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Time Period Report for July 30th through August 5th 2019 

Abies balsamea Balsam Fir Botrytis blight (Botrytis sp./spp.) 0 0 1 0 

Abies balsamea Balsam Fir Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Allium sativum Garlic Stem and bulb nematode (Ditylenchus dipsaci) 0 1 0 0 

Capsicum annuum Pepper Low pH; Nutrient imbalance (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Capsicum sp./spp. Pepper Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Cornus sp./spp. Dogwood Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Cornus sp./spp. Dogwood Phytophthora root and crown rot (Phytophthora cactorum) 0 0 1 0 

Cucumis sativus Cucumber Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Cucurbita sp./spp. Squash Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Hydrangea 
paniculata 

Panicle 
Hydrangea 

Insect damage (Unidentified Insect) 1 0 0 0 

Hydrangea 
paniculata 

Panicle 
Hydrangea 

Non-pathogenic; Saprophyte (Secondary Agents; Saprophytes; Unspecif.) 1 0 0 0 

Hydrangea 
paniculata 

Panicle 
Hydrangea 

Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Hydrangea 
paniculata 

Panicle 
Hydrangea 

Spider mites (Family Tetranychidae) 1 0 0 0 

Confirmed - The diagnosis was derived using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or morphological observations which allowed for the confirmation of the organism to Genus, species and/or race or 
pathovar level. 

Not Detected -The sample was submitted as a suspect sample or as part of survey project. The pathogen was not detected on this sample at this time using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or 
morphological observations. 

Suspected - Diagnostic symptoms of the pathogen were present but evidence of the pathogen could not be confirmed at this time. This term may also be used at the species level if confirmations cannot be made. This term 
may also be used with abiotic entries. 

Inconclusive - Although a suitable sample was received, a reliable result could not be achieved. For example, the test kit may have not worked correctly and there was no sample material remaining to perform the test again. 
Or, no DNA was detected in a PCR analysis. Inhibitors may have been present in the sample. A second attempt may have been made with the same results. The only conclusion is to label the sample as 
inconclusive. 
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Ilex glabra Inkberry Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Ilex glabra Inkberry Twig blight (Fusicoccum sp./spp.) 1 0 0 0 

Lactuca sp./spp. Lettuce Powdery mildew (Golovinomyces sp./spp.) 1 0 0 0 

Lactuca sp./spp. Lettuce Pythium root and/or crown rot (Pythium sp./spp.) 1 0 0 0 

Lactuca sp./spp. Lettuce Springtails (Order Collembola) 1 0 0 0 

Lactuca sp./spp. Lettuce Stem rot (Unidentified Agent) 1 0 0 0 

Laurus nobilis Sweet Bay; bay 
laurel 

Canker; Dieback; Leaf blight (Fusicoccum sp./spp.) 1 0 0 0 

Laurus nobilis Sweet Bay; bay 
laurel 

Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Lycopersicon 
esculentum 

Tomato Septoria leaf spot (Septoria lycopersici) 1 0 0 0 

Lycopersicon 
esculentum 

Tomato Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Pinus sp./spp. Pine Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Pinus sp./spp. Pine Insect damage (Unidentified Insect) 1 0 0 0 

Pinus sp./spp. Pine Non-pathogenic; Saprophyte (Secondary Agents; Saprophytes; Unspecif.) 1 0 0 0 

Confirmed - The diagnosis was derived using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or morphological observations which allowed for the confirmation of the organism to Genus, species and/or race or 
pathovar level. 

Not Detected -The sample was submitted as a suspect sample or as part of survey project. The pathogen was not detected on this sample at this time using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or 
morphological observations. 

Suspected - Diagnostic symptoms of the pathogen were present but evidence of the pathogen could not be confirmed at this time. This term may also be used at the species level if confirmations cannot be made. This term 
may also be used with abiotic entries. 

Inconclusive - Although a suitable sample was received, a reliable result could not be achieved. For example, the test kit may have not worked correctly and there was no sample material remaining to perform the test again. 
Or, no DNA was detected in a PCR analysis. Inhibitors may have been present in the sample. A second attempt may have been made with the same results. The only conclusion is to label the sample as 
inconclusive. 
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Quercus sp./spp. Oak Discula anthracnose (Discula sp./spp.) 1 0 0 0 

Quercus sp./spp. Oak Growth regulator effect (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Quercus sp./spp. Oak Insect damage (Unidentified Insect) 1 0 0 0 

Quercus sp./spp. Oak Red leaf spot (Tubakia dryina) 1 0 0 0 

Quercus sp./spp. 
red 

Red Oaks Red leaf spot (Tubakia dryina) 1 0 0 0 

Quercus sp./spp. 
red 

Red Oaks Red oak leafminer (Japanagromyza viridula) 0 0 1 0 

Quercus sp./spp. 
red 

Red Oaks Sunscald (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Tsuga canadensis Eastern 
Hemlock 

Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Tsuga canadensis Eastern 
Hemlock 

No pathogen found (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Tsuga canadensis Eastern 
Hemlock 

Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Tsuga canadensis Eastern 
Hemlock 

Additional sample requested (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Confirmed - The diagnosis was derived using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or morphological observations which allowed for the confirmation of the organism to Genus, species and/or race or 
pathovar level. 

Not Detected -The sample was submitted as a suspect sample or as part of survey project. The pathogen was not detected on this sample at this time using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or 
morphological observations. 

Suspected - Diagnostic symptoms of the pathogen were present but evidence of the pathogen could not be confirmed at this time. This term may also be used at the species level if confirmations cannot be made. This term 
may also be used with abiotic entries. 

Inconclusive - Although a suitable sample was received, a reliable result could not be achieved. For example, the test kit may have not worked correctly and there was no sample material remaining to perform the test again. 
Or, no DNA was detected in a PCR analysis. Inhibitors may have been present in the sample. A second attempt may have been made with the same results. The only conclusion is to label the sample as 
inconclusive. 
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Tsuga canadensis Eastern 
Hemlock 

No pathogen found (Identification Analysis) 1 0 0 0 

Tsuga canadensis Eastern 
Hemlock 

Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Curvularia blight; Leaf spot (Curvularia sp./spp.) 1 0 0 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Heat and water stress (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Magnaporthe summer patch (Magnaporthe poae) 1 0 0 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Root damage (Abiotic disorder) 1 0 0 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Brown patch (Rhizoctonia solani) 1 0 0 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Magnaporthe summer patch (Magnaporthe poae) 1 0 0 0 

Turfgrass mixed 
species 

Turfgrass Moisture stress (Abiotic disorder) 0 0 1 0 

Vaccinium 
sp./spp. 

Blueberry Leaf spot; Stem canker (Gloeosporium minus) 1 0 0 0 

Confirmed - The diagnosis was derived using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or morphological observations which allowed for the confirmation of the organism to Genus, species and/or race or 
pathovar level. 

Not Detected -The sample was submitted as a suspect sample or as part of survey project. The pathogen was not detected on this sample at this time using approved molecular technologies, serological testing and/or 
morphological observations. 

Suspected - Diagnostic symptoms of the pathogen were present but evidence of the pathogen could not be confirmed at this time. This term may also be used at the species level if confirmations cannot be made. This term 
may also be used with abiotic entries. 

Inconclusive - Although a suitable sample was received, a reliable result could not be achieved. For example, the test kit may have not worked correctly and there was no sample material remaining to perform the test again. 
Or, no DNA was detected in a PCR analysis. Inhibitors may have been present in the sample. A second attempt may have been made with the same results. The only conclusion is to label the sample as 
inconclusive. 


