Alaska not
to scale

(and don’t you forget it!)

Pacific Northwest

since 2001, Pacific Northwest states have acted as a flexible coalition, united by similar
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PNVW Workgroup

crops and cropping systems and

the shared objective of promoting IPM in agricultural settings. Meeting at least twice per year, the workgroup has

A\ collaborated on a number of projects benefiting our constituents. By sharing resources, we maximize expertise

® |dentification of pest management ® Origination and establishment of
OUTPUTS issues in PNW minor crops a unigue Comment Coordinator
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® |R-4 has raised priority rank of
pesticides identified by our

group’s crop profiles and PMSPs

OUTCOMES

we haVe aCh|EVEd ® USEPA has accelerated

registration of pesticides identified by
our group’s crop profiles and PMSPs
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® USDA has used our data to support minor crop production
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® Several pesticide uses have been maintained for minor crops as requested
by the PNW Workgroup Comment Coordinator

® Growers now voluntarily provide pesticide usage data that better
enables decisions at the federal agency level
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® Use of real data [rather than models and worst-case scenarios) has

___________ refined USEPA risk evaluation to, in many cases, retain uses on
= e | . PNW minor crops

Al e PN\W growers have more tools to aid in IPM implementation
* Ronda Hirnyck,

University of Idaho ® PNW growers have increased knowledge about IPM practices
* Sally O’'Neal Coates,

Washington State University ® PNW growers have increased their use of IPM practices

* Thomas Jahns, ® NRCS is providing cost share incentives for adopting IPM practices

and minimize duplication of effort. The result is not only economic efficiency, but numerous measurable outcomes.

® Coordination of regionwide pest

alerts and weather/forecasting
models for the region

® Development of regionwide

projects and partnerships with
water quality and endangered
species impacts

® Creation of the "One Plan” with
NRCS for farm planning

® Coordination of regionwide pest

management handbooks for weeds,
diseases, and insects

With our mutual membership in the

e Catherine Daniels,
Washington State University

as true partners

PARTNERSHIP ® POWER ® PROGRESS

PNW Workgroup Members:
Ed Bechinski, University of Idaho; Sue Blodgett, Montana State University;
Jay Davison, University of Nevada; Howard Deer, Utah State University;

Joe DeFrancesco, Oregon State University; Lisa Downey, University of Idaho;
Will Lanier, Montana State University; Jeff Jenkins, Oregon State University;
Paul Jepson, Oregon State University; Jane M. Thomas, Washington State University

® Growers, researchers, and agencies throughout our region function iNnteract and share expeptise about

a host of common concerns.



