Dear M. Bock:

Thank you for your comments before the M ssissippi R ver
Comm ssion during the public neeting in Caruthersville,
M ssouri, on April 2, 2001. In your statenent you expressed
your satis-
faction that the New Madrid Fl oodway project is noving again.
You al so noted your support of the request by the City of New
Madrid for assistance with maintenance and safety issues al ong
the New Madrid riverfront.

On April 11, 2001, the Menphis District teamnet with
representatives fromSt. Johns Levee and Drainage District,
M ssouri Departnment of Conservation, Environnental Protection
Agency Region VII, and U. S. Fish and Wldlife Service to
di scuss the scope of a revised Suppl enental Environnmental | npact
Statenent (SEIS) for the St. Johns Bayou and New Madrid Fl oodway
project. The revised SEIS will include analysis of different
New Madrid | evee closure | ocations and a nore detail ed
di scussion of potential mtigation sites. Evaluation of |evee
cl osure alterna-
tives has been initiated. The revised draft SEIS is schedul ed
to be conpleted in Cctober of this year.

In regard to your support for inprovenent of the New Madrid
riverfront, the Menphis District and M ssissippi River
Comm ssion staffs will continue to work with New Madrid
officials to determ ne the appropriate response to the city's
proposed plan for this area.

The Conm ssion appreciates receiving your views and w ||
be pl eased to hear fromyou at our future public neetings.

Si ncerely,

Edwin J. Arnold, Jr.

Brigadier CGeneral, U S. Arny

Presi dent Desi gnee, M ssissi ppi
Ri ver Conmi ssi on



