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Abstract: Risks assessmentand management can play a key role in the reduction
of damage caused by different types of forest pests, diseases and weeds in sustainable
forestry practice development. Significant diversity of serious threats to forest ecosystems
condition demands special governance instruments in a goal of increasing productivity
while an environmental contamination and health hazard needs to be reduced to a
minimum. Sustainable forest management can be better achieved through the preferment of
appropriate assessment tools (with proper risk evaluation model developing and adapting
it). During testing the increasing desire to apply the “precautionary principle” in the face
of scientific uncertainty had been recognized. There’s luck of scientific knowledge; studies
are ongoing intensive but with decade or less delay of our country/ forest practice/
introduced plant influence research object existing results or their control usage
background. Potentially serious consequences prejudgment leads to the driving force of a
multidisciplinary approach in research process, with objective and invaluable field
experience at the first place and guidance of it.

Key words: Nature protection, governance, Biotechnologies, invasive species
control, Serbia
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HNPOLHEHA PU3UKA ITPU KOHTPOJIM IIET HAJUBA3ZUBHUJUX
JAPBEHACTUX BUJbAKAYCPBUJUN — CTPATEIIKU NPEJYCJIOB
YCIHEXA 3A OJP’KUBO YIIPAB/BAIBE IIPUPOJHUM PECYPCUMA

H3Bon: Ilpoyena pusuxa u puck- MEHAUMEHm MO2Y UMAMU K/bYUHY Y02y Y
cMarbery wimeme U3A36aHe PA3TUYUMUM GDCAMA UYMCKUX WMemoYuna, 6oiecmu u
KOpo8a y Mpaxcu pazeojaoopicusoe wyMapcmed. 3HAUajHa PA3HOIUKOCH O030UbHUX
npemib MO WYMCKe — eKOCUCmeMe  3aXmeda  Npumeny NOCeOHUX  Ynpasoaykux
uUHCmMpyMeHama y yuny nogeharsa npooyKmusHOCMuU, 00K OU KOHMAMUHAYUJA ICUBOMHE
cpeoune U OnacHoCm No /bYOCKO 30pasmbe mpebano 0a 0y0y ceedene HaA MUHUMYM.
O0poicuso 2az008are wWymama JaKuie je ocmeapumu Kpos gasopuzosarbe 00208apajyhux
Mmexanuzama (npurazohasaremooenasa npoyeHy pusuxa je jedan 00 mux). Toxom
UCMpanicuearba mexcuno ce npumenu "npunyuna npedocmpooicHocmu” Y cmucny
MeCMuUpara YuibeHUYa Koje Cy joul yeex npeoMen HaAyYHUX UCPMPANCUBArbd, V e8PONCKUM
s3emrama a u ko0 Hac. Ha memu ucmpasicusara cenepanno mano je paheno 0o caoa y
Cpbuju ; unmensuene cmyouje unu cy y moxy, uiu oapem OeyeHujy KacHUMO 3a 3eMmbama y
peauony. IIpaxca npoyene ymuyaja un8asusHux OUbAKA U NPUMEHe KOPUCHUX OPeAHU3AMA
30 CMABBHARE UCHIUX NOO KOHMPOLY UL Y YUY HUX0802 CY30Ujaiba, joul YEeK He noCmoju
y Cpouju. Ilomenyujanno 036umHO onache nocreduye npumeHe mepa OUOKOHMpPOTe
YRYhYJy Ha MyTmMUOUCYUNIUHAPHY RPUCIYR Y npoyecy ucmpaxcuearoa. llonaszne xunomese
Koje cy cmaemene Ha nposepy YApaso Cy oHe 00Oujene u3 uwymapcke npaxce u mepeHcKoz
uckycmea. Banuono ynpasmare puzuxom ouxmupa onpesu HeONXOOHOCH Npu NPUMEHU
VAPABKBAUKUX MeXauuzama 'y cumyayujama 20e HOCmoju  HeOOCMAamax npoeepeHo
O00KA3aHUX HAYYHUX YUIbEHUYA.

Kibyune peum: 3amrTurta TpHUPOZAE, YIPaBJbamke, OMOTEXHONOTHjE, KOHTpOIa
WHBa3UBHUX BpcTa, Cpouja

1. INTRODUCTION

Regarding the use of new biotechnologies in forestry the most common
innovative procedures in silviculture and raising healthy forests in protected areas
are substitution of inorganic pesticides with biopesticides and direct “tool use” of
scientifically approved useful plants and animals through biological control
measures in detrimental biotic agent’s suppressing. Success stories presented both
with performed case studies and forest biotic agent’s research results are showed in
this paper. Studies conclusions are not limited or approximated to all protected
areas (PA) where plant material had been collected and members of various interest
groups had been interviewed, either they are directly or indirectly involved in the
decisions making as management authorities. In this regard, the investment and use
of any biotechnology needs to be risk assessed on a case-by-case basis, considering
the specific technology in the specific ecological, political and economic
environment. Research had been performed in forest ecosystems which are
managed by state PE, NP, NR... All five the most harmful IP populations occur
where their existence is: barely noticed, not recognized as threats, neither need for
risk assessment of their further influence... Field real problems are conflicts caused
by social opposing views on the primary purpose of forest land and protection of
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natural resources as units covered with forest vegetation, inappropriate agricultural
and forest policies, and poor rural infrastructures. Until now Serbia has not adopted
IPM (integral pest management) neither as the scientifically synchronized project
studies results trial testing. This article present some proposals of proven joint
activities resulted with risk assessment of five common test subjects based on facts
obtained from the collected data analysis.

The aim of the present guidelines is to provide guidance to forest economy
to help make monitoring a practical tool for environmental policy, especially in the
development of plans and strategies on biodiversity conservation and sustainable
use, the mainstreaming of biodiversity conservation objectives across policy
sectors and in assessing progress in achieving policy targets and the effectiveness
of conservation measures. Minimization of health, environmental and
socioeconomic risks resulting from biodiversity loss and ecosystem degradation, as
well as the maximization of benefits from biodiversity and ecosystems, are the
main objectives.

1.1. Evolution of invasiveness

Some seemingly benign species increase invasive potential after arrival on
a recipient site. Genetic drift, high genetic diversity in the founder population, or a
change in selection pressures can interact to produce invader populations that have
greater invasive potential than populations in the home range (Blossey and Notzold
1995, Lambrinos 2004; Bossdorf et al. 2005; Schierenbeck and Ellstrand 2009). An
introduced species also has the capability to increase its invasive potential through
hybridization with native species (Bossdorf et al. 2005). This evolution of
invasiveness is occasionally linked to the concept of “enemy release”: when
introduced into a new site, a species experiences little pressure from enemies (i.e.,
herbivores or pathogens), and thus less energy needs to be allocated to defense, that
in turn gives an evolutionary advantage to individual plants that invest more energy
in growth and reproduction (Blossey and Notzold 1995). Like many other
hypotheses, support for evolution of invasiveness is contradictory, with this process
occurring in some invasions but not others, possibly due to the many factors
interacting in invasion.

1.2. The Characteristics of Invasive Species Critical for Ecological Risk
Assessment

There are four features of invasive species ecological risk assessment that
are in contrast to risk assessment for chemicals and other abiotic stressors (Landis,
2004).

First, the exposure to the stressor becomes the probability of a biological
invasion event even if a permanent introduction throughout the landscape does not
occur.

Second, the population size of the invasive species can increase, fluctuate,
or even become extinct. Third, there is a broad range of mechanisms by which
invasive species can directly and indirectly impact the valued characteristics of the
receiving environment. Landscape-level impacts may also occur by a change in the
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ecological matrix through which migration occurs, altering the spatial relationships
of important habitat patches (Shea and Chesson 2002).

Fourth, the processes that govern impacts are fundamentally ecological and
evolutionary. Five invasive woody plants recognized as all criteria covered were
described in paper results.

2. THE RISK MODEL

This Risk Model relies heavily on reasonable judgement by the SDM
(Designated Environment Officials or Statutory Decision-Makers. SDM, could use
available information from staff and others (experts for plant and forest protection-
employed of Next relevant Ministries : Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water
Management: Ministry of Natural Resources, Mining and Spatial Planning,
Institute for Nature Protection, Plant Protection Society of Serbia. The Risk Model
uses numbers to represent the relative magnitudes of frequency, probability, and
consequences, but the model cannot be considered “quantitative” in the sense of
scientific accuracy. Using numbers simply allows various risk factors to be
weighed systematically during the risk evaluation process.

Description- the following description highlights the model for evaluating
the risks associated with approving an operational plan for suppressing IS in
sustainable and biodiversity preserving precondition. When an SDM receives an
operational plan for approval the acceptability of the controlling- suppressing plan,
must considered, all things reviewed, including following:

The risks to a wide range of environmental, social and economic values of
ISHE; The proposed mitigation of identified risks; The potential benefits of the
proposed control or plan component; The Risk Model that follows offers guidance
on the key steps in assessing risk. The approach leads decision-makers to draw risk
conclusions by considering:

Values of Concern; Potential Detrimental Invasive species hindering effect
(Invasive species adverse effect; Frequency of Loss Event, Probability of
Consequences Given a Invasive species adverse effect, Consequences of Loss
Invasive species hindering effect.

Instructions -to ensure consistent application of this model, users should
not assign numerical values other than those suggested in any of the categories.
When in doubt choose the higher risk value.

The initial entry in the Risk Assessment Matrix identifies the project or
component under consideration.

Frequency of Invasive species occurrence at randomly fields — PA terrains

An important factor to consider in a risk assessment deals with the
frequency of invasive species presence that could cause adverse consequences.
Frequency is often expressed as the number of incidents in a given time frame, also
called a “return period” for some types of invasive species which was suppressed
someway. Consider the frequency of invasive species occurrence if the proposed
project were approved, Select from the following four categories:

Frequent 10 points,; Occasional 7 points; Seldom 4 points; Rare I point.
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Probability of Consequences -in this step, contemplate the likelihood of
consequences given a loss event. For example, what is the chance of water quality
degradation if a landslide occurs as a result of the proposed plan? In the study of
probability, invasive species hindering effect that will definitely happen are
assigned a probability of 100 percent. Incidents that are impossible are given a 0
percent chance of occurrence, and everything else lies somewhere between these
two extremes.

Consider the following three levels of probability:

Probable (7 points). The likelihood or probability of the consequence occurring is
greater than 50 percent. Possible (4 points) The probability of the consequence
falls between 20 and 50 percent. Unlikely (I point) .There is less than 20 percent
chance that the consequences will occur. The probability factors considered in
selecting among the three broad categories of probability should be recorded in the
comment space.

Most Likely Consequences - The next set of factors deal with the potential
consequences of the plan or component, given a loss event, such as a landslide. In
large part, this step requires decision-makers to consider the resources and other
values that may be affected by the plan or component.

Four categories of potential consequence are available: Catastrophic 10 points;
Major 7 points; Serious 4 points; Minor 1 point. Briefly record the factors and
features considered in making a determination of potential consequences.

Total Risk Level- In the evaluation of risk, consider all three factors:
Frequency of invasive species hindering effect presence, probability that
consequences will occur, and the extent of consequences to things of value.
Combining these related risk elements is a mental process that defies a strictly
scientific or structured approach. However, the model suggests a simple method
that has been adopted in other types of risk decision-making: Add the values for
frequency and probability, then multiply the sum by the consequence value to
determine a total risk score.

If users apply this model consistently for two or more components of a
plan, the scores will provide a rough indication of the relative risks of the
components.

Risk Assessment Results- the foregoing analysis may be enough for some
SDMs to make a determination on the operational plan under consideration. Plans
that present either very high or very low risk often become quickly evident.
However, recall that the assessment of risks associated with the plan is only one
element to the overall decision on the plan.

If the plan promotes risks that are higher than acceptable to you, and the
plan lacks reasonable means to manage these risks, you should avoid considering
additional mitigation possibilities in your assessment. In doing so, you are drawing
a conclusion on what is, rather than what could be in the plan and may then
conclude that you should not approve the plan.

Decisions on plans or specific components may be clear where the model
indicates risk levels of “very high” or conversely, “low” or “very low.” Decisions
that fall into the “high’ or “moderate” risk levels may cause additional review
depending on the situation.
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In all respects, decision-makers should record their reasoning for
approving or not approving an operational plan. SDMs should refer to the
frequency, probability, and consequence elements addressed in this Risk Model,
with specific comments on the factors that contribute to the greatest risks.

3. RESULTS

Results suggest that a species that is very competitive, resistant to
contaminants or new control procedures, and one that can delay its dispersal until it
has established a “beachhead” in the PA landscape. The beachhead patch ensures
that there is a source for further migration into the landscape. The implication is
that a fragmented or patchy environment will be more likely to contain an invasive
because of the increasing number of areas that can be colonized and used as
beachheads for further colonization. If the invasive can remain cryptic so that
eradication efforts are limited until established in several refugee patches (PA
habitats), the probability of a successful invasion should increase.

The models confirm work by many other researchers (see Anderson et al.,
2004; Marvier et al., 2004) that there is a clear interaction between the landscape,
competing species, and the invasive species. Spatial structure must be incorporated
if an understanding of the possible outcomes is to be factored into the risk analysis.
The interaction between control measures and the native species demonstrated that
only in extreme — high risk events influence had badly the outcome of the invasion
(Watrud et al. 2004; Landis et al.2000).

Five alien plant species were identified through this process/ risk model as
having positive responses to the posed questions. These are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Exotic invasive plants in prioritized as potential biocontrol targets
arranged by lines into groups of decreasing priority, but of similar priority within

each group
Species  Life form* Area of origin EU climate distribution Genus native to Europe
Past or current
' . Arca of EU climate G(?nus Conflict biological
Species Life form* S AR native to of control
origin distribution .
Europe interestf programs/
publications
Fallopia japonica | Ge Japan Temperate Yes No Yes
gallop iabohemic Ge Hybrid Temp/Med | Noi No Yes
Amqrp ha Ph N. America Mediterran Noi No Yes
fruticosa ean
Azl.am?hus Ph China Temp/Med | Noi No Yes
altissima
Robinia . Ph N. America | Temperate No F No
pseudoacacia

*Ph = Phanerophyte, Ge = geophyte, Hy = hydrophyte, He = hemicryptophyte, Th = therophyte, Ch =
chamaephyte.

Conflict of interest: TPast or current biological control programs/ publications

O = current ornamental interest, F = value as forestry tree — simple aesthetic value of certain aliens weeds is not
considered a conflict of interest as biocontrol will only reduce their density not eradicate them.

{Family or subfamily also not native to Europe. 1. Fallopia japonica (Houtt.). 2. F. x bohemica Chrtek &
Chrtkova
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Fallopia (Polygonaceae) contains 24 species worldwide of which seven are
considered weeds. Fallopia japonica var. japonica (Houtt.) Ronse Decr., the most
invasive clone (Bailey, 1994), is referred to as Reynoutria japonica (Houtt.) in
some parts of Europe and Polygonum cuspidatum Sieb.& Zucc. are also invasive,
although their relative importance in Europe and Serbia is still being studied
Fallopia japonica and fact that mantionedhybrid appears to spread faster than
either parent (Mandadk et al., 2004), makes these two species among top five
Serbia’s aggressive aliens.

3. Amorpha fruticosa L.

Origin, life history and ecology - According to some sources it was introduced in
the Balkan Peninsula at the beginning of the twentieth century, precisely in 1900
(Petraci¢, 1938). False indigo bush Amorfa fruticosa L. (Fabaceae=
Papilionaceae: Astragalae) reproduce generative, with pods, dispersed by water,
and vegetative with a strong power of sprouting. Pods yield natural insect toxic
chemical, and if demanding systematically control measures by combination of
chemical and mechanical measures trailed this forest weed as woody plant are
practically invincible (Gagi¢ et al. 2008).

Existing and potential biological control

Without finding solution that would exclude combined application of too
expensive mechanical  suppressing  measures and  environmentally eligible
suspected pesticides it is possible to predict unstoppable expansion of this plant and
facing with serious major problem in the near future.

Table 2. Natural enemies of A. fruticosa

Insect Biology and host preference of A. fruticosa pod pests

Acanthoscelides pallidipennisMotschulsky.
Coleoptera: Bruchidae: Bruchinae

indigo bush weevil,bruchid beetle found feeding in pods

Eupelmus and Anastatus(Hymenoptera: ectoparasitoids of weevil larvae

Chalcidoidea: Eupelmidae)

Syntomaspis sp. and Torymus sp. (Hymenoptera: possibility of seed predation and hyperparasitism, both
Chalcidoidea: Torymidae) need to be proven

Tetrastichus sp. (Hymenoptera: Chalcidoidea: known to encompass parasitoids of the first and second
Eulophidae) order, so it is needed to proceed the research in order to

determine their status -hyperparasitism phenomena
demands experimental “tricks”

(Hymenoptera: Proctotrupoidea: Scelionidae), Reared one specimen as fresh bruchid beetle egg
parasite. Investigation needs to be continue in a goal of
getting more specimens, data, status confirmation and
species determination

(Hymenoptera: Proctotrupoidea: Diapriidae), Hyperparasitoid of Eupelmus and Torymus genera, until
now one specimen had been reared and prepared

Acari, Pyemotidae Predators of weevil larvae and pupa

Pyemotes spp. (=Pediculoides) verticosus, National
Academy of Sciences 1978

4. Ailanthus altissima (Miller) Swingle
Ailanthus (Simaroubaceae) contains 10 species confined to Asia and Australia of
which A. altissima (from temperate and subtropical China), the only member of the
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family in Europe, is considered an invasive species in most temperate regions of
the world.

5. Robinia pseudoacacia L.

Robinia(Fabaceae) contains four species from North and Central America, all of
which are considered as weeds worldwide. Now is extremely widespread in many
habitats in Serbia.

Existing and potential biological control- more recently, classical biological
control of weeds has also undergone significant criticism from within the
ecological and evolutionary scientific community (Louda et al., 1997), despite
there being only a few predictable non-target impacts and the release decisions for
the causal agents being made at a time when society was more risk accepting.

4. CONCLUSIONS

Classical biological control is often unjustly perceived as costly in its
initial stages, with no guarantee of success and will therefore only really be
possible with direct or indirect government support. For environmental and urban
weeds this is even more apparent, so funding of biological control can only proceed
with sympathetic, informed and ‘joined up’ government. Such issues are not
unique to biological control, however, as many forms of natural resource
management have long-term benefit timeframes and require political incentives for
their adoption.

Fortunately, there is also now a groundswell of interest in European
Governments over the invasive species issue, partly due to their CBD commitments
and a growing recognition that many species and their associated costs are getting
out of control. In order to secure funding, the responsible government
department(s) [often both the agricultural and environmental ministries], need to be
convinced of the high benefit—cost ratios of biocontrol, and it is here where
stakeholders need to work with economists, as the analyses usually fall out heavily
in favor of undertaking a biological control programme.(Sheppard et al., 2005).
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ACRONYMS

PA- Protected area

PE- Public Enterprise

NP- National park

NR-Nature Reserve

ESIAS - Environment and Social Impact Assessment Study

CBD- Biodiversity Convention

ISPM No. 3 -Guidelines for the export, shipment, import and release of biological control
agents and other beneficial organisms
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EPPO-European (Regional) Plant Protection Organization

IPREM - Invasive Plant Risk Evaluation Management

SDM - Designated Environment Officials or Statutory Decision-Makers
ISHE-Invasive Species Hindering Effect
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THE MOSTINVASIVE FIVE WOODY INVASIVE PLANTS CONTROL RISKS
ASSASMENT - STRATEGIC PRECONDITION FOR SUSTAINABLE
GOVERNANCE OF NATURAL RESOURCES IN SERBIA

Renata GAGIC SERDAR,Radovan NE VENIC, Svetlana BILIBAJKVIC‘,V
Tomislav STEFANOVIC, Zoran PODUSKA, Ilija PORPEVIC, Goran CESLJAR

Summary

Many European countries are waking up to the scale and impact of invasive alien
species, as highlighted by the recent publication of the ESTAS which aims to stem the flow.
This document was developed under the Bern Convention and recommends the
requirement of a ‘grey list” of species posing unknown threats that need to be screened for
risks before introduction, including classical biological control agents under ISPM 3.

Classical biological control offers environmentally sound and public good
solutions to some important Serbia’s worst alien invasive plants. It would assist EU
commitments to reducing chemicals in the environment and controlling alien invasive
species, while applying the precautionary approach to intentional introductions of such
beneficial exotic organisms. This review highlights 5 of these and suggests, with the full
support and in the context of the CBD and the ESIAS (Environment and Social Impact
Assessment Study), that the time is ripe for classical biological control of weeds to break
into the mainstream, alongside public demand for action and national commitments to
reduce chemical use and protect biodiversity. However, this will continue to be delayed if
suitable government-assisted funding streams are not established alongside processes for
assessing conflicts of interest and raising public awareness on the issue of the costs of
invasive species and the available solutions to them.
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IMPOLEHA PU3UKA ITPU KOHTPOJIM IIET HAJUBA3ZUBHUJIJNX
APBEHACTHUX BU/bAKAYCPBUJU-CTPATEIIKH ITPEYCJIOB YCIIEXA 3A
OJP’KUBO YIIPAB/BAIGE ITPUPO/THUM PECYPCUMA

Penama TATHRCEP/{AP, Padosan HEBEHU R, Ceéemnana FUJIUBAJKUA,
Tomucnae CTEQAHOBUHR, 3opan [10/]VIIKA, HnujaBOPBEBH A, I'opan YELLIJbAP

Caxkerak

Y MHOTMM €BpOIICKMM 3eMJbaMa CBE Ce BHIIE OyAM W pa3Buja CBECT O 00MMY U
CTETHOM YTHIa]y WMHBa3MBHUX BpcTa. Tema je naeTasbHO enabopupaHa W HajOMTHHjU
UbEHHLIE UCTAKHYTe cy y no3Haroj myonukauuju ECUAC koja uMa 3a 1Mib J1a 3ayCTaBU
JlaJbl TOK HIbMXOBOT' CHpEHa Kao HeraTWBHOT TpeHAa. OBaj JOKYMEHT je YCBOjEH Y OKBUPY
BepHCke KOHBEHIMje, MPAaKTHYHO Kpo3 yBohewme '"cuBe mucTe" YCIOBHO KOPHUCHHX
opraHM3amMa-BpcTa Koje WIIaK INpe/CcTaBibajy HENO3HATy INpETHhY H3a KOje je HEOIXOIHO
YPaJUTH IIPOLEHY PHU3MKa Mpe HHXOBE NPHUMEHE W BUXOBOT YBOhema Kao OMOJOIIKHX
areHaca IpH yCIoTaBJbarby KOHTPOJIE HaJl MHBa3WBHIM KOPOBHUMA Y TIPHPOIH.

Knacwgna 6monomka 6opba HyAd eKOJOMIKH MPUXBATJpHBA MHCIUIATHBA pellcHha
3a cy30ujame M KOHTpOITy TeT HajomacHUjiX M arpeCUBHHjUX HHBAa3UBHUX Omibaka Cpowje,
3a KOje je y OBOM pany JaT W MOJeIN HpOIeHe pU3HKa OJf YIoTpeOe HBUXOBUX CTETOIIMHA.
IIpenio3u cy ckiamy ca mocrojatbeM Kousennwuje o ouomusepsuretry 1 ECUAC (Crymnuja
NpolLieHe pU3MKa M YTHIaja Ha XMBOTHY cpelnuHy). Paj yka3yje Ha Ba3HOCT M moTpebHe
YCIIOBE 3a MpHMEHY KJIacW4yHe Ouoomke 0opOe mpoTuB KopoBa. busomike mepe 6opde
Tpebaso OM Ja MocTaHy CpPEJCTBO Yy 3aCTUTH LIyMa OJ jaBHOT M HAIMOHAIHOI WHTEpeca,
yuMe OM ce cMambWiIa IMPEeKOMEpPHa M EKOJIOCKM HeomlpaB/iaHa yrnoTpeda XEMHjCKUX
CpeAcTaBa M HCIOCTOBAJIM OCHOBHM IIOCTYJATH 3alTHTE OWOJIOIIKE pPa3sHOBPCHOCTH.
MehytuM, oBo Hehe mocratm yoOuuajeHa mTpakca JOK TOJX TOJHTHKA PECOPHUX
MHHHCTapCTaBa M BIIaJIe HE Pa3BHje MeXaHM3Me (PMHAHCHpara OBAKBHX IOAYXBaTa, U JIOK
y caMy TIpaKcy 3amTuTe He yhe npoleHa pr3rKa ol MOTSHIMjATHO KOPHCHHUX OpraHu3aMma y
caMoj NPUMEHH M IHXOBOI yTHIIaja Ha OKOJHHY. [lomu3ame CBECTH CTpy4HE M HaydHe
jJaBHOCTH O OBOM IIMTamy, Ka0 M HaydHa TMOTBpAAa W JOKa3W O OWONmKoj 6opOm Kao
HajpeHTaOuIIHUje 0]l MOTYNNX pachoNoKUBHX peleha Ouhe MpBU KOpakK y caBiajaBamby
CBE €BUJICHTHU]ET HEraTHBHOT yTHUIIaja O IMPeHha HHBa3UBHUX BPCTA U BEIMKUX I'yOUTaKa
O TIPUBPEY AJIU U 3aIUTUTY TPUPOJHUX Aobapa y Cpouju .
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