The Western IPM Center sponsored the Water, Wildlife and Pesticides in the West:  Pest Management’s Contribution to Solving Environmental Problems conference. There were excellent presentations, questions and other discussions.  Of particular note were the breakout sessions that attempted to answer specific questions relating to presentations. 

The following summarizes the results of these breakout discussions. We have organized the discussion points by topics.  The Western IPM Center will use this information as stakeholder input for research and extension priorities to be addressed in our various calls for proposals.  Other groups may wish to do the same with those that relate to their programs.

Identified Research/Extension Priorities in the West

· Development of economic thresholds for crops/pests where they don’t already exist.

· Fund IPM metric projects.

· Need economic data on the cost of implementation of IPM/BMP practices to growers.

· Outreach to growers in evaluating the risks of implementing IPM/BMP practices.

· Need evaluations studies on how adoption of IPM/BMPs affects water quality

· Need to develop economic data on preserving endangered species.

· Research that monitors population levels of invertebrates over time that evaluates sub-lethal effects.

· Research on the effects of inert ingredients to water quality.

· Need to evaluate how the flux in residue concentrations affects aquatic species.

· Research on how to make bio-pesticides more efficacious.

· Need more screening of bio-pesticides in the search for less toxic alternatives.

Identified Issues or Concerns

Issues in Adoption of IPM/BMPs

A new IPM/BMP practice must:

· Reduce risk

· Demonstrate efficacy

· Be economically viable

Getting farmer “buy-in” in implementing IPM practices has many different faces.

· Age of farmers

· Availability of incentive programs

· Fear of regulation by the farmer

· Social pressures

The lack of trust between environmental groups and farmers hinders adoption of less toxic options.

A regulatory approach can help in the adoption of IPM practices to some degree, but is problematic and should be used only as a last resort.

It takes a minimum of 5 years to observe interactions of a new IPM practice within a cropping system.  Long-term support options are needed.

A grower’s perception of risk (crop loss) may be a bigger barrier to adoption than the cost of control.

Buy-in on Eco-Labeling is low if you can’t effectively demonstrate a price premium to producers in advance.

There is a need to provide more tools for IPM implementation (weather stations, notification networks, degree-day models, etc.).

Homeowners have no training in pesticide application methods or IPM.  The retailer may not have training either.

Research can determine efficacy but the economic component may be weak.  There is a need for more extension economists.

Possible ways to increase adoptions of IPM/BMP practices

Provide farmers with a tax credit for environmental stewardship

Levying a Toxicity Tax may encourage farmers to choose less toxic options.  Many of the older chemistries are less expensive to the farmer but if a tax were imposed based on the toxicity level of a pesticide this could encourage less toxic choices.

Possibly provide insurance rebates for using less toxic alternatives.

The NRCS CSP program encourages adoption of IPM/BMPs but could be expanded so it is available to more farmers.

Endangered Species/Invasive Species
An ecological system approach is needed that addresses both endangered and invasive species.

Need a nationally organized management plan/extension plan to deal with invasive species
The plan should focus on preventions of invasive species rather than crisis management.

Agencies involved in endangered species have conflicting/cross-purposes.  Need communication/coordination between agencies.  (One agency may recommend a species for forage, and another is trying to manage it as an invasive).

There is a need to educate policy makers that eradicating invasive species when the problem is small is easier than controlling things once they reach crisis proportions.

Bio-control changes the ecosystem more slowly than removal of invasive species by herbicides, so it will give the system more time to stabilize.  A quick change in environment equals potential decrease in endangered species survival.

Not a lot of regulations that deal with invasive species.  State weed lists many times don’t address them.

Urban Issues
There are few funding resources spent on the effects of urban issues in regard to water quality except for IPM in Schools and structural pests.

It would be a regulatory nightmare to restrict use of homeowner pesticides.

Urban users say they are aware of issues but their behavior (buying of products) does not change.

Funding is not available to hire people to educate the public and big box retail salesclerks on the proper use of homeowner products.

Cities must have a plan for storm water non-point regulations.

The success of an “Our Water Our World” program is with small regional or local stores.  Need to expand to a corporate level of participation.

Building Coalitions

Need to establish shared goals and work on common ground first

Need to identify steps necessary to achieve the outcome.

Need to communicate accomplishments 

The New Farm Bill

Pay for environmental services provided by agriculture

Coalitions of farm groups, environmental activists, etc. need to be formed.

Must address battle lines between minor crops and current crops receiving subsidies.

Encourage environmentalist and grower groups to focus on developing an economic system that rewards environmental services (IPM).

Provide subsidies to consultants for minor crops to implement IPM Programs.

Misc.
Agriculture is often blamed for pollution (pesticides) that may in fact come from urban use.
It should be a requirement to list inert ingredients on a Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS).

Government incentives for new product development are needed.

Detection of phosphorus in surface water has become a concern in Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Urban encroachment is becoming a serious issue in regard to water quality.

The requirement to have a farm conservation plan can be a stumbling block for cost-share programs such as NRCS.
