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Town Board is Right:
No Alternative to Mandatory Boat Inspections

As Emily DeBolt of the Lake George Association comment-
ed recently, once an invasive species or some other threat to
Lake George is recognized as a serious problem by everyone,
it’s probably too late to do anything about it. That’s why the
Lake George Park Commission’s Ad Hoc Subcommittee on
Invasive Species Spread Prevention and the Lake George Town
Board deserve special recognition – not only for recognizing a
problem, but for seeking solutions. Earlier this week, the Lake
George Town Board adopted a resolution calling upon the Lake
George Park Commission to adopt a program for mandatory
boat inspections and decontamination. The Lake George Park
Commission had indicated that it intended to develop a
“Strategic Action Plan for Aquatic Invasive Species
Decontamination Program” that would  assess the costs and
benefits of mandating decontamination. Budgetary constraints,
however, appear to have defeated those intentions, at least for
the time being. But that hasn’t deterred the members of the
Commission’s Ad Hoc Subcommittee on Invasive Species
Spread. As we report in this issue, the sub-committee will pro-
pose to the Commission as a whole that the lake’s “stakehold-
ers,” that is,  the representatives of the Commission, state agen-
cies, local governments, advocacy groups, business and home
owners, start meeting and identifying  solutions that everyone
can agree upon.  Such a group, or task force, may recommend
something other than mandatory inspections and decontamina-
tion. It is, however, difficult to envision more effective alterna-
tives. As the resolution adopted by the Lake George Town
Board points out, “Lake George interdiction currently relies
exclusively on public education and voluntary compliance to
check for visible plants and animals,”  and however helpful
those efforts may have been, they have not stopped invasives
like the Asian clam from entering Lake George. Warren
County’s Board of Supervisors also recognized that voluntary
efforts were insufficient when it adopted a law last summer
making it illegal to transport invasives. Lake George’s resolu-
tion also points out how much Lake George’s tourism and sec-
ond-home economy depends upon its water quality, which can-
not be maintained if more invasives establish themselves. So we
hope the Commission votes to accept both the recommendation
of the sub-committee to authorize a new Task Force and, ulti-
mately  the Lake George Town Board’s recommendation that a
mandatory system be  instituted. No one likes one’s own activ-
ities to be regulated. But in this case, we have little choice. The
lake is at stake.

YES:
Dave Wick, District Manager, 
Warren County Soil and Water
Conservation District

When Kitty Rooney was a young
girl in the late 1940s, her family
bought property at the outlet of
English Brook.  On hot days, she
would run 30 feet from her small
cabin and jump into Lake George.
That same cabin now stands more
than 280 feet from the shoreline, but
the house itself never moved.  The
land grew.  Even worse, to get to
water more than one foot deep, you
need to walk out another 270 feet
into the lake.  Without the delta, that
area would be more than 30 feet
deep.  

So how is it that in only 60 years
time, the lakeshore has essentially
moved 550 feet from where it was?
The answer: the unprecedented
growth of the English Brook delta
due to vast amounts of sediment
coming down the brook.  But
English Brook is not alone. 

Lake George exhibits massive
sediment deltas at the mouths of
streams in most developed water-

sheds.  At the outlet of Finkle
Brook, lakeshore owners have
docks exceeding 140 feet in length.
On Hague Brook town beach, you
need to walk out almost a football
field’s length before reaching waist
deep water.  Conversely, streams
with undeveloped watersheds
around Lake George exhibit very
minimal or no sediment deltas.  

Are these enormous deltas in
Lake George “natural” features of
the lake, or has their growth been
greatly accelerated by human-
induced practices in the stream’s
watershed?  To be sure, streams do
meander and erode over time, carry-
ing sediment to their outlets.  This is
a normal process, and no one dis-
putes that.  However, the alarming
growth of the deltas over the past 50
years cannot be attributed to natural
stream activity.  The construction of
the Adirondack Northway in the
1960s, the washout of the Bolton
landfill in 1996, the 28,000 tons of
sand applied to our roads in winter-
time each year in the Lake George
watershed are but a few of the many
documented human-induced causes
of this issue.  To those who have
studied and worked on this issue for
decades, the answer is abundantly
clear.  We have caused most of the
problem and should be responsible
for addressing it.

In fact, the debate on the cause of
the growth of the deltas has been
over for quite some time.  There are
dozens of reports on this issue, all of
which culminated in the
Environmental Impact Statement in
2003.  This public document, titled
“Lake George Deltas Sediment
Management/Shoreline Restoration
Project” took two years and over
$100,000 to produce, and it is seen
as the most thorough technical
review of this important subject.

The following is its introductory
paragraph:

“Human activity in the Lake
George watershed has significantly
increased the quantity of sediments
and suspended solids carried by the
tributary brooks and engineered
drainage structures and subsequent-
ly discharged to the Lake.  Upland
development, highway sand spread-
ing activities, land clearing and log-
ging and other human activities, in
combination with inadequate ero-
sion and sedimentation controls,
have resulted in significant dis-
charges of sediments and suspended
solids to the tributary brooks and
drainage structures, above natural
“background” levels.  In turn, these
human-derived sediments and sus-
pended solids have been discharged
to the Lake, forming sediment
deltas near the mouths of the tribu-
tary brooks and drainage struc-
tures...”

The facts are in, and the
question resolved.

The follow-up question is why
would we consider dredging?  Quite
simply, these deltas are significant-
ly impacting both the ecology and
recreational use of Lake George.
The report outlines considerable
boating safety hazards, greatly
reduced or eliminated spawning
habitats for fish (trout, smelt,
salmon), inhibited boat docking for
marinas, businesses and landown-
ers, aesthetic declines, and prolifer-
ation of invasive species’ bedding
areas (Eurasian milfoil and more
recently Asian clam).  These are
uncontested facts, and the impacts
are very real.  

So what do we do?  The first
thing is to correct our upland prob-

Should Lake George’s Deltas be Dredged?

NO:
Peter Bauer, Executive Director
The FUND for Lake George

An application to dredge deltas
in three streams around Lake
George is currently under review by
various agencies and will likely be
approved soon. The proposal out-
lines a major $3 million project to
dredge three deltas at the mouths of
Finkle and Indian Brooks in Bolton
and Hague Brook in Hague. 

Are these beneficial projects?
Yes, but not the best given limited
resources. Will they help improve
the water quality of Lake George?
Marginally, at best. Does dredging
the mouth of a stream fix the source
of the problem? No. Are there other
projects that could be undertaken
for a similar price that would pro-
vide greater benefits to the lake?
Absolutely. 

This is a major decision for the
Lake George community. The costs
involved will eat up scarce
resources for water quality projects
for years. Right now, Lake George
is experiencing ecological changes
due to accelerated rates of nutrient
loading delivered to the lake by
stormwater. This is what drives
Lake George’s slow, yet steady

decline in water quality. Dredging
deals with a symptom, not the actu-
al problem.

The FUND for Lake George
has seven major concerns

with this proposal.

One, these projects are being
funded as water quality enhance-
ment projects. We see delta dredg-
ing as a commercial enhancement
project or a recreational or even a
fisheries project, but not a water
quality project. The Department of
Environmental Conservation classi-
fies dredging as a recreational proj-
ect. Dredging deltas will do nothing
to stop the lake’s slow downward
deterioration.

Here’s the science. Core samples
taken from the deltas show that they
are overwhelmingly made up of
“coarse” sediment. But it’s the
“fine” sediment that contains high
levels of nutrients as these particles
successfully bind with nutrients,
whereas the “coarse” particles do
not. The “fines” that are carried
through stream channels are carried
further out into the lake, while the
“coarse” sediments are dropped in
the deltas. Hence, delta removal
provides only marginal, if any,
water quality benefits whereas
reducing the flow of sediment into
the streams in the first place will
help protect the lake.

We believe that water quality
monies are better spent on building
rain gardens, retrofitting local and
state roads for roadside stormwater
infiltration, building dry wells and
swales, community stormwater
planning, among many other proj-
ects. Such projects provide immedi-
ate and long-term benefits to the
lake.

Two, dredging stream mouths
does nothing to deal with the source
of the problem. We think that all
upstream sedimentation and

stormwater sources should be iden-
tified and fixed before dredging the
mouths of streams. Supporters are
fond of saying that delta removal is
like cleaning up an oil spill. To stay
with this analogy we see dredging
the delta as cleaning spilled oil on
the ocean surface while ignoring the
burst oil well at the ocean bottom
that’s spewing oil. Without fixing
upstream problems, the deltas will
reform.

Three, the Town of Bolton is not
really even in the game for trying to
fix stormwater problems. The fail-
ure to control stormwater before
reaching the streams and failure to
maintain vegetated buffers along
the streams compound the signifi-
cant natural movement of sediment
down the hillsides and into the lake.
Despite overwhelming evidence of
sedimentation in the lake from
streams in its community, Bolton
opposed enacting stream buffer reg-
ulations by the Lake George Park
Commission. Bolton has even draft-
ed a new zoning ordinance that
equates the ecological value of a
tree stump along a stream with that
of a living tree (yes, that’s true).
Local anecdotes talk about the large
quantities of sediment in the delta
that washed down from the local
landfill and other failed municipal
projects.

To really help the lake we need
to control stormwater before it
reaches these streams and repair
stream corridors. The best method
to stop sediment from reaching a
stream is an intact vegetated stream
buffer. Sadly, large stretches of all
three streams proposed for dredging
do not have protective corridors.
Moreover, each of these streams has
many points where stormwater
flows in untreated. 

Four, at one time it was policy
around Lake George to first address
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