
Below is an update on several issues of interest to the committee. 
 
1.        Asian Carp Rapid Response:  Asian carp are essentially at the location of the electrical dispersal barriers 
on the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal.  They have also been detected in the Des Plaines River, which 
parallels the canal for about 10 miles before it peels away.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers must turn off the 
new barrier (barrier IIa) for maintenance (this maintenance is not optional), leaving only the weaker, 
experimental barrier online (barrier I).  Because the barrier will be deactivated for the maintenance, the State of 
Illinois, in partnership with the corps, the EPA, and many other agencies (including the commission) will 
undertake a rapid response measure on the canal, likely in early December.  The rapid response will involve the 
use of rotenone, a piscicide, designed to drive the carp downstream several miles so that the barrier can be taken 
offline.  Rotenone is not selective to carp, so there will be a large fish kill on the canal as a result of the 
treatment.  Many state, provincial, and federal agencies (including the commission) provided funding, staff, 
and/or equipment so that this rotenone treatment can be carried out. 
 
The rotenone treatment still does not address the short- and long-term issues associated with the canal.  In the 
short-term, flooding between the Des Plaines River and the canal continues to be a threat.  The corps is 
authorized to install necessary structures to mitigate the risk of fish transfers during a flooding event, and the 
commission has urged such installation to occur with all haste.  Over the long-term, the only solution is to 
achieve biological separation, that is, to permanently ensure that biota cannot move between the Great Lakes 
and Mississippi watersheds.  The corps is currently undertaking the study needed to determine how to achieve 
that separation, and the commission has urged that study be concluded and implemented as soon as possible. 
 
2.       Great Lakes Restoration Initiative/Sea Lamprey Funding:  On October 30, President Obama signed 
legislation that funded the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative, a $475 million infusion of funds to address some 
of the biggest problems facing the Great Lakes basin.  The initiative is the vehicle through which much of the 
Great Lakes Regional Collaboration will be funded.  The collaboration was a massive, consensus-based effort to 
develop an action plan for the Great Lakes.  Many of you participated in that exercise (the commission co-
chaired the invasive species portion of the collaboration) and it is gratifying to see the funding emerge.  The 
Great Lakes Fishery Commission is slated to receive funds under the initiative.  The funds will be used to 
accelerate the pheromone project (use of sea lamprey pheromones as a control technique) and to undertake a 
telemetry project that will track the movement of sea lampreys and prey in an attempt to achieve better control.  
The base funding for the commission, through the State Department, has not yet been passed by Congress but 
both the House and the Senate bills include substantial increases for sea lamprey control, which is necessary for 
the commission to address some troubling sea lamprey “hot spots.”  It is unclear at this point when Congress 
will wrap up the funding bill, but presumably before mid-December  
 
3.       Lake Erie Sea Lamprey Abundances:  As the commission has reported to Advisors for some time, sea 
lamprey numbers in Lake Erie have been on the rise.  In response, starting in 2008, the commission embarked 
on a large-scale approach to Lake Erie to drive sea lamprey abundances to very low numbers.  The plan has 
been to treat all sea lamprey producing streams in Lake Erie in 2008 and to again treat all streams in 2009.  The 
expectation is that very few sea lampreys will be present in the lake after the back-to-back treatments and that 
sea lampreys will not return to all lamprey-producing streams.  Data indicating the level of success of the 2008 
treatments will not be available until 2010 (when the survivors of the 2008 treatments will have inflicted their 
damage on the fishery and are returning to spawn).  Data for the entire experimental approach will not be 
available until 2011.  In the mean time, today, we are measuring the abundances of sea lampreys present in the 
system before the large-scale approach started.  Again, the commission was aware that sea lamprey abundances 
in Lake Erie were rising, which was the primary motivation behind the massive increase in effort on the lake.  
Advisors should be aware that forthcoming data about sea lamprey abundances in Lake Erie confirm that the 
population was rising substantially.  Our expectation is that the 2008 and 2009 treatments - which were 
comprehensive - will lead to significantly lower sea lamprey abundances, though we will not have data until 



next year.  If the large-scale approach, as tested in Lake Erie, proves to be successful, the commission will 
apply that approach to other lakes.  The commission is already budgeting for that eventuality  
 
4.       Ballast Standards:  The discharge of species-laden ballast water from oceanic ships poses a tremendous 
threat to Canadian and U.S. waters, and Advisors have been vocal about the need to establish protective 
discharge standards - we cannot continue to allow invaders into the system.  Legislation passed the House in 
April, 2008 that included ballast discharge standards 100 times stronger than the standards of the International 
Maritime Organization (IMO) treaty governing ballast water.  The Senate was not able to move a ballast bill 
due to two primary sticking points - whether to use the Clean Water Act as the primary implementing 
legislation and whether to allow states to implement their own ballast laws.  These issues were never resolved 
and, in fact, Congress has all but given up on passing ballast legislation, instead relying on the administration to 
promulgate ballast rules.  In the Great Lakes basin, the individual states have taken action on ballast, further 
lessening the urgency for a federal response.   
 
In August, 2009, the U.S. Coast guard proposed a two-phase ballast standard:  (1) essentially, implementation 
of the IMO standard in the near term and (2) implementation of a permanent standard 1000 times more stringent 
than IMO.  The second phase is similar to the standard included in the Senate legislation that was not debated 
during the 110th congress.  The timelines for implementation in the Coast Guard’s proposed rule, however, are 
of concern - they are longer (in some cases, far longer) than the timelines proposed in 2008 legislation.  Thus, 
while the standards appear to be better than expected, the timeless for implementation are worse.  Interested 
parties have until December 4, 2009 to comment on the Coast Guard’s proposed rule.  So far, some Great Lakes 
states and NGOs have commented on the proposed rule.  The GLFC is expected to comment as well. 
The proposed rule is online at: http://frwebgate4.access.gpo.gov/cgi-
bin/PDFgate.cgi?WAISdocID=08892447357+0+2+0&WAISaction=retrieve (or, go to 
http://www.gpoaccess.gov/fr/ and enter “ballast water and coast guard” into the 2009 (Volume 74) search line - 
the first document that comes up is the proposed rule).  I urge all advisors to weigh in on this proposed rule. 
 
I hope this update is helpful. 
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