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FLOWERING RUSH IN MINAKI 
 

 Flowering rush is an invasive aquatic reed that is plaguing lakes and 
waterways across North America.  It grows in shallow areas with a silty bottom, 
and tends to find those places in the Winnipeg River in Minaki in bays, channels, 
and flats. 
 
 Once flowering rush is established in an area its elimination is extremely 
difficult.  Attempts at treatment are not fully effective and tend to promote its 
spread.  This report will provide a brief description of the plant, and summarize 
techniques for trying to deal with it. 
 
 The Plant 
 
 The distinctive feature of flowering rush is its triangular cross section.  
Native reeds can be somewhat triangular at their base, but flatten out over their 
length toward the tip.  Flowering rush stays sturdily triangular along its length, like 
this: 
 

    
 

The reed grows a foot or two above the water.  As it takes over an area, it grows 
more and more densely, crowding out native plants and the animals that depend on 
them.  Eventually a motor can't get through it.  Flowering rush spreads best in 
water systems with fluctuating water levels, so that in Minaki we are especially 
cursed. 



 The plant's root system is fragile, mooring it only softly in the silty bottom.  
That is not a good thing, however, as disturbances to the roots (by pulling the plant 
out, for example, or even trying to cut it) dislodge rhizomes that reseed the plant 
and that travel in the water and promote the spread of the plant elsewhere.  Here's 
what the roots look like: 
             
  

 
 

 For more detailed information on flowering rush, we recommend a report 
from Montana State University at this URL: 
http://www.msuextension.org/invasiveplants/documents/mt_noxious_weeds/flower
ing_rush.pdf  The two photos above are copied from that report. 
 
 Treatment 
 
 The sad consensus of research and reports on flowering rush online is that 
once it is established there is no good way to deal with it.  The technique identified 
most often as involving the fewest bad consequences is cutting the plant below the 
waterline, as close to the roots as possible, and then getting the cut material out of 
the water and on to shore.  This cut, though, will not kill the plant.  The cutting and 
onshore disposal will have to be repeated once or maybe even twice in a summer, 
and the plant will remain, though maybe weakened, for next year.   
 
 Pulling plants out by their roots is relatively easy and is satisfying over the 
short term, as the plants will not return that same summer.  But they will start to 
come back the next, and based on some experience in Minaki in two or three years 
the area will be infested again.  Meanwhile the disturbed rhizomes are drifting off 
to spread nearby.  For the good of the overall system, the research and reports 
available online consistently recommend against pulling the plant out by its 
roots. 



 The basic cutting technique in shallow water is to wade out with a canoe or 
small boat, get a clump of reeds in one hand and cut them close to the roots with 
the other, and drop the cut stems in the canoe or boat.  A good cutter is a small J or 
L-shaped tool known as a Japanese weed sickle.  A serrated blade seems to help.  
They cost less than $20 and look something like this: 
 

 
Then the stems are dumped on shore, where they can be composted or dried and 
burned.  In deeper water, you can cut from the canoe or boat. 
 
 It's terrible work, and all the while you will be thinking that there has to be a 
better way.  One alternative may be an articulated weed cutter -- a 20 or 25-foot 
aluminum pole with two stainless steel blades angled off one end -- that is laid out 
or even thrown out on a rope and pulled back through weeds, cutting a three or 
four-foot swath through them on the way in.  Home Hardware shows one on its 
website, called an underwater weed cutter.  Youtube holds promotional videos 
showing the cutters in action; searching "weed razer" on youtube will bring some.  
The cutters carry a price of $169.99 at Home Hardware, and they could be 
purchased and shared among cottage owners. 
  
 We are not aware of any use of such a weed cutter on flowering rush.  It may 
not work:  flowering rush beds in Minaki tend to hold boulders, logs, and other 
debris, interfering with or damaging the blades, and the roots are so softly lodged 
in the bottom that the cutter seems likely to pull them out before they are cut 
through, no matter how sharp the blade, defeating the purpose of the attempt.  
Furthermore, all the cut stems should be removed from the water, requiring a 
second operation most likely with a long-tined weed rake.  Those rakes are 
common, at least, and it looks like they cost around $90. 
 
 There are also a couple of motorized alternatives for cutting, ranging from 
roughtly $500 to $700.  One is effectively a gas powered brush saw or weed 
wacker, designed for underwater use and with a pair of oscillating circular or 
straight blades.  We hesitate to mention these cutters, because there will be zero 
visibility in a flowering rush bed for the cutterhead and what it might run into, and 
zero visibility for wading, and walking in the water with a running gas powered 
motor attached to a very sharp blade in those circumstances seems far from 



prudent.  But if you'd like to look at them, there are examples at the weedsbgone 
and the weedersdigest websites.  
 
Another motorized option, with a significant increase in safety and a huge increase 
in price, is an underwater cutter from Canadianpond that runs off a 12-volt battery, 
basically a horizontal hedge trimmer on a pole, that is hung off the side of a boat.  
The boat would probably best be poled through the rush bed, as propeller action 
would seem very disruptive, or walked through the bed holding the boat a safe 
distance from the cutter.  The website is canadianpond.ca.  The current price for a 
48 inch model is $2,199 before GST. 
 
 Again, we're not aware of any use of any of these motorized products on 
flowering rush.  While the scissoring cutting action might be effective at a slow 
pace, there are large issues of safety and price, and in all events the task of retrieval 
of the cut material remains. 
 
 There is so far no chemical treatment designed for flowering rush, and we 
would all be leery of chemicals in the Winnipeg River anyway. 
 
 As a final option, the invasion of flowering rush might suggest a summer job 
business opportunity -- an upfront investment in some variety of cutters that 
actually worked for a flowering rush cutting service.  We note that while a property 
owner can legally manage weeds in the immediate area of his or her property, a 
cutting service would require a permit from MNR. 
 
Conclusion 
 
 Flowering rush is with us in Minaki, and limiting its impact is going to be 
difficult.  Treating it in a particular area will require a commitment to time and 
effort, using some technique, repetitively.  The MCA will try to help as a 
continuing source of information.  In that regard, if you have experience with any 
cutting and removal technique, good or bad, or have other thoughts, please let Lyle 
Norrie know at lyle@norrieng.ca. 
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