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MEETING EVALUATION FORM

Please fill out and return form to registration table or mail to Dave Chaney, SAREP, Univ. of Calif. Davis, CA  95616.  THANK YOU.

Circle the appropriate number:





Not at all



Very Much 

1.
Were your expectations for the meeting met?



1
2
3
4
5










0
0
9
9
10

2.
Did you enhance your knowledge of organic farming research?

1
2
3
4
5










1
0
4
13
9

3.
Do you expect to use what you have gained in this event in your work?
1
2
3
4
5










0
3
5
12
8

4.
Was the interaction with other participants valuable to you?


1
2
3
4
5










0
1
2
8
16

===============================================

5.  Do you support continued ratification of this workgroup in 2002?
( YES

( NO








27
            1

6. If YES, how do you envision this workgroup being a resource for—

--academics (advisors, researchers, specialists): 

1. info clearing house – e.g. web site

2. coordination of research

3. forum for exchanging ideas/strengthening communication  between campus and county staff

4. reality/usefulness of the research to growers

5. how much of the work has been done in the past already

6. yearly workshop meetings

7. research and regulatory updates

8. sharing results with collaborators on future projects

9. ID of new research projects

10. Cross pollination of ideas, collaborative efforts, relationship to producers

11. Research ideas

12. Facilitate specialists communicating growers’ needs to researchers

13. Academic

14. Advisors

15. Growers

16. Information on current research for interdisciplinary research coordination

17. Networking, sharing information

--others (producers, consultants, processors):  

1. Information clearing house

2. Interactions with growers to identify and prioritize research issues

3. Gain access to research information

4. Provide input to type of research being done

5. Inform producers as to how to increase their knowledge base

6. Presence of producers is vital to driving research on organic practices.

7. The specialists should provide this.

8. Growers

9. Representatives from these units are very important.

10. Coordination of private research efforts

11. Databases, tools, cost vs. practices information – to allow the growers to develop their needs

12. Provide a conduit for cutting edge strategies

13. Disseminate existing research and direct new research

14. Shed light on questions of sustainability

15. Offer practical advice to farmers in their specific fields

7.  Please provide suggestions for collaborative research and/or extension projects that this workgroup could focus on in the next 2-3 years:  

1. Address link between organic producers and welfare of workers

2. Connection between the research done and whoever uses it

3. Collaborate with other workgroups to incorporate “human” element into organic research

4. Research to benefit organic farmers, not just the researcher

5. Weed management techniques with cost/benefit analyses

6. Easier certification process for small growers

7. Application of production techniques statewide

8. Environmental issues of various organic practices

9. Marketing of product

10. Facilitate the forming of individuals into their own collaborations 

11. Educated events/procedures as a result of the individual work

12. The microbe essays – evaluate, teach how to use

13. Organic fertilizers

14. Bioaccumulants of edible food crops in known contaminated soils

15. Create a format for consumers, distributors, processors, producers to share perspectives & understandings

16. Form research agendas

17. Perennial cropping system research - specifically no-till cover crops

18. Facilitate the presentation of research needs by some growers

19. Establish goals for plant-crop breeding programs optimized for organic production

20. Weed control, fertility, cover crops

21. Soils research – is organic really different?  Do organic supplements really help?

22. Cost/management effective cover crops

23. Social issues are not just “small farm”

24. Consider how methods effect worker welfare and resource-limited farmers

25. Identify affinity groups – probably best by crops/disciplines

26. Come up with variety of solutions for small/med growers in danger of being squeezed out by national rule

27. Cost studies of organic growers at different size operations, crops, productions areas 

28. Sub-divide workgroup into 3 categories to recruit and focus: basic farming, marketing, social

29. Research in economic and treatment thresholds for the major organic commodities and their major pests

30. Quantify “whole-system sustainability” of various practices

31. More specific advice on timing/sequencing of organic practices: cover crops, compost application, fertilizing, etc.

32. Organic manure and soil organisms in fertility/productivity

COMMENTS
Positive remarks

1. Well-organized, structured

2. Informative panels

3. A much needed workgroup – Organic Ag needs an identity without comparing to Conventional Ag

4. Good networking

5. Good opportunity for doing workgroup business

6. Great source of contacts and ideas

7. Good opportunity to share, learn, chart a course

8. Refreshing change of people to collaborate with

9. Good turnout

10. Stimulating research ideas and collaborations

11. Good presentation of organic soil fertility and overview of state organic farms

12. Good overview of relevant issues to organic research/needs

13. Good food

14. Good array of invitees

15. Good participation of UCCE faculty

16. Pleased to be able to access on web

17. Glad to know of so much interest in area – appetite for and wealth of information presented

Meeting/workgroup could have been improved by: 

1. More time for question and answer

2. Inviting people from other workgroups that overlap (Specialty crops, small farm, etc.)
3. More research handouts, posters
4. Staying on time
5. Set up the room in a way conductive to meetings – maybe lengthwise
6. Realistic time slots – chart a course
7. Develop and identity for Organic Ag without drawing comparisons to Conventional Ag
8. Breakfast groups to discuss topics rather than just hear speakers
9. Staying on schedule
10. “This was a weird room”
11. Too much talking at us – need more opportunities to have ideas emerge from discussion
12. More systematic conduct of business functions
13. Having morning speakers stay the whole day
14. More break-out sessions
15. Break out sessions for small group discussion and organization
16. Having more growers and PAC’s in attendance
17. Social issues need to me less centered around only “small farm”
18. More discussion, planning where ag research should go
19. Better prep and orientation to subject by a number of the speakers
20. Less scheduled speakers – more discussion with work group participants about organic farming research needs
21. Keeping speakers on time
22. Starting and ending sessions on time
23. Maybe split group up into interest areas to make use of members’ areas of expertise/research
24. Allowing time to develop/identify ideas for pre-proposals 
25. County run organic certification programs?
8.  I am interested in working on the following workgroup activities (check all that apply):

· Workgroup Steering Committee





6

Ramiro Lobo

Deborah Giraud

Robert Farmer

Dan Gonzalez

Mario Moratario

· Regional training workshop (if funds available)



5

Ramiro Lobo

Janine Hasey

Deborah Giraud

Robert Farmer

Mario Moratario





· Collaborative Research Project 





10

Ramiro Lobo

Janine Hasey

Deborah Giraud

Kendra Baumgartner

CT Bull

Bennie Fouche

Corin Pease

Ford Denison

Mario Moratario

Polly Goldman

· Manuals/Short Course (develop proposals, and work on implementation)

4

Janine Hasey 

Dan Gonzalez

Mario Moratario

Polly Goldman

· Web site / Research bibliography





2

Shengping Yang

Ford Denison







· 2002 Conference






6

Ramiro Lobo

Robert Farmer

Mark Lipson

Dan Gonzalez

Jamaica Maxwell

Mario Moratario

