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Eradication of Eurasian Milfoil

Eurasian Milfoil is an aquatic nuisance that first entered the United States over fifty years ago (Phillips 1997).
Today, the dense growth of Eurasian milfoil makes it difficult for native species to survive. It is considered to be
the worst aquatic weed in the United States and has been accounted for in lakes in over thirty states (University
of Florida 1997). How to rid our lakes of the milfoil has puzzled experts around the country. States where the
milfoil has come under particular scrutiny are Washington, Iowa, Connecticut, Florida, Minnesota, and
Mississippi.

Methods of Eradication

There are three ways that states deal with the eradication of the eurasian milfoil. First natural predators of the
eurasian milfoil can be introduced into contaminated areas. These species thrive on destroying the weed, but do
not affect the ecological environment of the native species. For example, in Brownington Pond (VT) the weevil,
an herbivoric insect that eats milfoil (Euhrychiopsis Lecontei) was introduced and was extremely effective in
ridding the pond of the milfoil (EPA 1997). The weevil is also being used all over New England as well as many
other states (Minnesota Pollution 1998). It has been found more effective in cold weather climates; in warmer
climates, such as Florida and California, the weevil has been found to only work with only about 50% success
(University of Florida 1997). Besides the weevil there are two other natural predators of the milfoil being used:
the Acentria Ephemerella, (a native moth who feeds on the milfoil, while at the same time hiding in its leaves),
and a caterpillar who likes to eat milfoil called Cricotopus Myriophylli (University of Florida 1997). Connecticut
is also experimenting with the grass carp (Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection 1998).

The second way of ridding our water systems from the eurasian milfoil is through chemical control. Herbicides
are very effective in controlling and killing the milfoil, however their application is not only expensive but can
also be extremely harmful to the native species. In Minnesota, chemical control has been priced to cost
anywhere from $200 to $2000 per acre (Minnesota Pollution 1998). The Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources does not recommend herbicidal use because it is "typically disruptive to aquatic ecosystems and not
selective in the vegetation it affects" (Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 1999).

Finally, the third way of alleviating the problem is through manual removal of the plant. The eurasian milfoil can
be either pulled out or cut with a machine and removed from water; however, this solution will not last very long
because milfoil grows very rapidly and it is virtually impossible to remove all of the plant in this manner. In
order for this to be affective it must be repeated all summer long. This type of removal can cost anywhere from
$300 to $600 per acre (Minnesota Pollution 1998). Also divers have taken to suctioning the milfoil with a large
vacuum, but this technique can also destroy nearby native plants and temporarily raise water turbidity
(Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 1999).
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