
December 2020: Agenda

2020 ‐ The Dumpster Fire:
Looking Ahead to 2021

• Shipping reminders
• Reducing samples
• Draft protocol reviews
• Preparing for 2021 trials
• New western region websites
• Highlights from a challenging year (FRDs)
• QA reminders for Part 6



Western Region 2014 Training Webinars

Messages from Captain Horak

MJH



Shipping During Holidays

• Campus Closures
– UC Davis Dec 21-Jan 1 

(reopen Jan 4)
• Lab Closures

– Contact lab before 
shipping during this 
time



Shipping

• Check the protocol and all amendments 
regarding where to ship

• This year had two trials going to the wrong 
lab
– Wrongly addressed box
– Wrong study placed in the boxes when 

shipping multiple samples on the same day



Reducing Samples
• Please reduce the sample weight if 

significantly over the weight range in the 
protocol
– Increased shipping cost
– Excess sample has to be 

stored and processed by 
the lab

– 30 lb of fruit when 
protocol says 6 lb is 
way too much!



Draft Protocol Review

Ken Samoil
IR-4 Headquarters

SDE-PPNTs
Study Director Extraordinaire

Purveyor of the Protocol and Notebook Templates



Draft Protocol Preparation and Review
• Protocol preparation generally begins after the completion 

of the National Research Planning Meeting in October
• Crop sampling information:  EPA Guidelines 
• Use pattern:  PCR (request) form (subject to modification 

by the registrant)
• After internal review at HQ, the 

draft is posted for external review, 
including field and lab personnel



What do we need from FRDs during review?

• Use Pattern
– Does it fit into the way the crop is grown in your region?  

If not, inform the Study Director.
• Plot Space

– Do you have space to meet sampling requirements, especially if 
one is a decline or a processing trial?  

– Can you assure that your plots will not be treated with the same 
or similar chemicals?



What do we need from FRDs during review?

• Multiple Trials
– If >1 has been assigned to you in same study
– Or if another FRD will conduct a trial <30km (18.6 miles) from 

you
– Can you differentiate trials in accordance with the current 

requirements?
• Time Conflicts

– Will there be any time conflicts with other trials assigned to you?  
(Do you need to be in two locations at once?)

• Test Substance
– Is the amount of TS indicated in Part 23 sufficient for your trial(s), 

and is the “date needed” correct?



Protocol Review Strategies-Will Meeks

Important Protocol Sections
• 10:  Test System/Crop
• 15:  Application Treatments and Timing
• 18:  Field Residue and Sample Inventory
• 23:  Field Personnel / Field Research Location (with test 

crop specifics for trials)

Example:  Sufloxaflor/Quinoa 11653.19-ID174



Protocol Review Strategies-FRD



Protocol Review Strategies-FRD



Will Meeks’ Planning Tools



Will Meeks’ Planning Tools



Preparing for 2021 trials

• Review the protocol (previously discussed)
• Early trials – what is needed?

– Study
– When: before December, December, January, 

February?
• Hemp trials – be aware of permitting, extra 

costs and security



New WR Websites



New WR Websites



New WR Websites



Highlights from a Challenging Year

David Ennes, KARE Guy Kyser, UCD Dani Lightle, OSU



Untreated Freezer Identification Sign New Untreated Freezer Ordered 7-22-20 Received 10-26-20

Treated Freezer Identification Sign Storing untreated and treated samples in treated freezer after untreated freezer quit working. 
All samples double bagged and separated in freezer with a partition

Malfunctioning Freezer at UC KARE



Vertebrate Pest Challenges at UCD

























Meanwhile at OSU…

An eerily similar 
experience with hemp

Pictures from Dani Lightle





QA Reminders for Part 6



You have two options when entering data in these 
Databook prompts.

Part 6G TIME MIXED/ BY WHOM  and  TIME APPLIED/ BY WHOM

Part 6H NAME OF PERSON WHO CLEANED EQUIPMENT:___________

Part 6I APPLICATION WAS MADE BY:________________

Either;

1. The Person Filling out the Bulk of the Notebook Page 

2. The Person who Actually Performed the Action



It is always preferable to have someone add the initials 
identifying someone else performing an action when they 
are already filling out the bulk of the Databook page.

If the person filling out the narrative initials and dates the 
bottom signature line, it covers anything written on the 
page.  

BUT, 

if the applicator initials the prompt, it must be followed 
by another set of initial and date.  Since initials are 
considered entries, they need to be GLP.



To sum up

• For simplicity, have the person filling out Databook the 
page be the one who adds the applicator’s initials.

• Avoid having two different initials                                                   
on the signature line. You need only one.

• Identify entries made by other people, it can                                    
be difficult for a reviewer to discern who enters what.



Part 6G:  Who Initials?

One person records

• KS made all entries
• Application made 

by DJE



Part 6G:  Who Initials?

Clarify who made 
which entries

• JC made most 
entries

• Application made 
by JK and he 
entered his initials 
and dated his entry



Part 6G: 2021 Notebook

Change in 2021 Book

• TIME MIXED/BY WHOM
• TIME APPLIED/BY WHOM

• By whom can still be 
entered as initials (e.g. JK) 
as long as person is 
identified in Part 2


