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Unfortunately, there is no free magic bullet that will solve all of our hydrilla problems. Mr. Caldwell’s 
comment on purple loosestrife refers to the use of biological controls for invasive species. Unfortunately 
the same option is not available for hydrilla, as the insects that prey up it cannot survive in our colder 
northeastern climate. In addition, it took many years to finally find a promising bio-control for purple 
loosestrife. Most attempts to find bio-controls are not successful, and the time and research that goes 
into finding them costs a significant amount of money. The task force agrees that research in this area 
should continue, but we are years away from having an effective bio-control option for hydrilla in the 
US. In the meantime, the invasive species will continue to spread if nothing is done. Grass carp have 
been used to reduce or remove hydrilla from small ponded waters.  Carp feed on a wide variety of 
aquatic vegetation, but would not solely target hydrilla. If introduced in large numbers to the aquatic 
ecosystem, grass carp would have devastating effects on the entire native aquatic plant community, not 
just the invasive hydrilla. In addition, the bio-control agent can become an invasive problem in its own 
right.    
 
It is possible that additional patches of hydrilla may be in the southern end of Cayuga Lake. That is 
precisely why the Hydrilla Task Force will continue the extensive monitoring and sampling activities 
which are an integral part of our overall eradication strategy. Although the recent discoveries in Fall 
Creek and southeast corner of Cayuga Lake were a setback, the early detection through our monitoring 
efforts has provided us the opportunity to respond rapidly to these new areas of growth; while 
eradication is still feasible, and before the growth has a chance to establish and spread further. As with 
other invasive species infestations, early detection is crucial to the success of eradication. The Task 
Force has already removed the three patches of hydrilla discovered in the southeast corner of Cayuga 
Lake. Divers working within netted barriers removed the patches by hand from August 28th-30th. 
Additionally, a single endothall treatment (similar to that in Cayuga Inlet) is planned for the Fall Creek 
growth later this month. Eradication efforts within the Cayuga Inlet are showing extremely positive 
results, and progress is very much in line with the goals set forth by the Cayuga Inlet Management Plan.  
 
If hydrilla were allowed to establish itself, the costs to “manage this invasive weed” would far exceed 
the costs associated with eradication over the span of our project. Management implies that the 
population would be allowed to establish itself, to the point where eradication will never again be a 
feasible goal. Unfortunately, in the case of Florida, hydrilla was not addressed early on, and now the 
state spends $20-30 million dollars annually to “manage” this invasive weed in perpetuity. If eradication 
efforts were to cease here, hydrilla would rapidly spread throughout the Cayuga Inlet and Southern 
Cayuga Lake. The plant would then move north to the Erie Canal, the Finger Lakes and the Great Lakes. 
Navigable water ways would be choked, as would beaches, recreational areas, private shorelines and 
docks, and water intake structures. ALL of these areas would need to be “managed” in perpetuity, which 
would end up costing the taxpayers millions upon millions of dollars. To do little or nothing now to 
eradicate the hydrilla infestation would only lead to even greater costs for entire region in the future. A 
wide scale hydrilla infestation will certainly preclude human uses of the water, and in many areas 
provide for very poor, sometimes toxic, aquatic habitats.   
 
Management options currently available include mechanical harvesting (which fragments hydrilla, 
increasing the possibility of spread), herbicides, physical removal, and dredging. ALL of these options 



cost money and all have their limitations. So we must ask ourselves. Would we rather “manage” hydrilla, 
ultimately allowing it to spread to a wide scale infestation with exorbitant management costs and 
detrimental ecological impacts? OR Do we take the opportunity NOW to eradicate the plant on a smaller 
scale while we still have a chance, and make the best attempt to protect the local and statewide 
community and ecosystem, BEFORE hydrilla becomes a wide scale problem? 
 
 


