SAG Group Rating Form- 8/15/07

Species Assessment Group - Summary of group ratings

Species:Lymantria dispar - Gypsy Moth European Type

Date: 9.20.07

Members of the SAG: Art Wagner, Dr. Ken Raffa, Melody Walker, Anette Phibbs, Dr. Glen Stanosz, Karen Danielsen

Linda Haugen

Ratings for Criteria - 1st round | 1 | 2| 3| 4 | | 6 [ 7 | | | 10 [ 11 ] 12 [ 13 ] 14 |
1. Current status and distribution | 2 | 2| 3| 3 | | 2 | 3 | | | | | | | |
2. Establishment potential [ 4 [ 4] 4 4] [ 4 | 4 ] [ [ [ | | | |
3. Damage potential | 3 | 4] 3| a | | 3 | 3 | | | | | | | |
4. Prevention and control potential | 2 | 3| 3| 3 | | 3 | 2 | | | | | | | |
5. Socio-economic impacts 2 | 4] 3 2 | 3 | 4 | | | |
Totals - 1st round Prohibited Restricted Watch Non-restric
Number of votes 6
Recommended Classification : Restricted
Comments: The Eurpean Gypsy Moth is widespread in eastern Wisconsin yet restricting movement from infested areas into non-infested
areas is still an important option for managing the spread of this organism. Maintaining restrictions on movement will supplement the
statewide gypsy moth slow the spread and suppression program.
Ratings for Criteria - 2nd round | 1 | 2| 3| 4 | | 6 [ 7 | | | 10 [ 11| 12 [ 13 | 14 |
1. Current status and distribution | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
2. Establishment potential | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
3. Damage potential I - r r ¢+ ¢ r {r ¢ r [ [ [ |
4. Prevention and control potential | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
5. Socio-economic impacts | | | | | | | |
Totals - 2nd round Prohibited Restricted Watch Non-restric

Number of votes

Final Recommended Classification :
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