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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF THIERAMEWORK
Effectively managinopvasive plant species is a critical component of maintaining
ecosysters, community and economic health in the Cenalotenayand Kootenay
Boundary regionsSincanvasive species know no boundayi@sooperative and
collaborative approach is essenttalensure that invasive plant management activities
are not hindered by geographic, jurisdictional and political boundaries. Land mahagers
adopting a cooperative approach can more efficiently utilize limited funds and
personnel, and can collaborativelglaeve mutual objectives.

This summary framework provides direction to resource managers on invasive plant

species of highest management priority for control, inventory, and monitoring within

the six Invasive Plant Management Areas (IPMAS). It was devkthpang a series of

open, collaborative meetings held across the Cerii@tenayand KootenayBoundary

regionsthrough which land managers provided guidance ampit (Appendix A). The

scope of this framework is terrestrial and riparian invasive plaatigs that have the

LR GSYdArt (2 AYLI OG0 GKS SO2t23A0It3x SO02y2YA(
framework reflects local priorities for wasive plant management for 2018

The purposes of this framework are to:

1) Enhance existing efforts and createw opportunities for protecting natural
resources and ecosystems from invasive plaaist,

2) Ensure that invasive plant management activities are coordinateda®di (i Tt
effective.

1.2 IMPACTS ORNVASIVEPLANTS
The spread of invasive alien species is negognized as one of the greatest threats to
GKS S02t23A0Ff FyR SO2y2YAO0 ¢StftnoSAy3a 27F i
endangered species, 31% of threatened species, and 16% of species of special concern are
negatively impacted by invasivéien species A recent economic impact analysis by the
Invasive Species Council of BC estimated that the combined impact of only six invasive
plant species in BC in 2008 was $65 million and this number is expected to increase to
$139 million by 2020 Without efforts to contain their spread, invasive plants will
generally increase their distribution exponentially, making the task of eventual control
financially insurmountable. With models of climate change predicting greater success of
invasive species, maging these species now will help better protect resource values in

the future.
The term ALand Managero is used to describe anyone w
landwhet her it be gover nment igtieydr privatetlapdovenersnytialargee s , non

acreage.
2 http://www.forrex.org/sites/default/files/forrex_series/fs20.pdf
3 http://bcinvasives.ca/documents/Report12 _Econ_Impacts.pdf
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Invasive plants impact recreational activities by damaging habitat, impacting fish and

wildlife, obstructing trails and reducing aesthetics. Some invasive plant species cause

allergic reactions. Property values can become depressed with severe invasive plant
infestations and some species can cause infrastructure damage. Invasive plants affect
NAIKGan2Fmngl e YR GNIYyaLR2NIlFIGA2yY O2 NINA R2 NA&
to 30 cm per day for some species) decrease access to equipment and structures, reduce
sightlines for drivers and animals, and increase the risk of accidedtsollisionsSome

species such as invasivedtweeds can cause infrastructure damage todsabuildings,

and pipes. Some species may impact fish habitat and water quality by increasing erosion.

Detrimental impacts on the agricultural, range and forest industries include harbouring
insects and diseases of crops, reducing crop quality and mapjetrtunities, and
decreasing farm income and grazing opportunities. In forestry, invasive plants compete
with seedlings for light, nutrients, and water, reducing forest yield. Some invasive plant
species are extremely flammable and can disrupt naturaldyrcles, causing an

increased fuel bed load and frequency of fire.

Economic activities in th€KIS8gion include agriculture such as vegetable crops, dairy,
hay, cereal, grain and oil crops, livestock, orchards and vineyards, which are an integral
part of local food security. Other economic and social interests include tourism, forestry
operations andecreational activitieswhich are reliant on healthy and resilient
ecosystems.

It is recognized that some invasive plant species have beneficial properties such as
medicinal or horticultural values. Where possible, responsible harvesting and use of these
plants can be promoted, ensuring that the species is not spread during these activities.

1.3 COLLABORATIVEAPPROACH TANVASIVEPLANTMANAGEMENT

This framework is a summary of six IPMA frameworks that were developed through a
collaborative effort by mangtakeholders (Appendix)AA draft of each IPMA document

was prepared by the Central Kootenay Invasive Species Society (CKISS) and presented to
stakeholders at regional meetings held in each IPMA including:

CNI Af O[ 26 SNJ ! NNP @gretrudp2R2052Qh NBAT S Lt a! 0
Creston (Creston IPMA)une 272012

Nelson (Nelson IPMA&)June 252013

Nakusp (Nakusp IPMA)July 16, 2013

Winlaw (Slocan Valley IPMAPDctober 172013

Kaslo (Kaslo North IPMAMarch 42014

= =4 =4 8 A8 -9

At each meeting, land managers and other lstgkeholders reviewed the priority
species, provided input on containment lines, and identified gaps in inventory,
treatments, monitoring and outreach. The priority plardt iwas reviewed and updated

at the annual.and Managesmeeting inApril 2018

This plan provides the framework for agencies to develop work plans for their own land
that are consistent with the goals and objectives of other agencies. Each agency is
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responsible for prevention, containment, and/or control within their jurisdiction and in
accordance with their mandates, legal obligations and procedures described in their Pest
Management Plans, Range Use Plans, or Forest Stewardship Plans.

1.4 ROLE OF THECENTRALKOOTENAYINVASIVESPECIESSOCIETY

This framework was developed by te&KISSTheCKISS (formerly called the Central
Y22GSyl e LYy@lIraagsS tflyd /2YYAGGSSO A& | y2yr
O2yOSNYySR 20t OAGAT Syas tFyR YIFyF3ISNA YR
who share a common concern about the incregs& y 2y nyl G0 A @3S Ay Ol AA0S
region.TheCKISS is not a landowner and has no authority or obligation to control invasive

plant species. Rather, the role of CKISS is to facilitate delivery of invasive plant
managemehactivities in the regiorfRegimal District of Central KootengiRDCKand

Regional District of Kootenay Bound@RDKBRAreas A and B) by coordinating land

managers and land occupiers, supporting a comprehensive inventory of invasive plants in

the region, and promoting best management practices. Land management agencies may

provide funding to CKISS to act on theirbehalf iRSt A GSNAY 3 2y i KSTINR dz
(planning, inventory, treatments or monitoring) on their jurisdiction.

CKAAd CNIVYS@g2N] adzZlJll2NIGa GKS 321 fa%2dzif AYyYSR 7

1.3.1Implement a collaborative and coordinat@dogram;

1.3.2Educategngage and inspire residents and partners to participate in
invasivespecies management;

1.3.3Prevent the introduction, establishment and spread of aquatic and terrestrial
invasivespecies;

1.3.4Reduce the impact of existing invasive species populations on bioitlyyers
natural resource values, and the econoraygd.

1.3.5Build capacity to ensure prograsastainability.

2.0 INVASIVEPLANT MANAGEMENTAREAS

The CKISS region has been divided inth sixa {(FiQure 1). The region contains many
jurisdictions including utility comors, forest tenures, parks and protected areas, and

private lands. The area borders the East Kootenay Invasive Species Council (EKISC) to the
east, Boundary Invasive Species Society (BISS) to the west, Columbia Shuswap Invasive
Species Society (CSISShtonorth, and the U.S. states of Washington and Idaho to the
south.

“http://ckiss.calwp content/uploads/ 2015/ 04/ CKI SS_Str
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Figurel: Map of the hvasive Plant Management Areas the Central Kootenay Invasive Species Society
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2.1 LOWERARROW PEND$ OREILLEIPMA
¢CKS [26SNJ ! NNRgnt SYR 5QhNBAffS Lta! SEGSYRA
Arrow Lake; south to the US border; west to Rossland and the Paulson bridge; and east to
GKS {FfyY2n/ NBalz2y adzyYYAlidod ¢KS FNBIF O2yidlAya
includng two regional districts, six municipalities, and numerous utility corridors, forest
tenures, conservation properties, parks and protected areas, and private lands. This is the
driest IPMA encompassing the following biogeoclimatic zoB8SFAd¢ESSFdgp
ESSFAcMESSFANESSFAMYWESSFWGESSFWGESSFWCESSFWGESSFweESSFwew
ESSFwnESSFwmWCHdw1 ICHmMmw2 ICHmw4 ICHxw IDFun IMAun. The region has
significant and diverse ecological values including ungulate winter range and species at
risk. Eonomic activities include agriculturégrestry, hydro-electricpower generation
and recreational activitiesThe City of Rossland, in collaboration with CKISS, carried out an
extensive Knotweed inventory in 20138ince that time the City has introduced a
Knotweed BylawThis IPMA has had many active invasive plant management programs
including theRDKB Area A Noxious Weed Bypasgram, the FWCP program in the Pend
5QhNBATES YR [286SNI! NNRg>S YR I OGADBAGASE 0:¢
FortisBAnc., TeckMetals Ltd, Ministry of Forests, Landdatural Resource Operations
and Rural DevelopmerfFLNRORDand Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure
(MOTI) As the IPMA borders Washington, new invaders from the United States may enter
throughthis IPMA.

2.2 CRESTONPMA
¢KS / NBail2y Lta! SEGSYR& y2NIK G2 .286Stf 2,
Creston summit; south to the US border; and east to Yahk. The area contains the
traditional territory and reserve of the Ktunaxa Nation (Lower Kooteradg Town of
Creston, Creston Valley Wildlife Management Area and utility corridors, forest tenures,
conservation properties, parks and protected areas, and private lands. The area
encompasses the following biogeoclimatic zarteSSFdnESSFdmMESSFdmw
ESSFwGESSFWGESSFwGESSFweESSFWCVES SFWNESSFwmESSFwmwCHdm)
ICHdw1ICHmMmw2 ICHmw4ICHxwIMAun This IPMA has strong agricultural values
including vegetable crops, dairy, hay, livestock, and orchards, and historically had an
active herbicide treatment program coordinated by the Creston Valley Beef Growers
Association (CVBGA). The Creston area iscpaatly vulnerable to the introduction of
invasive plants through linear corridors and disturbances that include utility corridors,
forestry roads, transportation roads, and water ways from virtually every direction. The
area border€EKIS@® the east anddaho to the south, so it may be a corridor for new
invaders to both the CKISS region andBte. CKISS works closely with the EKISC to
address high priority invaders along our borders.

2.3 NELSONPMA

The Nelson IPMA extends east to Boswell; west to theaBl¥alley junction; south to
Salmo; and north to Riondel. The area contains the City of Nelson as well as utility
corridors, forest tenures, parks and protected areas, and private lands. The area
encompasses the following biogeoclimatic zarteSSFdnESSdmw ESSFwWGESSFwg4
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ESSFwGESSFwWGESSFwWGIEESSFWeVESSFWiESSFwmESSFwmwWCHdAm ICHdw]
ICHMmw2 ICHmw4 ICHwk1 IMAun Economic and social interests include agriculture,
tourism, forestry operations and recreational activities. The City déde in
collaboration with ®ISS, carried out an extensiveokveed inventory in 2013.

2.4 KASLONORTHIPMA

The Kaslo North IPMA follows the balaries of RDCK Electoral Arealbe area contains
the Village of Kaslo as well as utility corridors, forest tesuparks and protected areas,
and private lands. The area borders tBKEIS@ the east and the CSISS to the north. This
area encompasses the following biogeoclimatic zoE&SFdkESSFAKVESSFvGp
ESSFwWGESSFWGESSFwWGIESSFwWeVESSFwWIESSFwmESSFwmwWCHdw1 ICHmMw?2
ICHwWk1IMAun In 2009 and 2010, the area was extensively inventoried and many
mechanical treatments were conducted through the Job Opportunities Program (JOP).
There have also bednventories and treatments through the Natureust and the Nature
Conservancy of Canada. There is some controversy over herbicide use in this IPMA.

2.5 NakusprIPMA

The Nakusp IPMA extends from Octopus Creek (south of Fauquier) in the south; the North
Okanagan Regional District to the west; the Columbiss®hp Regional District to the

north; and Nakusp to the east. The area contains the Village of Nakusp as well as utility
corridors, forest tenures, conservation properties, parks and protected areas, and private
lands. The area encompasses the followirggbbclimatic zone€ SSFdkiESSFdkw
ESSFvGESSFWGESSFWGESSFWGIESSFWCeVESSFwWIESSFwmESSFwmWCHdAw]
ICHmw2ICHwk1IMAun The Nakusp area is vulnerable to the introduction of invasive
plants through linear corridors and disturbances tivatlude utility corridors, forestry

roads, transportation roads, and water ways from virtually every direction. This IPMA
borders the Columbia Shuswap to the north and the Okanagan to the west, making this
IPMA a potential corridor for new invaders. Histally, the EdgewoodFauquier area was
coordinated by the Inonddin Livestock Associatiamho received funding from thmMOTI

as well as an Agriculture grant to provide treatments on their jurisdictitres LA hasow
disbanded An invasive plant stragy and field guide were prepared for this region to

I RRNB&da AygFaagsS LXIyd NBLR2NIAY3I YR Ay@Syaz2
Stewardship PlanInventory and treatments were carried out in the Village of Nakusp in
2009 as part of the Job Opgunities Program.

2.6 S .OCANVALLEYIPMA

The Slocan Valley IPMA extends north to Summit Lake, south to the Playmor junction, and
is contained by the mountains on the east and west. The area contains the Villages of New
Denver and Silverton as well as utiltyrridors, forest tenures, parks and protected areas,
and private lands. The area encompasses the following biogeoclimatic: E885w¢1
ESSFwGESSFweESSFweWCHdAw1 ICHmMw2 ICHWK1IMAun Economic and social

interests include agriculture, touns, forestry operations and recreational activities. The

5 https:// www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/library/FIA/2006/LBIP 4506021.pdf
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Slocan Integral Forestry Cooperative (SIFCo) conducted an invasive plant inventory in
200&and extensive control work through the Job Opportigs Program in 2009. There is
controversy around herbide use in the Slocan & and opportunities to engage
residents in developing collaborative and cooperative aliitre treatment strategies.

3.0 PRIORITIES FORNVASIVESPECIESMIANAGEMENT

TheCKISS promotes partnerships, behaviours, policies, tools and operations that prevent

the introduction and spread of invasive species and facilitate collaborative management.

These include collaboratively prioritizing species, following prevention and best

management practices, ensuring Earbté&rtion, Rapid Rsponse (EDRR) of new invaders,
conducting inventories to acquire enough information to make sound management

decisions, coordinating treatment activities, monitoring for efficacy, and ensuring that

data is easily available.

28§ NBO23aAYyAT S GKIFEG I aLISOASanmaLlISOATAO | LILINR I (
consider the entire ecosystem as a whole. Often invasive plant management is an

element of restoration where other factors are considered (sasiprescribed burning,
NEn@SasSilraAaz2ys o0SGAGSNI YR YFyYyF3aSYSyd LINI O
such cases, potentially all invasive plant species paseeat and may be targeted for

treatment, regardless of their priority. Land manag@re encouraged to consider their

own land management objectives when prioritizing invasive plant activities, and to

consider this regional prioritization a tool to facilitate a coordinated approach.

3.1 (RITERIA FORPRIORITIZING INVASIVESPECIES ANDIMANAGEMENTACTIVITIES

Given limited resources for invasive plant management, it is necessary to prioritize
FOUAGAGASE (2 T OKASYS GKS daoAa3a3asSad oly3a F2N
specific species is based on a number of factors including the phaseseion (Figure

2)’. Before a species arrives, theevention phaseincludes activities such as distributing

alist of species of concern, preventing intentional plantings or nursery sales, cleaning

vehicles, equipment and machinery of seeds and plantspand implementing other

best management practices. During tiiroduction phase the species has a very linite

distribution. EDRRfforts are likely to eradicate the species before their population

expands. As the population expands during teéonization phase eradication is no

longer likely and efforts are focused on containing and controlling the expanding

population before it becomes naturalized. Once the population reaches the

naturalization phase plants are often too widespread or costlydontrol and restoration
FOGAGAGASAE IINB FT20dzaSR 2y aYlffz KAIKTLINR 2 NJ

6 http://sifco.calintegraforestry/invasiveplants/

7 Protecting Victoria from pest animals and weeds | Pests, diseases agmbwWeégriculture | Agriculture Victoria
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GENERALISED INVASION CURVE SHOWING ACTIONS APPROPRIATE TO EACH STAGE

Version 1.0: 30 APR 2009

ASSET BASED PROTECTION

AREA OCCUPIED

ERADICATION

PREVENTION

Species Small number Rapid increase Invasive species
absent Entry of of localised in distribution widespread and
invasive populations and abundance, abundant throughout its potential

species many populations range

ECONOMIC RETURNS (INDICATIVE ONLY)

1:100 | 1:25
Prevention Eradication

1:1-5 b
Asset Based Protection 7-

Figure2: Diagram showing management strategies most useful during each phase of the invasion process.
Based on this concept, the following prin¢.Jt Sa KIF @S FdzZARSR / YL{ { Q& LI

§ Principlelt NE@SyiGdA2y yR SINI& AYyiuSNBSyidAz2y LIN
effective means of invasive plamanagement.

f Principle29 NI RAOI GA2y 2F gARSft @
scale isot a reasonablexpectation.

9 Principle 3:Prevention of spread of some invasive plant species is possible
through a coordinated effort and the establishment of containmlerés.

9 Principle 4:Invasive plant treatments are most effective when they occuhén
O2y GSEG 2F f2y3aniSNY YIylF3SYySyid s6KAOK AyO
remediationactivities.

1 Principle 5:Coordinated planning and implementation with key stakeholders
LINE ARSAa (GKS 3ANBIF (Sucdessf A{StAK22R 2F f2y3an

Each invasive plaspecies has been prioritized for treatment in this IPMA based on
the following factors:

(0p))
ax

i ot A&KSR Ay

1 Risks from not managing the species;
1 Current and potential distribution in thEPMA,;
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1 Effectiveness of available treatmesirategies;
1 Effectiveness and availability biocontrolagents;
1 Local priorities and input (from IPMAeetings).

3.2 PRIORITY SPECIES

The species priority list is based on our best knowledge of these spexlgbeair impacts in
the Central andKootenayBoundary Consideration is also given to regional lists in adjacent
jurisdictions, MFNLR@D Proposed Prohibited Noxious Weeds l{gtppendix B)and the
MFNLRORMDop 25 Crown Land prioriti€dppendix C)The priority species lisby IPMAcan

be found on the CKIS&bsite.

Tablel: Definitions of priority invasive plant categories used in the Central aaobtenay Boundary region

2. Eradication
Annual Control

Those species which are considered provincial EDRR species by the Provincial gover
4 RS&aA3dylFiSR o6& Gt NPKAOAGSRE dzy RSNJ (K
reports occurrences tMFNLRORD; MFNLRORD will initiate treatment. For a list of cur|
species, see: https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hra/invasive

species/Proposed_Prohibited_Noxious_Weeds_Apr2016.pdf

These species may not occur in the region or have hess 10 known sites across the
region in IAPP. The goal for these species is immediate eradication if they are detecte
EDRR reporting and action protocols for these species are outlined in Section 3.4. Th
sites are extremely high priority for treatment

These species are known in the IPMA but with very limited distribution. Some of these
species may have been present for a relatively long period so monitoring for spread is
management objectiveOther species are relatively new to the IPMA so eradication is tl
objective.

3a. Containment

These species are abundant (with no expectation of eradication) in certain portions of
but have limited distribution in other portions. Managemerftats are delineated by
containment lines which may be based on geographic (i.e. a specific region) or jurisdig
boundaries (e.g. private gardens only). Some of these species have biocontrol (BC) aj
available which may be useful within the comtiaient line.

3b. Contain to
Gardens

These species occur throughout the Kootenays, primarily in gardens. The goal is to cc
them to gardens so they don't spread into natural areas, transportation corridors, or ot
"natural” lands.

4a. Established: no
Biocontrol or Site
Specific Approach

¢KSaS FNB 6ARSEALINBFR aLlSOASa GKFG FNB
relatively low impact. Land managers may choose to treat these species at high priorif
sites (e.g. wildlife habitatorridors of spread, adjacent to agricultural land, restoration
sites, etc.) based on specific land management objectives.These species have no bio
agents available.

CKISS Operational Framework 2018 12
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3.3 PLANNING PREVENTION ANDBESTMANAGEMENTPRACTICES

Preventing the introduction and spread of invasive species can be achieved through best
management practices such as minimizing soil disturbance, avoiding use of invasive plants

AY K2NIAOdzZ GdzZNBx Of SI yAy3 Sl dzi LIY Ssgililtis YR Y OF
beyond the scope of this framework to outline all best management practices (BMPs).

Please sedppendix DF 2 NJ ¢! aS¥dzf wS&a2dzNOS&¢é FT2NJ Y2NB Ay

There are a number of factors to consider when planning invasive plant treatment

programs. KS& Ay Of dzZRS G KS oA2ft238 2F GKS LIyl al
proximity to species at risk and their habitats, proximity to water and wells, proximity to

primary biocontrol release sites, awareness of sensitive species and locations, andfgoals o
treatment. SeeAppendixEfor more factors to consider in developing an invasive plant

treatment strategy.

3.4 EARLYDETECTION RAPID RESPONSHFPROTOCOL

EDRRefers to the processes undertaken to find and eradicate a new incursion or

infestation of an invase/ species in the early stages of establishment when the new

invasive species remains relatively easy to control. Species categorized aspeDBR

are not in the CKISS regi¢hppendix Bpr are in the region but not a particular IPMA

(Regional EDRReeCKISS websiteDetection of these species should be reported to

I YL{{ 6A0KAY ny K2dz2NB® / YL{{ FyR 28&&SNI I ISy
online invasive plant reporting. EDRR steps include:

1. Spotterreportsthe sightingto CKIS®ithin 48 hours please provide GPS
coordinates and photos of the speci€KIS8nmediatelyreportssightingsof
provinciaEDRRpeciedo the ProvincialnvasivePlantSpecialist.

2. CKISS representative will vigie site toconfirm the identification of the
speckes.|f the species cannot be identified, photasd potentially a voucher (as
per Royal BC Museum standards and protoasi)e submitted to the
Provincial EDRR specialist for confirmation. Information will also be shared with
the Provincial Invasive &it Specialist. The affectéghd owner will be informed
of this processmmediately.

3. Once the species has been positively identified, information witihzred
with the land owner, the spotter, and the ProvincialSpecialist.

4. If the speciessnewto BCthe ProvincialnvasivePlantSpecialistill trigger
the Provincial EDRR Response PladKISS will remain coordinated with the
responseaction.

8http://reportaweedbc.ca/
9 https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hra/Plants/publications/EDRR_Plan_Final_Draft_Nov2012.pdf
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5. If the species is considered EDRR for the IPMA but not for BKISS will
contact the land ownerto further inventory the area to determine the full
extent of the species, and to develop a strategy for eradication. If possible,
allroot and seed material will be bagged immediatelyntil further
treatments can beconducted.

6. CKISS representative vidsue an Alerbn the species for the IPMA
through the CKISS network.

7. CKISS will enter the site intoe provinciallnvasive Alien Plant Progra®PB
during the calendayear.

Regional Early Detection, Rapid Response Species
Report to the CKISS representative within 48 hours at:
operations@ckiss.ca
1-844-352-1160
Provincial Early Detection, Rapid Response Species
WSLR2 NI G2 wSLER2NImn! m2 SSR | LILJ
www.reportinvasives.com
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3.5 INVENTORYRECOMMENDATIONS

Inventories and survey$provide fundamental information for assessing and

prioritizing invasive plant management efforts. Information from inventories can be

used to answer a numbeaf questions including the full extent of a target species,
whether treatments have been effective, and how quickly a species is spreading. CKISS
promotes the use of standardized inventory methodology and data forms that are

based on the provincial IAPRtandards.

Further or continued inventory is required for some species to determine their full

extent and to develop better management approaches. Priorities for inventory

includeall species on

1. All species on Proposed Provincial Prohibited EDRR;

2. All species on Regional EDRR;

3. All species under ERADICATION/ANNUAL CONTROL (including CONTAINMENT species
outside containment lines); and

4. All species with Watchlist.

Records of areas where inventories were conducted but no invasive plants were found
are important for planning. Train localbogernment staff to identify and report invasive
plants and dump sites.

Geographic inventory priorities include:
1 Edgewood area

1 Yahk area
1 Border wth the US (particularly whereejlow dar thistle is in adjacent
states)
' n this plan, inventory and s ur andnyentaryieacataogungofnt er c h
all invasiveplants of concern within a management area, whereas a survey is an individual observation or a
sampling of a representative portionafarger landscapg such as a road survey. (BC

Range 2010)
11 https:/iwww.for.gov.bc.ca/hra/plants/IAPP_Reference GuidBfAReference_Guide Part_I.pdf
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3.6 TREATMENTRECOMMENDATIONS
Treatment priority is based on the category of the invasive spetesi€ ).

Treatment Priority 1 : High risk species that are on the Regional EDRR or in ERADICATION/
ANNUAL CONTROL and haigh potential to spread.

1 Invasive plants that have not been previously detected or are found in small, isolated
spots within the IPMA will receive firptiority.
1 Attempts will be made to eradicate new infestations and to determine tbeurce.
1 Wherepossiblecontrol measureswill beimplementedto preventNBE mA Yy FSa G+ GA 2y
1 These plant species/sites should be treated every year. There are few known sites.
New occurrences of these species should be reported toi@Ki&dately.

Treatment Priority 2 : High risk CONTAINMENT species outside containment lines.

1 Containment lines serve to prevent established populations of invasive plants from
spreading into nevareas.

1 Isolatedpopulationsof invasiveplantsoutsidethe containmentlineswill be treated as
a higher priority than established populatis within the containment lines (see CKISS
website).

Treatment Priority 3: Moderate risk species (CONTAINMENT species within containment
lines) or ESTABLISHED species on or near sites of high value or withtdmglalgo
spread.

9 Sites will be considered based on land use value including topographical features,
livestock use, ecological and wildlife habitat values, spread vectors (e.g. waterways,
utility corridors, road, trails), and adjacent areasisk.

1 Infestations along trails receiving high seasonal use, habitats for species at risk, and
areas near hay production are examples of locations that may be a high priority for
treatment.

There are many factors to consider before, during and after treatm&esAppendixE
for treatment considerations.
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3.7 DISPOSALIRECOMMENDATIONS

Currently, there are few opportunities for responsible and effective disposal of invasive

plant material after mechanical treatment. The current practice iddablebag and seal

the material and take it to the landfill or transfer station under a secure load. Both the

RDKB and RDCK (claad double baggednly) accept bagged invasive plant material for

FNBES o0y2 GALILAY3I TSSO I GK2dAK (tknBywcanNS |j dzA NB
0S 0dZNASR Ay | RSaAAIAYIFIGSR 20l GA2ydo2 KSy Lk:
y2i O2YLRadéd ! f2yaAniSNY aidNrdS3e Ay@2ft @Sa
STFSOGAGSt @ 1Aff NBLINRBRAZOGAGS LWy EY@® LI NI a | :

3.8 EFFICACYMONITORINGRECOMMENDATIONS

The effectiveness of treatment depends on many factors including time of year, type of
treatment, climate conditions, geographic location, and number of passes. Monitoring
treatment efficacy contributes to a bettainderstanding of which treatments are most
effective in theCentral andKootenayBoundaryand allows for adaptive management
within and between seasons. In IAPP, there are standardized forms for monitoring
chemical, mechanical and biocontrol treatmentiedcy. Entering this data into IAPP allows
land managers to easily share this information and assists with long term planning and
management.

f Monitor 10% of all sitepostt i NB I (4 YSy
1 Enter monitoring information intbAPP

3.9 DATA MANAGEMENTRECOMMENDATIONS

Sharing invasive plant inventory, treatment and monitoring data facilitates a
O2ft+F02NIGABS YR f2y3am GSNY | LIINBIOK G2 YI
IAPP database allows land managers to determine which species are on or near their

jurisdicton, what activities have occurred, and the efficacy of completed treatments.

Where possible, all data will be entered into the IAPP database. Where this is not

feasible, agencies are strongly encouraged to enter the following minimum critical data,

in order of priority:

Immediately report and then enter Regional EDRR species;

Enter ERADICATION species and CONTAINMENT sptsitecontainmentines;
Enter WATCHLIST spectasn

Enter CONTAINMENT specresdecontainment lines and ESTABLISEigdgies.

E

Provincialgovernment, in partnership with regional invasive species organizations, can
provide courses on IAPP data entryndlananagers can also provide CKISS with funds to
enter data on their behalf.
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3.10 OUTREACHRECOMMENDATIONS

Public outreach is eritical component of preventing the introduction and spread of
invasive species and promoting best magagnt practices. For example, outreach
activities can prevent invasive horticultural species from being planted, provide the tools
for a farmer to deviop an invasive plant management plan for his agricultural land, or
promote EDRR by a naturalist group. CKISS is actively involved in outreach and has
developed an Outreach Plan to guide activities. For more information on current outreach
activities, conact CKISS Education Program Coordinator, Laurie Frankcom, at
[frankcom@ckiss.ca

4. EVALUATINGSUCCESS

Tracking progress is a key element of the success of this framework and of
invasive plant management activities in general. Recommendations for
monitoring progress include:

1. Assesspeciegrioritiesannuallyandupdatethe CKIS$wasivePlantPriority List.
Measuresucces®f eradicationandcontainmentefforts annually.

Assess level of outreach activities and their sucaessally.

Review inventoryequirements and gaps every fiyears.

Summarize data management activities and requiremeantsually.

Measurethe degreeof engagementf land managersannuallyandidentify gaps.

N o g~ wDd

Solicit input annually from all stakeholders to update priorities endrdinate
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APPENDIXA: LIST OFCONTRIBUTORS TAORIGINAL IPMA DOCUMENTS

Funding for the development of the original IPMA documents was provided by the
province of British Columbia, BC Hydroluthbia Power and FortisBC 11@KISS is
extremely grateful to the following representatives of key organizations who participated

in the development of the original draft of this framework during IPMA meetings held from

2012 to 2014:
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AlanStanleyRegionaDidrict Kootenay
Boundary

Andrea Vienneau, Atco Wodrtroducts
Candace Batycki, CityMé&lson

Carol Hughes, Village Késlo

Cary Gaynor, RD®arks

Catherine MacRa&JFLNRORD

Chris Price, BRarks

Clairedela Salle Friendsof Kootenay
LakeandKootenayConservation
Partnership

Crystal KlymCKISS

Darrell Smith, Ministry o&griculture
Darren Murrey MFLNRORD

Dave Heagy, B@arks

Dave Wickstrom, Nature Conservancy of
CanadgDarkwoods)

ErikLeslie HarropProcterCommunity
Forest

Frances Swan, on behalflaterfor and
Nakusp CommunitForest

Grant Trower, Friends afrdeau

Greg Lay, Village Kfslo

Hugh Ackroyd, BRarks

IreneManley, MFLNRORIOFWCP
Jenny Mingo, FortisB@c.
Jennife’Voge| CKISS

John Cathro, Cathro Consultiffgre
Interface Program fdfaslo)
JulietCraig Silverwind=cological
Consulting

Karen MacDonald, City blielson
KatieWard,MOTI

LeahMain,RDCK
LisaFarr,SlocarintegralForestry
Cooperative

a I NIt BaalcheRCrestonValley
Wildlife ManagementArea

Marcy Mahr, Kootenay Conservation
Partnership

Margaret Hartley, Slocan Lake
StewardshifSociety

Marlene Machmer, Pandion Ecological
Researclitd.

Matthew ChilakosCKISS
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o

Michael Hounjet, Hatfiel€onsultants
Mike Gall, B@arks
NatalieStafl,CSISS

Neil Smith, Village dfaslo
NicoleWard,RDCK

Rob Davidson, Creston Valley Beef
Growers

Ros<Llarke FWCP

Sharon Laughlin, Yagan Nuki Wetlands
FriendshigSociety

Sheila Street, FortisBx.

Terry AndersonyIFLNRO
TomBradley Centraland West
KootenayWoodlotAssociation

Val Miller, MFLNRORD
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APPENDIXB: PROPOSEIPROVINCIALPROHIBITED NOXIOUSWEEDS
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