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This committee recognizes that integrated pest management 
(IPM) offers a sustainable approach to addressing pest, disease 
and weed challenges for all state agency land and property 
holdings, and for agencies responding to statutory responsibili-
ties to protect, health, the environment, the state economy, and 
the cultural and aesthetic value of Oregon’s natural heritage. 
Implementing the statutory purview of Oregon House Bill 3364, 
this Committee meets three times annually, with broad goals 
that include: 

Katie Murray, Statewide IPM Coordinator for the Oregon
IPM Center at Oregon State University, chairs this committee 
in support of the legislature’s goals of ensuring a sustainable 
approach to pest management among Oregon’s state agencies. 
This structure formally connects Oregon’s state agencies with 
the internationally recognized IPM programs, approaches, and 
leadership of the Oregon IPM Center. With broad programmatic 
themes including strategic planning and decision-support for 
IPM, pesticide safety, and pesticide risk management, the Ore-
gon IPM Center is well-positioned to provide technical leader-
ship to this Committee. 

In the time since the last Committee report (2018), each agen-
cy has outlined agency-specific IPM principles that apply to 
statutory responsibility and/or facilities management. Each 
agency has also formally presented their current IPM context 
and status to the Committee, including specific IPM successes 

and challenges on the ground. A summary of this information 
for each relevant agency is presented in section I of this report. 

In line with HB 3364, one area of committee discussion during 
this biennium related to pesticide usage among state agencies, 
record-keeping and tracking procedures, and policies related to 
public notification. All agencies follow pesticide label require-
ments regarding notification of pesticide applications. Many 
agencies take this further, particularly with respect to publicly 
sensitive areas, in providing the public with notification of pes-
ticide applications, both prior to application and at the time of 
application. Each agency’s associated procedures and policies 
are summarized in section II of the report.

As a Committee, we have also outlined areas of inter-agency 
collaboration around IPM and pest management issues in an 
effort to demonstrate the breadth and depth of current cooper-
ative efforts to reduce the economic, environmental, and public 
health risks from pests, as well as the tactics used to control 
them in agricultural and natural resource environments. This is 
outlined in section III of the report. 

In section IV we highlight examples of IPM and pesticide 
safety-related trainings in which agency staff have participated. 
The Committee is an important venue for highlighting relevant 
training and education opportunities throughout the state. 

In section V, we include meeting agendas and summaries from 
2018 to present. Within these, it is evidenced that the Commit-
tee has engaged in a number of important discussions about 
relevant programs and potential new collaborations and oppor-
tunities, including the Department of Environmental Quality’s 
Pesticide Stewardship Partnership, and Oregon State Univer-
sity’s School IPM Program and the potential for that program’s 
training program to assist with state agency/university structur-
al and facilities IPM. 

More recently, the Committee also discussed the impacts of 
COVID-19 to IPM, invasive species management, and pesticide 
safety. Across the board, Oregon’s state natural resource agen-
cies have seen a dramatic budget decline, which has severely 
impacted current and future programs related to invasive spe-
cies management and IPM.

1. Promoting information exchange among state agencies 
regarding IPM methods and approaches, best practices, and 
program successes and challenges; 

2. Providing opportunities for education and training for 
agency personnel that advance IPM and support pest man-
agement innovation; 
 
3. Supporting agency development of adaptive management 
approaches to IPM; and 

4. Achieving improved IPM adoption and reduced risk to 
humans and environment through collaborative tracking & 
monitoring of agency IPM status, and collective response to 
challenges. 
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In the next biennium, we seek to continue a focus on pesticide 
risk reduction, as well as to improve our individual and collec-
tive ability to track and quantify pest and pest management 
(including pesticide) risks over time. 

The Oregon IPM Center is internationally recognized for its pro-
gramming in pesticide risk reduction, including a minimum-risk 
approach recently published in the peer-reviewed journal Lan-
cet Planetary Health1. This approach has been introduced to the 
Committee with options for further professional development. 

Metrics for IPM include documenting the range of IPM strate-
gies employed, including pesticide usage, and the health and 
economic risks associated with these, and the economic, health 
and environmental risks associated with the pests being man-
aged, including invasive species in particular, which are often 
the focus of state agency IPM. Establishing metrics and track-

ing for IPM progress is a current area of growth for the field 
of IPM in general. There are several pathways for progress in 
tracking IPM for this Committee and the associated agencies, 
including adaptation of Oregon IPM Center’s IPM Strategic 
Planning and Pest Losses Impact Assessment processes for 
agency use, as well as capacity building, supported by guest 
speakers and professional development sessions.  

While some level of professional development can occur 
through regular meetings and associated staff time, the State 
IPM Committee currently operates on an unfunded mandate. 
Financial support for the work of this Committee would catalyze 
progress toward Committee goals. Given the unprecedented 
financial constraints imposed by COVID-19 in 2020, financial re-
sources will be critical to ensuring continuity and advancement 
of agency IPM programs.

Recommendations

COVID-19: Impacts to agency pest management & IPM programs

The COVID-19 pandemic has radically altered many state 
agency operations, including those related to invasive species 
management and IPM. These changes are due to the combined 
influences of dramatic budget declines based on a combina-
tion of factors across agencies, including loss of revenue from 
state budgets, lottery funds and facility rental fees, staff layoffs 
and decreased capacity to accomplish natural resource work, 
and dramatic declines in availability of volunteer labor. Social 
distancing requirements have further decreased efficiency. 

Oregon Parks and Recreation Department, for example, has 
seen its capacity for invasive species management decreased 
by at least half in the current biennium.  However, it could be 
said that the OPRD COVID-19 facilities cleaning policies, social 
distancing, quarantine, closure, and other aspects of the agen-
cy’s response are themselves integrated pest management 
tactics for the newly arisen priority of the invasive coronavirus.

 1. Jepson P.C., Murray K., Bach O. et al. A global guideline for pesticide selection to 
reduce risks, and establish a minimum pesticides list, The Lancet, Planetary Health 
2020; 4:5e6-63.  DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(19)30266-9.

The full report, which includes details about IPM programs from each state agency, 
information about pesticide usage tracking, inter-agency collaborative 
projects and IPM trainings can be accessed at https://beav.es/oa4
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