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Eradicate this weed or not?

The New Zealand Department of Conservation
uses six steps to evaluate a species for a weed-
led control programme - A weed-led programme
aims to eradicate or contain an invasive weed

Step @Assess the weed against the
criteria for a weed-led programme

Decision-making for weed-led
control programmes
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Step@ Calculate the ‘Effect on

Effect on System

Step @ Calculate the ‘Biological
Success’ score
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weediness score of 23 and is just

Dipogon lignosus (mile-a-minute) has a
beginning to spread in some areas of the

Weed’s persistence over

Establishment & growth
rate (0-3)

time (0-3)

North Island. It could be a candidate for
a weed-led control programme.

Step @ Assess the
‘Practicality of Control’

Eradication cheap, achieve
in 2-3 years

Step@ Calculate the species ‘Weediness
Score’ and ‘Weediness Group’

Weediness Score = Biological Success + (2 x Effect on System)

Weediness Group A (score29-36), B (26-28), C (21-25), D (20 or less)
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Initial containment expensive,
achieve within 5 years, but

Containment at zero-density
within 5 years, cheap, easy

sustained control cheap
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¢ Gunnera tinctorea (Chilean rbubarb) bas
Re-evaluate: is the control been widely planted in New Zealand for

cost worth the expected landscaping. It currently bas a limited
conservation benefit? distribution in protected natural areas

but it is spreading quickly on wet seacliffs
Department of Conservation
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and river banks in the Wanganui region.

Step @ Derive a ‘Priority Ranking’

The Weediness Group (A, B, C, or D) is combined with the Practicality
of Control score (10-3) to give a Priority Ranking, e.g., A9, B6, C7, D3.
These rankings are grouped to establish the relative priority for funding
of different weed control programmes.

Priority for funding Priority Ranking Score

Very High A6G-A10; B7-B10

High A4, A5; B6;, C6-C10; D7-D10
Medium B5; C5; DI0

Low A3; B3, B4; C3,C4; D3-D5

These ranking scores give priority to controlling weed species that are
new incursions with a very limited distribution, where eradication is
feasible, quick and cheap. Where weed species are widespread they
will generally only be controlled on high-value sites.
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