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Abstract.	
  There	
  is	
  increased	
  demand	
  for	
  na8ve	
  shrubs	
  to	
  use	
  in	
  developing	
  sustainable	
  landscapes.	
  Na8ve	
  plant	
  species	
  provide	
  
support	
   for	
   pollinators	
   and	
  other	
   ecological	
   systems	
   and	
   are	
   a	
   suitable	
   landscape	
   alterna8ve	
   to	
   invasive	
  plants.	
   Through	
  my	
  
research	
  and	
  extension	
  program	
  at	
  the	
  University	
  of	
  Connec8cut,	
  I	
  have	
  worked	
  to	
  expand	
  the	
  availability	
  of	
  na8ve	
  shrubs	
  in	
  the	
  
nursery	
  trade	
  by	
  studying	
  their	
  landscape	
  suitability,	
  propaga8on	
  and	
  produc8on	
  in	
  containers.	
  This	
  poster	
  presents	
  the	
  issues	
  
around	
  developing	
  the	
  market	
  for	
  na8ve	
  shrubs	
  including	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  educa8on	
  about	
  landscape	
  use,	
  lack	
  of	
  liner	
  sources	
  for	
  
growers,	
  poor	
  quality	
  of	
  nursery	
  stock,	
  lack	
  of	
  cul8vars,	
  and	
  perceived	
  drawbacks	
  of	
  cul8var	
  use.	
  

Need	
  for	
  educa4on	
  	
  
•  Consumers	
  lack	
  confidence	
  in	
  using	
  na8ve	
  shrubs	
  
•  Limited	
  informa8on	
  on	
  adaptability	
  of	
  na8ve	
  shrubs	
  
•  UConn	
  research	
  shows	
  poten8al	
  for	
  expanded	
  use	
  

A)	
  Diervilla	
  lonicera,	
  B)	
  Rosa	
  
virginiana,	
  C)	
  Myrica	
  gale,	
  
D)	
  Spiraea	
  tomentosa,	
  E)	
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Eubotrys	
  racemosa,	
  F)	
  Prunus	
  pumila	
  var.	
  depressa,	
  
G)	
  UConn	
  parking	
  lot	
  landscape	
  suitability	
  study	
  

Growers	
  lack	
  liner	
  sources	
  
•  Typically	
  growers	
  buy	
  in	
  liners	
  to	
  start	
  new	
  produc8on,	
  but	
  

sources	
  of	
  liners	
  for	
  liMle	
  known	
  na8ves	
  don’t	
  exist	
  
•  No	
  employees	
  with	
  skill	
  set	
  to	
  iden8fy	
  na8ve	
  of	
  interest	
  in	
  

the	
  wild	
  in	
  sufficient	
  quan8ty	
  for	
  ini8a8ng	
  new	
  crop	
  
•  Prohibi8vely	
  expensive	
  to	
  send	
  employees	
  collec8ng	
  over	
  

hundreds	
  of	
  miles	
  
•  Lack	
  of	
  permission	
  to	
  collect	
  propagules	
  from	
  natural	
  lands	
  

A)	
  Uniform	
  
produc8on	
  
from	
  
vegeta8vely
propagated	
  
liners	
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B,	
  C,	
  D)	
  Seeds	
  of	
  Cephalanthus	
  occidentalis	
  
yield	
  variably	
  performing	
  landscape	
  plants	
  

Poor	
  quality	
  nursery	
  stock	
  
• Na8ve	
  species	
  get	
  less	
  care	
  during	
  produc8on	
  than	
  exo8cs	
  
• Percep8on	
  that	
  na8ves	
  can	
  look	
  “wild”	
  (messy)	
  	
  
• Workers	
  are	
  unfamiliar	
  with	
  cul8va8on	
  needs	
  
• Seed	
  produced	
  plants	
  lack	
  uniformity	
  

Result:	
  Na8ve	
  plant	
  displays	
  (A)	
  at	
  garden	
  centers	
  are	
  not	
  as	
  
showy	
  and	
  appealing	
  to	
  consumers	
  as	
  exo8c	
  plant	
  displays	
  (B)	
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Lack	
  of	
  cul4vars	
  /	
  Drawbacks	
  of	
  cul4vars	
  
• Moving	
  na8ve	
  shrubs	
  mainstream	
  requires	
  use	
  of	
  exis8ng	
  
nursery	
  infrastructure	
  of	
  vegeta8ve	
  propaga8on	
  of	
  cul8vars	
  
• Concerns	
  over	
  lack	
  of	
  gene8c	
  diversity	
  with	
  cul8var	
  use,	
  
poten8al	
  for	
  gene8c	
  contamina8on,	
  and	
  diminished	
  support	
  
for	
  pollinators	
  	
  
• Pollinator	
  support	
  of	
  na8ve	
  shrub	
  species	
  and	
  their	
  cul8vars	
  is	
  
being	
  tested	
  at	
  UConn	
  

A)	
  Cul8vars	
  like	
  the	
  compact	
  Clethra	
  
alnifolia	
  ‘Hummingbird’	
  appeal	
  to	
  
consumers,	
  B	
  &	
  C)	
  Do	
  pollinators	
  prefer	
  
Clethra	
  alnifolia	
  ‘Ruby	
  Spice’	
  (B)	
  over	
  
the	
  straight	
  species,	
  D)	
  UConn	
  study	
  
(established	
  2015)	
  on	
  the	
  effec8veness	
  
of	
  na8ve	
  shrub	
  cul8vars	
  to	
  support	
  
pollinators	
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