August 15, 2025

Delivered by E-Mail to: PearlRiverFRM@usace.army.mil and
Jeremiah.A.Gipson@usace.army.mil

Colonel Jeremiah A. Gipson Mr. Jason Emery

Vicksburg District Commander Environmental Branch

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, CEMVK-PMP U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, CEMVN-PDS

4155 Clay Street 7400 Leake Avenue

Vicksburg, MS 39183-3435 New Orleans, LA 70118

Re: Comments on Pearl River Basin Flood Risk Management Revised Draft Environmental Impact

Statement, 90 Fed. Reg. 29542, July 3, 2025

Dear Colonel Gipson and Mr. Emery,

The Baton Rouge Audubon Society appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ (Corps) Pearl River Flood Risk Management Revised Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (Revised Draft Study). On behalf of our 1300 members, we urge the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers’ (Corps) to reject all ecologically destructive, economic development-linked flood plans
that involve damming or digging the Pearl River and its floodplain, specifically, Alternatives D1 “One
Lake” and E1, or any related proposals. Instead, we call on the Corps to take up Alternative Al and
critically, to expand it to incorporate more nonstructural flood measures along with nature based and
selective structural approaches that can deliver effective, environmentally sensitive relief to those who
need it in the Greater Jackson area while protecting the Pearl River Basin’s ecology and wildlife,
downstream communities, and regional economy.

Our chapter recognizes the Pearl River as a natural treasure, in part because its central-lower basin
supports an astonishing 32 million migrating birds each year (Source: Meehan, T., and E.l. Johnson.
2023. Migratory bird use of the Pearl River basin. National Audubon Society, New York, NY). Therefore,
our chapter has worked for many years to protect the Pearl River from the environmentally
destructive One Lake project—a plan widely publicized as a private real estate development with
dubious flood protection benefits.

Although the Corps’ Revised Draft Study is incomplete and missing important information
the document makes it unequivocally clear that any flood plans proposing to dam or dredge the Pearl
River should be rejected once and for all.
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We are pleased that the RDEIS reflect recommendations to screen out Alternative C (the 2024 DEIS “One
Lake” proposal) and consider four selective levee segments for Jackson metropolitan neighborhoods
that experience recurring flooding. However, we are extremely disappointed that the Corps chose to
dismiss Alternative Al from any further consideration in lieu of environmentally destructive and far less
flood-effective Alternatives D1 and E1. To truly compare the community benefits of A1 to D1 and E1, an
expanded Al could and should at least include these additional four levee segments.

RDEIS Alternatives D1 and E1 will have devastating impacts on Pearl River habitat, birds, and wildlife,
and importantly, these alternatives will not provide Greater Jackson neighborhoods with meaningful
flood relief. Not only does the RDEIS acknowledge that Alternative D1 (latest “One Lake”) "does not
provide any flood control benefits (Appendix | at 36), the 9.4 million cubic yards of material dug from
the Pearl River’s floodplain will be used to fill along existing levees and other floodplain areas as well as
provided to the local levee board to be used as fill in the project area (Main Report at 3-24). While the
RDEIS removed any “commercial development” references made in the 2024 DEIS, the intent of such
activity is evident along with “expanded riverfront access...[and]...recreational opportunities” (Main
Report at 3-25).

Both Alternatives D1 and E1 will put more people and property in harm’s way, expose local

and downstream communities to toxic contamination, and induce flooding on other neighborhoods.

We are deeply concerned that Alternatives D1 and E1 will forever change the river’s downstream flows,
which would jeopardize water resources and healthy habitats that birds and people rely on, including
the lower Pearl River Basin, Mississippi Sound, and Central Gulf Coast. This is especially crucial since the
Pearl is the fourth largest source of freshwater into the Gulf, east of the mouth of the Mississippi

River. Altering downstream freshwater flows also threatens hundreds of millions of dollars in projects
to restore coastal Mississippi from the 2010 BP oil disaster, such as a $50 million-dollar marsh-oyster
restoration project located near the Pearl River’s east mouth in Hancock County. These alternatives also
threaten seafood and tourism economies and the way of life for many downstream communities.

In conclusion, the Baton Rouge Audubon Society is staunchly opposed to any proposal that will dam
or dredge the Pearl River—including Alternatives D1 (“One Lake”) and E1—and instead we urge the
Corps to pursue an expanded Alternative Al that includes more nonstructural and nature-based
approaches along with selective structural levee/floodwall segments—especially for McLeod-Parkway,
Cany Creek, and Richland neighborhoods—all of which can provide targeted, effective, and
environmentally sustainable flood relief to those who need it in the Jackson metropolitan area while
protecting the Pearl River, birds and wildlife, and downstream communities’ way of life.

Thank you for considering our urgent request.
Sincerely,

Jane A. Patterson

President, Baton Rouge Audubon Society
president@braudubon.org
225-278-0667
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