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There isaneed to
facilitate the transition
to reduced-risk [PM
practices by:

1) Increasing
awareness of [PM
practices, sound
horticultural and turf
management
techniques.

2) Improving
understanding of
reduced-risk eptions
and benefits

5} Materials and
consumables

(printedmaterials, and

associated costs

related to the support

of demonstration
sites).

help improve
landscapesand
increase their
appreciation and
knowledge of living
systems-and the
beauty of a naturalistic
landscape

4) Pest Press
publications

5) Web delivered
oufreach materials
www, azipmiips.blogs
pot.com.

6) Assessinent survey
too! designed o
measure changes in
practical management
techniques.

7) Self-evaluation and
third partyevaluations
of the inside and -
outside environment

* Improved
awareness of benefits
of IPM.

* Improved
knowledge of IPM’s
cost effectiveness

* Improved
awareness of the
benefits of a
naturalistic landscape
and improved turf
management
practices.

Assessment:

+ On-line survey tool
used to measure
changes in practices

* Pre-test/posi-test to
assess changes in
knowledge, attitudes,
satisfaction, and
awareness

management of pests
in their homes

Assessment:

+ Measure reduced
use of pesticides and
alterations in
management
practices.

+ Monitor policy
changes—measure
increase in
schoolsthat adopt
IPM policies

+ Monitor reduced
number of
complaints (pest
sightings) from
facility staff/faculty.

landscape
functionality and
health

s Improved
academic
achievement

Assessment:

» Measure number
of school districts
that become IPM
STAR Certified

« Injury and
asthma incidence
tracking

» Pest nuisance
reporting

» Pesticide use




