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Why are we revisiting this issue?
APSE first examined glyphosate in 2019

APSE published Glyphosate – Where do local authorities stand? in 2019

Since then, APSE has received almost 40 network enquiries on the issue

Significant developments have occurred in: Biodiversity and nature 
recovery policy; Alternative weed control technologies; Public and 
political interest; Regulatory reviews

APSE undertook this new survey to understand how the sector has 
changed



Why glyphosate remains a key issue

 Biodiversity and nature recovery ambitions

 Effective management of weeds and invasive species

 Highway and public realm safety

 Financial pressures and resource constraints

 Public expectations and reputational considerations

 An evolving regulatory landscape

Glyphosate sits at the centre of competing policy priorities

Councils are balancing:



Regulatory context

Glyphosate: Current position

Glyphosate remains authorised for use in 

Great Britain

The Health and Safety Executive is 

currently considering a renewal 

application

The review will consider the latest 

available scientific evidence

What does this mean for councils?

Continuing uncertainty

Increased focus on risk management

Greater interest in integrated weed 

management approaches

More councils exploring reduction 

programmes



Research methodology
APSE Survey 2026

Conducted August -September 2026

Responses from 143 councils across the UK

Examined: Current glyphosate use; Reduction programmes; Alternative 
weed control methods; Barriers and challenges; Public perception; 
Future expectations
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How would you currently describe your 
authority's position on glyphosate?

72% of councils have 
taken steps to reduce 
glyphosate use

Headline finding

"We have reduced the amount 

of Glyphosate use by over 50%, 

we will continue to try to 

reduce further.”
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Since 2020, how has glyphosate use for the following activities changed? 



Current uses of glyphosate

Activity % using glyphosate

Invasive species control 87%

Footways and paved areas 81%

Kerb and channels 72%

Parks/open spaces 64%

Cemeteries 53%

Housing estates 51%

Play area maintenance 41%

School grounds maintenance 29%

"Only used for aggressive weeds such as 

Japanese Knotweed."

"Only used for stem injection to plants such as 

Japanese Knotweed, and eco plugs into tree 

stumps."



What alternatives are councils trying?

IWM measures trialled ? %

Manual weeding 78%

Mechanical weed removal 72%

Wildflower/meadow management 68%

Reduced mowing regimes 53%

Hot foam 52%

Increased sweeping 37%

Hot water 35%

Acetic acid 34%

Steam 32%

Electric weed control 31%

Pelargonic acid 17%



What alternatives are councils adapting?

IWM measure Trialled  Adopted

Manual weeding 78% 78%

Mechanical weed removal 72% 65%

Wildflower/meadow management 68% 58%

Reduced mowing regimes 53% 56%

Hot foam 52% 31%

Increased sweeping 37% 6%

Hot water 35% 6%

Acetic acid 34% 4%

Steam 32% 3%

Electric weed control 31% 3%

Pelargonic acid 17% 2%

"None of the above as they are 

not scalable for public 

realm/highway weed control."

"Effectiveness not currently 

matching budget."



What’s driving change?

What factors have influenced your 

authority's efforts to reduce glyphosate 

use?

%

Environmental concerns 78%

Biodiversity objectives 66%

Political commitment 56%

Public pressure 55%

Health concerns 38%

Regulatory requirements 21%



What have been the main barriers to reducing glyphosate use?

What have been the main barriers to 

reducing glyphosate use?
%

Effectiveness of alternatives 84%

Cost 66%

Public expectations 50%

Staffing 46%

Political considerations 19%

Availability of requirements 13%

Health and safety concerns 13%

Procurement issues 2%

"None of the other methods were cost 

effective or reached quality standard of 

herbicide."

"We do not use any integrated weed 

management measures as, when trialled, 

they did not give us the longevity that we 

get with glyphosate."



Cost implications

“Significant investment of the order of 10x 

higher p.a. than previous glyphosate approach."
Compared with glyphosate use, how 

would you describe the cost of your 

alternative approach?

%

Much higher 42%

Slightly higher 21%

Similar 5%

Slightly lower 6%

Much lower 3%

Not known 23%



Public Expectation Challenge

Councils face competing expectations

Reduced pesticide use

Enhanced biodiversity

Weed-free streets and public spaces

"They like Glyphosate not being used, but are 

then disappointed with the resultant weeds.”

"Complaints that we are using glyphosate and 

complaints that we aren't dealing with weeds."



Future 
direction
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What do you think will happen within your 
authority over the next five years?

"Depends on the 

licensing of glyphosate."

“We will continue to look 

at reductions."



Five Key Takeaways

1. The sector has changed significantly since APSE's 2019 briefing.

2. Most councils are reducing reliance on glyphosate.

3. Integrated weed management is becoming mainstream.

4. Cost and effectiveness remain the major barriers.

5. Future progress is likely to be gradual, pragmatic and locally determined.
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