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Public Health



Summary

Public Health Water Utility Engineering Parks

# Agencies 
covered

1

# products 
used

1

# Pest targets 1

# Areas treated 60*

* Report does not list each site treated individually, number varies annually



Water Utility



Summary

Public Health Water Utility Engineering Parks

# Agencies 
covered

1 1

# products 
used

1 1

# Pest targets 1 1

# Sites treated 60* 27

* Report does not list each site treated individually, number varies annually



Engineering



Engineering



Summary

Public Health Water Utility Engineering Parks

# Agencies 
covered

1 1 4

# products 
used

1 1 26

# Pest targets 1 1 10+

# Sites treated 60* 27 24+

* Report does not list each site treated individually, number varies annually
+ Minimum number as determined from report



Parks
# Products #Pest Targets # Sites Treated

East Parks 11 >6 >30 parks

West Parks 14 7 33 parks

Forest Hill Cemetery 3 3 1

Central Parks 7 6 16 parks

Conservation Parks 14 >3 13 parks

Olbrich 21 >6 4 areas

Forestry 2 2 23 districts

Goodman Park Maintenance 0

Beaches 0

Golf 23# 13 Not provided

Mall Concourse 0

#  Active ingredients reported only



Summary

Public Health Water Utility Engineering Parks

# Agencies 
covered

1 1 4 11

# products 
used

1 1 26 >30

# Pest targets 1 1 10+ >10

# Sites treated 60* 27 24+ >60

* Report does not list each site treated individually, number varies annually
+ Minimum number as determined from report



Final Thoughts

• How do you determine compliance?
– Variation in application of IPM principals

– Comparisons must be year to year within Dept

– Changes in pest load consideration

– Changes in weather consideration

– What is least toxic?

• Improvements in reporting is needed
– Form - Consistency

– Completion 


