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PUBLIC COMMENT AT NEPA SCOPING MEETING FOR 

USACE GREAT LAKES MISSISSIPPI RIVER INTERBASIN STUDY 

Metro Area of St. Louis, MO 
Tuesday, February 8, 2011 
2:00pm-8:00pm 
National Great Rivers Museum 
#2 Locks & Dam Way 
Alton, IL 

Good afternoon. My name is Glynnis Collins. I am Executive Director ofPrairie Rivers 
Network, Illinois' only statewide river conservation organization. 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to provide input on the Great Lakes Mississippi River 
Interbasin Study, or "GLMRIS." I appreciate the extensive public comment period you have 
elected to provide on this issue. 

Much of the focus on GLMRIS has been on the Asian carp threat to the Great Lakes, and 
understandably so. The monstrous bighead carp and the flying silver carp provide great fare for 
front page photographs and youtube clips. But at this meeting here in the Mississippi River 
basin, it is important to look beyond the carp. As you know, implementing the end result of 
GLMRIS isn't going to help the carp problem here. Our basin is already infested with Asian 
carp, and has been for years. In Illinois, all of our rivers that can be infested are, with the notable 
exception of the upper reaches of the Illinois river and the connected Chicago Area Waterways­
not yet, at least. 

Here especially, it is important to highlight that successful completion of GLMRIS isn't just 
about Asian carp. It's also about the zebra mussel that has infested our basin after migrating here 
from the Great Lakes, via Chicago. It is about the quagga mussel, the zebra mussel's more-evil 
cousin, that many scientists believe is poised to follow the same path. 

We need our great river to be protected from the endless procession of aquatic invaders that an 
ongoing connection with the Great Lakes basin means. With that primary goal in mind, I submit 
the following comments regarding the scope and timing of the GLMRIS study: 

1. The study should focus solely on options and technologies available to prevent the spread of 
invasive species through the waterways, as mandated by Congress - with an emphasis on 
prevention and the aquatic pathway. 

2. Physically separating the basins (often referred to as "hydroseparation") is the only 1 00% 
effective way to achieve this goal. Lesser measures, such as chemical or acoustic barriers will 
only delay the inevitable. 



3. The portion of the study focused on Chicago should be on the fast track, aiming for 
completion within 18-months. Although Asian carp are not the only concern, they are the most 
immediate threat, and every month of delay subjects the Great Lakes to the real possibility that 
we will have acted too late. 

4. To speed the Chicago portion of the study, efforts should focus on comparing costs for 
permanently separating the basins at several well-chosen locations, identifying the least costly 
option. A full benefit/cost analysis is not required, because the benefit, preventing the spread of 
aquatic invasives, is identical for every option. 

Finally, we urge the Corps to engage with the Great Lakes Commission Chicago Waterways 
Study. With similar goals, the processes and products of both efforts will only be improved 
through open, constructive collaboration. 

Thank you for your consideration. 




