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MINUTES 
MEETING OF THE BOARD 

NATIONAL CLEAN PLANT NETWORK FOR GRAPES 
March 1, 2011 – University of California, Davis 

 

The meeting of the Board of the National Clean Plant Network for Grapes was called to order by 
Chair Deborah Golino at 9:00 a.m. in the AGR Room of the Buehler Alumni Visitors Center at the 
University of California, Davis.   

Self introductions were made.  The following were present at the meeting:  Maher Al Rwahnih, Eric 
Amberg, Gary Ballard, Violeta Colova, Mike Colvin, Cheryl Covert, Mike Cunningham, Alex 
Dougherty, Ken Eastwell, Marc Fuchs, Dave Fujino, Deborah Golino, Jon Held, Justin Jackson, 
Justin Jacobs, Sam Johnson, Martin Joseph, Vicki Klaassen, Carole Lamb, Lori Leong, Jeanette 
Martin, Dan Martinez, Roger Moitoso, Judit Monis, Garry Nelson, Fatima Osman, John Preece, 
Josh Puckett, Wenping Qiu, Dennis Rak, Johannes Reinhardt, Erich Rudyj, Tia Russell, Vicky 
Scharlau, Sue Sim, Rhonda Smith, Nancy Sweet, Athar Tariq, and Andrew Zaninovich.  The 
following Board members participated by teleconference:  Mark Black, Cathy Caldwell, Jan Hedberg, 
Carol Holko, Tim Martinson, Keith Striegler, and Fritz Westover.    

A motion was made by Ken Eastwell and seconded by Jon Held to approve the minutes of the prior 
meeting from May 10, 2010.  The motion passed. 

Deborah Golino introduced and welcomed the three new Board members – Eric Amberg, a 
nurseryman from New York State; Johannes Reinhardt, a winemaker from New York State; and 
Fritz Westover, a viticulture extension specialist from Texas.   

NCPN Update and Report on Outreach/Extension Subcommittee 
Erich Rudyj, NCPN Program Coordinator, and Sam Johnson, member of the Core Working Group,  
provided an update on NCPN national activities.  

Sam Johnson commented on the meeting of the Outreach Working Group in Dallas, Texas, on 
February 24, 2011.  He noted that the Tier 1 Governing Board has begun a communications 
initiative by including representatives from the specialty crop tier 2 Boards in the monthly Tier 1 
teleconferences in order to facilitate information exchange.  At the national leadership meeting to be 
held during the summer, 2011, the Governing Board will focus on several issues, including the 
sustainability of revenue streams and quality assurance (derived from the NCPN Business Plan). 

Erich Rudyj presented an NCPN general program overview and update. [His power point presentation is 
posted on the NCPN stakeholders’ website].  There is a new member of the Tier 1 Governing Board.  Carl 
Schultz of the National Plant Board has replaced Ken Rauscher, who retired.   Issues facing the Tier 
1 Board in 2011 include long term sustainability of the NCPN (business models for the clean plant 
centers), development of education and outreach materials, the possibility of new crops in the 
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NCPN network, and advocacy of the nursery certification concept.  Rudyj reviewed the 2010 
funding for all plant centers within the NCPN network. 

Rudyj discussed the NCPN Education/Outreach program, currently under development by the 
Education/Outreach Working Group,  in order to increase visibility and support for the NCPN.  
The Working Group is not a Tier 2 body but is a working group composed of representatives from 
the Tier 2 specialty crop boards in association with the National IPM program.  The need is for 
good national materials to supplement existing specialty-crop specific outreach publications and 
other materials that illustrate the value of clean plant material. He explained in some detail the 
process and products developed at the Dallas meeting. 

NCPN program challenges for 2011-2012 include building a stronger relationship and better 
communication between the Tier 1 and Tier 2 leadership through monthly teleconference meetings 
and a leadership workshop in the summer, 2011, and funding issues.  The 2011-2012 appropriation 
of Farm Bill funds has not yet been made by Congress.  Language appropriating NCPN funding is 
in the President’s budget for 2012.  Discussions have begun for the next Farm Bill (2013-2018).  The 
NCPN will seek to preserve the ‘no year money’ feature of the appropriation, to include better 
linkages between the NCPN and nursery certification programs, and to obtain greater clarity on the 
use of funds for construction projects.  Several new crops have expressed an interest in the NCPN 
network, including potatoes, sweet potatoes, garlic, olives and roses.  

Deborah Golino commented that many of the new crops mentioned are highly privatized and are 
funded by private industry or university programs.  She stated that business should be providing the 
clean plant services for those crops, not the public sector.  Rudyj explained that the issue of private 
sector participation with NCPN specialty crops and the issue of whether there is truly a national 
interest for the NCPN with these new crops are on the agenda for the summer leadership 
workshop. 

Mark Black asked how FPS handles proprietary material.  Golino stated that FPS enters into 
contracts with the owners of the proprietary materials (including grapes), who pay for the testing, 
therapy and maintenance of the proprietary selections at FPS.  NCPN funds are not spent to 
support the proprietary selections.  FPS also receives funding from entities other than the NCPN 
for its activities.  

Update of Grape CPN Charter 
Nancy Sweet led the session on proposed amendments to the charter for the NCPN for Grapes.  
[The version of the charter containing the proposed changes in annotated format that was presented to the grape board 
on March 1 is posted on the stakeholders’ website as Charter version 3.0 at Grape CPN / March1,2011 - Grape 
CPN Board Meeting in Davis, California].  Some of the more significant amendments to the charter 
include: 

1. Change of name from National Grape Clean Plant Network to National Clean Plant Network for 
Grapes; 
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2. The addition of Arizona as a specific named state included in the western region of the NCPN – 
Grapes; 
3. Specification of the election procedure used by the Board to fill vacancies; 
4. Inclusion of a provision for use of the ad hoc advisory committee to review pre-proposals for 
NCPN funding for clean plant centers related to grapes; 
5. Definition of a quorum as a simple majority of voting members; 
6. Provision that the chair of the NCPN – Grapes shall not vote except to break a tie; 
7. Specification that amendment of the charter requires a 2/3 vote of a quorum. 
 
The most current version of the charter that contains the amendments adopted at the March 1 
meeting is posted on the NCPN stakeholders’ website on the page ‘Grape CPN’ under the section 
entitled ‘Grape Charter – March 2011’.  The two appendices are also posted at that location. The 
URL for the stakeholders’ website is http://ucanr.org/sites/natcpn/. 
 
Progress Reports from Clean Plant Centers 
The five grapevine clean plant centers that received NCPN funding in 2010 presented progress 
reports on expenditure of those funds.  Those five centers are Cornell University (Marc Fuchs), 
Florida A&M University (Violeta Colova),  Missouri State University (Wenping Qiu),  Northwest 
Grape Foundation Service – WSU (Ken Eastwell), and Foundation Plant Services – UCD (Deborah 
Golino) [The power point presentations for the five centers are posted on the stakeholders’ website under Grape CPN 
/ March 1, 2011 – Grape CPN Board Meeting in Davis, California]. 
 
Progress on Russell Ranch Foundation Vineyard 
Mike Cunningham, head of production at FPS, presented a status report on the Russell Ranch 
foundation vineyard project.  [Photos illustrating his talk are posted on the stakeholders’ website]. 
The University of California, Davis, assigned 100 acres of the Russell Ranch property to FPS for the 
creation of a new foundation block.  FPS has received funding for improvements to 30 acres of that 
block.   
 
The future vineyard site has been fumigated and disked.  An oat cover crop was planted. The plan is 
to install 20 acres of grape scions and 10 acres of grape rootstock in spring, 2011.   
 
Exploration for a new well revealed water at 340 feet.  UCD farm services will install a cement pad 
for the pump, filters, and pressurized tank.  In the interim, FPS can temporarily use the existing 
outlets for irrigation.   
 
Bids for a fence surrounding the property and for trellising for the grape scions have been received, 
but installation awaits formal assignment of the land from campus officials to FPS. [That formal 
assignment by campus officials was accomplished in late March, 2011].   
 

http://ucanr.org/sites/natcpn/�


April 8, 2011 
 

4 
 

The Russell Ranch candidate scion vines that currently are in pots were submitted for testing to the 
FPS lab for ‘2010 Protocol’ testing and to Tom Burr at Cornell for Agrobacterium vitis testing. The 
important rootstock varieties have been grown in pots from cuttings and as mist-propagated plants.   
 
FPS purchased equipment for use exclusively at Russell Ranch, including an ATV and sprayers and a 
tractor.  FPS is exploring the possible repair of one of the old barns on the property for storage of 
the equipment. 
 
Deborah Golino indicated that plant material at Russell Ranch will be scarce for a few years and that 
a method for allocation of the material nationally should be discussed at a future Grape CPN 
meeting. 
 
Rupestris stem pitting testing on candidate vines for Russell Ranch 
Deborah Golino reported that fewer than one-half of the Russell Ranch candidate vines that had 
previously undergone microshoot tip (MST) tissue culture therapy tested negative for the Rupestris 
stem pitting (RSP) virus using Q-PCR.  She is of the opinion that MST treatment does not necessarily 
eliminate RSP from the grapevine.  As no trials have demonstrated a significant qualitative 
difference between RSP-negative and RSP-positive grapevine material, she suggested that the Grape 
CPN Board might reconsider its goal of creating an RSP-free vineyard collection.  She warned that, 
even with upgraded and more precise MST techniques, RSP was always detected when testing 
techniques were upgraded. 
 
Wenping Qiu suggested regional standards with a minimum national standard.  Deborah Golino 
indicated that harmonization of an international standard as a common denominator resulted in a 
lower standard in terms of plant pathology. 
 
Marc Fuchs stated that, in France, stem pitting is the toughest virus to identify and eradicate and 
that there is no evidence of detrimental impact on plant vigor.  He suggested making testing for RSP 
consistent with other comparable viruses in the 2010 Protocol. Wenping Qiu agreed that focus 
should be placed on damaging, harmful viruses.  
 
The key to detection of minor viruses seems to be the testing methodology. RSP has been 
traditionally detected using the St. George indicator plant in the field index. As testing has become 
more sophisticated, the new technology has increasingly revealed more viruses.  Maher Al Rwahnih 
indicated that if everyone would use the QPCR technology to test their respective vineyards, all of 
them would result in some positive results for RSP and other minor viruses, regardless of the results 
of prior testing.  Rhonda Smith agreed that consistently raising the bar by using more sensitive 
technology in testing will always result in discovery of new pathogens and stacked viruses. 
 
Eric Amberg was concerned with whether or not industry would still have access to grapevine 
material in the FPS Classic Foundation (current foundation vineyard) once the Russell Ranch 
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vineyard is up and going.  He was apprehensive that industry support would erode if popular, long-
standing clones are eliminated once the Russell Ranch vineyard is established.  Deborah Golino 
indicated that it may be 20 years before elimination of the Classic Foundation vineyard is 
considered. 
 
Dennis Rak felt that advertising Russell Ranch plant material as pathogen-free when in fact some 
vines were positive for RSP would cause confusion in outreach efforts.  Other members were 
concerned that if RSP+ vines were to be allowed in the Russell Ranch vineyard, the virus would 
spread to the RSP negative vines.  Vicky Scharlau commented that members of Congress evaluating 
the NCPN program would appreciate the clear cut distinction between ‘clean’ versus ‘not clean’ 
plant materials but might be confused by a standard that allows for gray areas (minor viruses).   
 
Deborah Golino stated that requiring RSP-negative material for the Russell Ranch foundation 
vineyard will not necessarily increase the expense for the new material but will delay by a few years 
the number of available clones and vines. She said that the NCPN for Grapes will need to make a 
value determination about which standard and tests to use. She noted that the grape community 
around the world has in the past ignored minor pathogens such as viroids.   
 
Golino concluded that FPS has currently identified many Russell Ranch candidate selections that 
tested negative for RSP and characterized the RSP-free standard as a noble experiment for the 
Russell Ranch foundation.  The nurseries and other industry members will continue to have access 
to the long-time, traditional popular clones in the FPS Classic foundation vineyard. 
 
Ken Eastwell moved, seconded by Dan Martinez, that negative results for the Rupestris stem pitting 
virus remain in the 2010 Protocol as a prerequisite for material to qualify for the Russell Ranch 
foundation vineyard.  The motion passed unanimously.  Deborah Golino noted that FPS will be 
unable to continue testing for RSP should NCPN funding become unavailable.  
 
Extensions of time to expend 2010-2011 NCPN funds 
Erich Rudyj announced that recipients of NCPN funding should notify him 3 to 4 months prior to 
the expiration of the Cooperative Agreement if additional time is needed for expenditure of 2010-
2011 NCPN funding.  If funding is left unexpended at the end of the Agreement, an amendment is 
required to extend the time within which projects can be completed. If an amendment is not 
accomplished, the funding will revert to the Tier 1 Board for re-allocation in the future. 
 
Naming convention across NCPN centers for grape selections 
Gary Ballard (NWGFS/WSU Prosser) and Cheryl Covert (FPS) collaborated on a proposed uniform 
naming system for grape selections from the foundation collections of the NCPN grape clean plant 
centers.  The problem resulting from naming among the centers is illustrated by the fact that entries 
on the National Grape Registry website show the same selection number for different clones from 
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several clean plant centers.  Although FPS and the NWGFS already post their grape selections on 
the website, other centers were invited to join.   
 
The proposed  naming convention developed by Ms. Covert and Mr. Ballard is explained and 
illustrated by the chart and draft naming proposal that are posted on the stakeholders’ website under 
the March 1 meeting. 
 
After discussion of various alternatives, the group consensus favored a naming system that would 
add a ‘.1’ indication for each iteration (treatment) of a particular selection.  The initial selection, for 
example, would be named Chardonnay FPS 04 or Chardonnay NWGFS 04.  After one treatment, 
the new selection number would be Chardonnay FPS 04.1 or Chardonnay NWGFS 04.1. A 
subsequent treatment performed on Chardonnay 04.1 would result in the name Chardonnay 04.1.1.   
The advantage of this naming scheme is that the original clonal identity is preserved even after a 
selection undergoes treatment. This naming proposal will be presented for discussion and evaluation 
to the meeting of the California Registration & Certification Program nursery committee on April 
14, 2011.     
 
Formal process for NCPN-sponsored grape imports 
Deborah Golino posed the question to the Board whether the NCPN Grape network should 
establish a formal process for importing grape cultivars and clones using NCPN resources.  She 
suggested that a protocol for identifying the type of material and process for importation on behalf 
of the NCPN be harmonized across grape clean plant centers. 
 
 A successful importation program depends on the development of relationships with individuals 
around the world while paying careful consideration to the mutual interests of both parties – trust in 
the U.S. importing plant center and a recognition of national pride in the plant material to be 
imported.  The negotiations can be difficult and time consuming. 
 
Golino requested assistance from the Grape CPN members in identifying and importing new 
selections/cultivars using NCPN funding.  Cornell accepts importations only from foundation 
blocks abroad.  She asked clean plant centers to elicit suggestions from nurseries and grape growers 
in their respective regions.  Board members should provide the grape clean plant centers with 
contacts and variety names of grape material of interest.  The National Grape Registry website has a 
section, Vines in Progress, that shows varieties and clones that are currently already in the pipeline in 
the United States.  
 
Golino also cited the need for outreach to grapevine nurseries and breeders around the United 
States for their input on appropriate varieties for the collection at FPS.  For example, FPS recently 
worked with Mark Black to obtain some wine grape varieties that thrive in Texas and other southern 
climates.   
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No action was taken on this item. 
 
User fees and charges for custom services 
Deborah Golino stated that part of the business plan for the NCPN – Grapes should include 
addressing the issue of fees for custom services and sale of plant material purchased from NCPN 
clean plant centers.   
 
At the present time, NWGFS (Prosser) does not charge user fees to the nurseries and growers who 
propagate and sell plant material from cuttings purchased from the NWGFS.  For public selections, 
FPS charges user fees of 2 cents per plant propagated from material purchased from FPS.  The user 
fees would create an income stream for the clean plant centers. It is a major source of FPS support.  
No user fees are charged for UC patented material and proprietary material, since those sources pay 
FPS’ costs for processing and maintaining their materials.  Missouri State has adopted the FPS 
model. Golino believes that harmonization could occur in this area.  She is concerned about the 
different rates being charged across the country for the same services rendered by clean plant 
centers. 
 
Other income is generated from sale of plant material that originated at clean plant centers.  In 
Washington, nurseries pay to the state? 5% for every vine they sell. In California, the grapevine 
production nurseries (IAB) pool contributions from a 1% self assessment for every vine sold.  The 
1% self assessment is in addition to the user fees previously mentioned. 
 
Eric Amberg commented that the nurseries would appreciate a simplified system. 
 
Deborah Golino stated that the NCPN – Grapes should begin to discuss funding mechanisms as a 
part of the business plan development.  She believes that the centers should meet and reach a 
mutually satisfactory agreement on the issue. 
 
Adjournment 
The meeting was adjourned.  The members proceeded to the Robert Mondavi Institute on the UC 
Davis campus for a tour of that building and the new UCD winery and brewery facility. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Nancy Sweet 
Grape Program Coordinator 
 


