Global HRAC Conference Call
	Minutes
	April 21, 2016	14:00 UTC
	Conference Call



	Meeting called by
	Mark Peterson

	Type of meeting
	Monthly Conference Call

	Note taker
	Michael Horak

	Attendees
	Dawn Refsell; Gael le Goupil; Harry Strek; M. Salas (EU HRAC rep); Mark Peterson; Michael Horak; Roland Beffa;; Tim Obrigawitch



Agenda Overview:
· Anti-Trust Statement
· Review of Action Register
· Website/Branding Update
· 2016 Budget/Project Discussion
· Working Group Updates (Brief)
· Issues Update – EPA Proposals (Michael), Rothamsted Project Proposal (Roland/Mark)
· HRAC Face-to-Face and Strategy Session, timing and location
· Updates to MOA Classification (per email from Harry)
· HRAC Objectives for 2016

Agenda topics
· Anti-Trust Statement (Michael)
· Summarized at the start of the call

· Review of Action Register (Mark)
· Spreadsheet attached
· Possible symposium at Global Herbicide Challenge Meeting has been submitted
· Best Management Practices for Herbicide Resistance Management.  Tim has been working on this activity and has been collating the different guidance available.  This is on-going.
· Proposals to consider:
· Do we want to sponsor a WSSA symposium on “Testing for Herbicide Resistance”?
· Good overall support from committee on this topic
· Briefly discussed if there needs to be a talk or symposium on Herbicide Synergy and potential impacts on Herbicide Resistance Management.
· General thought was to monitor this and decide later if it is needed.

· 2016 Budget/Project Discussion (Michael)
· Expenses to date is summarized in the attached excel file
· 2016 budget is 135,500 USD
· Spend to date is 54,625 USD primarily on website design and international survey website support
· 2017 budget that is proposed is flat at 135,500 USD
· Michael to update committee on remaining funds allocation and if there is other money that we will need to plan to spend
· Working Group Updates (Brief)
· Auxin working group – Bob Masters will lead this going forward.  Proposal for Herbicide Challenge Meeting symposium.  May be some costs involved to help pay for speaker travel (depend on budget may want to pay some in 2016,  Working group will get back to Todd on status.
· HPPD working group – talking with Todd about HPPD talks or symposium at Global Herbicide Challenge.  Next meeting in May and will begin working on resistance testing methods.

· Issues Update – EPA Proposals (Michael), 
· EPA issued new Herbicide Resistance Management Stewardship Checklist (see attached) 
· US HRAC and WSSA have developed responses that are in review.  (WSSA response is attached).  US HRAC comments are in legal review at CLA and in review at member companies 
· EPA has implemented the use of the checklist and there are several elements which are raising concern with stakeholders

· Issues Update –Rothamsted Project Proposal (Roland/Mark)
· Research group at Rothamstad contacted Global HRAC about a resistance management project.  Goal is to set up an H2020 project on resistance management in EU.  Impact of resistance on EU ag production based on multi-stakeholder platform on resistance management.  Little information available yet.  Meeting tomorrow will be first meeting.  Roland will get notes to Global HRAC.  ECPA would like to use this as a platform to demonstrate impact of resistance and implications for keeping products on the market (impact of removing tools from market).  Will likely discuss use of low rates and impact on resistance. May get a budget request on this project.

· HRAC Face-to-Face and Strategy Session, timing and location
· Possible date is week of Sept 12, 2016 in conjunction with face to face meeting.  Proposal would be to have in EU possibly at CLI in Brussels.  Possibly arrange for teleconference site for those who cannot get approval to travel to EU.  
· Will need to check that this does not conflict with an EFSA meeting on Sept 12 till noon on September 13

· Updates to MOA Classification 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The question was related to the classification of clomazone on the HRAC and International Survey websites and the fact that group F4 was missing from both.  The correction was made via an email discussion after Harry Strek raised the question.  The proposal to make the update was circulated on an email by Ian Heap and all HRAC members were copied.  No objections were raised so Ian made the change.  A brief discussion ensued about the proper procedure for making such changes and it was agreed that these should be handled by email to the membership with review at one of the semiannual face to face meetings.


· HRAC Objectives for 2016
· See attached document. Global HRAC2016 Activities and Priorities;  Need to add website advertisement as 2016 activity;  Should we engage in social media in some fashion?  How get brand and message out more broadly?

· Website/Branding
· Website is on track for a mid May launch



Antitrust Guidelines

While some activities among competitors are both legal and beneficial to the industry, group activities of competitors are inherently suspect under the antitrust laws.  Agreements or combinations between or among competitors need not be formal to raise questions under antitrust laws, but may include any kind of understanding, formal or informal, secretive or public, under which each of the participants can reasonably expect that another will follow a particular course of action.
All HRAC Members have a responsibility to see that topics, which may give an appearance of an agreement that would violate the antitrust laws, are not discussed during meetings. It is the responsibility of each member in the first instance to avoid raising improper subjects for discussion and the purpose of the Antitrust Guidelines is to assure that participants are aware of this obligation.
The Dos and Don’ts presented below highlight only the most basic antitrust principles.  Each participant in a meeting should be thoroughly familiar with his/her responsibilities under the antitrust laws and should consult counsel in all cases involving specific situations, interpretations or advice.
DON’T
1. Do not, in fact or appearance, discuss or exchange information regarding:
1. Individual company prices, price changes, price differentials, mark-ups, discounts, allowances, credit terms, etc., or data that bear on price, e.g. costs, production, capacity, inventories, sales, etc.
1. Industry pricing policies, price levels, price changes, differentials, etc.
1. Changes in industry production, capacity or inventories.
1. Bids on contracts for particular products; procedures for responding to bid invitations.
1. Plans of individual companies concerning the design, production, distribution or marketing of particular products, including proposed territories or customers.
1. Matters relating to actual or potential individual customers or suppliers that might have the effect of excluding them from any market or of influencing the business conduct of firms toward such suppliers or customers.

2. Do not discuss or exchange information regarding the above matters during social gatherings incidental to meetings, even in jest.
DO
1. Have an agenda and adhere to prepared agendas for all meetings.
1. Get minutes taken and object if they do not accurately reflect the discussion and actions taken.
1. Consult with your legal counsel on all antitrust questions relating to meetings.
1. Protest against any discussions or meeting activities which appear to violate the antitrust laws; disassociate yourself from any such discussions or activities and leave any meeting in which they continue.

