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Abstracts: Theme 5 – Regulations and Public Awareness

Is the ‘Code of Best Practices’ helping to make  
biological control of weeds less risky?
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Although practitioners know that biological control is one of the safest approaches to managing inva-
sive species, they also realize that this tool must be used wisely and appropriately. The sub-discipline of 
biological control of weeds was the first to acknowledge the need for universal standards to both guide 
those practicing weed biocontrol and to allow outside observers to better discriminate ‘good’ biological 
control of weed practices from those that are ill-advised. In 1999, at the close of the Xth Biological Con-
trol of Weeds Symposium in Bozeman, Montana, the delegates overwhelmingly adopted a resolution 
requesting that practitioners adhere to the 12 guidelines of the ‘Code’. We review the 12 guidelines and 
how they apply to both groups that are involved in biological control: (1) the scientists performing the 
research necessary to find, release and establish the biocontrol agents and (2) those who re-distribute  
established agents. We also discuss the results of a recent survey we conducted to assess the impact 
the ‘Code’ was having on biological control of weeds in north-western USA. Finally, we provide some 
examples of how the ‘Code’ has been implemented by various agencies in this region and ponder on 
why it seems to be having less impact elsewhere.

The new quarantine facility, St. Paul, MN, USA
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The University of Minnesota Agricultural Experiment Station and the Minnesota Department of Ag-
riculture combined resources to construct a state-of-the-art quarantine facility, which began operation 
in 2003. Drs David Ragsdale, University of Minnesota, and Dharma Sreenivasam, Minnesota Depart-
ment of Agriculture, were instrumental in obtaining the funds and commitment for this biosafety level 
2 (BL2) facility. BL3 capabilities are being added with potential initial targets including Asian soybean 
rust (Phakopsora pachyrhizi) research. The first invasive plant biological control effort at this facility 
is an ongoing cooperative effort with Centre for Agriculture and Biosciences, International (CABI) 
Bioscience, Delémont, Switzerland, to complete host-specificity screening for Ceutorhynchus spp. for 
biological control of garlic mustard (Alliaria petiolata). Current research at this facility involves stud-
ies in taxonomy, genetics, life history, host specificity, behavior, control efficacy, experimental release 
and post-release evaluation of plant and insect biological control agents.
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