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Foreword

he Upper Mississippi River System
(UMRS) has a long history of providing
many social and economic needs and
supporting a tremendous diversity and
abundance of fauna and flora. It is the only
river system in the United States formally
recognized by Congress both as a nationally
significant ecosystem and commercia naviga
The Mississippi River at Guttenberg, lowa. tion W_Stem' This designation under_scores the

great importance that we, as a nation, place
upon the economic and ecological values of this magnificent resource.

The effects of river regulation and modifications to the system’s watersheds, floodplains, and
tributaries present constant challenges to the ecological integrity of the Upper Mississippi and
lllinois Rivers. To meet these challenges, better information and knowledge must be pursued,
habitat protection, restoration and enhancement must be accomplished, and increasingly effective
partnerships must be nurtured and maintained. Only then may our common goal, to assure a
healthy, sustainable Upper Mississippi River ecosystem for future generations while
accommodating the vital economic and recreational functions it provides and society expects, be
realized.

The Upper Mississippi River System - Environmental Management Program (EMP) was
established to help maintain the multiple use character of the river. In the eyes of many individuals,
the program has since evolved into a national model for the management of large floodplain river
ecosystems. The EMP’s extensive monitoring and focused research activities are significantly
advancing our understanding of the complex physical, chemical, and biological interrelationships
that define and determine the Upper Mississippi River ecosystem. Many of the habitat projects
being constructed as part of the EMP represent real progress toward regional, national, and
international ecological objectives, while others demonstrate innovative measures that bring us
closer to realizing ecosystem sustainability.

Finally, everyone involved in implementing the EMP acknowledges that it has brought a new
level of partnership to the UMRS. This is one of the program’s truly invaluable outputs. The Corps,
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Geological Survey, and the five UMRS States (lllinois,
lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin) have formed a partnership to collectively implement
the EMP. This partnership is fundamental to our successfully maintaining and enhancing all of the
river system’s environmental and economic values into the 21st century.

James V. Mudd
Colonel, U.S. Army
District Engineer
Rock Island District
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