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EPPO prioritization E nigl

process to select high priority plant species

J
Introduction

When faced with a large pool of invasive alien plants, species prioritization is an essential prerequisite to focus limited resources on species
which inflict high impacts, have a high rate of spread and can be cost-effectively managed within the European Union. Under the LIFE project
‘Mitigating the threat of invasive alien plants in the EU through pest risk analysis to support the EU Regulation 1143/2014’, the EPPO
prioritization process was amended to meet the requirements of the Regulation with the purpose of determining which alien plant species
have the highest priority to perform a risk assessment at the EU level. Specifically, amendments included a focus on impacts on biodiversity
and ecosystem services along with a risk management section that evaluates the effectiveness of prevention and management options .

ssment rollowing the cm?terhﬂcxfthefEtJ}%egLMgcJof 1143/201¢

Etienne Branquartl, Giuseppe Brundu,? Serge Buholzer,® Daniel Chapman“, Pierre Ehret>®, Guillaume Fried®, Uwe Starfinger’, Johan van Valkenburg®
and Robert Tanner®

ﬁ
ﬂ
e
t\
"
o
k\
v,
1

Centre for
Ecology & Hydrology

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT RESEARCH COUNCIL

Methods

A workshop was initiated to amend the EPPO prioritization
process by adding and amending questions to incorporate the
requirements of the Regulation 1143/2014,

« Amendments included adding questions on taxonomic status,
the quality of available information, impacts on biodiversity
and ecosystem services, absence of invasiveness and
rewording other questions to be compliant with the EU,

* The resulting prioritization process for EU invasive alien plants
has two stages (1) preliminary risk assessment and (2) risk
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* Information was gathered for each species in order to answer SR

each question in the prioritization process, Stage 1 Preliminary risk assessment: 15 species were filtered out of the
* Maps and graphics were compiled detailing the current and process due to :

potential occurrence of each species in Europe (Fig. 2). . Taxonomic status (A1) - Cornus sericea

Decision scheme for the prioritization process for EU invasive alien plants incorporating the ® Native ra nge (AZ) - Hydri//a VertiCillata,
requirements of the Regulation No 1143/2014
 Low quality of information (A3) - Albizia lebbeck, Clematis terniflora,
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A.4. Is the plant species established in the EU (excluding
the outermost regions)?
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Stage 1: Preliminary risk assessment
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2% — | -- * 19 species were identified as having a high priority for RA
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The highest score from A and A9 | ! organisations - Celastrus orbiculatus and Pennisetum setaceum,
Go to Stage 2 * Acacia dealbata was also excluded due to logistical reasons,

16 species will undergo RA in the project: Ambrosia confertiflora,
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( T i Sage of fvasion) i & easonable cose ( species. Datasheets will be published for each species detailing the

I
NO

— outcome of the risk assessments. If you are an expert on any of the
. | listed species and would like to be involved in an EWG, get in touch!
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