mexican states.
– Involves many organizations and 100’s of individuals 

on an on-going basis.



1. Soybean Rust
PIPE

Initiated in 2005

2. Soybean Aphid
PIPE

Initiated in 2006

3. Legume PIPE

Pilot in 2007

COMPONENTS

4. “I-PIPE”
Pilot planned for 2008

5. Proposals presently 
under consideration



Foundation of the ipmPIPE?

•• NonNon--commercial, unbiased.commercial, unbiased.

•• Utilizes stateUtilizes state--ofof--thethe--art IT.art IT.

•• Based on traditional IPM template.Based on traditional IPM template.

•• Highly functional and interactive Highly functional and interactive ““people people 
componentcomponent””..

•• EndEnd--user focused:user focused:
–– Ease of use.Ease of use.

–– Availability of near realAvailability of near real--time information and time information and 
recommendations to stakeholders.recommendations to stakeholders.



ipmPIPE elements
IT Platform

• Data management: 
archiving, historical 
occurrences.

• Help state specialists 
determine pest risk.

• Communicate national and 
state-specific management 
options to stakeholders.

• Communication of near 
real-time pest status to 
stakeholders.
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ipmPIPE elements
IT Platform
• Data management: 

archiving, historical 
occurrences.

• Help state specialists 
determine pest risk.
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• Communication of near 
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People

• Extension specialists and  
agents, crop consultants, 
agronomists, growers.

• NPDN and industry 
diagnosticians.

• Research scientists.

• Commodity leaders.

• IT professionals (Zedx).

• Administrators



ipmPIPE Administration
• ipmPIPE managed by an Executive 

Committee (EC) and 22-member Steering 
Committee (SC):

– Representing: USDA (APHIS, ARS, CSREES, 
NRCS, RMA) , LGU: (Admin., Extension, ESCOP, 
ECOP); industry and commodity groups, NPDN, 
Regional IPM Centers; National Plant Board, 
Federal IPM Coordinating Committee, ICCA.

• Standing and ad hoc subcommittees.
• ipmPIPE Components run by discipline 

scientists with oversight by Regional 
Coordinators, EC, and SC.



Primary Directive: 
Openness  and Transparency

www.ipmpipe.org



ipmPIPE Funding

• 2004-05: Majority funding by USDA-APHIS. 
• 2006-08: Majority funding picked up by USDA-

RMA. 
• USDA grant oversight of federal $ by CSREES 

and administered by S-IPM Center (NCSU).
• Significant additional $ for SBR-PIPE in all years 

provided by national, regional, local check-off 
sources, LGU’s, and state governments.

• 2008: New components funded by RMA; funding 
for existing components uncertain beyond 2008. 



Status of SBR-PIPE

• Has worked very well, but is costly. 
– ~$1.5M annually.
– Human and system-wide resources.

• Long term funding will likely be 
significantly reduced beyond 2008
– Reduce cost by streamlining SBR-PIPE?
– Keep what we have, but find new, long-term funding 

source?
– Somewhere in between?

• Contingency plans are being considered.



Why expand the ipmPIPE?
• ipmPIPE excellent platform for other pest-

crop combinations.
• SBR-PIPE was never sustainable by itself in 

its present form.
• RMA funding cannot be used for 

“maintenance”.
• Critical mass:

– Spread infrastructure costs across all components 
= more stability for component PIPE’s.

– More likely to attain stable funding base.



The Future ?

• Expansion to other crop/pest combinations 
which are amenable to the ipmPIPE.

– High value : resource ratio.

• Movement towards less “people intensive”, more 
efficient pest monitoring.

• Don’t expect future ipmPIPE components to look 
like existing PIPE’s.

• International expansion.



“Mexi-PIPE”

• Initial training on ipm-PIPE held July 2006.
• Hands-on SBR training (ID, PCR, ELISA) 

held for Mexican officials in Quincy, FL 
March 2007.

• Third training held in Cancun, June 2007
• Sentinel monitoring and data uploading 

began fall 2007.

Monitoring primarily 
jicama (yam bean) 
and seed soybean



YAM BEAN



Simulated Transport (HYSPLIT) on October 10th, 2007



Simulated Accumulated Wet Deposition 
in  2007



Summary

• ipmPIPE is a multi-crop, multi-pest people-
oriented platform using cutting edge IT, and 
based on a IPM template.

• Used by stakeholders to make better pest 
management decisions.

• Change for SBR-PIPE was inevitable and is 
happening; funding beyond 2008 is uncertain.

• International PIPE’s on the way. 



THANK YOU !
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