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On-line tools save time and 

money

• OnePlan Pesticide Applicator 

Recordkeeping and Soil Fumigant 

Management Planning

• Pacific Northwest Pest Alert Network



Best 

Management 

Practices 

(BMPs) or 

IPM
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Scout to determine pest pressure and the  

presence of beneficial insects.



Best Management Practices

Make timely pesticide applications 

only when needed



Protect beneficial organisms with 

proper timing of pesticide applications.



Runoff and erosion can move 

pesticides off site.
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Best Management Practices

Reduction of pesticide use will 

save money

(picture here of application)



Accurate record keeping and field histories 

are important for good management



Keep detailed records on 

field by field basis
• Maintaining detailed and 

accurate pesticide records 

helps with the farm’s 

management and operational 

plans

Pest problems

Crop rotations

Pesticide classes/MOA

Resistance management



Best Management Practices

Compliance with regulatory 

requirements such as worker 

protection and soil fumigation



Comply with labeling requirements 
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Pesticide Recordkeeping 

Requirements
• All certified applicators 

are required to maintain 

records of federally 

restricted use pesticide 

applications.

• Includes: 

– Private

– Professional



Pesticide Recordkeeping 

Requirements:  Private

• Eight steps for 

Private Applicators

to meet Pesticide 

Recordkeeping 

Requirements



Professional Applicator 

Requirements
• Additional requirements:

– Name and address of property owner or 

operator

– Rate of application

– Wind speed and direction during 

application

– Worker protection information exchange

– Person who recommended the pesticide 

application 
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Pesticide Recordkeeping 

Requirements

• Applicator Generated Site/Location



Recording Requirements

• Record within 14 days of 

application

• No official forms for these 

records

• Your records are official

– Forms are available 

through various 

sources

– www.oneplan.org/PAR



Records Retention 

Requirements
• Length of maintaining 

records:

– Private:  minimum of 2 

Years from application 

date

– Professional:  minimum 

of 3 Years from 

application date

– Field histories and farm 

management



ONEPLAN PESTICIDE 

APPLICATOR 

RECORDKEEPING



Cooperators
• Dale Jeffers, Producer

• Raul Rasgorshek, Producer

• Leland Tiegs, Producer

• Wayne Newbill, IASCD

• Dee Carlson, NRCS

• Snake River Sugarbeet Research and Seed 

Alliance

• Idaho Alfalfa and Clover Seed Growers 

Commission

• Idaho Potato Commission



What is OnePlan PAR?

• Easy to use method for maintaining 

required pesticide records

• Electronic and permanent

• Secure record keeping

• Records sorting features

• Site specific to each application



www.OnePlan.org/PAR

• Computerized Web Application

– Calculations made easy

– Enter data once

– Everything in one place

– Access from any computer, smartphone or 
tablet



www.OnePlan.org/PAR

Complete Records
WPS Requirements

RUP Application Records

Build Soil Fumigation plans



Your Operation 

Summary Page



Locate and Describe each Field on Your Operation



Fill in crop 
history for 
each field



OnePlan User Data
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Soil Fumigant Planner

• 28% of clients used the PAR to develop 

soil fumigation plans

• 80% said it was “very useful”– helping 

them understand and comply with new 

requirements



OnePlan PAR

• 52% of users kept better field and crop 
histories

• 100% would recommend the 
recordkeeping program to a colleague

• Over 300 users
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To keep permanent records
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Will increase OnePlan usage?
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Agree
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PACIFIC NORTHWEST
PEST ALERT NETWORK

Jerry Neufeld,

Canyon County Extension 

Educator,

and others



Cooperators

• University of Idaho Extension

• Oregon State University Extension

• Snake River Sugarbeet Research and 

Seed Alliance

• Idaho Alfalfa and Clover Seed Growers 

Commission

• Idaho Potato Commission





PNW Pest Pest Alert Network

www.pnwpestalert.net
 IPM tool designed to increase communication 

about pest outbreaks and increase 
management options when pest outbreaks 
occur in southern Idaho/Eastern Oregon 
crops. 





Forecasting Pest Outbreak



Confirmed Pest Outbreaks



Announcements



Alerts
In 2014 alerts were posted regarding…

potato psyllid-potato

cereal leaf beetle-grain

corn earworm-sweet corn seed

lygus bug-alfalfa seed

black bean aphid-sugarbeets

iris yellow virus-onions

powdery mildew-sugarbeets

sugarbeet root maggot-sugarbeets
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Subscriber Location

Treasure Valley, Idaho Treasure Valley, Oregon

Magic Valley Eastern Idaho

Other



Website Usefulness

Yes No



How Useful

Not Useful Barely Useful Indifferent

Somewhat Useful Very Useful
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Which statement below best reflects your views?  

Because of information received through 

PNWPestAlert.net…

A) I increased my field scouting to document the pest 

level in my fields. 54%

B) I was able to use additional IPM strategies to control 

pests because of information I received from 

TV/PNWPestAlert.  41%

C) I was able to reduce the number of sprays applied to 

my crops. 26%

D.) A spray I applied was more effective due to the 

timeliness of the application. 57%

2014 Evaluation



As a result of the IPM practices being used that were 

mentioned in the previous slide, PNWPestAlert.net 

users are reporting that they used 6.1 percent less 

pesticides on their crops from between 2004 to 2014.

2014 Evaluation



• I watched the reports to see if or when psyllids were in my area. Hot psyllids were not detected 

in my area and I chose not to spray. This saved money and prevented the use of an expensive 

insecticide.

• Kept me updated on where populations were in the state and the dynamics of the populations. 

It especially helped determine the intensity of the scouting needed.

• Knowing presence or absence of psyllids reduced sprays. Knowing absence of liberbacter

reduced anxiety.

• The monitoring program cut down on my sprays. In previous years, I started spraying early and 

kept spraying and the pest pressure turned out to be low in my area. This year I relied more on 

the network reports and didn't spray until they were found.

2014 Comments about Potato Psyllid



Questions


