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Introduction

Western white pine (Pinus monticola Dougl.) was once an integral part of the forest ecosystems of Washington. Around 1910,
Cronartium ribicola J.C. Fisch., the causal organism of white pine blister rust (WPBR), was introduced into western North
America from Europe, causing widespread mortality throughout the range of five-needle pines. Over the last five decades
breeding programs have been working to genetically enhance western white pine for resistance to WPBR. During this time,
the Washington Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has been steadily increasing the outplanting of western white pine
seedlings on state lands, including those genetically enhanced (F2 progeny). Twenty-two total permanent plots have been
established across Washington to assess the development of WPBR in young plantations of F2 western white pine (WWP)

progeny.
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