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COMMUNITY ATTITUDES TO TECHNIQUES OF AQUATIC WEED CONTROL.

D.R. Tucker and L.M. Jackel
State Rivers and Water.Supply Commission of Victoria

The aquatic weed control program that has developed within
Victoria's irrigation areas is essentially a maintenance
operation to keep irrigation waterways (supply channels and
drains) functioning according to design. Other vegetation
control activities undertaken by.the Water Commission include
eradication of woody species and suppression of growth
around bridges, road crossings and storage areas.
The success of this program is dependent on its continuing

acceptance by the following 'controlling groups':

(1) The engineers who are in charge. of the irrigation
areas.and therefore responsible for the funding
and execution of any works undertaken in their. areas.

(2) Pesticide controlling agencies, including such
departments as Health, Fisheries and Wildlife,
Agriculture, and Environment Protection, who have
legislative jurisdiction over various aspects of
pesticide registration,- sale, and ùse.

(3) The irrigation communities, who wittingly accept the
necessity to use large volumes of herbicide within
the water distribution network, and cooperate at
the local level to ensure that the works.can be
undertaken, e.g. by granting access, accepting
interruptions, etc.

To satisfy the demands of these three identifiable groups,
as well as ensure that the works are undertaken safely,
effectively, and efficiently, the 'weed science group' within
the Water Commission.is confronted with a number of contrasting
extension tasks.
Separate from the need to maintain a vigorous program of on-

going investigations to ensure that the Commission is abreast
of -new developments, the major task of the weed science group
involves the propagation of ideas and advice amongst the
various engineers, works superintendents and water distribution
staff also operating in each district.

Further, it is necessary that the irrigation community be
kept informed in a general. way, and at individual district
level, of the benefits and. implications of the large -scale use
of chemicals. for weed control purposes.
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Because the irrigators are the beneficiaries of such works,
this requirement, although important during the development
phase, is now somewhat reduced because of the background of
over a decade of acceptance.
This acceptance may be highlighted by reference to the

following side effects that are associated with the use of
acrolein to control submersed weeds, and which raise virtually
no reaction from the various communities:

(1) fish kills in Commission controlled. channels;
.

(2) 2 -3 day restrictions placed on the use of
treated water;

(3) danger to humans and stock if contact is made .

with treated water;

(4) interruptions to watering rosters.

However, whilst such cooperation is forthcoming, because of
the State -wide nature of the program it is important that the
controls inherent in the operations be adhered to, and that
any queries raised be investigated and reported on.
The evolution of the Victorian Water Commission's aquatic''

weed control operations, from purely developmental during the
period 1950 -1960, to the current extensive works . program, hàs
meant that the weed science personnel, whose backgrounds are
essentially investigation oriented, are now required to be
competent technical advisers. The demand for advice comes
not only from within the Water Commission but from local
councils and water trusts, etc., and from the irrigation farmers
themselves.

It is significant that the success of the control methods
within the Commission's irrigation systems has stimulated a..;
demand for more effective on -farm weed control advice. And to
service these 'external' requests, an attempt must be made to
apply the knowledge gained within the irrigation system to
other aquatic weed control situations, e.g. reservoirs, lakes,
farm channels and dams.


