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School IPM 2015
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www.ipminstitute.org/school _ipm 2015.htm
Pest Management Strategic Plan

IPM Implementation

www.ipminstitute.org/school _ipm_ 2015/school
_Ipm_2015 Get_ Involved.htm %

Reducing Pest Problems and Pesticide Hazards in Our Nation's Schools



National School IPM
Coordination and Four
Regional WorkincgtyGroups
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Westeri

Western IEM

i enter
: R_egl()n Research - health benefits of IPM
Prioritie (connection between asthma,

S

“ Education - consumer outreach and
L PMP standards for school IPM

-
a

absenteeism, pests, and pesticide use)

Barriers - lack of funding and support
for university staff and school
maintenance

)
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Pest Issues - Iidentification, biology,
and behavior for all pests

http://cals.arizona.edu/apmc/westernschoollPM.h
tml



Western

“EPA " Members
1 ASPCRO

25 University IPM Specialists
13 State Lead Agency

5 Advocates

1 Department of Education

1 Department of Health

1 National Pesticide Information Center
1 School District

5 Pesticide Manufacturers

6 Pest Management Companies




stern Projects

A

Demonstration schools;  Technical support for
A Salem- Keizer, schooll — IPM
Oregon practitioners:
School IPM Coalitions Hawall
A Washington Montana %
Arizona, California, | XICO
Colorado, Idaho, Wyoming (also school

Utah. specific IPM training
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North Central Research

Region AIPM adoption cost -
penefit

Priorities A Independent efficacy
data

Education
R A Change agent training
’ S P A School IPM Coordinator
LRSS LY training
. . w ./ Regulatory
s | wo g A State dept Education
T policies
AIPM training for

http://www.ipminstitute.org/
» NC_IPMIS_Working_G roup/megrQhQr!:wraCto IS
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North Central Members
5 EPA

2 USDA

17 University IPM Specialists
8 State Lead Agency

3 Advocates

1 Department of Health

5 School District

4 Pest Management Companie ‘,.?’
3 Parent Advocates

1 Tribe \t & A & AV




NorthhCentral
Projects

North Centval

D
il IpM

Demonstration schools:
Alllinois _ Champaign

A South Dakota _ Brookings, &
Flandreau.

Alndiana - Indianapolis

School IPM Coalitions
Al

A Missouri
A Nebraska




North East
Pﬂ@@ earch | |
ldentify effective least - risk product
& tools
Education
” QOutreach to all stakeholder groups
| ” Promote K - 12 IPM education
/7 v Management/Implementation
. ” Form local stakeholder groups and
partner with environmental groups
to promote school IPM
Reqgulatory
“ Advocate for establishment of and

compliance with IPM laws and
hitgd(repagneastipm.org/work_school.ct
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North Eastern Members

1 EPA
6 University IPM Specialists

3 State Lead Agency

1 Advocates

1 Student Union

2 School District

1 Pest Management Compam
1 Parent Advocates 54
1 PTA




NorthhEzastern
Projects

Demonstration schools:

A Exeter School District, NH

A Chariho Regional School District,
R

School IPM Coalitions
A Pittsburg Schools, PA f

M




Southern
Region

Priorities

Research
” Efficacy data
” Cost- analysis of IPM
Education/Extension
“ More funding for more
” Regional publication system
“ Marketing to public and
school affiliated groups
Regulatory
” Special IPM cetrtification for
all pesticide applicators
working at schools
Management
~ Assessment programs (e.g.
IPM Star) and visible
demonstratﬁo

http://www.Ssripmc.org/sc orc])ﬁPI\/I/



Southern Members

2 EPA

5 USDA

1 ASPCRO
25 University IPM Specialists

2 State Lead Agency

2 Advocates

2 Pesticide Manufacturers

2 Pest Management Companies




Souttrern

wthern Projects IpM

enter

A

Demonstration schools:

A Ascension Parish, LA
A Fayettaville & Russellville, AR

School IPM Coalitions
A South Carolina Other projects: /
7

eXtension , Cost
W
IPM as Green School

Technology in Southern
Tchonle




Demonstration Pilots
programs

School Staff; >19,365

Students: 139,197

Total: 158,562
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