Dear M. Sullivan:

Thank you for the presentation by M. Doug Daigle of your
office before the M ssissippi River Conm ssion during our
public neeting in New Ol eans, Louisiana, on April 6, 2001.
M. Daigle discussed the issue of hypoxia in the northern Gulf
of Mexico and the need for a national task force to deal with
nutrient loading in the Mssissippi River Basin. M. Daigle
al so submtted for the record a copy of your statenent
regardi ng concerns about the Yazoo Backwater project in the
| ower M ssissippi Delta.

The Corps of Engi neers shares the concerns of the
M ssi ssippi River Basin Alliance regarding the hypoxic
conditions seen in the northern Gulf of Mexico. The Corps has
been coordinating with other agencies to fornulate a draft
action plan for reducing, mtigating, and controlling hypoxia.

To date, no funding has been appropriated for this effort,
but the Corps | ooks forward

toinitiating work in the future when funds are nade
avai | abl e.

We understand the i nportance of sustaining the environnent
in regard to the ongoi ng Yazoo Backwater project. The Corps
has worked diligently with custonmers and stakehol ders to find
a solution for the Yazoo Backwater Area that addresses both
econom ¢ and environnmental needs of the |ower Delta. The
Cor ps has spent several years in a consensus-building process
anong environnental agencies and economc interests in the
M ssi ssippi Delta. The Yazoo Backwater project was fornul ated
to provide a plan of environnental preservation and
enhancenent while giving equal consideration to flood damage
reduction for Delta residents.

The proposed project would not change the flood patterns
on the 62,500 acres of cropland or the 142,000 acres of
bott om and hardwoods in the 1-year floodplain. These |ands
woul d conti nue



to experience sone flooding as they have in the past. The
Federal governnment woul d purchase conservati on easenents from
willing sellers on these 62,500 acres of cropland and where

t hese easenents are purchased, the agricultural |and would be
reforested. Studies have shown that terrestrial resources
woul d i ncrease 17 percent, wetland resources would increase 23
percent, and aquatic resources would increase 19 percent.
However, waterfowl resources would decrease 42 percent. The
waterfowm decrease is the result of a reduction in foraging
habitat with the reforestation of agricultural |ands. The
U.S. Fish and Wldlife Service has indicated that the
reforestation of agri-

cultural lands is nore inportant to waterfow than the |oss of
foragi ng habitat since sufficient foraging habitat would
remain in the area.

Thank you again for the comments by M. Daigle and for
your statenment submtted for the record of the Conm ssion
hearing. W appreciate receiving your views and will be
pl eased to hear fromyou at our future public neetings.

Si ncerely,

Edwin J. Arnold, Jr.

Bri gadi er CGeneral, U.S. Arny

Presi dent Designee, M ssissipp
Ri ver Conm ssi on



