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• August 13 letter from 
OPP to 
AAPCO/SFIREG 
leadership

• Asked for input on 
necessary elements 
& approaches for 
state plans

• Asked AAPCO/SFIREG 
to work with states 
as they develop plans



 AAPCO Pollinator Committee (Steve Dwinell, 
Chair)
◦ Assemble info on existing & developing managed 

pollinator protection plans

◦ Build stakeholder consensus on effective strategies 
to protect pollinators that are least disruptive to 
product agriculture and other stakeholders

 SFIREG (Jim Gray, Chair)
◦ Identify core elements for state managed pollinator 

protection plans

◦ Work with EPA to explore changes to pesticide 
labeling



 George Farnsworth (CA)

 Steve Dwinell (FL)

 John Campbell (MS)

 John Scott (CO)

 Brian Rowe (MI)

 Jerry Sauter (ND)

 Gretchen Paluch (IA)

 John Peckham (MN)

 Rose Kachadoorian
(OR)



 Establish framework for communication and 
coordination among stakeholders 
(beekeepers, pesticide applicators, growers, 
others)
◦ Build relationships & increase understanding

◦ Ensure peaceful co-existence

◦ Mitigate pesticide exposure through 
communication and coordination of activities



 Many pesticide labels have prohibitions 
against applications if bees are foraging in 
the treatment area

 Communication and coordination between 
applicators and beekeepers can reduce 
chances that bees will be foraging in fields to 
be treated



 Goal to identify critical elements of a 
successful state managed pollinator 
protection plan (MP3)

 Based on successful state plans that have 
been developed to date

 SFIREG guidance with EPA input

 DRAFT guidance released for SFIREG review 
on December 8



 Divided into two sections:

◦ Critical Elements

◦ Optional/Recommended Elements

 Guidance stresses need for state flexibility
◦ Regulatory or voluntary approaches as long as 

state addresses critical elements

◦ State flexibility to expand plans to address other 
issues



1. Public stakeholder participation process
2. Method for growers/applicators to know if there are 

managed pollinators near pesticide treatment sites
3. Method for growers/applicators to identify and 

contact beekeepers prior to pesticide applications
4. Recommendations on how to minimize risk of 

pesticides to bees
5. A clear defined plan for public outreach
6. Mechanism to measure effectiveness of an MP3 and 

a process to periodically review and update the plan

Proposed Critical Elements of MP3’s



1. Strategy to deal with colonies without identified 
owners

2. Communication with crop advisors and agricultural 
extension service

3. Clear information as to the applicability of the MP3

- Use of crop-specific approaches if needed

4. Addressing urban beekeeping and pesticide use in 
non-ag settings

5. Recommendations for more formal agreements 
between beekeepers and landowners, especially in 
situations with a financial agreement

Proposed Optional/Recommended 
Elements of MP3’s



 Draft SFIREG guidance to states through 
SFIREG committee in Dec 2014, Jan 2015
◦ Webinars on January 6 & 8

 Comments received through Feb 1, 2015
◦ Sent to SFIREG members for review & discussion

 Hope to have guidance document finalized in 
next few weeks based on comments


