Dear Ms. Hanpton- Knodl e:

Thank you for your presentation before the M ssissipp
Ri ver Commi ssion during the public nmeeting held in St. Louis,
M ssouri, on August 15, 2003. In your statenent you addressed
several concerns that have surfaced fromyour nenbership at-
| ar ge.

The Comm ssion presented a sunmary report of its High-
and Low-Water Inspections to the Assistant Secretary of the
Arnmy for Gvil Wrks (ASA(CW) and the Chief of Engineers and
di scussed its findings during Washington visits in the spring
and fall of 2003. The report addresses itens that the
Conmi ssion i s considering.

The Conmission will consider a continuing authority for
stabilizing banks of the Upper M ssissippi R ver System but
speci fic Congressional authority, usually based on feasibility
study reconmendati ons fromthe Adm nistration, would be
required to establish such an authority. A recomendati on
for future feasibility studies of bank stabilization works as
related to flood control will be evaluated as part of the Upper
M ssi ssi ppi River System Conprehensive Study.

The Comm ssion continues to |isten to users of engineering
rel ated water resources in the Mssissippi Valley, provide
recommendati ons on projects and policy to the ASA(CW and the
Chi ef of Engineers, and consider inpacts on the watershed.
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The Upper M ssissippi R ver-I1llinois Waterway System
Navi gation Feasibility Study team has recently presented their
tentative alternative plans to inprove navigation efficiency.
For a detailed description of these alternatives and the
deci sion process that will lead to the selection of a final
recommended plan, please refer to the July 2003 Status Report
found in the “Newsletters and Status Reports” section of the
study website (http://ww2. nvr.usace.arny. ml/unr-iwwsns/).
The full econom c and environnental eval uations necessary to
support a potential recommendati on for construction of
navi gation i nprovenents and i npl enentati on of ecosystem
restoration neasures were conpleted in Cctober 2003. These




tentative alternative plans were presented at a series of
public neetings in Cctober 2003. The Septenber 2003 st udy
newsl etter, also provided on the study’s website in the
“Newsl etters and Status Reports” section, provides dates and
| ocations of the public neetings. The final feasibility
report is currently schedul ed for conpletion in 2004.

Regarding the M ssouri River Master Water Control Plan,
the Corps has not identified a preferred alternative water
control plan. The Conm ssion has received testinony and
correspondence expressi ng concern about proposed nodifications
and the potential for resulting low flows on the M ssissippi
River. The Corps objective in its Mssouri River operations
is to inplenent a water control plan that neets the
contenporary needs of the M ssouri River Basin, serves the
Congressional |y authorized project purposes, conplies with
environnmental |aws including the Endangered Species Act, and
fulfills responsibilities to Federally recogni zed Tri bes.
There are a nyriad of conpl ex operational and resource
managenent issues. Upriver interests want high, stable |ake
| evel s to address recreation, irrigation, and hydropower needs.
Environnental interests seek a hydrograph that nore closely
approxi mates the natural hydrograph of the M ssouri River.
Downriver interests (below the dans) support different flow
regi mes for comrercial navigation, flood protection,
muni ci pal water supply, and thermal generation.

The Corps is currently engaged in exam ni ng adj ustnents
to the Modified Conservation Plan (MCP) and is conducting
numer ous nodel runs that elimnate the “fixed trigger” and
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“negative storage check” features of the MCP. Moddeling of these
adjustnents to the MCP was requested by the Mssouri River Basin
Associ ation and includes the concerns expressed by the State of
M ssouri. The M ssouri R ver Basin Association has indicated

t hey have no objection to nodification of the MCP alternative to
elimnate these features, provided the drought storage target

of 42.7 mllion acre-feet for a drought simlar to the one
experienced in the 1980's as defined in its original 1999
reconmendat i on.

The Conmi ssi on appreci ates receiving your cormments and wil |
be pleased to hear fromyou at our future public neetings.



Si ncerely,

Don T. Riley

Bri gadi er General, U S. Arny

Presi dent Desi gnee, M ssissipp
Ri ver Conmm ssion



