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Integrated Crop Pollination (ICP) Practices —
Management mnovatlons
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Integrated Crop Pollination (ICP) -
Management innovations
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Management innovations: Who adopts new
practices, when, and why?
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Management innovations: key drivers
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Grower Survey

Integrated Crop Pollination (ICP) Grower Survey - Ml Growers

2. Which crop is MOST IMPORTANT to your farm’s gross income from crop production?

Crop

Crop (please select):

Other (please specify)
| |

3. How many acres were dedicated to this crop in 2013?

4. Do you buy or rent bees to pollinate this crop?
) Yes
No



Managed Pollinators
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Managed Pollinators 80% of growers buy
or rent pollinators

annually.
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Management Practices, wild & managed bees
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Management Practices, wild & managed bees
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Diverse practices:
significant positive
association with
using multiple
information sources.

y =0.64 + 0.1999x,
p<0.0001, R?=0.13
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Management innovations: key drivers
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Most useful information sources
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Most useful information sources
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Most useful information sources
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Management innovations: key drivers
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Potential benefits

Raspberries

Pumpkins

Cherries

Blueberries

Apples

0% 20%

40%

60% 80%

"I Pollination
® Economic return

¥ Crop Quality



Potential costs
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Management innovations: key drivers
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Knowledge networks describe connections
within a community of practice
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Knowledge networks describe connections
within a community of practice
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Knowledge networks:

 Share information
* Build partnerships & trust

* Support changes in perceptions & practices
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supplier
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PA growers (n = 105)

MI growers (n = 115)
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ICP Team Network
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ICP Team Network

i W Agency Subgroup:

agency-agency or

C X' agency-grower
communication.

Public Audience
Subgroup: engaging
with policy makers.
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ICP Team Network Within ICP Team: use network
characteristics to leverage
relationships.

Beyond ICP Team: leverage
relationships; increase network
connections.
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