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Comprehensive Assistance to School Districts: 
-IPM Coordinator training 

-Model IPM Plans, educational materials 

2013 survey in process:  75% use OSU plan 

Collaboration with multiple entities: 
-OSFMA, OSBA, PACE, OESDA, OPCA, ODA, NCAP, OSSOA, 
OSNA, OHA, OEC, DOE, COSA, OASBO, OEA, OEHA 

2012: 182 out of 197 school districts’ 
trained (1,270 of Oregon’s 1,295 public 
schools)   

Asthma:  4.8 million kids - U.S., estimated $8 billion cost, #1 cause of 
absenteeism 
(mice - common asthma trigger, cause other unrecognized illnesses) 

2010 OSU Online Survey Results: 93% response rate (184 out of 197 
districts) 
-Most frequently reported indoor pest:  Mice 53% 
-Top reported cause of problem:  Don’t know 
-Districts having/using IPM plan: 7 (4%) 

IPM in Schools 



Responds to specific needs within agencies 

Coordinates response as a collaborative inter-agency activity 

Develops comparable metrics and integrates results across a number of 
agencies and statutes 

Establishes mechanism for capacity building, resourcing 

Enables exchanges of ideas and professional expertise, and accesses other 
relevant networks, working groups and resources 

Enables recognition of excellence where it exists 

Acknowledges that pest management technologies, capacities and 
approaches are constantly evolving and that we all need regular re-treads  





http://oregonstate.edu/conferences/event/ipmplanning/ 



Automated mesoscale pest risk forecast maps for potential  
plant biosecurity threats: the new world of IPM 

Having IPPC partner with state agencies engages other, important and relevant networks 



Refuge Factor (Rf) 15% to 60% 
Reduction in chilling DDs 

+ 

Chilling DDs (<53F) 

= 

Combined Model 

E.g. Warmer patches in the Valley enable greater over-wintering survival 
of noxious pests – this affects timing and placement of traps, 
interpretation of monitoring data, prediction of future problems, 
management tactics.  

Opportunities for state-of-the-science tools, developed first with our 
farmer partners, to be deployed by state agencies?? 



Use of state-of-the-science climate and weather-based epidemiological 
tools is exploding among farming audiences, transforming IPM 



Pest monitoring data Phenology models 



http://uspest.org/risk/codling_moth 









VEGETATION INSECTS 
INVASIVE 

SPECIES 
NUISANCE SPECIES 

RESEARCH & 
MONITORING 

ODFW (Fish) - - - Predation on hatchery 
fish/removal of non-
natives 

- 

ODFW (Wildlife) Weeds damage to 
native plants and 
crops for wildlife 

Pests that spread 
disease (mosquitoes – 
West Nile Virus) 

Species that 
compete with 
native wildlife 
(feral swine) 

Furbearers that burrow 
into dikes/water control 
structures 

- 

ODF (State and 
Private Forests) 

Restoration Control pests Control pathogens Managing damaging 
species 

Cooperative 
applied research 

DAS 85% on weed control 
in beds and lawns; 
0.5% on landscape 
plants 

 0.5% on landscape 
insects 

 - 10% on rodents; 4% 
miscellaneous building 
pests 

- 

OPRD - Vector management 
(mosquitoes) - limited 

Invasive plants Animals that conflict 
with parks (bears, etc.) 

- 

DSL (Common 
School Fund) 

Controlling noxious 
weeds 

Controlling forest pests Controlling marine 
organisms in 
estuaries 

Controlling marine 
organisms in estuaries 

Research on 
marine invasions 

DEQ - - - Pest issues in leased 
buildings (occasionally) 

- 

ODA Noxious weeds Insect pests to 
agriculture, etc. 

Invasive weeds and 
insects 

- Monitoring and 
certification 

DOC Controlling pests in 
corrections facilities 

- - - 

ODOT Highway Vegetation 
Safety 

- - - - 


