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❖ ❖  This season had many of the 
same characteristics as those that marked last 
year’s fruit-growing adventure, minus the dev
astating Labor Day storm, so it’s not strange to 
note that the resulting insect and mite situations 
were also quite similar to those of 1998. Early, 
hot, and dry, seem to be the best words to 
describe this season, and the effects of this type 
of weather on our arthropod pests were generally 
predictable. It should be stated, first of all, that 
this year we saw one of the most pleasant, mild, 
textbook examples of a favorable N.Y. spring 
season that I can recall. No interminable stormy 
periods of rain or wind, no breathtaking jumps 
backward into wintry gloom, just a modest, very 
gradual warming trend that gave growers some 
of the best possible conditions for executing 
their early season control programs. Most people 
even seemed ready for the heavyweight hot 
temperatures when they arrived in mid-June, 
just not for the utter lack of rain we received (and 
we made out much better than our neighbors to 
the south).

One of the most pleasant surprises of this 
season concerned the situation with European 
red mite control. Despite the kind of weather 
patterns that excel at creating mite explosions, 
very few reports or instances of problem mite 
populations were heard or seen this year. We are 
assuming that one or two contributing factors are 
responsible for this situation: Apparently, most

growers had ample opportunity to put on 
early season oil/Apollo/Savey, etc., 

applications and therefore many po
tential problems were taken care of 
before they developed. Secondly, 
we seem to be in the midst of that 
rarest of circumstances -  a period 

when there are several very effective 
miticides available, and they all seem 

to be working at their best. Remember just 
a few years ago, when it seemed as though there 
would never be any more new products labelled 
for mite control? And, it looks like several more 
new ones are in the wings for introduction soon, 
as each of the major agrichemical companies 
appear to have their own new entry into this field. 
To be fair, we did still have some problems with 
twospotted spider mites moving in later in the 
season, so we are awaiting some developments 
in rescue materials that can better address this 
weak area in our toolbox.

Spotted tentiform leafminer is one pest that 
did cause problems in some localized orchards, 
as this was the kind of weather that favors their 
success. Infestations of the first brood were 
noticeable, if not always serious, and the second 
and third broods caused problems in some blocks 
where preventive measures were not followed. 
Some other early season pests that didn’t seem to 
develop into much of a concern were rosy apple 
aphid, plum curculio (shorter oviposition period 
this year), and pear psylla, for which we don’t 
really have any explanation, other than the rela
tive lack of succulent foliage because of the dry 
weather. This obviously was also a factor in the 
low green aphid populations statewide.
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A reasonable person surveying the fruit damage 
currently evident from obliquebanded leafroller on 
some of the apples yet to be harvested would con
clude that this year has been a pretty typical one 
from the viewpoint of population pressure. That is, 
some problem blocks have sustained damage simi
lar to that seen in most other years. In addition, the 
developmental timing of the two generations was 
even more un-synchronized than usual, so that we 
were seeing large overwintered larvae as late as 
July, and first summer brood egg masses in August. 
However, two points should be noted that marked 
this season as being a little different for the life of 
a leafroller this season. First, the very dry condi
tions cut down on the production of terminal 
growth, which drove the young larvae to seek 
unorthodox feeding sites, mainly on the under
sides of mature leaves, often up against the 
midvein or along the leaf edge, so that detection 
of foliar infestations was sometimes difficult. 
Also, a number of growers used a SpinTor pro
gram for management, and many expressed satis
faction with their results. W e’ll be looking to see 
if this view holds through the harvest and storage 
season, but if so, it would be a welcome change 
for the better in this perennial battle with OBLR.

Once again, codling moth and oriental fruit 
moth were reported to be particularly plentiful in 
certain areas; trap catches of adults were quite high, 
and fruit damage was greater than normal in some 
peach and apple plantings. There is increasing 
concern that OP resistance may be starting to show 
up in OFM populations in particular, a possibility 
that we will be addressing this fall with the help of 
Deb Breth and Dave Pree (at the Vineland Station). 
Comstock mealybug continued to make unwel
come appearances in pear and some peach orchards; 
we tested a new compound for control of this pest, 
with some favorable results, so with any luck there 
may be another management alternative available 
soon.

For the third year, apple maggot once again 
suffered from the lack of summer rain; adult catches 
were down overall, but the effect was localized —

some areas did see a normal flush in early Au
gust, but in many others, it was simply too dry. 
As before, it definitely paid off to hang traps in 
individual blocks to determine the need for sprays. 
Finally, it’s a bit too early to ring down the 
curtain on a few of the late callers, but so far it 
doesn ’ t look as though white apple leafhopper or 
woolly apple aphid are going to make much of a 
mark on this season’s pest scene.❖ ❖
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U P C O M IN G  PEST EV EN T S

43°F 50°F
Current DD accumulations (Geneva 1/1-9/7): 3372 2366

(Geneva 1998 1/1-9/7): 3450 2393
(Geneva "Normal" 1/1-9/7): 3075 2219

C o m in g  Events: R ang es:
American plum borer 2nd flight subsides 2841-3698 1907-2640
Apple maggot flight subsides 2764-3656 1904-2573
Codling moth 2nd flight subsides 2782-3693 1796-2635
Lesser appleworm 2nd flight subsides 2775-3466 2002-2460
Lesser peachtree borer flight subsides 2782-3474 1796-2513
Oriental fruit moth 3rd flight subsides 2987-3522 2018-2377
Peachtree borer flight subsides 2230-3255 1497-2309
Redbanded leafroller 3rd flight peak 2514-3225 1818-2625
Redbanded leafroller 3rd flight subsides 3103-3433 2013-2359
San Jose scale 2nd flight subsides 2494-3257 1662-2302
STLM 3rd flight subsides 3235-3471 2228-2472
Obliquebanded leafroller 2nd flight subsides 2809-3656 1930-2573
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NOTE: Every effort has been made to provide correct, complete and up-to-date pesticide recommendations. Nevertheless, 
changes in pesticide regulations occur constantly, and human errors are possible. These recommendations are not a substitute for 
pesticide labelling. Please read the label before applying any pesticide.
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