
RECORD OF DECISION 

Wssis.appi River - Gulf Outlet, 
New Lock and Connf!Cring Cbannel.s1 Louisiana 

I have reviewed the Main Report and Final Environmental Impact Stat.ement for the Mluissippi 
River - Gulf Outlet. New Lock and Comiecq Cbamlels (Evatuation Re9ort and EIS), Lt'tdsiana, 
filed with the En'Yll'ftnrncmaJ Proteetion AprJey on February 11, t998, as well as COlffSPODdmce 
received in response to coordination of these documents. I find the plan recommended by the 
District Engmeer, New Orleans Disaic:t. U.S. Army Corps ofEaginecrs to be economicallyjustified, 
in accord.an" with environmental statutes, and in the public interest. Thus, I approve that plan for 
construction. 

The project was authorized by Chapter 112 ofthe River and Harbors and Flood Control Act of1956, 
Section 186 oftbe Wa~ Resources Dcvclopmc:mAct of 1976, Section 844 ofthe Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986, and Section 326 ofthe Wm:: Resources Development Act of 1996. The 
Evaluation Study and EIS evaluated various altemativu to replace the obsolete Imier Harbor 
Navigation Canal Lock in order to improve navigation b~i:n the Mississippi River in the vicimty 
ofNew Orleans, Louisiana., the Gulf!ntraccastal Wate1Way1 and tho Misswippi River-GulfOutlet. 
The proposed plan recommended by the District Engineer and approved, as modified by th.e 
Assistant Secretary ofthe Army (Civil Works), consists cfthe following features: 

• Constr11cti011 of a new lock 110 feet wide, 1,200 fe=t long, and 3 6 feet deep. This would 
include demolition of the existing lock and. construction oftwo temporary navigation bypass 
channels. • 

• Replacement ofthe St. Claude Avenue bridge. This would include demolition ofthe exi.mDg 
bridge and consuuction ofa temporary bypass bridge at St. Claude Avenue. 

• Modification ofthe Claibome Avenue bridge. 

• Extmsion of the Mississippi River flood protection levee.s and flcodwalls approximately 
2,500 feet alcmi the canal to the new lock. 

• Implementation of a ct'rnmmi,:y impact mitigation plan. 

• Implementation. of a fish and wildlife mitigation plan to fully compensate for unavoidable 
project impacts to the natural envi.,.onrncmt. 
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In addition to a "no action" alternative, seven altemativc site& were developed and evaluated. Eight 
altc:mative plans -were developed and evaluated far the site ofthe msting leek. Tm:sc plans im:luded 
various combinations ofalignrnenTS, cons1l'UCtion methods, and bridge repJacemenr sce:aarios. The 
v-drious alternative sites and plans are described mi discussed in the Evaluation Report and EIS and 
arc hereby incorporated by reference. The Evalwuion. Report ami EIS idemifies the Brldp Only 
Plan, which consisu ofrcplacmg the exictir,&, low-level St. Claude Avenue bridge with a mid-level 
span, as the cnvircmnentally prcmable plan since it does not adversely impact ii.sh and wildlife 
habitats. However, the Bridge Only plan would not solve the naviga.ticm problems, would not be 
compat'ible with any future lock replacement, and would have negative im;,acts on vehicular ttaffic 
pattems in the local commumty both during and after project con.sttUCticm. This plan was not chaaen 
because it docs not provide a long-term solution to the navigation problems. The mtemazive with 
a navigation lock 110-fcct wide by 900-fect long by 21-feet deep has the greatest net Naticmal 
Economic Deve!"-pmerrt benefits over costs without unacc:=ptable enviromncmal inlpacts. The Port 
ot'New Orleans requested a lock with the same widzh but longer (1200 feet long) wt deeper (36 feet 
deep). Since this altrmative had negligibly greuer cnvironmemal and social impacts and l>eQuse 
the Port of New Orleans agreed to pay the increased costs, this alternative 'W8S selected and 
recommended. 

I have reviewed and evalua.t.ed all doaimcms concemiug the New Orleans District Engmeer's 
rceommcndation. views ofother interested agencies and the: general public, picvailing adm.imstmtive 
policies and envirnnrnenra,l, policies, and the various practicable means to avoid or minimize 
envircnmenw. harm from the constrUction and operation ofthe project 

All practicable means to avoid or mjnirnize adverse enviromnemal effects have been incorporated 
into tb.c rccnrnrncnded plan. The public interest will be best served by implemmtiq the . 
improvements identified and described in the Evaluation Report and EIS. 

Major Oencr1,4 USA 
Director ofCivil Works 

DATE/ 
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