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I Sustainable restoration of Louisiana's coast and all it suppods can be achieved only by redirecting the freshwater and s&-& @f the I 

M i s s i ~ s i ~  River onto the nearshore, stemming the direct loss of these valuable resources to the deep waters of t51.e GrJM d 

1 Aggressive action is needed to redirect all available renewable resources of the Mississippi River system to rebuad, replenish, and s 
coastal Louisiana. This area includes one of the most important wetland landscapes in Nwth America, and it is now dipping away f rc~n tps, 

Harnessing the resources of the Mississippi mver is the only way to move towards a sustainable landscape in the face d u d  
subsidence, rising sea levels, and more frequent intense hurricanes. 

Aggressive action is called for because the coast of Louisiana is also home to New Orleans, one of the world's great cities. In addition, 
coastal Louisiana supplies energy to the nation and hosts port facilities that link the heart of our country to the rest of the world. America's 
Wetland is now in peril. Only bold action taken now can rescue the ecosystem and thereby the economy, culture, and navigation systems 
it supports. A sustained effort is needed to restore the natural processes essential for the future of coastal Louisiana. 

Under the best of circumstances the sustainable coast will likely be smaller than at present, but it could support the culture and economy 
unique to the region. Today's citizens must learn to live with their ever-changing environment, assess the risks involved, and take the 
n p ~ q $ s q g $ @ p s  for future generatinns to be able tn do the same. 

geT&CY$ k&q .. 
Small-scale efforts such as sediment mif;tkg to const, .d marshes and barrier islands and diverting sediments and water from the 
Mississippi River may slow land loss locally and perhaps even reverse the loss for a short time. However, such measures will never achieve 
a sustainable coastal landscape for future generations. The available resources of the Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers will be needed to 
support the coastal system, as was typicn' -.*-r past millennia before engineered channels and levees began forcing sediment 
directly to the deep W. - 
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we Delleve tnls new approach to management of the Mississippi and its rmuroes can be mpatible with the needs af migation and 
the provision of freshwater for industries and residents. Most im Wy, it MI1 sustain a pmdulctiwe ;imf exteflsive mplex  of wetlands 
and barrier islands along the coast and provide some protection far @&&lying cmmunitles during m e  sbmsl 
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Continuing Current Me 

Since the 1930's, Louisiana has lost over 1,500 square miles of its coast. Scientists project that another 500 square miles will be lost 
by 2050 if no additional restoration is undertaken and current resource management practices continue. In the face of subsidence, 
sea-level rise, and the increased likelihood of intense hurricanes making landfall on the coast, we expect land loss to continue well 
beyond 2050. Even if populated areas can be protected from hurricanes with levees and floodgates, the continued loss of the coastal 
landscape will pose an increasing threat to the economic and environmental sustainability of the region \ 
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Land loss and flooding will become even more seyglre as sea-level rise acce G&i,liltens~;, rdsults of 
the predicted rise in temperature of the atmosph&e and~&m.sp$ace. 
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Achieving a Sus ta ide  Louisiana 

 chiw wing a sustainable mast wilt man The s& suppk& bythe 
the entire coast. Thus a susbinabfe amst Mi1 be less errtemitse than at presentt awl 
for. Urrclevetoped areas will be needed to allow w - t f a a  al the upland m@ff to migate 
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o achieving a sustainable coast it win be necessary to abandon the "Birdsfoot Detta" and sea$ a naw rhrer chamel or chsnnels &a+:? L-( 

etaireen Myrtle Grove and Ven,ice. Thh will redirect the main flow of sedfmmt and freshwater from the river to the nearsbe and ZfPe upper 
o f l t @ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ i ~ . f ! ~ ~ @ ; # n ~ ~ ~ $ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ @ ~ ~ o r t  ~ 8 j ~ i ~ n t s  towards shwe and rework them into a mosaic of wetlands, sWlow bm and 

barderislands. Breakup of the largely uninhabited ~irdsMpt$Jj!$ll@ly ..-S~> S ~ m .  T $fad'@wl mud to the new coM and to the westward trending currents 
,davigation from the Gulf to upstream port facilities can be accommdd"it6d eit&r throu nel sod kdc w by making a 
* new navigable river channel that relies on dredging and beneficial use as wdt'as river 

Sustainability of Louisiana's caastal environment also requires management of the sediments& f r e s h a  ?hat are deliied to the m a  
via the Old River Control Strudwe and Atchafalaya River. Currently some of the same river management approaches th& hawe kd to the 
demise of southeast Louisiana arp being re~licated in the dredging and channelization of the Lower Atchafalaya River. 







1' Achieving Sustainability and Addressing Local Restoration Needs 

Sustainability of the Louisiana coast depends on ensuring that the sediment resources of the Mississippi River are redirected to inshore and 

111 reoulla some wetlands, protect others I: 
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s to maintain their i 

y#&r and sediment resources 
in the nearshore. 
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