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Subject of Action Item:  State Managed Pollinator Protection Plans 1 
 2 
Submitted By:  Commissioner Michael G. Strain, Louisiana 3 
 4 
Text of Action Item: 5 
 6 
Promote the development and implementation of state managed pollinator plans to ensure growers, 7 
applicators, beekeepers, and other agricultural stakeholders are able to continue to produce our nation’s food, 8 
fiber, and fuel in a productive and collaborative manner. 9 
 10 
Background & Rationale (Note: Information in this section will not be included in the final text of the Action 11 
Item): 12 
 13 
There are numerous and complex factors associated with bee health, including: parasites and diseases, lack of 14 
genetic diversity, need for improved forage and nutrition, need for increased collaboration and information 15 
sharing, and a need for additional research on the potential impacts certain pesticides may have on honey bee 16 
health. 17 
 18 
There is no single comprehensive, prescriptive national plan that will successfully address all of these variables 19 
across the diverse and robust agricultural community in all fifty states and four territories.  A state-by-state 20 
approach utilizing the state departments of agriculture as the vehicle to unify, discuss, and develop best 21 
management plans will result in a productive and synergetic relationship between beekeepers, growers, 22 
applicators, and other agricultural stakeholders. This state driven model, known as a State Managed Pollinator 23 
Protection Plan (MPPP), is already a proven formula in a number of states. 24 
 25 
A state MPPP is a set of recommendations and practices developed through a public-private partnership process 26 
and adopted by growers, applicators, and bee keepers to communicate and coordinate operations and 27 
processes to enhance the protection of managed pollinators. The purpose of a state MPPP is to establish a 28 
systematic and comprehensive method for beekeeper and agricultural producer cooperation and 29 
communication that allows both parties to operate successfully. 30 
 31 
MPPPs are tailored to the distinct and diverse agricultural operations in their respective states and regions, and 32 
they have demonstrated success in reducing losses to bee production while allowing crop producers to retain 33 
and utilize important crop protection tools, such as neonicotinoids, needed to address pest stressors. 34 
 35 
A great deal of attention has been placed on the potential impact the neonicotinoid class of insecticides may 36 
have on pollinators, but these broad assertions are not supported by scientific literature or sound science.  EPA 37 
registered neonicotinoids as “reduced risk” alternatives to organophosphates and other older classes of 38 
chemistry, and EPA is currently undertaking a registration review of neonicotinoids as part of the periodic 39 
reevaluation required for all pesticides.   40 
 41 
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The state department of agriculture in forty-three states and Puerto Rico is the state lead state agency 42 
responsible for the regulation of pesticide use under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 43 
(FIFRA).  NASDA members are well versed in the robust scientific and label approval process EPA undertakes in 44 
reviewing and registering pesticides, and any consideration to restrict or prohibit these important crop 45 
protection tools must be based on sound-science and executed in compliance with FIFRA processes and 46 
procedures. 47 
 48 
Across the fifty states and four territories, there are large variations in crop production practices, managed 49 
pollinator practices, timing and placement of managed pollinators in or around crops, pest management issues, 50 
ownership of crop producing areas, and managed pollinator types across the country.  Not only is there diversity 51 
in cropping systems but there is diversity in actual crops that require pollination, such as rice grown in Southern 52 
states. States should be allowed the flexibility to develop their own best management practices based on their 53 
own unique cropping systems.  State Managed Pollinator Protection Plans accommodate all these situations and 54 
variables in a way that will both reduce various stressors to managed pollinators and provide growers with the 55 
necessary crop protection tools needed for pest management. 56 
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