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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND
. RESTORATION ACT

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

TASK FORCE PROCEDURES

I. Task Force Meetings and Attendance

A. Scheduling/Location

The Task Force will hold regular meetings quarterly, or more often if necessary to
carry out its responsibilities. When possible, regular meetings will be scheduled as
to time and location prior to the adjournment of any preceding regular meeting.

Special meetings may be called upon request and with the concurrence of a majority
of the Task Force members, in which case, the Chairperson will schedule a meeting
as soon as possible.

Emergency meetings mayv be called upon request and with the unanimous

. concurrence of all members of the Task Force at the call of the Chairperson. When
deemed necessary by the Chairperson, such meetings can be held via telephone
conference call provided that a record of the meeting is made and that any actions
taken are affirmed at the next regular or special meeting.

B. Delegation of Attendance

The appointed members of the Task Force may delegate authority to participate and
actively vote on the Task Force to a substitute of their choice. Notice of such
delegation shall be provided in writing to the Task Force Chairperson prior to the
opening of the meeting.

C. Staff Participation

Each member of the Task Force may bring colleagues, staff or other
assistants/advisors to the meetings. These individuals may participate fully in the
meeting discussions but will not be allowed to vote.

D. Public Participation (see Public Involvement Program)

. All Task Force meetings will be open to the public. [nterested parties may submit
written questions or comments that will be addressed at the next regular meeting.




. II. Administrative Procedures

A. Quorum

A quorum of the Task Force shall be a simple majority of the appointed members of
the Task Force, or their designated representatives.

B. Voting

Whenever possible, the Task Force shall resolve issues by consensus. Otherwise,
issues will be decided by a simple majority vote, with each member of the Task
Force having one vote. The Task Force Chairperson may vote on any issue, but
must vote to break a tie. All votes shall be via voice and individual votes shail be
recorded in the minutes, which shall be public documents.

C. Agenda Development/ Approval |

The agenda will be developed by the Chairperson's staff. Task Force members or
Technical Committee Chairpersons may submit agenda items to the Chairperson in
advance. The agenda wiil be distributed to each Task Force member (and others on
an distribution list maintained by the Chairperson’s staff) within two weeks prior to

. the scheduled meeting date. Additional agenda items may be added by any Task
Force member at the beginning of a meeting,.

D. Minutes
The Chairperson will arrange for minutes of all meetings to be taken and distributed
within two weeks atter a meeting is held to all Task Force members and others on

the distribution list.

E. Distribution of Information/Products

All information and products developed by the Task Force members or their staffs
will be distributed to ail Task Force members normally within two weeks in advance
of any proposed action in order to allow adequate time for review and comment,
unless the information/ product is developed at the meeting or an emergency
situation occurs.




III. Miscellaneous
A. Liability Disclaimer

To the extent permitted by the law of the State of Louisiana and Federal regulations,
neither the Task Force nor any of its members individually shall be liable for the
negligent acts or omissions of an employee, agent or representative selected with
reasonable care, nor for anything the Task Force may do or refrain from doing in
good faith, including the following: errors in judgement, acts done or committed on
advice of counsel, or mistakes of fact or law.

B. Conflict of Interest

No member of the Task Force (or designated representative) shail participate in any
decision or vote which would constitute a contlict of interest under Federal or State
law. Any potential conflicts of interest must clearly be stated by the member prior
to any discussion on the agenda item.




Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
TASK FORCE MEETING
October 7, 1999

Minutes

L. INTRODUCTION

Opening comments were made by Colonel Thomas julich, who convened the thirty-
sixth meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task
Force at approximately 9:30 a.m. on October 7, 1999, in the District Assemby Room,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District, New Orleans, Louisiana. The
agenda is shown as enclosure {. The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands
Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA. commoniy known as the Breaux
Act), which was signed to law (PL 101-646, Title 1II) by President Bush on November
29, 1990.

Ii. ATTENDEES

The attendance record for the Tusk Force meeting is presented as enclosure 2.
Listed below are the six Task Force members.

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. William Hathaway, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. David Frugé, U.S. Department of the Intertor

Mtr. Don Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture

Mr. james Burgess. U.S. Department of Commerce

COL Thomas Julich, U.S. Armmy Comps ot Engineers

All of the Task Force members were 1n attendance.

[I. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

Enclosure 3 is a copy of the minutes for the meeting heid on August 4, 1999. There
was no discussion of this item.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To approve the minutes from the Task Force meeting held
on August 4, 1999.

Second to motion: Mr. William Hathaway

Motion passed unanimousiy.




IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS
A. Discussion and Decision on Cash Flow Recommendation.

Mr. Thomas Podany presented the proposed cash flow management standard
operating procedure. Mr. James Burgess offered some recommended minor changes
which were incorporated into the enclosed approved Cash Flow Management Standard
Operating Procedure. A lengthy discussion followed. Mr. Burgess and Mr. Dave Fruge
expressed their concern for reserving funds for the complex projects as they are
developed. Mr. Martin Cancienne from Congressman Billy Tauzin's office, cautioned
the Task Force about reserving a large amount of funds. Mr. Mark Davis of the
Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisina, likewise, urged the Task Force to move forward
in implementing the Coast 2050 pian.. Mr. Burgess asked that a statement that the cash
flow management standard operating procedure only appiies to the 9" PPL and
thereafter be included in the minutes of the meeting.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To adopt the cash flow management standard operating
procedure as amended.

Second to motion: Mr. William Hathaway

Motion passed unanimously.

B. Approval of FY00 Planning Budget

Mr. Robert Schroeder presented the status of the Fiscal Year 1999 planning budget,
a recommendation to permit the reprogramming of unallocated planning funds from
prior years, and a recommendation for the Fiscal Year 2000 planning budget (enclosure
4). The Technical Committee recommended that the Task Force approve the following:
1. The current planning, evaluation. and selection process for Priority Project Lists will
continue. Each year. no more than $5.0 million will be set aside from out of the total
available annual program allocation for planning, in accordance with Section 306 (a)(1)
of PL 101-646. These funds shall remain available for budgeting and reprogramming
during any fiscal year after the funds are set aside. The Task Force shall review
unallocated funds from previous years and may program some or all of these funds in
addition to the $5.0 million for the current year. 2. The proposed Fiscal Year 2000
budget, which includes $5.0 mitlion of funds from the Fiscal Year 2000 Breaux Act
allocation; $600,000 returned for reprogramming from the Mississippi River, Sediment,
Nutrient and Freshwater Redistribution Study; and $937,749 of unaliccated planning
funds from previous fiscal years, for a total of $6,537,749. The proposed budget
includes funds in the amount of $2,344,574 for conducting feasibility studies of complex
projects from the 9™ Priority Project List during Fiscal Year 2000 as well as funds in the
amount of $3,519,449 for General Planning and Program Participation (includes
approximately $1.9 million for compieting 9" PPL and initiating 10" PPL). Mr. Dave
Fruge expressed concern for the complex projects study plans and budgets. The Task
Force wanted the complex project study plans reviewed with an emphasis on reducing
costs. The outreach budget was called into question by Mr. Gohmert. Mr. Fruge
suggested scaling back the outreach budget to $350,000. A lengthy discussion of the



outreach program followed Mr. Scott Wilson explained the proposed outreach budget.
Colonel Julich directed Mr. Wilson to look at agency budgets. A revised budget wiil be
presented at the next Task Force meeting,.

Motion by Mr. James Burgess: To approve the Fiscal Year 2000 planning budget
with the following two provisions: . That agencies can spend up to 50 percent of their
budgets for complex projects until the cost estimates are revised. 2. That the outreach
committee and the agencies can spend up to 75 percent of their budgets for outreach
activities until the budget is revised.

Second to motion: Dr. Len Bahr

Motion passed unanimously.

V. INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS
A. Status of Funds in the Breaux Act Construction Program

Mr. Tom Podany presented the status of funds in the Breaux Act construction
program. He stated that approximately $33.9 million would be available for
construction programming assuming that the program receives $45 million in FY2000
funds. Mr Dave Fruge stated that he had reason to believe that the FY 2000 Breaux Act
allocation would be substantially more than $45 million, perhaps as high as $56 million.
Mr. Podany also stated that approximately $28 miilion were tied up in projects that were
not moving forward at this point. Mr. Don Gohmert stated that the Natural Resources
Conservation Service would enter into talks with the Louisiana Department of Natural
Resources about deauthorizing the Vioiet Qutfall management project. Mr. Podany
stated that all final accounting on completed projects was not yet completed and
approximately $847.000 could be made available tor reprogramming

B  Status of the Development of FAX Voting Form and Procedures.

Mr. Tom Podany presented the current status of the development of a fax voting
form and procedures. He stated that there were still some concerns to be worked out.
Dr. Len Bahr stated that he would refrain from voting by fax as it might violate state
law. Mr. James Burgess expressed his opinion that the vote should still go through the
Technical Committee. Mr. Mark Davis suggested that the draft version of the fax
voting form and procedures should be reviewed by the Corps Office of Counsel.

VL. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS
A. Mr. James Burgess told the Task Force about problems with the East Timbalier

[sland Restoration construction contract. He indicated that his agency would be
requesting Task Force approval of a cost increase on the project by fax vote.




B. Colonel Thomas Julich asked the Task Force to consider a Fifi Island restoration
project for possible inclusion on the 9" PPL. This represented an exception to the gt
PPL nomination process. Mr. Don Gohmert saw no problem with it. Mr. Martin
Cancienne urged the Task Force to let it compete. Mr. James Burgess expressed
concern that allowing the project to be considered at this late date could set a precedent.
Mr. Randy Hanchey explained the project. Mr. Dave Fruge wanted to know if approval
of the project was time sensitive and wanted the Corps regulatory staff to certify that the
project was not a mitigation project and was not in a contaminated site. The issue was
discussed at some length. Colonel Julich directed the Technical Committee to answer
all of the concemns raised and let the project compete.

VII. DATE AND LOCATION OF NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING
The next Task Force meeting will be held at 9:30 a.m. on January L1, 2000, in
Baton Rouge, Louisiana in the Louisiana Room of the Louisiana Department of Wildlife

and Fisheries Building. Final details will be provided via public notice and the
CWPPRA [ntemet Web Page.

VIII. WRITTEN QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

No written questions or comments were received from the public.

IX. ADJOURNMENT

The Task Force Meeting was adjourned in the atternoon.




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
TASK FORCE MEETING
August 4, 1999

Minutes

L. INTRODUCTION

Opening comments recognizing Messrs. Tim Osborn and Robert Tisdale for their
contributions on behalf of the Task Force were made by Colonel Thomas julich. who
convened the thirty-fifth meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force at 9:40 a.m. on August 4, 1999, in the University Center
Bourbon Room 211B, University of New Qrleans. New Orleans. Louisiana. The agenda
ts shown as enclosure 1. The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA, commoniy known as the Breaux Act), which
was signed to law (PL 101-646, Title III} by President Bush on November 29, 1990.

IL. ATTENDEES

The attendance record for the Tusk Force meeting is presented as enclosure 2.
Listed below are the six Task Force members.

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. William Hathaway, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. David Fruge, U.S. Department of the Intenor

Mr. Don Gohmert. U.S. Department of Agricuiturc

Mr. James Burgess. U.S. Department ot Commercc

COL Thomas Julich, U.S. Amy Corps ot Engineers

All of the Task Force members were in attendance.

lI. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREYIOUS MEETING

The minutes for the meeting held on April 14. 1999, were discussed. Mr. Dave
Frugé offered a correction to paragraph L., Barrier Shoreline Feasibility Study
Presentation. The corrected cost figure in the last line is close to $1 billion instead of
$84.5 million. Dr. Len Bahr made the motion to approve the minutes from the previous
meeting. Mr. Dave Frugeé seconded the motion and the minutes of the Task Force
meeting held on April 14, 1999 (enclosure 3) were then approved unanimously.

[V. TASKFORCE DECISIONS




A. Consideration for Construction Approval or Approval of Cost Increases or Changes
in Scope of Work for Prior Approved PPL Projects.

Mr. Robert Tisdale presented the recommendations of the Tgchnical Committee
pertaining to construction approvat and approval of project cost increases for the
following projects:

L. Barataria Bay Waterway West Bank Protection (BA-23) - PPL4 - NRCS
Although the fully funded project cost has increased by 51 percent, a previousiy
approved O&M cost increase accounts for 29% and a previousty approved monitoring
cost increase accounts for 3 percent of the $1,112,368 cost increase above the baseline
$2,192,419 cost.

2. Violet Qutfail Management (PO-9a) — PPL3 - NRCS
The Technical Committee decided not to recommend approval after considering the
magnitude of the project cost increase ot $5,006.000 above the $1.821.000 baseline cost.
The NRCS wiil meet with local officials to consider aiternative solutions to the wetland
problems in the project area before considering project deauthonzation.

After a brief discussion during which Mr. Bill Hathaway directed the Technical
Committee to provide updated program accounting information to the Task Force before
decisions effecting the budget are considered.

Motion by Mr. Dave Frugé: To approve the recommendation of the Technical
Committee to approve the Barataria Bay Waterway West Bank Protection Project for
construction with a $1,112,368 cost increase above the baseline $2,192.419 cost,

Second to motion: Mr. James Burgess

Motion passed unanimousiy.

B. Consideration tor Approval of Wave-Current Informaton System (WAVCIS)

Mr. Robert Tisdale presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee to
approve the sum of $100.000 to be taken from unprogrammed planning funds to be used
for WAVIS. A lengthy discussion followed during which Mr, Dave Fruge questioned
the use of planning dollars for research. Mr. Don Gohmert stated that WA VIS should be
part of the Barrier Shoreline study.

Motion by Mr. Don Gohmert: To approve the recommendation of the Technical
Committee.

Second to mation: Mr. James Burgess

Motion passed unanimousty.

C. Confirmation of Approval for Funding of Additional Restoration Work — Point au
Fer Island (Phase II) Restoration Project




Mr. Robert Tisdale presented the fax vote of the Task Force approving funding in
the amount of approximately $800.000 to extend the shoreline protection aiong Point Au
Fer Island beyond what was included in the approved Point Au Fer Canal Plugs Project
(PTE-22/24) sponsored by the National Marine Fishertes Service. A discussion
followed with members of the Task Force expressing the need to develop a process for
project modifications on approved projects in the future. Mr. Bill Hathaway reiterated
his request for up to date budget data to be supplied prior to funding requests. Colonel
Julich cailed for a public vote on the approval of funding in the amount of
approximatety $800,000 to extend the shoreiine protection along Point Au Fer Island.
The motion passed unanimously. Dr. Bahr abstained.

D Presentation of Cash Flow Options Report and Recommendatlon to the Task Force
from the Cash Flow Workgroup

Messrs. Randy Hanchey and Tom Podany presented the report of the Cash Flow
Work Group for moving to a cash flow svystem of funding for Breaux Act projects. A
lengthy discussion followed concerning both the ramifications of moving to a cash flow
system as well as the specific detaiis of the proposai at hand. Mr. James Burgess
stressed the importance of the details of the initiative and the need to establish a
minimum project cost effectiveness level for funding. He also stated the need for O&M
details and sufficient funds for complex project analysis. Mr. Bill Hathawayv suggested
that money obligated by previously approved priority list projects couid be made
available. Mr Randy Hanchey reported the work group's recommendation to begin cash
flow funding with the 9" Priority Project List {PPL). Mr. Dave Frugé suggested using a
0-giide path for each new CWPPRA authorization. Mr. Mark Davis urged the Task
Force not to adopt a 0- glide path policy and plan for the long term. The Task Force
agreed to support the concept and work out the dctails later.

Motion by Mr. Bill Hathawayv: That the Task Force agree to support the cash flow
concept and meet within 60 days to work out the details.

Second to motion: Mr. Dave Frugé

Motion passed unanimously.

E. Approval of FY99 budget increase for Coast 2050 activities

Mr. Robert Tisdale presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee to
approve a budget increase of $50,000 for the Louisiana Department of Natura}
Resources (DNR) to the FY99 planning budget for Coast 2050 activities.

Motion by Mr. Dave Fruge: To approve the recommendation of the Technical
Committee.

Second to motion: Mr. James Burgess

Motion passed unanimously.




}|

F. Discussion of Agency Needs and Preferences in Relation to the Aeriai Photography
Completed in 1998.

Mr. Robert Tisdale presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee to
approve the expenditure of $25,000 of planning funds for the purchase of 1,000 CD’s
containing coastwide 1998 aenal photography and vegetative mapping.

Motion by Mr. Dave Fruge: To approve the recommendation of the Technical
Committee.

Second to motion: Mr. Don Gohmert

Motion passed unanimously.

V. INFORMATION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS
A. Agency Reports on Returning Funds from Approved Projects

Mr. Tom Podany breted the Task Force on the status of the Technical Committee
effort to identify excess funds that can be de-obligated in approved projects. He
presented a list of projects with estimated excess funds identified to the Task Force. Mr.
Hathaway asked the Technical Committee to produce a list of projects that are not
moving forward presently. [He suggested reguiar reports. Colonel Julich inquired about
the mechanism in place to return funds. He directed the Technical Committee to
establish a formal mechanism to return funds and provide a periodic review.

B. Presentation on Mississippi River Sediment. Nutrient, and Freshwater
Redistnbution Study (MRSNFR).

The Study Manager Mr. Axtman provided a presentation on the status of the
MRSNFR Study to the Task Force. The presentation include a brief overview of the
studies structure, its vanous analyses, the outcome of the analyses. methods for
developing recommendations from the analyses, and several scenarios and timeiines for
addressing the alternatives and recommendations the study would produce. The Task
Force was informed that a meeting of the Feasibility Study Steering Committee was
scheduled for August 9th to address the proposed scenarios for completing the study.

Task Force representatives, with regard to the study, made several comments on its
content in relation to the Coast 2050 Plan. The comments primarily concerned the
MRSNFR report addressing in some form river diversion alternatives, included in both
the MRSNFR and Coast 2050 studies, but not addressed in the MRSNFR intermediate
array of altematives. Mr. Axtman indicated that the potential merits of other alternatives
identified in the Coast 2050 Plan but not anaiyzed as part of the intermediate array of
alternatives would be addressed in the MRSNFR report

Mr. Axtman also referred to the MRSNFR Study Teams initial screening criteria,
which indicated that the selected intermediate aiternatives represented the best apparent




these alternatives other similar alternatives could be found to be viable. The Study
Tearn also recognized that some other aiternatives, based on spatially identified needs
rather than best opportunistic use of resources, could have merit. However, the best
opportunistic use of the available resources was the selected plan formulation strategy
for the MRSNFR Study.

. alternatives. The Study Team recognized and allowed that based on final analysis of

C. Delivery of Status Reports

Mr. Tom Podany will report the status of the following initiatives:
a. Program Performance and Project Implementation;

b. Status of Non-Complex Projects on the 9" Priority Project List;
We are on schedule for the Task Force to select the 9thPPL in January 2000.

c. Status of Scopes of Work Development for Complex Projects on the 9™
Priority Project List (PPLY;

The Planning and Evatuation Subcommuittee wiil meet to review the SOW's with
the intent of making funding recommendations in September.

d. Status of Budget Development for Fiscal Year 2000;
The agencies are preparing their budgets on schedule for the Task Force to

. approve 1n late September.

e. Report to Congress:
The Report to Congress is being prepared by DNR and is on schedule to be
submitted in 2000.

f. Feasibility Study Steering Commuittee:
The commuttee wiil meet on August 9.

8. Outreach Commuttee Report;

h. Atchafalaya Liaison Group;

The group will request approximately $100,000 for additional modeling of the
eastward flows in the GIWW,

1. Werkgroup Report on Criteria-Based Selection Procedures.

The Technical Committee asked the work group to re-evaluate.

VI. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Mr. James Burgess discussed the need for budget data, project by project data, and a
layout for budgeting of complex projects. Mr. Tom Podany addressed some of Mr.
Burgess' concemns, assuring the Task Force that most of that data was available already.




B. Ms. Becky Weber, EPA, reported on the progress of the Mississippi River - Gulf
Outlet (MR-GOQ) Policy Committee. Mr., Wes McQuiddy, EPA, further elaborated on
the current status of the MR-GO closure evaluation. Mr. Randy Hanchey spoke of the
current planning efforts by the Port of New Orleans and Governor Foster's Office
regarding the relocation of containerized shipping facilities.

C. Dr. Len Bahr toid the Task Force of FEMA's intention of becoming more invoived
with the MR-GO closure evaluation as it relates to disaster avoidance. Also, Mr. Rod
Emmer will be a FEMA liaison in Len's office.

D. Mr. Randy Hanchey reported on the current status of DNR's oyster relocation
initiative. There are still many issues to be resolved. especially costs. He stated that the
program needs CWPPRA input,
VII. DATE AND LOCATION OF NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

The next Task Force meeting wiil be held at 9:30 am on *November 16, 1999 in
Baton Rouge, Louisiana in the Louisiana Room of the Louisiana Department of Wildlife
and Fishenes Building. Final details will be provided via public notice and the

CWPPRA Internet Web Page.

* The next Task Force meeting has since been rescheduled for 9:30 a. m. on October 7,
1999 in New Orleans, Louisiana in the District Assembly Room, at the New Orleans
District Corps of Engineers.

VIII. WRITTEN QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

No written questions or comments were rcceived from the public.

IX. ADJOURNMENT

The Task Force Meeting was adjourned at 2:45 p. m.




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

MEETING OF THE
. LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS CONSERVATION AND RESTORATION TASK FORCE

University Center Bourbon Room 211B
University of New Orleaus

New Orleans. Louisiana

August 4, 1999
9:30 am.

AGENDA
L Meeting [nitiation.
2. Introduction of Task Force Members or Alternates
b. Opening Remarks by Task Force Members
(. Adoption of Minutes trom Apni 14. 1999 Meeung.
(L Agency Reports on Returning Funds from Approved Projects.
IV. Consideration tor Approvai of Cost Increases and/or C hanges in Scope of Work for Prior Approved

PPL Projects.
a. Baratana Bay Waterway West

. b. Viotet Canal Outfail

V. Consideration for Approval of Wave-Current Information System { WAVCIS).

VL. Consideration for Approvat for Funding ot Additionai Restorauon Work - Point au Fer Island
(Phase II) Restoration Project.

v Presentation ot Cash Flow Uptions Regort ana Recommendation to the Task Force rrom the Cash
Flow Workgroup.

VL Approval of FY'99 Budget Increase for Coast 2050 Activities.

[X.  Discussion of Agency Needs and Preferences in Relation to the Aerial Photography Compieted in
1998.

X. Presentation on Mississippi River Sediment, Nutrient, and Freshwater Redistribution Study
(MRSNFR).
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University of New Orleans
New Orleans, Louisiana

August 4. 1999
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AGENDA

XL Delivery of Status Reports:

Program Performance and Project impiementation;

Status of Non-Comptex Projects on the 9 Priority Project List: o
Status of Scopes of Work Dcveiopment for Compiex Projects on the 9™ Prionity Project List
Status of Budget Deveiopment tor Fiscal Year 2000;

Report to Congress:

Feasibility Study Steenng Commutee:

. Qutreach Commuttee Report:

. Atchafalaya Liaison Group;

Workgroup Report on Critena-Based Selection Procedures.

. XII  Additional Agenda Items

XII Reguest for Public Comments.
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XIV.  Date and Location of the Next Task Force Meeting.
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7 October 1999
Cashflow Management Budget Plan
Standard Operating Procedure
{As Approved 7 Oct 99)

k. Programming and Budgeting of Project Funds. The Breaux Act project approval and
budgeting process is to be accomplished in two phases as described below. Approval and
budgeting of phase one wouid not guarantee approvai and budgeting of phase two. which
would involve competition among successful projects from phase one. Each year the
Task Force would have one meeting (referred to below as the Annual Budgeting
Meeting) at which both a priority project list and a construction funding list are selected.
The Task Force will review the process each year to determine the effect on the overall
program and may decide at any time to modify the process. The Planning and Evaluation
Subcommittee will provide a quarteriy report on the total funds associated with all phases
of approved projects versus the estimated total funding available through the current
authorization and estimate at what point these two values would be approximately equal
(currently estimated to be year 7 of a 10 year authorization).

(1) The current planning, c¢valuation, and selection process for Priority Project Lists
will continue. Each year. no more than $5.0 million will be set aside from out of
the total available annual program allocation for planning, in accordance with
Section 306 (a) (1) of PL 101-646. These funds shall remain available for
budgeting and reprogramming during any fiscal vear after the funds are set aside.
At the Annual Budgeting Meeting the Task Force shall review unallocated funds
from previous years and may program some or all of these funds in addition to the
$5.0 million tor the current year. Nevertheless. in no case will more than $5.0
million be set aside annuaily for planning from the total available annual program
allocation.

(2) During the annual planning process. projects will be divided into two categories:
complex vs. noncomplex. Compiex projects are projects that require more than
one-year evaluation to determine the advisability of progressing to Phase |. the
Engineering and Design phase. Complex projects would then compete at an
Annual Budgeting Meeting on a subsequent Priority Project List for Phase |
authorization, along with that year’s noncomplex projects. Noncomplex projects
are those projects that generally can be evaluated in less than one year.

(3) During the evaluation of Priority Project List Candidate projects, lead agencies
will provide cost estimates and spending schedules for each project to the
Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee prior to project ranking. Spending
schedules will be developed through the end of the project life. The cost
estimates and schedules will be comprised of the following subcategories:




Subcategory A. Engineering and Design (includes Engineenng and Design,
Real Estate Requirements, Environmental Clearances and Permitting,
Project Management)

Subcategory B. Preconstruction Biological Monitoring

Subcategory C. Construction (inciudes Project Management, Contract, and
Construction Supervision and Inspection)

Subcategory D. Post Construction Biological Monitoring and

Subcategory E. Operation and Maintenance.

(4) The Engineering Work Group will review these estimates for consistency among

projects. The Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee will provide a table of these
subcategories along with the candidate project rankings to the Technical
Committee.

(5) The Technical Committee will review the project rankings along with the project

budget requirements and schedules. The Technical Committee will determine a
recommended cutoff point. based on project cost effectiveness and other criteria.
as well as the consensus of the committee on the size of the budget for these
projects to recommend to the Task Force.

Phase One
(6) At the Annual Budgeting Meeting, the Task Force will review the Priority Project

List to determine which projects to approve. [n the first year. projects will
generaily receive budget approval for all Engineertng and Design and
Preconstruction Monitoring, ecven though these activities may take 2 to 3 vears.
During the second and third vear the project may not need additional funding
(unless Subcategories A and B require additional funds or the project is ready to
begin construction). Priority Project Lists for subsequent vears will also tollow
this procedure.

(7) The Technical Commuittee will provide a status report at each Task Force meeting

on each ot the five funding subcategories to include expenditures. obligations, and
disbursements.

(8) Lead agencies shall develop a detailed plan of work for accomplishing Phase 1.

This plan shall include a detailed task list, time line with specific milestones. and
budget which breaks out specific tasks such as geo-technical evaluations,
hydrological investigations. modeling, and surveying. The pians shall be
developed within 3 months of Phase 1 approval and shall be reviewed by the P&E
Subcommittee. The Lead Agency and Local Sponsor shall conduct a preliminary
design review at 30 percent completion of Phase 1. This review will verify the
viability of the project. This review must indicate the project is viable before
there are expenditures of additional Phase One funds. A written summary of the
review shall be provided to the P&E Subcommittee who shall make a
recornmendation on whether to proceed with the project.

(9) After the 30 percent design review, the State must submit a work pian and time

line for preconstruction monitoring.

{10) Lead agencies shall ensure that real estate acquisition of easements requiring a

significant expenditure of funds and preconstruction monitoring are not begun




until the Engineering and Design is substantiaily completed and there is a
reasonably high level of certainty that the project will proceed to the next phase.
The purchasing of real estate shall not occur until Phase 2. Preliminary real estate
investigations. including preliminary ownership determination and initial contact
with property owners, should be initiated early in the project design activities.

See diagram beiow.
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Figure |. Sequence of Activities Associated with Project Execution

Phase Two

(11) Each year. all projects requesting construction budget approval will be evaluated
at the same time at the Annual Budgeting Meeting. Lead agencies should
provide a list of projects eligible for Phase Two approval. Projects shall not be
eligible for Phase Two funding until the following items are completed: a
favorable Preliminary Design Review, final project design with revised cost
estimates, application for and/or issuance of public notices for NEPA and other
necessary regulatory approvals. Section 303(e) approval. and completion of
preliminary ownership investigations that include documentation of initial
contact with landowners and the provision of draft land rights instruments to |
affected landowners with a 30-day period for landowner comment. The request



(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

for construction approval should include an updated analysis of costs of all
schedules, as well as a revised Wetland Value Assessment that was undertaken
based on the resuits of the engineering and design phase. Projects shall compete
against each other for funding.
At the Annual Budgeting Meeting, at the time that a lead agency requests
construction approval. it shall provide an estimate of the project based on the 5
subcategories along with a spending schedule. The Task Force shall generaily
fund the entire amount of Subcategory C (Construction) and the first 3 years of
both Subcategory D (Post Construction Monitoring)} and Subcategory E
(Operations and Maintenance) upon project approval. At subsequent Annual
Budgeting Meetings, the Lead Agency and the State should request approval to
maintain 3 years of Subcategory D and E funding for each approved project;
however. any additional funding (after the initial 3-year funding) shall not be
authorized until project construction is completed. This programming procedure
will ensure that. at any one time. an approved project has funding approval for
about 3 years ot Subcategories D and E.
Once the Task Force approves funding for Subcategory D and E at the Annual
Budgeting Meeting, the New Orleans District shall prepare MIPRs to the State
and other participating agencies (National Wetlands Research Center). one for
each subcategory. Cach MIPR will list all the projects tunded for the 3-year
period. the amount of funding associated with that project. and the total. The
State will manage these tunds programmatically, occasionally moving funds
among projects when necessary. At each quarterly Task Force meeting, the State
shall provide a report to the Task Force of total available funds and how the funds
are being spent by project. Adjustments to estimates shail be made for projects
within the total amount made available for each subcategory. Lead agencies are
responsible for providing oversight to ensure that funds are expended in these
subcategories in accordance with the plans deveioped for these projects. The
State shall request approval. on a case by case basis. from all affected Lead
Agenctes tor any transfer ot funds between projects and/or between subcategories.
Lead Agencies shall respond to such requests within 10 working days of the
State’s request: responses not received within 10 days may be deemed by the
State as Lead Agency approval.
Lead Agencies shall maintain oversight over the State’'s expenditure of
Subcategories D and E funds. The State shall submit invoices, requests for work-
in-kind credits. etc., to the Lead Agency for its review. Subsequent to its review
and approval of the expenditures, the Lead Agency shall forward the appropriate
documentation to the Corps for payment.
From time to time there will be projects that have compieted construction. but that
need modification to ensure their success. cover a design deficiency, or to handle
some critical unanticipated requirement. Lead agencies may make a request
through the Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee to the Task Force for funding
of such modifications. [n its recommendation to the Task Force, the Planning and
Evaluation Subcommittee will make a determination whether the funds are needed




(16)

(In

(1)

Q)

to meet a time critical requirement or whether funding could be postponed for

consideration during the Annual Budgeting Meeting.
Subsequent to the annual budgeting meeting, lead agencies may make a request
to the committees at any time for additional funding that is needed for the current
fiscal year when there is evidence that the project is progressing faster than
expected, as long as those funds are utilized for the current phase of the project.
Lead agencies shall specify under which subcategory additional funding is being
requested.
Each quarter, Lead Agencies will review funds within each approved project
under their purview and determine whether funds may be returned to the Task
Force. Funds may be retumed to the Task Force by the simple deobligation
process covered in paragraph “1” below. Lead agencies should provide the status
of potential obligations in the “Remarks” section of the program summary
database. If construction award has not occurred within 2 years ot Phase 2
project approval. the Phase 2 funds will be placed on a revocation list for
constderation by the Task Force at the next Task Force meeting. Requests to
restore these funds may be considered at subsequent Annual Budgeting
Meetings.

Funds Disbursements.

Upon approval to begin Engineering and Design (ED) by the Task Force, the
Corps of Engineers will issue to the Lead Agency a MIPR in the amount
requested to cover up to a maximum of 85% ot the ED phase. as described in
paragraph 5.d.

Upon approval to begin construction by the Task Force and deposit by the Local
Sponsor of the required funds into the escrow account. the lcad agency shall
request that the Corps of Engineers a MIPR in the amount to cover the total
construction and related costs of the project.

[n those cases where the Local Sponsor's annual work-in-kind plus cash
contribution exceeds the Project expenditures required cost sharing percentage,
and at the request of the Lead Agency, the Corps of Engineers will disburse
funds directly to the Local Sponsor to bring the Project expenditures to the
required cost sharing. The Lead Agency must approve the “work-in-kind"
exceedance in advance.

Each quarter, agencies shall review all projects approved for funding in phases |
or 2, identify excess funds in those phases, and make a recommendation to the
Task Force as to how much of these funds to return at that time. Returned funds
shall be available for reprogramming. At the Annual Budgeting Meeting, the
Task Force may also consider reprogramming excess funds that have not yet
been returned to the Task Force. Agencies may return funds by returning a
MIPR to the Corps of Engineers with a request to deobligate funds.




Coastal Wetlands Planning. Protection and Restoration Act 26 Sep 99
\budgetusch
Fiscal Year 2000 Budger
Approved by Technical Commitiee, 20 Sep 1999
FY95 FY9% FY97 FY93 FY99 FY2000
Amount {$) Amoum {$)  Amoumt ($)  Amoumt (5) _ Amount {S) Amount ($)
Genersl Planning & Participation
State of Louisiana
DNR 416,700 495,500 371100 360,073 529.026 619.631
Gov's Ofc 94,200 84.900 95.300 93,505 100.838 102.600
LDWF 20,000 20.000 15.800 15.800 15.800 19.000
Touwal State 530,900 600.400 482,200 469,378 645,664 741,231
EPA 252,300 310.700 354,700 346,270 471.627 471.698
Dept of the intenor
USFWS 152,400 183.600 235.800 232,136 373.31 309.335
NWRC 87.500 67.800 73.200 45.219 107.632 108.476
USGS Resion 8.800 8.800 8.800 8.800 8,360
USGS Baton Ro 7.800 10.600 12.000 12.000 0 1]
Natl Park Servi 0 0 a 0 3.500 3.328
Toal Interior 247,700 270,800 329.800 198,155 493.243 429.497
Dept of Agricuiture 509.500 595.900 434,900 438.099 498.217 490,849
Dept of Commerce 331.900 304,800 317.300 135.909 399.776 514,639
Dept of the Army 759.200 862,100 2 792,000 673.801 855.964 871.536
Agency Toul 2.631,500 1.944.700 1.710.900 2.561.612 3.370.491 3.519.449
Feasibility Studies Funding
Barrier Shoretine Study [.0G7.000 594,400 ¢ 107.600 9 200,000 s
Study of Chemer Plain 350.000 200,000
Miss R Diversion Study 919.900 993.000 4 1457600 562.900 75.000
Total Feasiility Studies 1.926.900 1.587.400 1.565,200 1.112.900 275,000
Com!ex Studies Funding
Beneficial Use Sedimem Trap Below Venice {COE) 317,679
Barataria Barrier Shoreiine (NMFS) 586,179
Diversion into Maurepas Swamp (EPA/COE) 450,179
Holly Beach Segmented Breakwaters (DNR) 318179
Cemtral & Eastern Terrebonne Basin 336479
Freshwater Delivery (USFWS)
Delta Building Diversion Below Empire (COE} 336.179
2.344,574

Total Complex Studies

Em:’o Sure




Coastal Wetiands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act 26 Sep 99
\budget\ech
Fiscal Year 2000 Budget
Approved by Technical Commuuee. 20 Sep 1999
FY95 FY96 FY97 FY98 FY99 FY2000
Amount (5} Amount (5}  Amount(5)  Amount(S)  Amoum (3} Amoum ($)
Miscellaneous Funding
Academic Advisory Gr 117,000 75,000 115,000 7 95.000 100,000 100.000
Public Qutresch 56,050 129.000 165,000 & 275,000 296,043 1 313.500
GIS/Oyster Lease Maps 40,000 105,100 S 80.264 85,086 kel
COAST 2050 (DNR) 239,000 to 827,800 B1,235 15
COAST 2050 (NWRC) 29,765 12
NWRC Mntrng 62.000 0 0 90,000 66,500
Modei flows Atch River Modeling 95.000
Digitai Soil Survey (NRCS/NWRC) 40,000
MR-GO Eviuauon 25.000
Purchase {700 Frames 1958 23.800
Photography (NWRC) ¢
WAVYCIS (DNR) * 100.000 13
CDROM Development (NWRC) * 25,000 14
Reformat GIS Land Loss Data* 35,000
DNR Video Repro 1,000
Gov's Office Workshop - 15.000
GIWW Data coilect:on 68.000
Total Miscelianeous 214,050 266,000 707.100 1.278.064 865.929 673.726
Total Allocated 4.772.450 4,798.100 4.983.200 4.952.576 4.511.420 6.531.749
Unallocated Balance 227.550 201.900 16.800 47.424 488,580 0
Total Unallocated 227.550 429.450 446,250 493,674 982.254 10 44,505

600.000 17




Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act 26 Sep 99
\budgeticech
Fiscal Ycar 2000 Budget
Approved by Technical Comminee, 20 Sep 1999
FY95 FY96 FY97 FY98 FY99 FY2000
Amount ($) Amount (3)  Amount($)  Amount {5) _ Amount (5) Amount ()

| amaevcied 28 Feb %
1 $700 added for prmang. L5 Mar 96 (TC)
) rarmfer S600K from 97 to "98
4 wranster 5204k from MRSNFR TO Barner Shorchine Study
$ increass of $15.1k spproved on 24 Apr 97
6 increass of $15k spproved on 14 Apr 97
7 increass of 340k spproved on 26 Jul 97 from Corps Planmng Funds
& Original 5330 in Barner Shorene Inciuded $200% Lo comeiets Phase | EIS. and $)50k to develop Phase 2 feasibility scope.
9 Assumes 8 1ol of $420.000 is removed (rom the Barner Shotehng Study over 2 years ifom Phase I EI5
10 Excludes 520k COE. $3k NRCS. 35k ONR. 52kUSFWS. and 516k NMFS moveo 0 Coan 1050
during FY 97 for conracs & @35235k absoroed «n axency FY 97 budgeus 1or 3 10w ot $303.000.
10 COASTZ0%0 during FY 97 for comracy & @3255k absoroed wn agency FY 97 budmews 1or 2 1owal of $303.000.
11 Addwsonal $53.34) approved by Task Foree tor vided documenary
12 $29.763 wraraierred irom DNR Coau 2030 to NWRC Cuaxt 2030 for evaiuauon ol Repon.
13 $100,000 appraved for WA VCIS 3t 4 Aug 93 Task Force meeung.
14 Task Force approved 4 Aug .
IS Task Force approved saditional $50.000 at & Aug 99
16 This number 13 bewng researched at present.
17 Funda given up by MRSNFR for FY 2000 budger.




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

STATUS OF FUNDS IN THE BREAUX ACT CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM

For information and Discussion.
Mr. Tom Podany wiil brief the Task Force on the status of funds in the Breaux Act

construction program. Enclosure 2 indicates that the sum of $25,838,212 is available for new
projects in FY2000 if ali potential cost increases or decreases are considered and all excess funds
are returned. The following tables are enclosed:

1.

2
3.
4

Prepared 01/04/80

Status of Construction Funds - These are project estimates that have been approved
by the Task Force.
Construction Program Potential Cost Changes These are potential cost increases or

decreases.

Projects Returning Excess Funds - These are estimates of funds to be returned from
completed and almost completed projects. Final accounting has not been done.
Projects That Have Not Started Construction - These are projects that have not
preceded to construction within five years of approval on a priority list.

CWPPRA Project Summary Report by Priority List - This is summary information
furnished to the CWPPRA database by the sponsoring agencies as approved by the
Task Force.

Tab E
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1/4/00

9:16 AM
c ion P Potential Cast CI
Cumulative
Non-Federal Federal Federal Funding
Total Costs costa Coats Status
fiProgram Databasu Starting Point (as of December 18, 1899} ($2.082.207
1. Potential Project Cost increases'
a. Monitoring Plan Contingency Fund $1.911.515 $286.727 $1,624,783 ($3.877.07%)
b. Anticipaiad Oysler Lease impacts $600,000 £80.000 $510.000 ($4,187,075))
c. Anticipated Bayou Lalourche Project increases’ - - - UNKNOWN
d. Re-allocation of Bayou Lafourche Project Funds® $18.095.883 £1.809.588 514,488,295 ($18.673.369)
€. Marsh Island $1.240.655 $113.000 51,017,000 {$19.650.369
Subtotal 519,848,053 £2,099.316 $17.638.082
2. Potential Return of Funds to Construclion Program
{See enciosura 3 lor project listing)
a. Projects that have compieted construction $2,547 491 $382,124 $2,165.367 ($17.525,002)
b. Projscts in constriuction bul not compieted $2.000.000 $200.000 $1.800,000 ($15.725.002)
3. Potential Deauthonzanons
a. Flotant Marsh $1,746,367 $201,955 51,484,412 {14.240,590.15)
b. Violst Freshwaler Distribution $484 548 $72.682 $411,868 {13,828.724.35)
Cumuiative
Non-Fed. Share | Fed. Share of Federat Funding
4. Delerrals Total Qeferred|ot Detered Amt.! Deferred Amt Slatus
3. Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation’ $4.234 052 $635.108 33,598.944 (517.427,689)
b. Laks Portage Land 8ridge Phase 1* $3.545.580 $531.837 $3.013.743 {$20.441.412);
c. Upper Oak River FW Introduction Siphon Ph* $10,494 561 $1.574.184 $8.920.377 {$29,261.788)
Subtotal $10.274.193 £2.741.129 $15.533.064
5. Other Adjustments
Amaunt
Estimated FY 2000 Federai Construction Allotment $48.000,000 $10,638.212
3. Eslimated Availatie Funds with all Above Adjustments Amaunt
Federal Funds Available for New Projects from FY 2000 Aliotment $18.838.212
Non-Federal Matching Share §7.200.000
Total Funds Available for New Projects from FY 2000 Aliciment $25.838.212

pfa_2000jant1.xis




1/4/00
9:16 AM

NQTES.

' For PPL all projects. save PPI 5 & 6. 85.15 cost shanng wes used. PPL 5 & 6 projacts use cost shanng at 90-10 for ak propased ncreases. based on the Task
Forca decmon for Roproval of this ratic dunng the July 23, 1998 meetng

? Estimate Dencing provison by the Envionmantsl Proftection Agency. Dased on resolulion of lechniCal aaues and ter sssociated comts.

3 Sabine Refuge Marsh Crastion - $5.3 Milon was Spofoved 10 COMDIeE CONSITLCHON of 8 PATMANGN DICSkNE SNd ONe Cycie of Marsn creathon. Mr. Fruge
aupressad his CONGHM INEt fundng of SUDSSAUINT CyCies Of MBSH CrEANCN SNOUK! D8 CorkKiersd by the Task Force. Mr  Hethewsy voiced the opwnon that spprovat
of such funding couk) De requested of the Task Force as the opporunry 1 CONMIrUCt Bach subssquent INCramant srose.  The moton dxt nat specly whather or nol
future phases were EPOroved O whether they wouid compete for fundng on fulure PPL'S. The Corps' plan 1§ 10 requast fundmg for the remarwng phases of thia
Profect Upon compieton of eNgNEsnng and desgn, probably w January 2001

4 Upper Oak Siphon - $2.5 miHon was spproved for COMDon of engineenng and SESOn Bnd coNStruct:on of the outfiow channel. Funding for construction of the
SIphon was not spechcally sporaved. NRCS plans 10 requist funding of 1N SN0N when ENgNeenng 1 compieted.

5 Lake Portage - §1.0 mikon wes apovoved for engmeenng and desgn and construction of the canal backhiikng ncremaent of the project. Mr Fruge sistad the
ntenton of the Task Forcs (o imit funding (0 the Nt INCHEMBM LN MONRDMANG INGLCHSd tha NOSd 1O CONSNUCE il Ofshore Dreshwaler ncrement of the Prowect,
Should the Dreskwatars be requied. then EPA will request the scasonal furas irom the Task Force,

6 Re-aliocating proyect funds of §16.095,883 10 Bayou Lalourche which were given up Januery 20, 1959,

pfs_2000jan11.xis




.cwrm - Projects Returning Excess Funds

_Agency Project Current Estimate
Compieted construction projects returning excess funds.
NRCS Cote Blanche Hydro Rest $6,109.005.00
NRCS Mud Lake $3.348.967.00
NRCS Perry Ridge Bank Protection $2.664.613.00
NRCS Racoon island Breakwaters $2,049.633.00
NRCS Veg Pintgs - West Hackberr $246.240.00
NRCS Veg Pintgs - Timbalier islan $432.858.00
NRCS Veg Plntgs - Falgout Canal $204.979.00
NRCS Vermilion Bay/Boston Canal $1.008.710.00
USFWS  Bayou Sauvage #1 $1.615.3%0.00
USFWS  DBayou Sauvage #2 $1.634.700.00
USFWS Cameron Prairie $1.401.125.00
NMFS  Big Island Mining $7.550,903.00
NMFS Little Vermilion Bay $1.460,196.00
EPA isles Dernieres (Ph O) $8.745.210.00
EPA Isles Demieres (Ph 1) $10,785.706.00
EPA Whiskey Isiand Restoration $7.721.186.00
Subtotat

Projects that have started construction but not compieted.

NMFS
NRCS

RCS
RCS

L]

(L]

Deha-Wide Crevasses

BA-2 GIWW 1o Clovelly
Cameron Creole Maintenanc
Jonathan Davis Wetland

$4.732.651.00
$7.913.203.00
$3.799.365.00
$4.431.026.00
Subtotal

Funds to Be Funds
Returned
$14,239.00 $14,239.00
$1.300.00 $1.300.00
$383.686.00 $383,686.00
$200.431.00 $200.431.00
$1.140.00 $1.140.00
$143.839.00 $143.839.00
$7.925.00 £7.925.00
$12.362.00 $12.362.00
$61.252.00 $61.252.00
$17.866.00 $17.866.00
$3.451.00 $3.451.00
$300.000.00
$400.000.00
$1.000,000.00
$2.547.491.00 $847.491.00
$2.000,000.00
$646.691.00 * $176.835.00
$28.100.00 $28.100.00
$34.471 00 $34,471.00
$2,709.262.00 $239.406.00

Denotes returning funds to project for additional construction units

Estimates wiil be adjusted and funds returned to CWPPRA lund as soon as ali first costs are known..

03-Jan-00
\bbili\funds_return

Estimates Adjusted/
Deobligated Funds Returned **

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Ne




Projects on Lists 1-4 that have not started construction as of Sep 1999 or are on hold:

04-Jan-00
\projestiproj_stalled rev

Construction Unobligated Lead
PPL Project Name Start Funds Agency On Hoid ?

1 West Bay Aug-00 $16,673.000 COE N

2 West Point a la Hache Nov-00 $3.969,122 NRCS N

2 Violet Freshwater Diversion $1,719.551 NRCS Being Deauthorized
2 Caernarvon Qutfall Management Jun-00 $2,390,112 NRCS N

3 Red Mud Jul-96 $103,007 EPA Y

4 Hopper Dredge Demo - $341.000 COE Proposed for Deauth
4 Compost Demo Nov-99 $139,134 EPA Y

4 Flotant Marsh Fencing Demo $485.938 NRCS Being Deawthorized
4 Bayou L'Qurs Ridge Jul-00 $2.505,203 NRCS N

TOTAL $28,326,067
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

STATUS OF THE BARRIER ISLAND RESTORATION, MARSH CREATION, AND
RIVER DIVERSION, BARATARIA BASIN, FEASIBILITY STUDY (COAST 2050
FEASIBILITY STUDY)

For Information. ‘
Mr. Edmond Russo will present the Status of the Barmer Island Restoration, Marsh
Creatton, and River Diversion, Barataria Basin, Feasibility Study (Coast 2050 Feasibility Study)

Preparcd 01/04/00 Tab F




FACT SHEET
LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA (LCA) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

STATEMENT OF ISSUE: Summary of Work Possible for FY 2000

CURRENT STATUS: The Project Study Plan (PSP) is complete and has
been routed to CEMVD for review and approval. The draft
Feasibility Cost Share Agreement (FCSA) will be a deviation from
the model. A meeting was held 14 DEC 99 with CEMVN, CEZMVD,
HQUSACE and the Non-Federal Sponsor, the Louisiana Department Qf
Natural Resources (LADNR), in order to negotiate FCSA. Final
FCSA version is currently being prepared for review and approval
by HQUSACE and Non-Federal Sponsor. FCSA execution and study
initiation are anticipated for JAN 0O0.

SCOPE OF STUDY: The LCA Feasibility Study is based cn the Coast
2050 Plan, which contains lcng-range, large-scale ecosystem
restoration strategies to preserve and protect coastal
Louisiana. The LCA study is expected to progress over a l0-year
periocd, at an estimated cost f $35 million. There are about
514 billion in ecosystem restcration strategies to address in
the LCA study, based on the Coast 2050 Plan.

The LCA study will be segmented into 9 coastal Louisiana basins,
based con a watershed planning approach. Pricrity of study will
be based on criticality of need by basin loss rate.

The first basin feasibility study is in Barataria, where coastal
loss rates are the highest. This basin contains ecosvstem
restoratlion strategies <of two categories:

e Strategies lying near the fringe of the Gulf of Mexaico. These
strategies primarily involve dredge material placement for
marsh creation and barrier island restoration, to reinforce
and protect this fragile coastal ecosystem. One gulf fringe
strategy, a river diversion, relies on hydrodynamics for
evaluation. Evaluation is essentially complete for this
strategy under other study efforts. This work will be
finalized simultaneous to study of the dredging strategies for
inclusion in the Barataria Report.

e Interdependent restoration strategies of the basin interior.
Hydrodynamic modeling is required to evaluate these
strategies, from a water-related systems perspective.




The Barataria Basin will be addressed through an interim and

final feasibility report, as focllows:

¢ Interim Barataria Basin Report -- will be completed in 18-
months, towards potentially recommending: (1) about 53 billion
in barrier island restoration from Port Fourchon to Sandy
Point, LA; (2) about 5515 million in marsh creation aiong LA
Hwy. 1 and at Caminada Bay; and (3) a $35 million diversion in
the vicinity of Bastion Bay. During this time, hydrodynamic
modeling will be assembled to assess interior interdependent.
ecosystem restoration strategies of the Barataria Basin.

¢ Barataria Basin Report -- will be issued towards potentially
recommending a suite of interdependent restoration strategies
for the Barataria Basin intericr, based on hydrodynamic model
evaluations.

During FY 0C, about $3 million in work could be accomplished on
the Barataria study for the marsh creation and barrier island
restoration strategies. The Federal cost share of $1.5 million
is planned for use to fund FY 00 expenses. For the Non-Federal
contribution, an amount of $750,000 is needed in cash, with
$750,000 of in-kind services, after FCSA execution.

Feasibility study of the Terrebonne Basin is anticipated for
initiation during FY 0l. Preparation for this effort is planned
to begin in FY 00, to develop the scope, level of detail, and
overall progression of study effort. Feasibility study of
remaining coastal Louilsiana basins is planned to ensue every 18
months to 3 vears nver the 10-vyear LTA Feasibility Study effort.

FY 2000
SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FEASIBILITY
Estimated Federal Cost $17,500,000
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $17,500,000
Total Estimated Project Cost $35,000,000
Allocation through FY 1998 0
Allocation for FY 1999 0
Budget Request for FY 2000 g
Balance to Complete after FY 2000 $17,500,000

Amount that could be used in FY 2000 $ 1,500,000




BACKGROUND: The valued Louisiana ccastal wetlands support many
natural resources and play a vital role in water quality and
flood protection. Over 600,000 inhabitants rely on this natural
storm and hurricane flood protection, which is integral to

$12 billion in flood control works design for the regional
infrastructure. Forty percent of all coastal wetlands (630,000
acres) in the contiguous US are in jeopardy through 2050. N
The current coastal loss rate is 25 square miles/year and
represents 80 percent of the loss rate nationwide. Continued
losses will lead to increased maintenance and replacement costs
for the coastal infrastructure. By 2040, commercial fisheries
harvest will decline by 70 percent. North American migratory
bird populations, spending part of their life cycle in these
wetlands will decrease dramatically, impacting these species.

A grassroots effort to assess these problems and opportunities
for ecosystem restoration was conducted with Louisiana’s coastal
inhabitants, in conjunction with local, state, and Federal
agencies. A report detailing the results of this effort,
entitled the Coast 20SC Plan, was completed in December 1998.

In March 99, the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Authority provided a
letter of intent on behalf of the State of Louisiana to cost-
share the detailed feasibility study needed to implement the
strategies proposed in the Coast 2050 Plan. The reconnaissance
study, founded on the Ccast 2050 Plan, was completed in May 99.
Based on this, authorization was granted in May 99 by HQUSACE
for the LCA Feasibility Study. The Water Resources Development
Act ‘WRDA) would be the funding vehicle for implementation of
recommended plans cresented in the LCA feasibility sStudy.

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Cistricts 1 (David Vitter),

2 (William Jefferson), 2 (William Billy Tauzin),

5 {(John Cooksey), & (Richard Baker) and 7 (Chris John};
Senators John Breaux and Mary Landrieu.

Action Cfficer: Ffalcolm E. Hull
Phone: (504) 862-2539

‘Project Manager: Etdmond J. Russo, Jr. 27 December 1999
Phone: (504) B862-1496




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
' January 11, 2000

SELECTION OF THE 9™ PRIORITY PROJECT LIST

For Decision.
MTr. Robert Schroeder will present the recommendation of the Technical Committee

concerning the selection of the 9" Priority Project List. Enclosure 1 is the list of recommended
projects for phase I funding. Enclosure 2 is the project ranking of ail candidate projects for the

9" PPL.

Recommendation of the Technical Committee:
That the Task Force approve the enclosed list (encl.1) of projects for phase I funding for

the 9* Priority Project List.

Prepared 01/04/00 Tab G
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rar- Hc““"ms"‘"""o'“'“' we | nurs |8 31070288 |5 rasesanis 32se3se|s zessse2|s  asarsess|s  vres2anis 24535878
16 ack Bayou Bypass Culverts
cs- ¢ WR | NRCS {3 sarssrals  7osmza|s sosarrrls zsisres|s  s2msimisis sesstwe|s 3021888
PCS-28 4 GIVWWY Bank Statvizabon (Perry Ridge W0
! Tazes) gr [ wrcsls d7e0mas(s  117o0e|s a371s578]s s4z2pas s sez7asse|s  284r4sels 33383974
Freshweler Bayou Canal HR/SP -Baile lsle to
Lock (REVISED COST) vrisP| COE |5 29003325 t14smoer|s serosa3ls zaspadss|s  voromerals  isovsorels  andvezs:
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Demonstration Projects
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Inroduction of Sediment and
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1. Oylmmlelmpmanadmmmmw&mmmlmmm. as of November 30, 1999,
2. Project Iist as shown was presented by the LADNR and adopted by the Technicat Commutiee on Dacember 8. 1999, along with demonstrabon projects s ksted heremn, as
their recommendation 10 tha Task Force for project salection and hinding of Phase | costs. The Technical Commuttee recommandied that Periodic Introduction of Secsment and
NwhnullmwsmmlmPMGGNMH/Minmllrrmntofﬂ.ﬁnﬂlm.mmmmdmmdmwmmmmmbrm

onginal scope.

3. was noted in the Technical Commuttes vots that USFWS does not support the recommandation of the follawing projects from the list above: (1) Marsh Crastion South of
Leevilie (BA-32a); (2) EsstWas| Grand Terra isiands Resioration (XBA-13); (3) Timbaker island Dune/Marsh Restoration (XTE-45a); and (4) Weeks Bay/Commaercial

YGIMWY SP (PTV-13).

Cash Fiow Standard Operating Procadura (CF SOP) sliputates that Phase Il funding for candidate projects must be requested at the annual project budgeting maeting.
nical Committae proviced further guiiance to the CF SOP for demonstration projects. For these projects the Technical Committee recommended that funding on the
win Priority Project List be provided for Phase | of the demonstralion projects hated above. with the capabuity of Phase i funding able 1o be requeated for these projects at any

time of the year after compietion of Phasa i.

Encl. |
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

: TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

DISCUSSION OF CASH FLOW MANAGEMENT TRACKING PROCEDURES

For information and Discussion.
Mr. Tom Podany will discuss the procedure being developed by the Corps of
Engineers.to track Breaux Act expenditures under a cash flow management system.

Prepared 12/23/9% Tab H
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
: January 11, 2000

ASSIGNMENT OF LEAD AGENCIES TO PROJECTS

For Discussion.
Colonel Julich will lead a discussion about assigning lead agencies to projects.

Prepared 12/23/99 Tab I
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

. TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

REVISION OF THE PRIORITY PROJECT LIST SELECTION PROCESS (10™ PPL)

For Discussion.

Mr. Thomas Podany or a member of the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
staff. will present a proposal to revise the Prionty Project List selection process for the
10" PPL. A description of the current process is enclosed.

Prepared 01/03/00 Tab J




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION. AND RESTORATION ACT

July 22. 1999

Draft Planning Process
for the Remainder of the 9" Priority Project List (PPL) and the 10" PPL

and the Fiscal Year (FY) 2000 Planning Program Budget

1.0 Introduction.

The draft version of the PPL 10 planning process is described in the following,
which is modeled after the PPL 9 planning process. The PPL 10 process. in draft form, is
currently open for review and comment for the formulation of the FY 2000 budget. This
process and budget will be brought before the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation
and Restoration Task Force (TF). through the work and recommendations of the Planning
& Evaluation Subcommiitee (P&E) and Technical Committee (TC). for consideration of
approval at their September-October 1999 meeting. |

The FY 99 Planning Schedule and Budget for each agency retlects this process
and is shown in Encl. 1. For budgeting purposes. tasks previously established for the 9
PPL that will occur in FY 00 are contained in Enci. |. These tasks are not described
below. In Encl. 1. tasks tor PPL 9 and 10 are identified by “PL” category and sequence
number. Other FY 00 tasks for which costs should also be estimated are listed in Encl. 1
below the PL tasks. Encl. 2 is a flowchart tor the PPL 10 planning process.

2.0 Background on the Formulation of the PPL 9 Planning Process.

In order to establish a protocol for the project planning process, initial work is
necessary to finalizc the particultars of the PPL 10 planning program. What tollows are
steps or activities deemed necessary for development ot PPL 10 and subsequent lists.
Current FY 1999 planning tunds should be used during this stage ot work by the P&E.

PL 1010 — Initial Process Formulation. The PPL 10 project planning process
was disseminated via email to the P&E on July 6. 1999, tor review and comment.

PL 1015 - Intermediate Process Formulation. \ working meeting of the P&E
will be conducted to finalize this draft planning process. Coast 2050 participants. local
governments, and the public will be welcome to attend the meeting and provide their
input. A finalized planning process, schedule. and budget will be produced based on the
discussion at this meeting.

PL 1020 - Final Process Formulation. The finai product will be re-distributed to
the P&E for their agency budgeting prior to their next meeting, where the final planning
process. schedule. and budget will be considered for approval and recommendation to the
TC. then from the TC to the TF. Prior to the P&E meeting for planning process approval.
agencies will submit their individual budget requests to the Chairman of the P&E for
integration and consolidation into the master budget spreadsheet.




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION, AND RESTORATION ACT

3.0 Methodelogy for Development, Evaluation, Selection, and Funding
of Projects on the 10" PPL.

For tasks described tn that to follow. estimated dates are shown in Encls. | and 2.

3.1 Investigation Phase. [n regional nomination workshops open but not limited
to the public. local governments. the State. and Federal Agencies. participants will be
invited to nominate projects for consideration as candidate and demonstration projects for
the 10" PPL. Each project proposed as a candidate or for demonstration purposes must
support one or more Coast 2050 strategies in order to qualify for consideration in the
process. [t will be recommended that projects be proposed with the intention of
specifically addressing Coast 2050 regional strategies recognized as being among the
most important to coastal restoration.

PL 1025 — Regional Nomination Workshops. Four meetings, one tn each of the
Coast 2050 regions. wiil be conducted by the P&E to receive project nominations from
any interested party for the 10" PPL. Invitation for these meetings will include the
public. State and local government representatives. Federal Agencies. the State, the
CWPPRA Workgroups'.

Any number of projects will be accepted for nomination in each Coast 2050
region. After receiving nominations in each region. the focus of the regtonal meeting wiil
be to engage in interactive discussions of the projects nominated. The purpose of these
discussions will be to arrive at a select group of projects per region. through general
consensus of meeting attendees. to carry forward for consideration in the PPL 10
planning process. The goal of each regional meeting will be to qualitatively identify up
to 15 of the total number of nominee and demonstration projects that exhibit the highest
potential for addressing Coast 2050 strategics. At the concluston of each meeting, the
P&E will approve the consensus-based group ot'up to |5 projects for the region. [f
necessary, the P&E wiil establish a 15-project cutott of the consensus-based group of
projects. in the event the number ot projects recommendced through discussions exceeds
i5.

After tinalizing the list of up to 60 projects tor the four regions. no additional
projects of any type will be added to the PPL 10 process atter this stage. A public
announcement will be mailed to present the final list of nominee and demonstration
projects. A brief description and map of the projects will be inciuded in the package.

PL 1030 — Nominee Project Review and Assignment. [n one scoping meeting
involving the public. local governments. agencies/State. Workgroups. the 60 nominee and
demonstration projects carried forward will receive a cursory review for discussion and
comment. Additionally, there will be an opportunity to address issues of interest and
concern. During this review, each nominee project will be categorized by ievel of effort
necessary to fully evaluate and construct. as either:

: Engineering Workgroup (EngWG). Environmental Workgroup (EnvWG), Economics Workgroup
{EcoW@G), Monitoring Workgroup (MWG), Academic Advisory Group (AAG), and real estate specialists
from both the Corps and DNR,




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION, AND RESTORATION ACT

¢ non-complex. with only basic analyses” required. or
. ¢ complex. where the analysis will be considered relatively detailed in nature.’

At the compiletion of the meeting, there will be an attermnpt to assign at least one
complex project to each Federal Agency and the State. Each Federal Agency and the
State will adopt up to 15 complex and non-compiex projects of the 60. depending on
staffing, and/or other factors. for preliminary investigation-level research afier this
meeting. There will be an attempt to assign an equitable distribution of complex and
non-compiex projects to each Federal Agency and the State, depending on the number of
these projects of the 60.

PL 1040 - Scoping and Screening Phase. For projects of the 60 nominees
proposed as candidates. the purpose of this phase will be to: (1) raise technical issues of
concern. (2) screen each nominee project against qualification criteria for candidate
projects. and (3) identify investigations and analyses that wiil be necessary during the
development phase.

[n preparation for this phase. preliminary investigation-level research will be
performed by agencies and the State that are respectively assigned to nominee projects in
task PL 1035. This background work will include identification of historical trends and
their causes and effects. current conditions (using existing monitoring and other available
information), and forecasted no-action changes for 5. 10. 15. and 20 years into the future.

. Agencies of nominee projects will bring to this meeting any available schematics.
photographs. hydrographs. ctc.. as deemed necessary to facilitate discussions.

A two- 1o three-day-iong scoping and screening meeting will be conducted by the
P&E. with participation ot the public. local governments. Workgroups. [t is very
important that at this stage all agencies and the State involve their engineering expertise
in support of these meetings. to include but not be limited to engineers in the following
tunctions/disciplines: waterways. hydraulics/coastal. geotechnical. structures. retocations. |
and cost estimating. |

[n this stage. cach nominee and demonstration project will be evaluated using the
following criteria to determine if the project:

¢ appears to fall within the intent of the Act for restoration of vegetated wetlands
(other benefit categories that may exist other than this should also be identified),

¢ is identified to have adverse effects/conflicts with existing features and/or
facilities that are functioning for another genuine purpose.

* The categorization of non-compiex being the case where there is certainty and consensus of the problems
and corrective measures proposed.

! Complexity defined as the case where advanced anaiyses will be required to address issues of uncertainty
and/or lack of consensus of: (1) the existence of either a problem and associated magnitude. and/or (2}
validity or functionatlity of proposed corrective measures.
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+ falls more within the scope ot other programs/studies that are currently under way

. to address the stated problems.

¢ is technically not possible/not implementable. or against governmental policy.

By consensus of the P&E. all nominee and demonstration projects that have been
favorably evaluated against these criteria will be recommended for carry-over into the
next level of evaluation. which wili be the candidate project phase. The P&E will then
vote to determine the top complex projects non-complex projects of those projects
passing the scoping and screening phase. based on the level of planning funds reasonably
believed to be available by the P&E to carry out the proper development of the projects.
The voting for complex and non-complex projects will occur in two separate lists. where
the top 6 complex projects and top 30 non-compiex projects would be respectively
carried forward for development. Prior to voting, the P&E would be able to adjust the
caps for projects to be carried forward. depending statfing and financial resources
available under the Program. In this voting process. the sequencing of strategies of Coast
2050 will be the primary factor ot consideration. Projects that pass the scoping/screening
phase that are not voted among the top contenders tor respective categories of non-
complex/complex that vear could be re-nominated in the next planning cycle for
consideration.

Next. approximately 3 to 5 non-compiex projects of the top 30 will be
respectively assigned to each Federal Agency and the State tor development. There will
. be an attempt to assign at least one complex project of the top 6 to each agency and the
State. depending on agency/State position on their capacity for development of the
compiex project in consideration. During assignment of projects for development.
projects initially assigned to agencies/State tor background work could possibly
transferred between agencies/State to level the work load of project development.*

The tinai list of candidate and demonstration projects will be presented to the TC
for consideration and revision. [he TT will receive a recommendation trom the TC on a
list of candidate and demonstration projects tor the 10" PPL. The TF will review this list
and provide the final list of candidate and demonstration projects tor turther
development.

3.2 Development Phase. [n this phase. project development will occur for the
candidate and demonstration projects. Demonstration and Candidate projects identified
as non-complex will receive traditional PPL development. Demonstration projects that
are proposed should exhibit new and innovative methods and technology, and will only
have to be planned. engineered. and designed -- not analyzed for cost effectiveness.
Compilex projects will be developed through more detailed investigations and analyses
outlined prior to initiation of development.

. * Coordination wiil be made by the State for identification of Federal Sponsoring Agencies tor projects
assigned to the State for development.
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The P&E will provide the senior management and oversight for execution of
. project development, with sponsoring agencies/State selecting Project Managers (PM)
from within their respective organizations to oversee this work. Each PM will report
their project development status on a quarterly basis in written format {email). to the
Chairman of the P&E. who will work with the PMs and the P&E to ensure timely
execution of project development.

3.2.1 Complex Projects. For complex candidate projects. there wiil be
more detailed anaiyses than that of traditional project development. Steps of a Project
Development Plan (PDP) will be drafted by respective agencies/State sponsoring
complex projects. As part of the PDP. the PM of complex projects will: (1) organize a
plan of project development” (2) develop a work schedule. (3) identify the technical
resources that will be used®. and (4) estimate costs for completing tasks for development.
[t is expected that the PDP ot a compiex project would result in a development duration
of about ! to 3 years long. Theretore. it is not anticipated that complex projects where
PDP execution is initiated during the PPL 10 planning cvcle wiil be completely
developed until a subsequent PPL planning cycle. Developed compiex projects will be
scheduled for completion and competition on a subsequent PPL to the 10" PPL.

PL 1050 — Compilation of PDPs for Complex Projects. [n dratting the PDP,
consideration will be given to empioy of some or all of the following steps. which are
outlined below as guidance to facilitate complex project development. Dratt PDPs will
be compiled within 3 months after assignment to agencies/State for development.

. ¢ Step A. Specity the issues. problems. and opportunitics.

¢ Step B. Inventory and forecast the no-action conditions tor 5. 10, 15. and 20
years into the tuture.

+ Step C. State the study objectives and establish screening criteria tor
assessing the potental ot alternative plans for meeting the objectives.
Formuiate alternative pians and their respective increments/scales 1o address
the wetland problems and surrounding issues. based on public input and
technical considerations.” Objectively apply screening criteria to alternative

’ Simplified framework for agency consideration in organizing PDPs. which was derived trom the Planning
Primer. {WR Report 97-R- 15, dated November 1997, and the Planning Manual, ]WR Report 96-R-21,
dated November 1996. These documents can be downioaded from the Internet from the location:

http fiwww wrsc.usace.army.mil/iwr/currpt htm.

Thls may be in-house resources. contract services, or resources of another agency or the State.

7 Alternative pian. as used in this planning process, is defined as a proposed system to be studied. which
consists of a number of measures assembled to function either separately or in unison to accomptish one or
more objectives of the project. Scale. as used in this planning process. is defined as a specific size of an
alternative plan that possesses all of the same measures that function either separately or irt unison to
accomplish one or more objectives of the project. Increments, as used in this planning process. are defined
as respective constant-scale configurations of an altemative plan, that possesses varying combinations of
measures of those comprehensively contained in the alternative plan. which function either separately or in
unison Lo accomplish one or more objectives of the project. The criteria to identify the difference between
alternative plans lies in the difference of fundamental strategy, or method of approach. that these plans
respectively employ to accomplish the project objectives.
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plans and/or respective increments/scales to eliminate any that do not meet

. this criteria.

¢ Step D. Evaluate the effects of impiementing each of the alternative plans
and their respective increments/scales. by accomplishing that which follows.
Refer to Paragraph A.1 of the Appendix for detailed explanations of technical
analyses of the PPL 10 process.

e Step D.1 Completing/determining the required engineernng,
environmental compiiance. and real estate analyses. with graphical layout
of the results on a site map to address the problem statement.

¢ Step D.2 Establish the objectives of the Operation and Maintenance
(O&M) and Monitoring Plan (MP). Each agency sponsoring a project will
formulate the O&M and MP objectives for their projects. and the Eng WG
and EcoWG will respectively retine these objectives of O&M and MP
during their sessions of project review and comment. The objectives
established for O&M and MP should respectively retlect only those
deemed most valuable by the Eng WG and EnvWG in their review of

projects.

e Step D.3 Estimate the cost of each alternative plan and increment/scale
tor: Project Construction (PC) with 25% contingencies. Engineering and
. Destgn (E&D). Environmental Compiiance. Real Estate Requirements
(RE), Permitting (PR). Project Management (PM) (COE -- $500/vr
admin.. $30.000 min. tor proj. mgt.. up to 6% PC. and DNR -- 2% ot PC
min.), Construction Supervision and Inspection (S&I). and
Periodic/Annual Costs (PAC), to include: O&M and MP of the project.

* Step D.4 Coordinate tor completion of the Wetland Value Assessments
(WVAs) of cach alternative ptan and incrementscale.

e Step D.5 Coordinate tor an economic evaluation of cach alternative plan
and increment/scale to develop their respective fully tunded first costs.
and

¢ Step D.6 Execute incremental cost effective analyses for each altemnative
and respective increment/scale,

¢ Step E. Perform a comparison of the results from Step D for the suite of
alternative plans considered to arrive at the altemative plan and
increment/scale for that candidate project that is the most incrementally cost

effective®,
. ® This is defined as that plan having the lowest incrementai fully funded first cost above the next smaller
plan in cost. in the sequence of plans of cost per unit benetit. The program “IWR Plan" was developed for
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¢ Step F. Select a recommended plan for the candidate project. based on the
study objectives and any other factors. such as issues. support for specific
alternative plans. etc. Rationale will be provided for selection of the

recommended plan.

PL 1055 - Review and Comment of Draft PDPs for Compiex Projects. Draft
PDPs of complex projects will be disseminated by the PMs ot complex projects to the
P&E. Workgroups, and the RPT for review and comment. Written comments wiil be
sent by reviewers to the respective project PMs tor resolution and revision of the PDPs.
Comments not incorporated by PMs in the final project PDPs will be resolved in a
written reply to reviewers.

PL 1056 — Draft PDP Discussions for Complex Projects. Reviewers and PMs
of complex projects will convene in up to 3 meetings, as required. to discuss resolutions
to comments of draft PDPs and to negotiate the final format of the PDPs. Also. these
meetings will be conducted to negotiate budgeting of the PDP tasks in the current and out
fiscal years. Depending on the number of complex project PDPs. tasks of the PDPs may
have to be spread among several FYs in order not to exceed the unallocated level of
planning funds availabie.”

PL 1057 — PDP Finalization for Compliex Projects. [n this task. cach
agency/State will finalizc their PDP based on the results of task PL 1056. Finalized PDPs
will be disseminated to members of the P&E for tormal approval. funding, and
management oversight during PDP execution.

PL 1060 - Development of Compiex Projects. The Task Force target tor the
reservation of planning funds tor PPL 10 complex project studies is about $2 million in
the FY 00 planning budget, which will be provided to agencies/State as necessary based
on the requirements of approved PDPs that are finalized and are ready for execution.
This is shown in the “totals™ column ot Encl. 1.

The PM of cach project will prepare work products ot the PDP for review and
comment. based on input of the PM’s technical resources. Work products from each step
of the studies will receive review and comment by designated Workgroups. The focus of
review and comment will be to ensure accuracy, consistency, and correction of errors.
and omissions. Table | presents a matrix of work responsibilities that describes the
proponents for producing/refining {PR) products. and reviewing/commenting (RC) on
products. All review comments must be resolved for the latest task of the executed PDP
under review, prior to the PM of the complex project initiating the next step of the PDP.

this purpose by the Institute for Water Resources. {WR Plan may be downloaded from the Intemmet from
the site: http:/www pmel.com:iwrplan/Downioad . htm.

? Refer to PL 1060 for the levei of funds available in FY 99 for complex project development,
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Table 1
Matrix of Work Responsibilities

Sponsoring | EngWG | EnvWG | EcoWG | MWG | AAG
Agency
Step A PR RC RC RC
Step B PR RC RC RC
Step C PR RC RC RC RC
o
Step D.1 PR RC
Step D.2 PR RC PR/RC
Step D.3 PR RC RC
Step D.4 PRIRC RC | PR/IRC
Step D.5 PR/RC
Step D.6 | PR RC RC | RC RC
Step E PR RC™ | RC | RC | | RC
Step F PR RC | RC | RC | RC

For Step C and Steps D.1 through D.3. there wiil be an inittal EngWG
review/comment of the work products tor recommendations on refining the engineering
aspects. After this. there will be review/comment by the EnvWG to recommend
refinements to optimize the wetland benetits. The retined work products wiil then
receive final review/comment form the Eng WG to compiete the final work products.

Each sponsoring agency will prepare a project development report to document
and present the results of each step of the study.'® The technical data. information,
analyses. and designs. tor the project development steps will be placed in appendices of
the report. An executive summary ot the report will summarize the recommended plan,
tts tully tunded first cost and the average annual benetits. Members of the P&E wiil
review dratt versions of the reports and provide written comments to PMs ot these
projects resolution and report ttnalization.

3.2.2 Non-Complex Projects. The tasks shown below wiil only be
necessary at a minimum. for the development of non-complex projects. Other pertinent
aspects not described below that are necessary for development of certain non-complex
projects shouid also be completed on a case by case basis. [t is expected that traditionai
project development for non-compiex projects will be completed within a year. This is
described in Steps D.1 through D.5 of Task PL 10350, which are shown by task for non-
complex projects in the following.

PL 1160 — Development of Project Information for WVA (Non-Complex
Projects). Each sponsoring agency/State will develop project information for WVA and
provide to EnvWG Chairman in advance of task PL 1063.

* Guidance available in the Planning Manual. pp. 230-237.
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PL 1161 — Develop Designs and Cost Estimates for Non-Complex Projects.
Each sponsoring agencv/State will develop designs and cost estimates and provide to
EngWG Chairman in advance of task PL 1062.

PL 1162 — EngWG Project Review. This consists of: (1) attendance of
boundary meetings held by the EnvWG. in order to provide input on the etfects of
engineered measures that atfect project boundary setting, (2) an initial review of designs
and cost estimates to ensure accuracy. consistency, and identification ot errors. and
omissions. and (3) a second review after the EnvWG meets to make suggestions for
improvements after the initial review of the EngWG is complete. "' This will be up to 10
meetings. Additionally, there will be a joint meeting with the EnvWG to determine
longevity/sustainability and risk/uncertainty of the projects.

PL 1163 - EnvWG Project Review and Evaluation of Benefits. This consists
of: (1) a field review of project teatures. {3) boundary meetings, and (3) WV A meetings.
This will be up to 10 meetings and up to 20 field trips. Additionally. there will be a joint
meeting with the Eng WG to deterrmine tongevity/sustainabtility and risk/uncertainty ot the
projects.

PL 1164 — Preparation of Project Fact Sheets. Each sponsoring agency/State
will prepare project tact sheets to summarize the results ot project development.

PL 1165 - EcoWG Project Evaluations. [he EcoWG will convene to perform
economic cvaluations tor the candidate projects. This wiil not be necessary for
demonstration projects.

PL 1166 — Project Fact Sheet Submittal. [Zach sponsoring agency/State will
submut their project fact sheets to the Chairman ot the P&E for presentation ot the
projects to the pubiic.

PL 1065 - Public Resuits Presentation. ['he P&E. will present the projects to
cach ot the Coast 2050 regtons to soiicit public input. [3riet summaries ol the developed
candidate and demonstration projects will be assembled and delivered via public notice to
the Coast 2050 regional participants tor this input. which will used in the project ranking
process.

PL 1070 — Candidate Project Ranking. Based on the CWPPRA ranking
criteria, ¢ach candidate project will be ranked against the others. with the results of the
ranking presented to the P&E. At this stage, the P&E will make the determination for
each candidate project whether it is systemic or non-systemic. This will be done through
facsimile voting. Refer to Paragraph A.2 of the Appendix for detailed explanations of
project ranking for the PPL 10 process.

'" See Steps D.1 through D.3 of task PL 1050. for detaiis of the recommended contents of engineering and
design work for non-compiex projects.
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3.3 Selection and Funding Phase. Following the Development Phase. the P&E,
TC. and TF wiil convene successively to produce the 10" PPL. This will occurin a
timeline to facilitate the development of the annual publication of the State's Coasral
Wetlands Conservation and Restoration pian, for its submittal by June 1™ of the calendar
year to the State Legislature for approval.

PL 1075 - P&E Recommendation for Project Selection and Funding. The
P&E will meet to review and discuss the results of the ranking to formulate a
recommendation for selection and funding of a prioritized list of projects on the 10" PPL.

PL 1080 -~ TC Recommendation for Project Selection and Funding. The list
of recommended projects for selection and funding will then be presented at one TC
meeting for their consideration and revision.

PL 1085 — TF Selection and Funding of the 10" PPL. The TF will receive a
recommendation from the TC in a meeting, tor a list ot projects tor the 10 PPL. The TF
will review this list and determine the final prioritized list of projects tor seiection and
funding.

4.0 Documentation and Reporting of the 10" PPL.

PL 1090 - PPL 10 Report Development. The entire planning process up
through selection and funding of the 10" PPL will be documented in a 10" PPL report.

PL 1095 — Upward Submittal of the PPL 10 Report. This report will be
submitted to the Assistant Secrctary of the Army (ASA) for Civil Works (CW).

PL 1100 — Submission of the PPL 10 Report to Congress. The report will be
reviewed and submitted to Congress by the ASA (CW).

10
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APPENDIX

A.l. Explanation of Technical Anaivses for PPL 10 Projects

A.lL.1 Designs and Cost Analysis. During the plan formulation process. each of
the Task Force agencies assume responsibility for developing designs. and estimates of
costs and benefits for 2 number of candidate projects. The cost estimates for the projects
are to be itemized as follows:

Construction Cost
Contingencies Cost (25%)
Engineering and Design
Environmental Compiliance
. Supervision and Administration {Corps ($500/yr administrative and $30.000
minimum. up to 6% of construction per project tor project management. and the .
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources (LADNR) Project Management (2% of
construction)

6. Supervision and Inspection (Construction Contract)

7. Real Estate and Permitting

8. Operation and Maintenance

9. Monitoring

o L ke

In addition. cach lead agency is to provide a detailed itemized construction cost
estimate for each project.

An Engineering Work Group has been established by the Planning and Evaluation
Subcommittee. with cach Federal agency and the State of Louisiana represented. The
work group reviews each estimate tor accuracy and consistency.

When reviewing the construction cost estimates. the work group verities that each
project teature had an associated cost and that the quantity and unit price tor those items
were reasonable. In addition. the work group reviews the design ot the projects to
determine whether the method of construction is appropriate and the design is feasible.

All of the projects are to be assigned a contingency cost of 25 percent because
detailed information such as soil borings, surveys. and -- to a major extent -- hydrologic
data are not available. in addition to allowing for variations in unit prices.

Engineering and design, environmental compliance, supervision and administration,
and supervision and inspection costs are to be reviewed for consistency. but ordinarily are
not changed from what was presented by the lead agency.
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A.l.2 Benefit Analysis (WVA). The Wetland Value Assessment. or WVA.isa
. quantitative. habitat-based assessment methodology developed for use in prioritizing

project proposals submitted for tunding under the Breaux-Johnston Act. The WVA
quantifies changes in fish and wildlife habitat quality and quantity that are projected to
emerge or develop as a result of a proposed wetland enhancement project. The resuits of
the WV A, measured in Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUSs), can be combined with
economic data to provide a measure of the etfectiveness ot a proposed project in terms of
annualized cost per AAHU protected and/or gained.

The Environmental Work Group are to develop the WVA for each project. The
Environmental Work Group is assembled under the Planning and Evaluation
Subcommittee of the CWPPRA Technical Committee. The Environmental Work Group
includes members trom each agency represented on the CWPPRA Task Force. The
WV A was designed to be applied. to the greatest extent possible. using only existing or
readily obtainable data.

The WVA process has been developed strictly for use in ranking proposed
CWPPRA projects: it is not intended to provide a detailed. comprehensive methodology
for establishing baseline conditions within a project area. Some aspects of the WVA
have been defined by policy and functional considerations of the CWPPRA: theretore.
user-specific modifications may be necessary if the WV A 1s used for other purposes.

by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1980). HEP is
widely used by the Fish and Wildlife Service and other Federal and State agencies in
evaluating the impacts of development projects on fish and wildlife resources. A notable
difference exists between the two methodologies. The HEP generally uses a species-
oriented approach. whereas the WVA uses a community approach.

. The WV A is a modification ot the Habitat Evaluation Procedures (HEP) developed

The WVA process was developed for application to the tollowing coastat [ouisiana
wetland types: fresh marsh (including intermediate marsh). brackish marsh. saiine marsh,
and cypress-tupelo swamp. Future reference in this document to "wetland” or "wetland
type" refers to one or more ot those four communities.

The WV A operates under the assumption that optimal conditions tor fish and
wildlife habitat within a given coastal wetland type can be characterized. and that existing
or predicted conditions can be compared to that optimum to provide an index of habitat
quality. Habitat quality is estimated or expressed through the use of a mathematical
model developed specifically for each wetland type. Each model consists of the
following components:

A-2
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1. alist of vaniables that are considered important in characterizing fish and

wildlife habitat:
a. Vy--percent of wetland covered by emergent vegetation.

V,--percent open water dominated by submerged aquatic vegetation.
V3--marsh edge and interspersion,
V4--percent open water less than or equal to 1.5 feet deep,
Vs--salinity, and :
. Vg--aquatic organism access.
2. a Suxtab:llty Index graph for each variable., which defines the assumed
relationship between habitat quality (Suitability Index) and different variable values; and
3. a mathematical formula that combines the Suitability [ndex for each variable
into a single value for wetland habitat quality; that single value is referred to as the
Habitat Suitability Index. or HSI.

Mo pog

The WV A models have been developed for determining the suitability ot Louisiana
coastal wetlands for providing resting. {oraging, breeding. and nursery habitat to a
diverse assemblage of fish and wildlife species. Models have been designed to tunction
at a community level and theretore artempt to detine an optimum combination of habitat
conditions for ail fish and wildlife species utilizing a given marsh type over a vear or
longer.

The output of cach model (the HS!) is assumed to have a linear relationship with the
suitability of a coastal wetiand system in providing tish and wildlife habitat.

A.1.3. Economic Analysis. The Breaux Act directed the Task Force to develop a
prioritized list of wetland projects "based on the cost-effectiveness of such projects in
creating, restoring, protecting, or enhancing coastal wetlands. taking into account the
quality of such coastal wetlands.” The Task Force satisticd this requirement through the
integration of a traditional time-value analysis of life-cycle project costs and other
cconomic impacts and an evatuation ot wetlands benetits using a community-based
version of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Habitat Evaluation Procedure. The
product of these two analyses was an Average Annual Cost per Average Annual Habitat
Unit figure for each project. which was used as the primary ranking criterion. The
method permits incremental analysis of varying scales of investment and also
accommedates the varying salinity types and habitat quality characteristics of project
wetland outputs.

The major inputs to the cost effectiveness analysis are the products of the lead Task
Force agencies and the Engineering and Environmental Work Groups. The cost
estimates of each project are to be evaluated and refined into estimates of annual
tmplementation costs and respective AAHUs.

Implementation costs are to be used to calculate the economic and financial costs of
each wetland project. Financial costs chiefly consist of the resources needed to plan.
design, construct. operate, monitor. and maintain the project. These are the costs, when
adjusted for inflation. which the Task Force uses in budgeting decisions. The economic

A-3
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costs include. in addition to the financial cost. monetary indirect impacts of the plans not

. accounted for in the implementation costs. Examples would include impacts on dredging
in nearby commercial navigation channels. effects on water supplies. and effects on
nearby facilities and structures not reflected in right-of-way and acquisition costs.

The stream of economic costs for each project are to be brought to present value
and annualized at the current discount rate. based on a 20-year project life. Beneticial
environmental outputs are to be annualized at a zero discount rate and expressed as
AAHUs. These data are then to be used to rank each pian based on cost per AAHU
produced. Annual economic costs are also to be calculated on a per acre basis. Financial
costs are to be adjusted to account for projected levels of inflation and used to monitor
overall budgeting and any future cost escalations in accordance with rules established by
the Task Force.

Following the review by the Engineering Work Group. costs are to be expressed as
ftrst costs. tully tunded costs. present worth costs. and average annual costs. The Cost
per Habitat Unit criterion is to be derived by dividing the average annual cost for each
wetland project by the Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHU) for each wetland project.
The average annual costs figures are to be based on price levels for the current year. the
most current published discount rate. and a project life ot 20 years. The fully tunded cost
estimates developed for each project are to be used to determine how many projects could
be supported by the funds expected to be available in the current fiscal year. The fully
funded cost estimates include operation and maintenance and other compensated

. financial costs.

A-4
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A.2. Candidate Project Ranking Process.

[n an attempt to make the selection process rigorous. use is to be made of a
procedure developed by the Technical Committee. This procedure takes into account
various criteria to produce an overall ranking of candidate projects. The criteria are
evaluated such that each project would have a maximum value of 10 points. Each
criterion iss weighted in a manner deemed appropriate by the committee to retlect its
relative importance. and the sum of the resulting values yields a score for each project.
Candidate projects are to be ranked according to these scores to produce a recommended
list for consideration by the Task Force. The Technical Committee requires a two-thirds
majority vote for any deviation from the ranked list. Table | of the Appendix lists the
cnteria and their assigned weights.

Table |
Candidate Project Ranking Criteria

Criterion Weight
Cost-Effectiveness 0.55
Longevity/Sustainability 0.15
Support ot Restoration Plan Strategy 0.15
Supporting Partnerships 0.05
Public Support 0.05
Risk/Uncertainty 0.05
Total 1.00

A.2.1. Cost-Effectiveness. The committce agreed that cost-etfectiveness 1s the
single most important criterton in the ranking and selection of projects (it 1s. in tact. the
only criterion mentioned in the Act). For this reason. the committee assigned a weight of
.55 to the cost-eftectiveness index. so that it would count tor more than halt ot a
project’s total score. The index itseif is based on a comparison of the relative values of
projects’ cost-effectiveness as measured by the ratio ot average annual costs to average
annual habitat units. A base 10 logarithm 1s used to prevent skewing of the resuits in the
case of a project with a very high average annual fully funded cost AAHU (very low
cost-effectiveness). The equation for determining the cost-effectiveness index is given
below.

Cost-effectiveness index of project n = Slog1 0(100(Ep/E1)).

where E| = average annual fully
funded cost/ AAHU of
the most cost-
effective project
and Ep = average annual fully
funded costy AAHU of
project “n”

A-5
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In the case of the most cost-effective project (the project with the iowest average
annual fully funded costt AAHU). the term E/E 1 has the value of unity. and the cost-

effectiveness index is 10.

A.2.2. Longevity/Sustainability. This criterion measures a project’s estimated
ability to continue to produce wetlands benetits over time. Projects that achieve long-
term maintenance or restoration of natural processes (such as sediment transport via a
crevasse) and can be sustained without extensive replacement actions will be favored
over projects that will produce only short-term benetits or require extensive maintenance
or replacement of project features to sustain long-term wetland benefits. The
determination of longevity/sustainability is to be made by the Environmenta!l and
Engineering Work Groups. considering the following tactors.

1. The ability of a project (including planned operation. maintenance. and
replacement actions) to provide wetland benetits through the end of the 20-year project
iife. :
2. The project’s ability to provide wetland benetits bevond target vear 20 without
any turther operation. maintenance. or replacement of project teatures. This evaluation
would consider effects of anticipated site-specific conditions. such as hydrology, wave
energy, saltwater intrusion. subsidence. and landscape conditions.

3. The extent that a project provides sediment. or facilitates or maintains peat
build-up, sufficient to withstand or otfset relative sea level rise and storm events.

4. Predictions of longevity/sustainability made through use of reliable simulation
models. especially in the case of projects where there is substantial uncertainty and such
models can be employed at a reasonable cost and in a timely manner.

Each work group representative and the assigned member ot the Academic
Assistance Group is to score each project based on the one condition {rom among those
listed below which they determined to be most applicable. An average score will then be
taken.

l. Project expected to continue providing substantial wetland benetits more than
40 years after construction: 10 points.

2. Project expected to provide substantial wetland benetits 30 to 40 years after
construction: 7 points. '

3. Project expected to cease providing substantial wetland benetits 20 to 30 years
after construction: 3 points. '

4. Project expected to cease providing substantial wetland benetits less than 20
years after construction: 0 points.

A.2.3. Support for Coast 2050 Plan. Candidate projects that are identified in
the December 1998 Coast 2050 Plun strategies are to be given a score of 10 in this
category. Candidate projects that are altogether new will receive a score of 3.
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A.2.4. Supporting Partnerships. The State’s required cost share for CWPPRA
projects is derived from the State's Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Fund (Trust
Fund). The degree to which non-Federal partnering entities agree, in writing, to
contribute all or part of the State’s cost-share with non-Trust Fund sources will weigh
favorably in project selection: contributions could consist of cash or in-kind services.
including those covering maintenance. operation. or replacement expenses. Donation of
land rights would not be considered as a tinancial contribution. The following formula is
to be used to calculate the partnership index. which cannot exceed 10 points:

Partnership Index =  [0(PS/SS).
Where: SS = dollar amount of the required percent non-Federal
cost share'
and PS = dollar amount ot the non-Federal partner
contribution (other than that provided via the

Trust und).

A.2.5. Public Support. The degree of public support {evidenced by written
endorsement or testimony at a CWPPRA-reiated public meeting) 1s an indicator of a
project’s acceptability and implementability.

Traditionally in past lists. values were assigned according to which ot the
following conditions applied to each project.

1. Project is supported by local and State clected officials
and Congressional representatives: 10 points.
2. Project is supported by 2 of above entities: 7 points.
3. Project is supported by 1 of above entities: 3 points.
4. Project without support by any of the above entities: 0 points.

A.2.6. Risk/Uncertainty. Projects with a greater probability ot long-term
success are ranked higher than those for which there 1s a greater tevel of uncertainty
regarding success. t/ncertainty may stem from a project’s focation tn a rapidly changing
or subsiding area. vuinerability to hurricane damage. or the use of untested or otherwise
questionable methods. Risk may arise when contaminated sediments. water quality
issues, or other problems are involved.

Each Task Force agency’s Environmental Work Group member and a
representative from the Academic Assistance Group will score each project between 0
and 10. The higher the score the greater the degree of confidence that the project will
meet its objectives. Points are to be averaged for each project to determine the final raw
scores.

' The cost share is set at 85% Federal — | 5% Non-Federal for PPL 9 and beyond.

A-7
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

REFINEMENT OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2000 PLANNING BUDGET

For Decision.
Mr. Thomas Podany will present the revised fiscal year 2000 planning budget which

includes Technical Committee approved revisions to the complex studies costs and the outreach
budget. At the October 7, 1999 meeting the Task Force approved the Fiscal Year 2000 planning
budget with the following two provisions: 1. That agencies can spend up to 50 percent of their
budgets for complex projects until the cost estimates are revised. 2. That the outreach committee
and the agencies can spend up to 75 percent of their budgets for outreach activities unttl the
budget is revised. A copy of the originally recommended budget is enclosed in the minutes of
the October 7, 1999 Task Force meeting.

Recommendation of the Technical Committee: .
That the Task Force approve the revised fiscal year 2000 planning budget. Enclosed are

the following tables:
. FY 2000 Budget Refinement
2. FY 2000 Technicai Commuittee Recommendation
3. PPL 9 Complex Project Study Estimates

Tab K

Prepared 01/04/80




D8-Dec-99
\planning_fy2000\

Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Refinement

P&E Comm P&E Comm Tech Comim Task Force T.C.8Dec 9 & Task Force
Recommendatiom Recommendation  Recommendation Approved  F.8.5. C. 5 Jan 2000 Approves
Orig 19-Ang-99 14-Sep-99 20-Sep-99 07-Qct-99 Recommendation 11-Jan-00
FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 Fy2000 FY2000
Amount ($) Amount (S) Amount ($) Amount (§) Amount (§) Amount ($) Amount ($)
Activity () 2) (3) 4) {3) (6) 7
General Planning & Program Participation
State of Louisiana
DNR 1,018,42t 652,243 652,243 619,631 612,497 612,497
Gov's Ofc 108,000 108,000 108,000 102,600 88,236 88,236
LDWF 20,000 20,000 20,000 19,000 19,000 19,000
Total Siate 1,146,421 780,243 780,243 741,231 719,733 719,733
EPA 476,524 496,524 496,524 471,698 463,236 463,236
Dept of the Interior
USFWS 405,111 325,617 325,617 309,336 307,343 307,343
NWRC 219,686 114,185 114,185 108,476 84,460 84,460
USGS Reston 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,360 8,360 8,360
USGS-B.R. :
NPS 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,325 3,325 3,325
Total Interior 637.097 452,102 452,102 429,497 403,488 403,488
Dept of Agriculture 496,683 516,683 516,683 490,849 480,675 480,675
Dept of Commerce 531,462 541,725 541,725 514,639 481,130 486,139
Dept of the Army 897,406 17,406 917,406 871,536 T19,386 779,386
Agency Total 4,185,594 3,704,684 3,704,684 3,519,449 3,332,657 3,332,657
Feasibility Studies Funding
Barrier Shoreline Study
Study of Chenier Plain
Miss R Diversion Study
Fotal Feasibility Studies
Complex Studies Funding
Beneficial Use Sediment 331,500 331,500 317,679 158,840 123,050
Trap Below Venice {COE)
Barataria Barrier Shoreline (NMFS) 600,000 587,400 586,179 293,090 301,800
Diversion into Maurepas 464,000 464,000 450,179 225,090 525,000
Swamp (EPA/COE)
Hoily Beach Segmented 583,568 583,568 318,179 159,090 318,179
Breakwaters (DNR)
Central & Eastern Terrebonne 506,000 506,000 336,179 168,090 244,000
Freshwater Delivery (USFWS)
Delta Building Diversion 574,300 574,300 336,179 168,090 345,050
Below Empire {COE)
Total Complex Studies 3,059,368 3,046,768 2,344,574 1,172,287 1,857,079
TAB K

Budget_Refinement_FY2000.xIs

110/001:17 PM 1




08-Dec-99

\planning_fyZ000\
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Refinement
|
‘ P&E Comm P&E Comm Tech Comm Task Force T.C.8Dec 9 & Task Force
| Recommendatiom Recommendation Recommendation Approved  F.5.8. C. 5 Jan 2000 Approves
‘ Orig 19-Aug-99 14-Sep-99 20-Sep-99 07-Oct-99 Recommendation 11-Jan-00
} FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000
3 Amount ($) Amount ($) Amount ($) Amount ($) Amouat (3) Amount ($) Amount {$}
| Activity (1) 2) () “ (5) {6) €]
|
| Miscellanecus Funding
| Outreach
Quireach Commitiee 330,000 330,000 330,000 313,500 235,125 239,834
USACE 69,113 92,150
USFWS 1,495 2,000
NWRC 18,012 21,016
DNR 5,351 4,000
Ofc of Gov 10,773 4,000
EPA 6,347 4,000
NRCS 7.631 4,000
NMEFS 21,375 4,000
Total 375,220 375,000
Academic Advisory Group 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
GIS/Oyster Lease Maps 35,501 35,501 33,726 33,726 33,726
NWRC Mntrng 70,000 70,000 66,500 65,500 66,500
Model flows Aich River Modeling 100,000 95,000 95,000 95,000
Digital Soil Survey (NRCS/NWRC) 40,000 40,000 40,000
MR-GO Evluation 25,000 25,000 25,000
Total Miscellaneous T4}, 000 205,501 305,501 360,226 735,446 735,226
Total Allocated 4,285,594 6,969,553 7,056,953 6,224,249 5,240,3% 5,924,962
Unallocated Balance 714,406
Total Unallocated 2,296,660 -387,299 474,699 358,005 1,341,864 657,292
982,254 (@)
600,000 )
Budget Refinement_FY2000.xls
1410/001:17 PM 2




08-Dec-99
\planning_fy2000%

Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Refinement

P&E Comm P&E Comm Tech Comm Task Force T.C.8Dec 99 & Task Force
Recommendatiom Recommendation Recormmendation Approved F.8.5. C. 5 Jan 2000 Approves

Crig 19-Aug-59 14-8ep-99 20-Sep-99 07-0ct-99 Recommendation 11-Jan-00
FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000

Amount {3} Amount ($) Amount {$) Amount ($) Amount (§) Amount ($) Amount ($)

Activity (1) (2) (3) (4 (3} (&) (7)

NOTES:

(a) Carryover funds - being researched.
(b) Funds given up by MRSNFR for FY 2000 budget.

(1) Original estimates prepared by agencies for 19 Aug 99 P&E cemmittee meeting.
(2) Revisions from the 19 Aug 99 P&E meeting:
a.  Agencies revised estimales.
b. NWRC maonitering removed from Gen Plng and listed under miscellancous o agree with detail sheets,
c. Deleted agency cosis for development of complex projects.
d. Agency estimates contain agency outreach.
¢3) Estimates for complex studies added to estimate
{42} 1 Sep 99 Tech meeting.
a. Reinstated PL L1060 Development of Complex Projects 1o agency estimales; added $20,000 for each agency
b, Added $100,000 for Model Flows Arch River Modeling.
(4h) 20 Sep 9 - Tech Committeerecommends revised 14 Sep 99 P&E estimate
a. Reduced al! estimates by 5%. except Academic Assistance
h. Revised complex projects estimates.
¢. Added Digital Soil Survey to FY 2000 budget; total activity is $228.970.
d. Added MR-GO Evaluation 1o FY2000 budger.
(5) 7 Oct 59 - Task Force approved following budget:
a. General Planning estimates approved: estimates include a 5% decrease, and
removing Cutreach budget from General Planning and punting under Qutreach Committes
b, 75% of Outreach budget approved (both Outreach committee budget and agency outreach budgsts)
c. 50% of Complex project estimates approved.
(5 8 Dec 99 - Tech Commitiee recommends budget:
a. General Planning estimates approved; estimates include a 5% decrease, and
removing Cutreach budget from General Planning and putting undes Qutreach Committee
c. Outreach numbers furnished from ourreach budget report.

¢. Complex project budgers furnished by Tim Axtman.

Budget_Refinement_FY2000.xls
1/10/001:17 PM 3
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Refinement

K

08-Dec-99
‘planning_meetings\TF_11jan2000

P&E Comm P&E Comm Tech Comm Task Force Tech Comm Task Force
Recommends  Recommends  Recommends Approved Recommends Approves
Orig 19-Aug-99 14-Sep-99 20-Sep-99 07-Oct-99 08-Dec-9% 11-Jan00
FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000
Amount (5) Amount ($) Amount ($) Amount (5) Amount (5) Amount {5) Amoum {3)
Activity {1 (2) {3 (4) (5) (6) (T}
Genera) Planning & m Participation
State of Louisiana
DNR 1.018.421 652,243 652,243 619.631 612,497 612,497
Gov's Oft 108.000 108.000 108,000 102,600 88.236 88,236
LDWF 20.000 20.000 20.000 19,000 19.000 19,000
Totl Suate 1.145.421 780.243 780.243 741,231 719,733 719,733
EPA 476.524 496,524 196,524 471,698 463,236 463,236
Dept of the {nterior
USFwWS 405.111 125.617 125.617 309.336 307.343 307,343
NWRC 219.686 114,185 114,185 108.476 84,460 84,450
USGS Reston 4,800 #.800 4.800 8.360 8.360 8.360
USGS-B.R.
NPS 3.500 3.500 1.500 3.125 3.323 3,325
Total Interior 637.097 452.102 452.102 429,497 403,488 403,443
Dept of Agriculture 496,681 516,683 516.683 490,849 480,675 480.675
Dept of Commerce 531,462 541,725 541,725 514,629 486,139 486.139
Dept of the Army 897.406 217,406 917.406 871,536 779.386 779,386
Agency Total 4,188,594 3,714,634 1.704.684 3,519,449 3.332.657 1,332,657
Feasibility Studies Funding
Barrier Shoreline Swdy
Study ot Chenier Plain
Miss R Diversion Swdy
Total Feasibility Studies
Compiex Studies Funding
Beneficial Use Sediment 331,500 331.500 J7.679 158,840 123,050
Trap Below Vemice (COE)
Barataria Barrier Shoreline (NMFS) 600,000 587.400 586.179 293.090 301,800
Diversion into Maurepas 464,000 454,000 450,179 228,090 452,000
Swamp (EPA/COE)
Hoily Beach Segmented 583,568 583.568 318.179 159,090 318,179
Breakwaters (DNR)
Central & Eastern Terrebonne 506,000 506,000 135,179 168,090 244,000
Freshwater Delivery (USFWS)
Delta Building Diversion 574,300 574,300 336,179 163.090 345,050
Below Empire {COE)
3,059,368 3,045,768 2,344,574 1,172,287 1,784,079

. Total Compiex Studies

Budget_Refinement_FY2000.xis
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(8-Dec-99
\planning_mectings\TF_1 1jan2000

. . Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Refinement

P&E Comm P&E Comm  Tech Comm Task Force Tech Comm  Task Force
Recommends Recommends  Recommends Approved Recommends Approves

Orig 19-Aug-99 14-Sep-99 20-Sep-99 07-0ct-99 (18-Dec-99 1 1-Jan-00
FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000
Amount (5) Amount (S} Amount (5) Amount (5) Amount ($) Amount ($) Amount ($)
Activity (1 (2} {H (4) (5} {6) (M
Miscellaneous Funding
Qutreach
Cutreach Commines 130.000 330,000 130,000 313.500 15125 239,834
USACE 69,113 92,150
| USFWS 1.495 2,000
| NWRC 18.012 11016
DNR 5.351 4.000
Ofc of Gov 10,773 4.000
EPA 6,347 4,000
NRCS 7.631 4,000
NMFS 21.375 4.000
Total 375.220 375,000
Academic Advisory Group 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100.000 100.000
GIS/Oyster Lease Maps 35,501 35.501 33.726 11,726 31ns
NWRC Mntrng 70.000 70.000 6,500 66,500 66,500
Model flows Atch River Modeling 100,000 95.000 95.000 95.000
Digital Soil Survey (NRCS/NWRC) 40,000 40,000 40,000
MR-GO Eviuation 25.000 25.000 25.000
Total Miscellaneous 100,000 205,501 308.501 360.226 735,446 735,226
Total Allocated 4,285.594 6,969,553 7.056.953 6,224,249 5.240.390 5.851.962
Unallocated Balance T14.406
Tutal Unallocated 2,296,660 RT I 474,699 3158.0005 1,341 864 730.292
982.254
600,000 1

Budget_Refinsment_FY2000.x!s
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08-Dec-99
\planning_meetng\TF_! 1jan2000

Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

Fiscal Year 2000 Budget Refinement

P&E Comm P&E Comm Tech Comm Task Force Tech Comm Task Force
Recommends  Recommends  Recommends Approved Recommends Approves

Orig 19-Aug-99 14-Sep-99 20-Sep-99 07-0ct-99 08-Dec-99 11-Jan00
FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000 FY2000
Amoumnt ($5) Amount ($) Amount ($) Amourn (5} Amount {3} Amount ($) Amount {5)
Activity (1) 12) (3 (4) {5) (6} (N

NOTES:

ta} Carryover funds - bewng researched.
(b) Funds given up by MRSNFR for FY 2000 budger.

i1} Originad prep by for 19 Aug W P&E communiee meetng.

(1} Revisiona from e 19 Aug %9 P&E meenng:
2. Apencies revised cuunates,
. NWRC monwonng removed from Gen Ping and lisied under muscrilancous 10 anree with deuul sheets,

c.  Deleted agency coms for develop ar lex proj

d. Agency ¢ agency
(3} Estimates tor compien studies added 10 cstimate

(42} | Sep 99 Tech meeung,
2. Rei PL 1060 Developmens of Compilex Projects {0 agency cxviumaics: added 520.000 for each agency

b. Added 5100.000 for Model Flaws Alch River Modehng.
(40} 20 Sep 99 - Tech Commaeerecommends revised {4 Sep 99 PAE csumaie
1. Reduced il esiumates by 3%, except Academic Assistance
b. Revised complen projects ssiumates.
<. Added Dipital Soil Survey 10 FY 2000 budget: tocal activay 1s 228,970
d. Added MR-GO Evaluanon 10 FY 2000 budger,
(3) 7 Oct Y9 - Task Force approved followmng budper:
a. General PL '] PEx H 2 3% decrease, and
removing Uucresch budget from Genera) Planming and puiing under Qutreach Comminee
b 73% of Quircach budeel approved (both Qutreach commuitee buiget and agency oulrsach buduets)
< 3% of Compien projea exunales approved.
(6) 8 Dex 9 - Tech Comnunes recommends budpet;
2. Genera) Planmung esiumases approved: estunaies include 8 3% decrease, and
removang Quiresch budget (rom Generad Plannmg and putang wnder Quireach Commustes
¢ On bery it hed (rom h budper repon.
d. Complex proyecy budgess Aurushed by Tim Axuman.

Budget_Refinement_FY2000.xis
113700105 PM 3
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

" TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

APPROVAL OF PROJECTS FOR PHASE II CONSTRUCTION FUNDING

For Decision.
Mr. Rick Hartman will request phase Il funding for the Chandelieur Islands Restoration

project if phase | funding is approved by the Task Force.

Prepared 12/23/99 Tab L
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T4 L STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
. National Ocsanic and Atmospheric Adminlstration

P
. )
%4, \ j’ NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE
S tapes of

FAXMEN.0-January 4, 2000
NMFS-BATON ROUGE FIELD BRANCH
1 PAGE

TO: Bob Schroader, Tor: 2odany - New Orleans District CWPPRA division
Gerry Bodin - Fish ar.d Wildlife Service (FWS)
Bruce Lehto - Natuzz. Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
Becky Weber - Erv..onmental Protection Agency (EPA)
ﬁZldy Har.chey - Lc.isiana Department cf Natural Resources (LDNR)

FROM: Richard Hertman
Aational Marine Fis. 2ries Service (NMFE)

| REGARDING: Phase 2 funding for - ;¢ Chandeleur Islanc project

of the NMFS to request construction (Pzas: 2) funding for the Ciz:ndeleur Island planting project
at the January Task Force meetinz. The rc..son Zor the expeditec zction is to allow LDNR to
. award a planting contract during the Fall 2° 30 season, so that the winning bidder could have
several months to get ti:¢ supply =ogether 7. ior to pianting during; e Spring of 2001. After
informing you of my intention, it was requ. sted that we appraiss “echnical Committee members,
prior to the Task Force meeting, of the sta:. s oZ the effort to fulf: the requirements for
requesting Phase 2 approval. Attzched is . isting of those requizcments, and the actor. that has

been taken to fulfill each (italicizzd).

- !
During the most recent Technical Commiti. 2 meeting, I informed all present that it was the intent
|

Based on my understa::ding of th.. intent ¢. the _za=dard oparatin- rocedures relative to securing
Phase 2 funding, I belizve we ha' ¢ fulfillc.. those requirements. . reliminary design (what little
was necessary) is complete, nece:sary pera..ts ave been receivcc, 303(e) approval has been
requested, the State Leads Office has isst... 2 No Objection, arnd : we have a letter of cupport
from the U.S. Fish anc Wildlife ..zrvice (.. ; lazdowners). These Zocuments will be available at
the Task Force meetin; for your -cview.

To make the discussic: on Januz -y 11 as :25:t 25 possible, I am -.iuesting you bricf your Task
Force members relativs to this re Juest prior 0 iae meeting. In addition, if you have any
problems or questions, I would 2 opreciate 2 cal. in advance of the meeting.

-
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PHASE TWO FUNDING REQUEST: Chandeleur Island Vegetative Plantings, PPL 9 candidate

1. Projects shall not be eligible for Phase Two funding until the following items are completed:

A. A favorable Prelimirary Design Review

Preliminary designs for planting have been developed under the Environmental and
Engineering Workgroups. The preliminary planting design is based on recent information and
data, including field reconnaissance (summer 1999), aerial photography (January 1999), and
site surveys (June/July 1999) and do not require further assessment.

B. Final project design with revised cost estimates

Due to the recent ncture of planning information used to develop the planting design, it is
anticipated that expcdited implementation will allow use of the current design without the need
for adjustment due (o changing site conditions. Furthermore, the cost estimales developed for
the current planting design are based on actual costs of recently implemented projects, and
therefore should be considered final cost estimates provided that expedited implementation

OCCurs.

C. Application for and/sr issuance of public notices for NEPA and other necessary regulatory ‘
approvals |

NEPA: NMFS has c:termined that the proposed project is eligible (under NOAA
Administrative Order 216-6, Environmental Review Procedures) for a Categorical Exclusion

from NEPA environmental review procedures

404/10: A Programmatic General Permit has been issued for thz proposed activity

Other: NMFS submiited a federal consistency application submitted to DNR on December 10,
1999, for which the public notice was issued on December 21, 1999, and a Special Use FPermit

has been received from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

. Section 303(e) apprcval, and

The NMES has requested 303(e) approval for this project; COE, Real Estate Division has
verbally indicated thzt it anticipates no problems with issuing 303(e) approval and that such

approval should be forthcoming quickly.

. Completion of prelir=inary ownership investigazicns that include documentation of initial contact
with landowners and the provision of draft lard rights instruments to affected landowners with a

30-day period for landowner comment -

The proposed plantir.gs will occur on staie veaserbottoms and a 'stter of no objection has been
received from the State Land Office. Additionally, we have received a Special Use Permit
from U.S. Fish and 7ildlife Service .
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. 2. The request for construction approval should include an updated analysis of costs of all
schedules, as well as a revised Wetland Value Assessment that was undertaken based on the results

of the engineering and design phase.

No re-analyses of costs or schedules are required because all costs are based on 1999
information and the planting design has not changed from that evaluated by the
Environmental Workgroup to produce current WVA information.

3. At the time that a lead agency requests construction approval, it shall provide an estimate of the
project based on the S subcategories along with a spending schedule.

Subcategory A. Engineering and Design (inch:des engineering and design, real estate
requirements, environmental clearances and perraitting, project management)
Subcategory B. Preconstruction Biological Monitoring

Subcategory C. Construction (includes srojec: management, ccntract, and construction
supervision and inspection)

Three years of Subcategory D. Post Construciicn Monitoring and

Three years of Subcategory E. Operatior.s anc Maintenance

See attached
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
January 11, 2000

DELIVERY OF STATUS REPORTS

For Information.
Mr. Tom Podany will report the status of the following initiatives:

Prepared 01/03/00

a.

Do an o

Program Performance and Project implementation (Project Status Summary
ReEort Enciosed)

10" Prionty Project List

Reports to Congress (on Conservation Plan and Restoration Plan)
Feasibility Studies Steering Committee (Fact Sheet Enclosed)

Public Outreach Commuttee (Annual Report Enclosed)

Atchafalaya Liaison Group

Tab M




. The Coastal Wetlands Planning,

Protection and Restoration Act (Breaux Act)

Public Qutreach Committee

Annual Report to the Task Force

. January 2000
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Strategic Plan

Breaux Act
Public Qutreach Committee
Strategic Plan

Executive Summary

A national treasure is rapidly disappearing before our eyes. Louisiana is losing between twenty-
five and thirty-five square miies a year of coastal wetlands that provide the nation with great
ecological, economical, and cultural benefits. In recognition of the crisis, Congress passed the
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act of 1990, also known as the Breaux
Act, to provide funding for wetland protection and restoration in Louisiana. Public support for
and understanding of coastal restoration in Louisiana and Breaux Act’s role in that effort is
critical to the long-term success of the program.

The Breaux Act Public Outreach Committee is charged with providing guidance, expertise and
SUppOrT in communicating with the public. Because outreach needs have increased, the
Committee has developed a detaiied strategic plan to direct the future of Breaux Act outreach
work in order to make the best. most efficient use of limited funds. The strategic plan 1s designed
to enhance communication with kev segments of the population and to identify products and
services required to engage their commitment to stopping Louisiana's coastal land loss and to
build support for Breaux Act’'s work.

Because the Committee lacks the resources 1o target the entire general public. it has identified
specific segments of the population to target in order to reach the largest number of stakeholders
with the resources available to the Breaux Act program. The Committee will attempt to convey
Louisiana's coastal loss problem as an eminent threat to a national resource, with national
implications. that can only be saved by prompt public support and involvement.

To toster that support. the Public Qutreach Committee has identified ten kev target audtences
that are critical to promoting coastal restoration in Louisiana. The majority of the audiences are
policy-makers, environmental managers. or opinion-leaders. They are not listed in any particular
order. They include coastal zone environmental managers and civic leaders, Louisiana’s
educators. state legislators, statewide and national media. our national congressional delegation,
Breaux Act committees, federal agencies at a regional level, and national environmental
managers and scientists. Key audiences in central and north Louisiana are also targeted. With
each target audience a clear objective is stated, followed by specific strategies and tactics to
reach the desired objective. Each audience is a dynamic entity that we will evaluate regularly for
changes in constituency, product needs and communication strategies. Partnering with other
groups and organizations in order to facilitate better communication with our target audiences,
whenever possible, is another element of our strategy. The Committee recognizes that this plan
ts dynamic and will grow as more is learned about the needs of our target audiences.

The Breaux Act Public Qutreach Committee hopes that this plan will increase public awareness
of the dire consequences of inaction and increase understanding of Breaux Act, while continuing
to build public support for the vital work that lies ahead.




Strategic Plan

. Breaux Act
Public Outreach Committee
VISION

To be recognized as the national leader in coastal restoration.

MISSION

“To support the restoration and sustainability of Louisiana’s coastal wetlands by
promoting technical solutions, involving public officials, securing economic
resources, and increasing public support through education and outreach.”

GOAL

“Create awareness of and public support for the sustainability of Louisiana’s

. coastal wetlands. an ecosystem that supports and protects the economy and culture
of southern Louisiana, and that contributes greatly to the economy and well-being
of the nation.”




Strategic Plan

Audience and Objective #1

Increase communication with elected officials in the coastal zone at state, panish and local
government levels, including levee board officials. coastal zone managers in each parish as well

as water management district officials. A secondary audience would be targeted people from the
science and technical community within Louisiana who often serve as opinion-formers to these

officials.

Strategy and Tactics:

* Conduct research to continue identifying who our audience is and how to best communicate
with them. This woulid include conducting a focus group to evaluate current materials and
gather suggestions about what our target audience needs from our products. We should
regularly evaluate the target audience list and add to or re-evaluate the list as needed to meet
goals. We should conduct a comprehensive needs assessment. We would send a committee
member to Planning and Evaluation meetings to help identify changes and additions of local
landowners. local officials. contractors. etc.

* We should use research to re-evaluate WarerMarks and suggest modifications according to
the needs of our target audience.

* Mainuain and promote the web site: www iacoast.gov. Use the web site as a distribution tool
for updates on Breaux Act meetings/activities/projects and as a source for archived Breaux
Act documents. The web site provides links to other related sites: provides materials and
other products on-line. [t will also contain a section highlighting Coast 2050 with regular
updates.

* Develop an E-mail listserv. tentatively titled “Breaux Act News Flash™ This would be an
intormation distribution toal to keep officials and their constituents informed and involved
with Breaux Act activities by delivering information directly and quickiy. [t would also
drive tratlic back to the web site and keep Breaux Act in the minds of current and potential
users. The list will be developed into an interactive tool for two-way communication to
involve the target audience. The list would provide regular updates on the status of Coast
2050

» Create Fact Sheets for our target audience to distribute in their parish. The fact sheets wouid
be an interpretive topic series of six fact sheets. which will be one-page, back and front,
Topics inciude:

1) A Comparative Wetland Inventory of Louisiana and Florida

2) Closing the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet: Economic and
Environmental Implications

3) Fisheries Impacts of Large-Scale Wetlands Projects

4) Mississippi River Water Quality: Implications for Freshwater
Diversions

5) Landowner Incentives in Coastal Wetlands Restoration

6) The role of Coast 2050 in the Breaux Act Project Selection Process




Strategic Plan

Create a Breaux Act Fact Sheet to be updated and reieased each year. The program fact sheet
should include the total number of projects that are completed. started and proposed. total
number of acres benefited to date by these projects and then broken down by parish, It
should address Coast 2050 planning. We should interpret the information for an external,
non-technical audience. We shouid print enough copies so that our target audience can
distribute it to their audiences at a local level.

Research and develop an Awards/Recognition Program to be sponsored by Breaux Act.

Update parish officials on the status on Coast 2050 to increase awareness, build relationships
with local officials and gather information to gauge support and identify potential obstacles.
Meet with at least five parishes per vear through their CZM meetings/programs. Louisiana’s
Department of Natural Resources would provide guidance and advice about which parishes
shouid be addressed according to issues that might be “hot” or at a critical project stage.

Use Breaux Act project dedications as a way to develop relationships with local elected
officials. We should help parish and local people take ownership of the dedication through
the pianning and ceiebration of the project. We should re-evaluate and do a needs-
assessment of the size of our role in planning dedications and establish a “dedication
protocol™ for internal and external use.

Place the Wetland Kiosk in strategic locations. The Governor's Office on Coastal Activities
coordinates placement of the kiosk. First priority would be to station the kiosk for one month
at each of the state’s agency offices. such as Department of Insurance, Department of
Transportation. Department of Economic Development. the Capitol building, etc. The state
ts the largest emplover tn Louisiana and many kev decision-makers at focal and state leveis
come through the lobbies of these agencies. Experience shows that when the kiosk is placed
in a lobbv, peoptle stop and use it Re-design the software to update information where and
when needed.

Present a poster session or a statfed display at conferences attended by members of Louisiana
associations of environmental planners. urban planners, developers. insurance adjusters,
home builders. environmental lawvers, etc. These people are often contracted by
government officials to provide pianning or projects or make recommendations at decision-
making levels.




Strategic Plan

. Audience and Objective #2

Increase awarenass in central and north Louisiana of coastal erosion in Louisiana and Breaux
Act’s restoration role. Target audience: educators, local officials, state and federal government

officials working in central and north Louisiana, peopie with an interest in environmental issues,

and media.
Strategy and Tactics

¢ Conunue to schedule and facilitate educationai outreach through the Outreach Committee’s
interpretive specialist. Conduct teacher workshops to help teachers use the three CD’s being
distributed. including “Wetlands Functions and Values™ and “Explore Coastal Louisiana.”
Distribute the Breaux Act Fact Sheet. the new version of Caring for Coastal Wetlands. and
any other educational materiais. Promote use of the web site to teachers for educational
purposes.

* Use the web site www lacoast gov as a communication tool and look for ways to promote it
to encourage traffic to the web site. Develop ways to better utilize the web site for two-way
communication.

. * Research audience to better identify who we should be talking to within north Louisiana 10
build support and awareness and to assess their product needs.

» Participate in the Governor's Mayday Event in 2000 in the Tensas Basin. The Outreach
Coordinator will contribute time and expertise to assist the Governor's office in the planning

of this event and we will look for ways to build relationships.

* Produce and distribute new version of “Caring tor Coastal Wetlands” or something similar to
help update and inform peopie.

» Distribute WarerMarks.

* Produce and distribute LA Coast video. Develop a distribution plan to target audience.




Strategic Plan

Audience and Objective #3

Increase awareness about coastai erosion in Louisiana and Breaux Act’s restoration role by
educating Louisiana’s teachers.

Strategy and Tactics

¢ Continue to sponsor in-service teacher workshops to demonstrate CD-ROM:s distributed by
Outreach Committee. Distribute the Breaux Act Fact Sheet, the new version of Caring for
Coastal Wetfands. and anv other educational materials. Promote use of the web site to
teachers for educational purposes.

¢ Distribute the curriculum guide to all Louisiana schoois through the web site, in-service
teacher training and through associations ot teachers in social studies and science.

« Support existing educational programs with similar educational goals by providing expertise
and participation in planning, facilitation and training. Ex.: Marsh Maneuvers, Wetland
Workshops, etc.

* Recognize the demand for matenals from social studies and sctence teachers and provide
appropnate information and referrals. Look for ways to develop materials and build
partnerships with other groups to devetop educational opportunities.

» Distribute WaterMarks throughout Louisiana’s schools and libraries. Use Louisiana Nature
Center to distribute copies.




Strategic Plan

. Audience and Objective #4

Continue educating and involving Louisiana’s legistators to increase support for coastal
restoration and Breaux Act efforts.

Strategy and Tactics

» Evaluate research collected by the Governor’s Office of Coastal Activities on awareness of
state legislators about the problems of and solutions to coastal erosion in Louisiana. Use this
information to redesign strategy and tactics where needed.

* Support the work of the state and governor's oftfice in planning dedications and in inviting
and involving legislators in dedications.

* Send copies of every press release to all state legislators,
» Provide fact sheets and all products tor their use and distribution.
¢ Create media events that invoive Breaux Act and legisiators. Look for local angies of

. projects and stories.
* Identify key staff members on Senate and House Committees and keep them informed and
invoived.

« Distribute the new video. Focus distribution on north Louisiana legisiators.




Strategic Plan

. Audience and Objective #5

Increase amount of coverage of coastal erosion in Louisiana and Breaux Act’s restoration roie in
statewide media, including broadcast media and daily, weekly and monthly publications.

Strategy and Tactics

» Write and distribute at least tweive press releases per year. Topics 10 inciude announcement
of dedications. projects. workshops. events. etc.

« Develop story ideas by collecting project success stories. Provide evaluations of projects
being planned or in progress. Look for ways to involve human interest or local interest
angles from the projects or activities of Breaux Act program work. The Outreach
Coordinator can work with project managers to develop possible story ideas to pitch.

e Invite media to dedications and provide appropriate access to visuals and experts.

» Develop backgrounders on projects and the Breaux Act program to help spokespeopte
maintain consistency in message and delivery of facts among the various agencies.

. e Approach local radio and television talk shows around the state to develop invitations to
appear as guests or paneiists.

» DPublicize Breaux Act Task Force meetings to local media a minimum of one-week before
each meeting. The Outreach Coordinator wiil write the press release and the Corps’ Public
Affairs otfice will distribute 1t

« Collect and distribute video b-roll tootage ot over-flights ot project areas to help faciiitate the
media’s use of coverage of a storv

e Write and distribute press releases announcing new products or changes. such as new fact
sheets and the topics they cover or significant additions to the web site. etc.

+ Be prepared to respond to natural events or unexpected changes in projects or the program
when necessary.

» Interpret technical data into lay terms and look for ways to help the media use the data in a
reievant and easily understood way.




Strategic Plan

Audience and Objective #6

Increase national media coverage of coastal erosion in Louisiana and Breaux Act’s restoration
role.

Strategy and Tactics

Identify various national print and broadcast media which would provide beneficial avenues
for promoting Breaux Act and increasing awareness of Louisiana’s coastal erosion problem.

* Develop story ideas to pitch to national print and broadcast media.

* Invite national media to dedications, other events. Possibly sponsor one large event with
tours to various proyects just for national media.

* [dentifv web sites requiring daily or weeklv news or teature items and pitch story ideas.




Strategic Plan

. Audience and Objective #7

Increase awareness and support within the congressional delegation from Louisiana.

Strategy and Tactics

e Research and do a needs-assessment to learn what products we need to develop and make
available for use by Louisiana's delegation. This would include briefing material, fact
sheets, and brochures already produced tor other audiences.

e I[dentifv key staff members and keep them informed and involved.

e Host and support “coastal awareness™ field trips as requested.

» Provide information to Louisiana Department of Natural Resources to support their
awareness-raising effort at the congressionai level.

« Create media events that involve Breaux Act and our congressional delegates and national
officials.

. = Include in the listserv

-10.




Strategic Plan

. Audience and Objective #8

Increase communication with Breaux Act Task Force members and identify ways they can
support outreach efforts.

Strategy and Tactics

» At each Task Force meeting, the committee will set-up a current display, show recent press
coverage. display new products and educational material, hand out copies of the quarterly
outreach report. and highlight photos and coverage from recent dedications.

e Present a report to the Task Force once a year at the July meeting.

 Drepare and submit the committee update report a minimum of two weeks prior to Task
Force meetings to insure that they are included in meeting materials.

« Prepare a parish meeting fact sheet to distribute among ail Breaux Act agencies listing people
to contact when planning public meetings. This would insure that ail users and groups are
contacted and involved for every public event sponsored by Breaux Act.

. « Send copies of press releases and new materials directly to each Task Force member, as well
as each P&E, Tech, and Outreach Committee member. Suppty them with any materials they
could use for distribution within or through their own agencies.

« Identify opportunities for enhancing communications with business/industry sector to
increase awareness of risks associated with coastal Louisiana land losses. This may likely
include a need for Task Force agencies’ assistance at the poiicy level to address or meet with
simitarly positioned high level officials in targeted business/industry community, e.g.,
insurance. banking, petroiewm. shipping, etc. Activity is likely to take the form of
presentations 1o associations, informal meetings, co-hosting tours of problem areas, etc.

e Include Task Force members in the listserv.

« Rotate a kiosk through member agency offices.

211 -




Strategic Plan

Audience and Objective #9

Increase awareness of coastal erosion in Louisiana and Breaux Act’s restoration role among
federal agencies at a regional level not directly involved in the Breaux Act process.

Strategy and Tactics

e Idemify regional office contacts at federai agencies to elevate awareness from the field office
to the regional office level.

o Direct mail WarerMarks to key contacts.

e [nclude kev contacts in iistserv

» Develop and rotate a Breaux Act/Coast 2050 display at each office to reinforce the message.
» Schedule a kiosk for one month at each location.

¢ Organize and distribute all materials when produced. such as fact sheets and brochures. Each

agency member of the Outreach Committee will identifv the approprate people and locations
within their own agency

» Invite review by non-Breaux Act agencies of Breaux Act outreach planning, strategy and
products. It would involve review by public atfairs/public reiations professionals. This
would not only allow some objective peer review but would also open dialogue with other
agencies.

-12-




Strategic Plan

. Audience and Objective #10

national levei by providing information to eco-tourism planners, environmentai managers, and
the science community. A secondary audience would be people who are already aware of the

problem and are looking for informarion and updates on progress or those with an interest in

\
|
|
\
|
|
i
Increase awareness of coastal erosion in Louisiana and Breaux Act’s restoration role on a ‘
|
|
environmental issues. |

|

|

|

Strategy and Tactics

e Participate in regional and national conferences attended by the science community, such as
Coastal Zone Conference, Estuarine Research Federation, etc. Present a break out session,
poster session or reserve a displav space and provide staff to develop opportunities to form
connections and reterrals. Allow participants to sign up for inclusion in our listserv.

= Maintain and promote the web site www lacoast.gov. Resuits show that the web site gets
many visitors from outside the state ot Louistana looking for information on wetlands
restoration. Partner with other web sites to share links. Look for ways to make it interactive
for two-way communication.

. s Continue to develop a relationship with the Audubon Institute through collaborative work.
Maintain and update the interactive exhibit currently at the Aquarium of the Americas. the
Audubon Zoo, and Louistana Nature Center. The educationai activities of the exhibit engage
the attention of both school-age children and adults.

* DPlacement of a kiosk at environmental conterences/events and in kev tourism tocations such
as visitor centers, natural historv museums. children s museums. high-tratfic Nationai Park
Service locations and state parks.

- 13-




Program Comparisons

Program Comparisons
South Florids Ecosystem Restoration, Chesapeake Bay Program, and CalFed Bay Delta Program. CWPPRA

South Florida Chesapeake Bay CalFed CWPPRA

Area: 16,000 sq. miies 64,000 sq. miles 1,153 sq. miles  14.913 sq. miles
Program Start: 1993 1983 1995 1990
Program Budget: §120.5M ('95) SIT™™ S10M SS3M

{Annual)
Est. Outreach Budger: ? S640K S380K S375K
Full-time OR Staff: I.§ 3 1.5 1.3
Website: tieep:/sfrestorc.ory

www.chesapeakehav.net

hitp://calfed.ca.gov/

Target Audiences:

Qutreach Products:

Fed. Agencies:

States/Agencies:

Program Impiem:
(Project Costs)

Main Issue:

Residents
Visitors
National
Public

Dept. Intermr-Lead
NOAA

NRCS

Justice

COE

So. Florida
Water Mgmt.
District

Drinking
Water

General Public
State Leaders
Industry

Bay Journal
Education Materials

EPA REG. 3

Marviand
Peansvivania
Virginia

District of Columbia
Bay Commission

NA

Estuary
Protection
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www. Lacoast. gov

General Congressional delegation
Media Parish lcaders
Elcctorate Educators
Land owners
Newsletter Quarteriy Magazine
Fact sheets Brochure
Power-Point Videos/CD-ROM
Web site Ceremonies
Press Releases
Public Meetings
Confcrence Exhibits
Television Time
Web site
EPA COE
FWS FWS
BR NRCS
USGS NMFS
BLM EPA
COE
NRCS
USFS
NMFS
Fish & Game GOCA
CEPA
Food & Ag.
Water Resources
s510B S14B
Drinking Ecosystem
Water Restoration




Public Qutreach Budget Request

FY 2000 TOTAL PUBLIC OUTREACH BUDGET REQUEST

Agencies Meeting Review Admin Implementation
NMFS 2,000 2,000 4,000
NRCS . 2,000 2,000 4,000
EPA 2,000 2,000 4,000
GOV 2,000 2,000 4,000
DNR 2,000 2,000 4,000
FWS 0 2,000 2,000
NWRC 2,000 2,000 17.016 21,018
COE 2,000 2,000 88,150 92,150
Totai Agency Request 135,166
Dedications support (prnting, photographs, etc., not helicopters) 4/yr ' 8,000
Helicopters Overflights for special events (not dedications) 20,000
Public Qutreach Comm.'s Budget {page 16) 211,834
Total CWPPRA Budget Request 375,000

NOTE.

I The Public Outreach Commuttee ts requesting a Totat Outreach Budget of 375K of're-

oceurring tunds.

[ge]

We are also requesting an additional 25k per year tor 2 years to fund the new Breaux Act

overview document to replace “Caring for Coastal Wetiands.”

Ld

See list of outreach products on pages 17-19.
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Public Qutreach Budget Request

. FY 2000 - PUBLIC OUTREACH COMMITTEE BUDGET REQUEST

OPERATIONS

Watermarks 75,000
Dedications Transportation 0
LaCoast Internet Home Page 44,000
Educational Specialist (1/3 time) 19,000
Printing, Video, and Graphics Support 6,334
Conference /Exhibit Suppon —Display/Registration 8,500
Travel — Regional 7,000
New General Public Document (like Caring, 2050, etc, 20 0

pages, 22 color pictures) Approx. S50k

. CWPPRA Product Reproduction (video, CD-ROMS, fact 25,000
sheets, slide shows, PowerPoint presentation, posters,
brochures, etc)

Contractual Support to Develop CWPPRA Electronic News 9,500
Bulletin & Information Update

Contractual Suppont for Cutreach Distribution and 9,500
Administrative Support

Contractor Support for Computer Kiosk Maintenance 5,000
Update CWPPRA Mobile Exhibit Display 3,000
TOTAL Outreach Budget Request ' 211,834
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Detailed Description of Budeetarv items

Detailed Descriptions of Budgetary Line Items

WaterMarks

WaterMarks is published by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task
Force to communicate news and issues of interest related to the Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection and Restoration Act of 1990. WaterMarks is currently published quarterly and has a
circulation of 8.500.

LaCoast Intermet Home Page

The Breaux Act web site continues to be a major source of information about Louisiana’s coastal
wetland loss and Breaux Act’s restorative efforts. The site serves as one of the primary bi-
directional communication links between Breaux Act and the public. Funding will be dedicated
to maintaining and updating the site as new information becomes available and to increasing the
size of the audience that uses our site as a reference tool. Currently, the site receives over a half
a miilion hits per year and over 80 requests for products and information per week. The site wall
soon provide detailed aerial photography and current Breaux Act project maps.

Educational Specialist

The educational specialist’s job is to contact all coastal parishes (then proceed to the central and
northern parishes) and to identify and contact educational organizations in order to schedule
teacher workshops. Through these workshops, teachers are taught about Louisiana’s valuable
wetlands, the rapid loss we are experiencing, and how Breaux Act is responding to the loss.
They are given educational materials for use in the ciassroom, including three CD-ROMs, and
are shown the value of the Breaux Act web site for teaching about Louisiana’s coastal wetlands.
Twenty teacher workshops/presentations are planned for the 1999/2000 school year with a
potential for reaching 500 teachers. This etfort includes educational conference participation, as
well as parish in-service sessions.

Photoeraphv. Video. and Graphics Support

Funding for materials for the media and other specialized audiences such as maps, brochures,
invitations, video duplicating, video editing, graphic design and maintenance of the CWPPRA
displays are included in this line item. Additionally, special photography and videography are
included in this category when events require their use.

Conference/Exhibit Support — Displav/Registration

Attendance at local, regional and national wetiands conferences (American Wetlands Month,
National Science Teachers Association, Coastal Zone '99, etc.) are opportunities for the Breaux
Act to display outreach. education and technical publications that give a wide range of audiences
the opportunity to learn about our unique situation. This line item pays for registration, fees,
electrical connections, shipping, travel and other matters relating to conference participation.

-17-




Detailed Description of Budgetarv items

Travel — Regional

Frequently there is a requirement to travel within the region to support Breaux Act outreach
activities. These events include dedications, coordination meetings, television appearances,
teacher workshops, public meetings, and special events (White House Wetlands Working Group,
1.e.). Regional travel is provided to the outreach coordinator and any other person working in an
official outreach capacity.

CWPPRA Product Reproduction (video, CD-ROMSs, fact sheets, slide show,
PowerPoint presentation, posters, brochures, etc.)

This source of funding would be used to reproduce in various quantities videos, CD-ROMS, fact
sheets, 35-mm slide shows, power-point presentations, coastal posters, brochures, and any
product deemed appropriate by the outreach committee for general public distribution. At the
present time, the inventory of outreach products is very low, due in part to active participation in
regional and national conferences. This funding will be used to repienish some of the supplies
used in past vears and to devetop new materials.

Contractual Support to Develop CWPPRA Electronic News Bulletin &
Information Update

An electronic news bulletin would provide timely information to committee members, certain
segments of the target audiences, and others who would subscribe through the web site. It would
be a way of keeping subscribers invoived and keeping Breaux Act top of mind. Contractual
support 1s being requested to develop this informational tool. with one to be distributed every
four to six weeks.

Contractual Support for Qutreach Distribution and Administrative Support
Contractual support is being requested to handle the numerous requests for information and
products, the majority of which come through the web site. Currently, the number of requests
averages 80 per week. That number is expected to greatly increase as the outreach effort
progresses. Administrative support 1s also needed to assist the committee with various
tunctions.

Contractor Support for Computer Kiosk Maintenance

The software for inclusion into the kiosks was developed during the design of the coastal
Loussiana interactive CD-ROM. The software and hardware were placed into a kiosk and moved
around the coastal zone at various strategic locations. Those iocations inciuded the BTNEP
festival in Thibodeaux. lobby of the state capital building, lobby of the DNR building, Water
Symposium in Breaux Bridge, Bluebonnet Swamp, the State Library, NWRC lobby during
dignitary visits, and other sites. While the kiosk has been very reliable, it does use a touch
screen to allow guests 10 interact.

Two new kiosks are being added to the inventory and will be placed in high traffic areas around
the state. Their increased usage will require a contract for their maintenance. This contractor
support will ensure that the kiosks are up and running and providing information to the public
like they were intended.
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Detailed Description of Budgetarv Items

*Note: Kiosks located at the Audubon Institute’s Audubon Zoo in New Orleans, Aquarium of
the Americas, and Louisiana Science and Nature Center are using portions of the software
developed by the Breaux Act. Visitation to the Aquarium of the Americas and the Audubon Zoo
approach 2 miilion people annually. This has been an excellent method to reach local, national
and international audiences.

Update CWPPRA Mobije Exhibit Display

The current two exhibits need to be updated. The mural depicted on the floor and tabie models

has incorrect information printed on the screen. The mural needs to be updated with the correct
information (projected land loss estimates and the federal/state matching funds ratio) and a new
landscape picture. People looking at the mural have exercised the saying, “a picture is worth a

thousand words”. Some maintenance is required to certain pieces of the two displays.
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Potentiai Products for FY2000

*Potential CWPPRA Public Outreach Committee Products for FY2000

1. WaterMarks Newsletter

S

Breaux Act Web Site - www LaCoast.gov

Minimum of 12 Press Releases

Led

National Level Public Information Officers’ Coastal Tour
Restoration Fact Sheets (6) and PowerPoint Series
Exploring Coastal Louisiana Educational CD-ROM
Exploring Coastal Louistana Teachers’ Guide

Coastal Wetland Interactive Kiosk (3)

Updated CWPPRA Tri-fold Brochure

© @ N oo noa

10. Breaux Act Electronic Newsflash

11. Parish Information Fact Sheets

12. Standard Operating Procedure to Conduct Parish Meetings
13. CWPPRA Program Overview Fact Sheets

14. LaCoast Web Site Informationai Cards

15. Coastai Wetland Video

16. Parish Guide to Conducting CWPPRA Dedications

17 Breaux Act Pocket Information Cards

18.Minimum of 12 TV/radio spots

For details about individual products. please contact your agency’s Public Outreach Committee
Member.

*Based on a fully funded Public Outreach Budget of $375k.
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PUBLIC OUTREACH COMMITTEE
QUARTERLY REPORT-January, 2000

QOutreach Coordinator/Education Specialist

The Outreach Coordinator. along with the assistance of the Education Specialist. have
conducted 14 Teacher In-service workshops to various educators across the coastal zone.
Teachers were given credit for attending these workshops from their respective school
districts. A total of 293 teachers participated and were given educational materials and
other Breaux Act handouts to assist them in understanding the coastal wetland loss crisis.
Both science and social studies teachers were targeted and often participated jointly in
workshops. These workshops were conducted in the following panishes: East Baton
Rouge, Vermilion. Lafayette. St. Tammany, Plaquemines and Iberia.

“Ocean Commotion”, sponsored by the Louisiana State University Sea Grant institute.
hosted more than 3000 students and 300 teachers to their campus during October.
Breaux Act assisted in presentations to these young people so they better understand the
dynamics of wetlands functions and vaiues.

Breaux Act was represented at the Louisiana Council for Social Studies at their Annual
Convention. The teachers were given materials to assist them in their understanding and
teaching of impacts to communities atfected by coastal wetlands loss.

At the Louisiana Science Teachers Association Conterence held in Lafayette, the
outreach coordinator and the education specialist staffed the exhibit. A total of 900
teachers were registered for this event. The coordinator and education specialist also
presented a muiti-media program during a break-out session that was well attended.

The first Thursday morning of each month during their morning show. Channet 10 in
Lafayette has agreed to allow Breaux Act to make presentations to the public regarding
coastal restoration activities. The tirst presentation in November dealt with land loss and
the public meetings being held for PPLY. The second presentation in December
discussed satellite imagery and delta formation at the mouth ot the Atchafalaya River.
Beginning in January, 2000, the station has moved us to a move favorable time slot.

The Dedication Planning Team coordinated the Breaux Act dedication ceremony held at
Port Fourchon October 28. There were approximately 140 guests in attendance to mark
the dedication of East Timbalier Barrier [sland Sediment Restoration Project. Lake
Chapeau Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration {Point Au Fer Island), and Delta-
Wide Crevasses. Approximately 14 media people covered the event and were treated to
an aerial view of the East Timbalier [sland construction that was still in progress. The
next dedication ceremony will be held in the western part of the state with Cameron,
Vermilion, and Calcasieu Parishes leading the planning process.

Work has begun to produce a 12-page full color document that wiil serve the Breaux Act
Task Force as one of the leading marketing products in the inventory. It will bea




condensed version of Caring for Coastal Wetlands and wiil be used to provide
information to national decision-makers as they discuss the future of Louisiana’s coastal
wetland loss crisis.

Within the last three months, the LACoast web site has received 1,549 requests for
information. During the last eight months, the total has been 2.138 so the activity has
picked up significantly. Those requests come from all over the world with an unusual
number coming from Russia.

Governor’s Office of Coastal Activities:

Barrier Island Feasibility Study Panel Review

The Govemor's Office conducted a blue ribbon panel review of the Barrier Island
Feasibility Study at LSU’s Lod Cook Alumni Center December 8-10. The panel of
scientists were charged with the process of moving the barrier island restoration forward
toward construction. The panel participated in presentations by members of the original
Feasibility Study Group. The study was initiated in 1993 and was completed in 1999.

The five panei members will submit papers in 30 days to be edited and condensed
into one paper for publishing March. 2000.

Breaux Act/CWPPRA Logo Review :

In an effort to streamline the current logo, the Governor's Office of Coastal
Activities is currently working on a new logo for presentation to the Task Force. The
current logo needs to be updated and easier to associate with the coastal restoration
process. The process is in its initial discussion stages with rough dratts to be submitted in
February, 2000.

Media OQpportunities

The Govemnor's Office. in addition to several State and Federal agencies.
participated in several noteworthy press opportunities. /\ front page story premiered in
the Boston Globe and a tive part series ran in the Baton Rouge Advocate. DNR is
currently working with a report from the New York Times on a book. The reporter is
touring the coast and spending time interviewing individuals including Secretary
Caldwell and Dr. Len Bahr.

Governor’s Office of Coastal Activities Web Site
A web site in now available for the Governor's Office of Coastal Activities. It is:
www goca state faus The site will be used to inform the general public of meetings and

provide updates on state and federal legislation.




L9TO-0910L V'] 'SUBSH( MmN
L9209 X0 '(0'd

1DIISI(] SURAI) MmN
cravwmfun jo sdioy Sy gy

youely vaddn.d
e awadeuepy 1aloa g pue sweaforg Juoue |

:{q paandaa

saoattfuzy jo sd1ony agr £g padajjes pure saunaily peatp eInpag agr (g Pag<ng mep uo paseq UotleUMIoju|

1] taon] $q g pale)
wrergp {g Ly along
unity: pray (g spmag datong

RS PP :.P_.JM_

'5210,] YSE] UOLIBIOIS3Y] PUB UOHIBAIISUO Y SPULSY JRISEO ) turisino’] ayy tof paandasd siootord yyddm I Jo smess ayy uo podar Kewwng

(OO QIR O]

LAOITY AAVININAS SOLY IS 1H70Ud
LDV NOLLVYO.LSTY ANV NOLLDALOUd "ONINNV1d SUNVTILAM TVLSVOD




ool R01Cs

RORLISYS

1HCL80°18
i S A RS

ey smeg

rasr p3alowd agr i ciopjoy asen) oy 10 ssasde
19.:—:._:: 10 _:u_c_::_ Al SSxIpp 0] wlnaND sy shypae ?u:_:,_: SE IO IXMIEN] 0R] proneenn Soi0q < ons _uu.q::_ )

P61 ST AUD[ UO YN V1 Sg papass sea eae Y] peel O 1y uoe awpd yoor anlo ] ysed Sy usta
MS te6! ‘L Idy uo paunoysad sem uopaadsut [BULE 19BNUCDY BB UOHIBID YSIBW UL SUIded pue Siuswipas wieatteyauog
ayecy o $ageo'onc s {rmwirvoadde FEpap Jop ¢ soump uo g ATPAINY ST ] OFPAIPIMWE RN SYIRWaY
UCHEIOSIY SPURjiam
TR 61€'¢99'(§ 10€° 19+ +4 Ve dyvegn v beourr-on VCandy o e VIIIS INOd apuriqe ] noeg

. pue|s| 5sag
vaang) uo rumew pafdparp euomppre ind or pacn s (e spuny Sunnrny g7 0 CpRS 101 poey ceagp waandy pmajdwioy  ismw)g

M anugusuir pou oy uryd psodap gy <doey ap oo pojesodionuy
aq (1w AU 'SINS UOHTEAI YSITW FTUUIRIEAL 2YY W) PI ACWIAL 21T SINLU0I PRSI0 ] dpg | 10q0130) u palsjdwod
SEW (123 2030-g g1 Jo nonanseod g pue palord sy o posesod oo sew purpsy seegpinangy o nuadiepn s syaeinay

uoN2a1)
1’29 £65°080°1% LET6SL 1S ELLSREL S R B3 Vaa-If-cc RS by ¢t EEEL vive yeiepy <rgp rueeneg

Posry Guiong

SULANIONT 40 SJHOD "ANHY AHL 4O "LdAd :Huady pea

saanppuadxy
suonedqQ
jeniay

| afe
66-72)-0¢

Y JuaLIny autasey pu3 1suo) LA LRELAN | ¥5D SINIY HSIHYd NISYH 1231roud
svavnnny STLYIWLLST venwssun suvaxeyrsns STTMAIHIS w2z wunn ..

(A0 AINUY THL A0 Ldd uady prag - noday Creunung snyeg poafoag
LIV NOLLVHOLSHN ANV NOLLOILOUT “IONINNY I SUNVLLAM TVISVOD I NA-NAWITD




T 1511 Koy

pazuoyineact;paua)aq (shaalosy

Paapdwo) uodNNsuo)

ponaxy] siuawpady Tuueys 1so)

0
f
PALIBIS UoldISUO]) |
17
<

{shaaloig
90L'+€6'98
RRT'RSO'LS Lvrl T68'sT9'Es PZ9ETE9IS tEE0l I 15171 Aiong (eio],
noru
L9110 2aud wanma sy w ofosd sy yues paasoad o prurad seapesosdde Suosur oo gy g FL idy iy ssnelg
Fuoaut el 1 Pady g e patuerd sew Mg wojesolrdde a0 § yse) pavnssaan atojaump pur ee ) S alewinsa s
AHI01IJ 3Y1 SPIAdXa ARSI U2ALND ML 66| YaIe|y ut aanreudis 10) YN V'L 01 1U0s sew v & 3 My papaasnad afoad
YN VO IOM PUT UOHEZLOPNNDP 10] 1KANHAL S WIS 2101 2T SUIR0 230 ST ] 0na ] 87 VMBI AN 1 80m0] |
CH61 ST ISHENY U0 21O UL YL J¢ URry 3 2y ol pansst sea yaaford s o wonezuampneap Junsanbaa
1213 v udwuopueqe-paseyd € 107 SJIR UR[J UONRIOISAY Y ¥hd WD A1 YOI TRIIP 1001 S g A1 U0 uonedo| s pue
sunaan 1503 Jun p2foad 2 jo voneziomqneap paicanbay ynge) ¥ osund rao L Sy Cnnt Dar Yy pPRIrp IO R g
uonrzrioyne-ap sop pasodord cq e cotoad pagarar s yNeL vl
UH4 2NSSE SIGENE PUTE U U0 UONNJOSAI QU J] PAVOSH SEW PSS 1 [N Uoagimeapuo s Yine py aensnboe juanmses i w
pasacadiou aw ) pasanbar (ot pue twonanasoos afond 1age pue areyag qieg digoanae eand sy wonogaane s
PAUMO-IELS |0 INSST AY] 01Ul FUIYODO] STW RUTISING | O D0IE D1 CIDAI N0 ] PAZPII S o) (e jo junowe
ays Buneunnsa soy siseq e fuipraosd "palajdiwna sew utod UoESIAAIP PUE 1AL 31 JO SPIUS [DPOWT V121 Y] Wol) MOy Jo
uoistaap a2 <q pasnea Juiprons pasnpay o nsar e o alrotate s Surdpaap to) soaseaamn o e noraed sofew sy isyaeway
‘£0g
608 £9¢3 . uoISIAAI(g
Fe'RECs igc6l  000°€L9918 990°L1¢°8% 10-3dy-10 00-170-1 € 00-unr-10 1(%6 Ov'Id v.i1ad Wwaunpag feg 1sam
sasnypuadxg % U3y unasey puy jsue)) HrRI§ Isue) ¥s) SIHIY  HSIUVA NISYY L233roud
/suonednqo susnveny STLVIWILST voxunens vuyvuupuecas STUMIANIS cuwvwannus
[enjay
¢ sty (A02) AINYY JHL A0 "LdQ Huwdy prary - poday Grewneng smelg jaaloag
ok

66-2201-0F LIV NOILLVHOLSITY UNV NOLLDALOUL "ININNY 11 SUNVLLAM TIVAISVOD D NA-NAINTD




apduioy  smmg

"PAAIOALL 3q prRoys spue| pauwe-§ 4§11 §quo pue uawudie agr o1 uoneapow e patsanbat g SN
1503 UMO 21341 12 11 Jomof 03 paninbal s) auyadig [1ayg 1eyr pautua1sp pue surgadid sy Jop nuad 1Ayl pamalaas adsalag
mpIm @ ustd sn 13ford ;g (g parardun o viedau g ppnew g w vase ssseas st v aonadid v paynuapt s{aaing

osuodg (r30°] pur jraapa ) tiog {q sisod matadeaew poaled praomgpepr o) ANP SpAsEaIW IS0 )

ANV T Gg pasanan Smag e nomaady fuueng sony s i reuay

LN NS DSSEAAL)
feeeees L1t 0TL'TN6S L6E°808% Vi VON-TD ven-dag-ro VoLn - acg OvId V1134 drey 1oty pauue))
€ s Quionag
paztioyneaq paunyac (shasforg o
paajdiuo) uonannsuoy ¢
PoMRIS BOHOMISUOY) |
pom2ax g siwswandy Juueyg 1soy ¢
(shoaloyg ¢
(3C°L10°88
£99°(9¢°8% L85t re8'89t'01g CIt' e 9% Its ¢ 1sr1ong (eoy,
saunppuadxy o jearan’y auyjasey puy 1suo)) HPIS ISU0) vS.) SAUDVY  HSHVd NISYd 123roud
fsuonesdyag wvenaxes STLVINLLST vuxuux s eesvvenewes STHIUATIHIS cavnvan s
ey
¢ aduy (1O ANYY JILL 10 "Lditd HOuady prarp - oday Sicwiung sueg pafoag
66-22(1-0C LOV NOLLVHOLSIN UNY NOLLDALOU ‘ONINNY 14 SUNVTLIM TVLSVOO D INd-NAWHID)




33:2_5@0@_3._._...._00 (shoalforg ¢
paxdwio) uonannsuoy
pauels uonannsuo) o
pan3axy supwaaldy Juueys 150y |
(shoalong ¢
LEFTog
S69°CoIs Yy (secnng B06'89L°C n + 1517 Alony w10
‘votrezisoineap Joj pasodold raary wdississiy 2y Jo qurg oyn gao Seids o3 ease jesodsip
a1 01 ydnoua aso[2 127 01 a8pasp 1nddoy aip o Anpigear o anp spgriuswpdUN-UON DG 0y PUNOY Se AUTRI LR TIET il T 11T T
SIS T € P g ¢ Saptu
U228 12 SSE ISAN[INOS W0 jueg Supuadsap 110 o o parao] eand jesodsip @ o ssddoeg s nogg prasew jo modwind
ay1 saajoaun ueld Juanny [auueyd uotediary Ayl Ut jenmewt a1 Snddosp proae o1 saseora anron y3noua 3sopd 128
10uue SHFparp aaddoy sy I SISO 3v 21511 g SASSEAALD U i A dunp ciadden e paicanbar Yl vy HE FIdLES Y
€188
£17'8¢8 9Ll 6067$$ 000'00€$ ¥ Ln-ung-n 0 OV velad owa() Aip23(] taddoy
Qan1 C0 Al0r pazoyIneap
1oag Bunpawr 2210, 5B §661 91 Aenuef At v uonezunIneap paisanbai 3¢y aluad M ozuoymeap 01 33104 ysey
ayn Funsanbag URULIRYDY 2ONTEIUO Y [P LA OUT 01 1A% ep g LOATC DY PP UMPURIOWINMU JRIP ¥ ISNIRLS
eaar vornsodap agy g sisaamn seS pur po Sunoedan {2 neSau voneuaunpas
O UIDIUOD [0 S0P 00 10y Py cetp pie paload sy e goddns-ron papsipm <oy ousopaep ofew Sl BIAVEY
£cH19g
¢ Q3aZINoNLNviIq
chE g 9¢ rt'r9g |06'RILCS n OVv'ld 1349 - assranny {eg) prieany
Fosr) oy
sasnypuadxy Ya Jjuaun) uljaseqy puygisuo) HElS 1507 ¥S$O SAHOY  HSIHVd NISVH L33royd
/sunedqQ evrrvery STLVYINILSE avnrnnsa supmnuppans STUMIINIS wuwnwnnnnns
enay
| afe (A02) AINUY 1L J0O "LdAd :Huady prar) - 11oday] Getnng snpeg aaloayg

66-(1-0¢

LIV NOLLVIHOLSTU (INV NOLLDZLOUS "ONINNY 11 SUNVLLIM TVLISYOD

I WI-NAWAD




8 1511 Ouorrg

pa7uoIneaq), paunya] (s)alory )
paydwo) uonannsuos)
paueig tononnsuo) g
pamoaxy sjwatwaarly Juueysison p
(shaafory ¢
L00'69tS
L00'69r$ 98 $8L'+CR'98 pot' el cty g0k 9 1517 Aisony Jeioy
's133f01d 9 pue ¢ 144 01 VS 19pow dunenofan
TR MOLOQ UL IRUAIRE nTI0- {uEig aempw cTiniog (108 25neaag 408 01 uatprs ey “rmeop jo ufisap pasiany  smeig
ISYARINDY
0%6'81¢% uoltesorsay ddojoip4
0CHRICS i0eTT 979'R11°¢c8 {106 H60'+8 nn-Sny- | ¢ tn-1dy- g 00 10 q0rt a1 dHD3L pPuRs| sty
PUe ¢ C Y 108 S Farrgs yson papow Tunenofay  smwig
ISYIRIIAY
368189 oy 2dpaiq)
868'¢8S $TOL  0UU'Or9'ig 000'009'1$ 00-Inr-t¢ 00-Sepy- 10 0042110 0 Ovid  vld peayaimy, uedisng
sanypuadxyg L JuaLIny) uyjasey puy 1suo) Jeg 1su0) v<D SIHIY  HSIYVd NISYH 123roud
/SUONRI{GO sxxvnnne STLVINLLST vaunnven srenwvewnrn s STTHIIHIS covsnnnnnn
[entoy
6 2%eq (F0D) AINUY FHL 10 LA4d Huady pea - nioday Litwing snyeg yaafoay
2 bil o

66-7901-07 LIV NOLLYHOLSIY UNV NOLLDALOH “ININNY TJ SUNVTLAM TVISVOD ING-NAWTD




P2APADIND JIBWNSI JUIISEQ JO 05CT| = § :SIPOI ‘:_.,..du; €

ANPAYIS PUYRY = o AIRP ITMIY = v 1SIPOI Me(] T

CIrperournt) s1aniug jo sdio) vo paseq samipusdyy |
ISANON

pazuioIneaq/paaajaq (shoafoay ¢
pyaydwo) vonanasuoy
Pajae)g wozIRSUDY) R
Panaaxy siwawandy Juueygisoy ¢
(shasforg 1)
8RE'T6L918 SHIANIONG
616°06+'LIS 666 ZIT'IFL'0SS 869'0I8°05S sTel 40 S4H0J "AWNHY FHL A0 "LJICQ I=10)
sanpuadxy Y ) Jutjaseq pujsue) HeIg 1suo) ¥ SIUDY HSIHYAY NISYH 123rovd
/suonediqo xxxxavey STLVIILLST vuvunnn. sexvrswenws STHHIAILIS vuinanun.
ey

1| ey (302) AUV HHLLL 40 "LdJU +Huady pea) - uoday Gewiung smyeg 13loy
66-72(1-0Z LOV NOLLVHOLSHU ANV NOLLDILOYI ‘OININNY 14 SUNYLLIM TVISVOD IWd-NAWFD




6661 Aei palejwios pue ) ixdy Aq paretiuy 2q |ia sTunuepd vonesadap ‘8661 Joquindag
w parvpdwios sem fufpaa 8661 *£7 Kieauer inoge uo pureysy 1seg 1€ PAZIIGO “SAUIRS WO Sy adpap nnesphy 0 L smieg

“unaaw 32104 yse) 8661 '91 Atenuer i e pascadde a1am 150 TuEpaspuonannsues afoad PASEIIIUN AYE JFA0I O)
spuny groppy suoteatoaads pure surpd e papatoad vegy owears {reesnruie sprg vor e o) NP PISTUNL SIS0])  ISYIRIIY

BLLVIRES
(pueys ) (4
0L9°0¢0°68 P 1°9€1  90L°¢RL0IS L68'L06'9% ¥ R6-190-71 Y RA-UPT-LT veo-rdyogg 601 A¥JAAL 3L ASEY| |} SPIMNIA(] Shysg
T 1517 Dsony
pazuomnea, pauatac] (shoalord o
paapdwo) uonannsuo) |
PaMeIS uolldNIsuo) |
P23 swawaily Juueysiso) |
(shaloyg |
F9S'+8£°93 ,
PE6'ESSOS  RLEl HTSHL'ES R9H'SH 99 6 | 1517 Awsotig jeo)g
6661 iy Papduos poe gt (udy £q paremul
2q |pta Bunuerd voneadap geet 1aquandag paropdiies sew FwEpaap apepiy g v VTN ST TIRIS UNIDNISIHOY)  ISHIEIS
SUNAAM A NS R0 '9) Saenuep
241 3¢ paaoadde asam paAlasal pig 15ame] U0 1SUD UOHINIISUOD PASEIIIUT DI 13203 OF SpUN] Iruemppy  1aefosd 7 sy
Anonsd e (purpsy Kiunag ) ) aser g samuagg saSE i paUgues <ea 1axfoad uonrierear < Cpsapsy Ay o aseyd siqy syaemay
FOS 8193
_ (pueys) 1se3) (n
FLO'E5598 i8LL! 0lz'skL'8s 89+°SH°93 vV 86-1°0-tC ¥ 8o-uvr-91 A AL RCARTA O EHEEH IYYIL 3seY ) U] 53|S]
saanyipuadxy oy juaan) . auyaseq puy Isuo)) Jwg 1suo) ¥<) SFHOVY  HSI¥Vvd NISYH L33roud
/seonudyo svnexans STLYINILST vrvnvens exsvxnxxnens STUMETHIS axmsnnnenex
jenjoy

(| afng (¥d@) AONADY NOLLOALOY TV INIINNOULANY 0wty pra g - poday) Uvwwing snyeyg 1afoay
66920107 LIV NOLLVHOLS T ANY NOLLDTLOU *ONINNY 14 SUNVLLIM IVASVOD I IN-NAWID




S 5] Hroug

pazuoymneacypauajaq] (s)aforg g
pmddwo) vonansue) g

paLieIs uononsisue)

pamaax] swawaaldy Juueys 1so) |
(shaalory )

91rLEs
HOFRIES LR e eTrs F6S0LES 0 £ 18] Ansond eio .
auy LTIy
Aq paxa@e se parddns <1 1sodwios aaneadas Jo aumjon paambag prun pa{epap sEEpg EOHTSUO 0P MUISIUAAPY  ISHINIG
pauieigo uaaq A am siesoadde uonnsuos pue suad 1y pazetn Buog Se stioneisads pue sieyd isyarnmay
91+ (HS
HIH'RIES gl eeeTts F6S'0LES on-tag-ng 00- ey 10 Va6 IN-U L n HIAWVD 21V oy isodio)
t e o
pozuoymea(d paunjacy (shaalond o
paapdwo ) uondnnsuo) |
PAUBIS UOIIMUISUODY [
pamaaxy siuswarly Juueys 1so) ¢
(shoalong ¢
1+L'076'9%
FEL'6TE 9% L'Lel 989°161°88 FLTt61'SS 6T £ 1511 Kisoug e,
sanppuadxy Yo juaain) AtIsey puy 1suo’y MRS IsuUs) ¥S<D SIHDIV  HSNIHV4 NiSvd 123aroud
fSuonednao axwxsran STLYINILST sxewnuxe veaswyrnrnaa STHIOIIIN scaxcrenunn
[enlay
1 afieg (V) AONAHDY NOLLOALOYI TV INAIWNOUIANT £auady pray - poday Urwuing smeg 1aforg

66-97(1-07 LDV NOLLYHOLSHM ANY NOLLDALOH “ONINNY LI SANYILIM TVISVOD I INA-NAWTD




NAPAIIND JLLLISI JUIISEq JO 8407 = | (SAPOI LA
3NPpIYIS PULYSE] = , 9NEP BNV = V¥ 1SIPOI Me(] T
riep pedueuly s;aauidug jo sdio) uo paseq saamipuadysy |

SION
pazvIoyImeaqy/palLiaag (shaafoay |
paapdwio) vonannsuo)
PIHIE)S UOIINI)SUO) §
pomdaxy sjuawadady duieyg iso) L
(shaafory g
659'8LE°CTS 9 NOIDIY ‘ADNIDV
6Y0'006'€IS 018 969°989'9¢% (FET69'CES SHE'T NOLLDALOHA TVINTIWNOMIANT [®10],
nazumpneag] pauda (shosloly |
paadwo]y vonannsuo’) g
PIYEIS UONIUISUO])
pamaaxsg siuauraaly Juneys 150
(shaalozg |
St'es
wsres £T sr'es 000'051% n 9 1511 Antoug (w0
Runaaw ave g yse g gonl op Arnuep sgre nonezisapaeap pasanbar v, )7 isnreig
‘afoud a1 azpowineap 01 2218 YN Vo] PUR A3 NG 22000 ) [RIIUYII] A PAIUOU \ 1N fon] § 10U oN paep
2t &g 000 00$$ 29 01 patewinsa sem 1500 oud |e101 QRN 0TS Pury 01 pANPaYDS st g 1] SHIoL pUur '00°0sTs
e puny o pagnpayas sea ¢Sty Guoagd oon o $ e Supuny pazaogine g s Guerny alord pasmypd-g vees o sigp spaemay Q7 MOHLNYIA
sy - | Buy ‘wiseg
CHeg £ er'es 0oo'0s1s i HYVINLS JUMLL 11U Jnaog nodeg
saanppuadxy Yo juarinyy uljasey pug asun) Hug sue) ¥<D SANDIY  HSIHVAI NISYH 1D310Ud
[SnonEdyeo weaxenns STLYINILST svrsnuns vxvunveesns STUITININ cumuusannan
jenyay
/| o%eg (Vd@) ADNIOV NOILIALOUJ TV INAINNOUIANT :£uady pracy - poday Lrewung swmeg 1aloay
66-2-07

LIV NOLLVHOLSAY NV NOLLDALONA ‘ONINNY Id SUNVTLIM TVISVOD

I NA-NAWID




apdwoy  smeg

1661 8T LIy panpruos uonaadsus jeusg v e paydasoe
seas oload s pue para o s sduwmd sy supqord et gea1 TR YRy e papdaies <ew uenpnasuo))

3 BT EMY)
A AN RS
NETCcn’ g 9Tl 00 +E9' 18 CEO'TSH IS VL6 SPIN-RE v ae-sdv-¢1 Vb 8! T™O JINOd T4 Fraeg nofeg
7 151 Ouonyg
pazuomnea) pauga] (s)load ¢
paapdwo) uonannsuo)
paueIg uoldtsuey
pamdaxy siwawy Juneyg 150
(shaafos) v
808°LT8'ES
919'009°¢S 6’99 +06°619'sS 919'16€'8% tOT'R I 1517 Aol [e1o],

Pidwo)  snvg

SR FLIMEH]

o
SRR HONINOIG TOISOIT

FTEROINS  TTE COL9LS'IS  OBL'S6RES  VSeUUINI0  VEePOFD v Eoridyeg) Y MEINVD OTIVD aBnjay PR PUIqES
sanppuadxy o puaun) auppaseg pug Isu0)  HEIG 15U0D) ¥SO SINDY  HSIUVL  NISVE 1OAroYd
_s.ﬂ—:-.:ﬂ\u_—-uo YTYXEF¥XY rnm-_nJNZ—.—ﬂm_ FYXREFF AN KXUEEIEREN Y ﬂm——_.—ﬁ—m———uﬁ. MM omom oo o ox

jenpay

o1 25t (SAA) HOIMALNI A1LL A0 "1d3d HOuady pea g - podyyp Lewng sneig 1aaloay

66-2201-0C LIV NOLLVHOLSTN NV NOLLDALOU ‘ININNY I SUNYLLAM "1VISVOD D ININAWD




9 IS Qo1

pazuoInesQ/pauayag (shaalosd o
pasajduso) uonannsuo) g

pPaueIs uolIdNASU0) @

PMnaxT siumuady Ruueys 1soy o
{shaaloug |

Coccely
FE9'tccs 9o0c  9rrengols YL CE1¢S Lot ¢ 1511 Loy |e1o)
I YRIP 31 JO MAAL FULIND pRatadal siunwwod dupuad wsog (e udtsap pur SunsoamEo;] papnpuod Juaq ae
suonef1IsaAur 1221Uy321020 " dwod Lpeau <t oy Sy o TP sy s pue pazipang S sne womieay paford jo sfuael  smeg
Teaosdde pue aansnt aai0 1 42 10) yEnoun fenueisqns
1ou a1e suonestppow pasodosd au Jeyy pautuuap aaey Aay] Saimea) jesouppe o [pavidde 2010 ) yse ] ayt Suimoljo)
130foud ayp o1 apew stonexpipaw panaiaat ey dneany oy SucpamFug s por dicag oy (rieswion wer g isyremay
SoTcIls UOLINPOIIU] JeMmYsal]
rE9'LCTs i900T  9HHERL OIS gor'ceres 10-N-1 € n0-Sny-|n nn-wpy- L'l 104v1 EhEERS MMIT ; oleg puen
c 15117 Orronay
przuoymeaq] paunyag (shaslogg
paivydwoy uonamisuo)
paLeIS UOIIIISUDY) |
panoaxg siwaway Juueys 1s0y |
{(s)haalorg |
0£9°tSEs
1P C01ES $'L6 FeEo9r vy v I8srs £56 £ 1517 A1io11g je10],
sasmpuadxy Yo Juaany) anyaseqy puF asuo’) HueIs 18Uy V&) SIUDY  HSIHYA NisSvd LI3IFOUA
swonudnaqo wxzvrrrs STEVIWLIST cxnxexx- vevvanreene STUMAAILIS vavannann.
BUTREY
17 38 (SAAA) HORELINT ATILL 1O " Ldd : uaidy pra] - poday) Cnsnting saiegg 1afoag
e

66-22(1-)T LIV NOILVUHOLSTN UNV NOLLDALOHUD *“ONINNY II SUNYLLAM 'IVISVO)D INA-NAIWAD




et udanam Eneag pur sunond S suostad parsaimu

o1 s} pue uondwnsuos ueuiny Joj 1eatu ey Julpaued venewsoju Hptrosd o1 anme JAc) (F1 pue tsiay
paisasan 03 sapdwies 12w eInu ap1aoad o1 sanunuod JMA (€1 ‘sueapQ man u aisse) ) ey PIOTY CURISINOT] 21 pue
666 ISNANY UL MOYS POOL] UONFIDOSSY JURINRISAY euristno | sy mn amdiped [in (web 1 2] (D] 1 ey sseane
w-2u0q) Jo Fu1ssaa0ad 2poygs 108 20111I8UE SUIVOEID JEDUT T JO ISH DT SEIMUP 0L S YN I ) (] qnpy rioy a8noy
uog] 21 0} _uu_.n..:._ UOHEHSUOQLLAP AR TR DY) pur n_?,_ﬁ_._..:_ runnmy e :::_._:y.nu._,_ P pux muamuu._ passnasip
Funser o) 1eaun mnu pasedalg (01 w1 adnoy] newgl w asewadng a8esog sy e Sy o) eaw pamu paiedaig

(6 ‘02IXAN ‘undue ) unyurmmessay no<eg anfg] agn e tuondwmsued srwm 1o} 1eaw eiang aonpenw o) "uohowoerd

nuai e u paede (§ 1 SAYSLING S2UNUARDEYY P BOSIANAL U1 SHRRIUTP YSI0MW DA RHITI PISTIIIU PAAEIIPUE YOI
6661 Ar1y ut A3ams adewep [RIsLod et 6oe1 LAAT 2 PAdWON (L Taae ] 301 Boqs uemeisay surapig) say

A pue (el AIng) 2isse))y Aseurn ) sueapay waN 2w (pe61 11dy ) nssepy Seagnsy sdney) uergg spoe vonnadwes spay )
P Lodmes rana e _Vu._cn:caa pur ﬂ.x.:a_u_t:._ (9 16061 YMuEy Wb apepradng e A RIRARIN IR TSN :::_mc.,:._m
RUPISING™| Aty e uondwmsuod vewny sy st eeiny pue anp ue weasord wpawssasg (¢ nondmnssos umump oy e
erann jo spunod gop oz Jo Tussaaoad sy un jossanoad maws vinne wopropy uspny e ____ WPy L s ang penuoed o)
wiedoad | uondwnsuod usany sog wow eugng, Sy paruasad pue uedeg ol papartp g admoen coanu e riseod Surwoys
a_m_z apras a8 v {Z L8661 Ut rueisine | feiseo y 1 afrweg] CHaqIap) mnnp o g s papnua today leuy vt
”w:_::..::._ A U0 paNIOw 10 —....._u_;:_cu SUCCHenn 0 _n_i A _,_::.__4 SIS PO Py 101 ,J:::;_...: ramsime 1My |

1afoad anwawsydun

O YN ] A4 Pt SaLayst] pun Appgeyy o wannaedagp v agr uanairg papdiwies Saag prmsasd s emaaude

Louaemiu wy §661 ‘6T 2G01I0) U0 PAVIDIIDT 1M UBHEUIULINAP {IUAISISUCY SUO7 JEEE0T 201 3L Re61 {Z 15401()

uo p2loxd gno ot 1°g$ 12101 Ayt Jo ueneawdun Ay pasecadde 23504 R GG UL Soel 1T 12010 U0 SMLSIT

pur gNAY] g paudis seay {gg ) iuawaale pieys ison A 8o Sepy i paapdinos 2w sy peiseod ap m aliewep

v Jo skaams ampaseg a1 oalewd ayemoyEno ug Suipanaoad pue goal 120010 e Smanag euesmony ut sadiaag

1o uoneardaid 241 pue ‘S|RANS3) SO 18 Saysip ieaw eLne Suipraosd '5110-4003 LA o passues sey uonowosd jeaw
PLINN TURISINO | JO S1R1S M1 SO PUF SEISIA 80 o 10su oo fo neoted 2w smer Suisg Genununs <1 yop sneIg

‘000°0F TS 1502 [ aanfosd peior ayy g asEp QUIOLL J01 Py ITY <LGHO'ORT TS Jruotppe
UY MY OFeS PAZUONINE £ 15t | QO] | 2SR 10) 00 ok paznoine g 1<y Snaeogp afoad paseyd persyg isyaemiay otLa(]
191°¢€91% UOIIIIOISAY PURHD A\

000 9¢6% ool qooort’cs 00001 cu-dag-pe VvV R6-2-0C VROV O-LL ] 1SY0D 1SvO0D I o] BCREN T TRITININ]
saanpuadsy % u3an) uljasey puzsue) HEg 15000 Y8 STHIV  HSIHVI NiSV® LD2Aroyd
swonedinqo wxsraner STLVINIIST svwusxca wxsvwnvnwrs STUHIEINIS guvnvnununx

ey

7 afeg (SMA) YOTYILNT THL A0 LA HuaBy peap - oday Lrwiwng sore)g 1aforg
66-271-07 LIV NOLLYHO.LSAH (INY NOLLDILOYUA *ININNY T SUNVILIM TVISYOD I Wd-NAWAD




PAZLIMINEIC] ST

qeaoxdde axio | yarp e oy y o1 1aDa) i) papaeadoy
AT Crn ] 0 VI ] PSIED MR L [0 DR Paaang § N

S 11yN 1ofoud st jo uonesniomeap |

AUUONILIA L NOATE PUR ROININ) 1ad NOSCY U W] SHMIIDULOS 153 0-15E0 O8] 311 JO 2n50))

doud £ ) (ord X . e st e Sute e . (TIZTHONLNY I
- pasodoid a1y oy panaalqo Asnonuans <asn eoae palord 2 ae spuwopury ipes CCna | T gedag se Buteay ongnd wup ssyarmmay - uopmoNsay
£29°003 nRojoaplyy
CLonng ne CL9'66% 6ELHEONS vy n RE B THHAL e | Ho Segf 1awory
PA7UCMINEN)  SNIRIG
Funanu $66 1
SELSIIE AUE I PAIHEAUOD DAL NSE ] A1 P paseoqneap g paled Sup gy anio e o e pepaimnesar sy § N
___3___5_._0_:..;&:: AP HISII PITOsy JUALEI e ..,:5:—_ ____.,n,....__v_nm SIS oy PRISIPUN IR pMIT2JU0D
a1 pue siijauaq sit uonsanb Lay) ssnesaq pansand 1alosd A1E DS 01 YSIa 10U pIp $OYL PUE e L 3T SY PRIIAPUCD 3G PINGD
. rage paload syp e yaos (puomppr {ur ey prunnasad  gpgN O P SO0 OO e Gt ngamey e Bnan v ) SYIemoy A7ROH LAV
006’98 - UNERI0NISY
66605 8 66603 9¢0'Tels n nedv THHIAL ATetop iy uottaney
1 sep Oy
AOIAYAS SAIMAHSIA ANIMVIN TYNOLLYN “JDYANWNO0D 40 "1L43d :Luaidy ped)
sasnppuadxy Yo 3L aunasegy PUg 1su0) HEIS 15w Y& SIHIV HSIHVL NISYH 123royd
suanpediao wrnrrrrns STLYVINILIST vemmnnxy wxnvusunnes STHIOIHIS cumnnvmnnnn
pnyay
g (SAIAN) IDUAININOD A0 LA Huady pear) - pondayr Lung sneyg paaloay
€7 200

66-2(1-0¢

LIV NOLLVHOLSTM ANV NOLLDZLOU] “ONINNY IJ SUNYLLAM TVLISVOD D INA-NAWTD




PIZUOYINE]  SMIWIS

“Aunanm 00| SRR 8661 9| Arenuef
10 pazuopneap 13afos ] paysaaes ynu <aford 1o awt s sagr fumguinn o penusied i asford sy aaptsuoan
03 paNsT pey YN V19661 1ndy up  1aaload sy szuogineap o ssaulung)iw e panestpen ceg ) NG Y] Iqeuonsanb

. i K r1I7onLnv:ia
aar yaafoad segy 1o vendnnstod woap sty spuepas Agissod et paEnpE Ncp Y S errnpuod Spnre JpgrEesy Yy SRy

) - UDIEI0ISNY
£90°0c3 ysargy sanajediy
£06'0CS It £96'0C% LHOEER 1% LSS Ly AR T n 1 vYHVH noCegp o no ey

€ 1517 Qurorrg

pazuoyneay/paualag] (shoaflory o
pandwo]) uopannsuo)
paURI§ UOIDMIISUD) |
pondaxy siwawandy Juueysgiso) ¢
(shaafoyyg ¢
(RANFAR]S
(OR°LFO6S 0tlc  68%610°€13% 9¢H£11°9% LoVt T 15177 Aoy [?iol
PN ¥ 10T L VOR 12wy e i uamnafe s loos o fuisopy appdiey  ssmerg
‘RBunasu gget gt quwadac) e aseara <03 pofoud pue aderyy wiisep eelood pasosdde anso g yseg,
L66T AU ug P30 UOUINIISHOD [} asetl] O3NDJA JO 1) A TURNOL) JRUED A YOG O PUNDY 2g UED SIELIEW
3|qenns jun pake(3p uaagq sey 7 gay Ul UOHINISUOD || aseyd See! "CI Jaquada] parapdiiod sea | ey ur sjeue) sed
pue pra agr i sqnpd uapoos oyl vo oSt 1 aery ) sasegd owe i pagsipdense s s eaload s sog gonannsuoy  isyIEmaYy

988°G91°1§

LSO IS 0T £99'606'CS 635°690°1% VL6 eIN-R0 ¥ L0010 ¥ IOt 1) LLe EHEERD A¥d3l I vy leg
sasnypuadxy Yo i) aunaseg puy sun’) HEIS 1500 Y& SIHIY HSI¥Vd NISVH 133roud
SnonR3A0 wrrnreny STLVINILST susuvrw NP B 1 (U3 11 T L

ey
LT 9%ug (SAIAN) FIUAININOD O “LaAd +Huady prary - today Grwnung snyeg jaaforg
(A |

66-22(1-0C LOV NOILVHOLSTN UNY NOLLDALOUMd “ONINNY Id SUNYLLAM TVLSYOD D IN-NAKWID




PATUOYINER(]  Snjeg

. FUNAAW DDUGL YSE Q| U] IR IR paZziIopineap
_uu_c._._.Eun_c_u>u=u_u>_a.E..,_u_cb;w_sc_.;.___;u_uu_.u.,Eu.s_?___mu:_:EE__—:_s_..;:u.__:_:_.:_3_2;.42_:_2.....,335

1aaloid Sl 10 LONPZUIOINESD (LM PATAIG] DAOW 01 32100 YU | WY ddM D 20 s1sonhar £ g1 ¢ 1vquadag jo iy SN

. SRRy IZONILNY I
020'8tS - UOIIRI0)ISOY
076'8¢% 20 076'8€S 896'810'¢S 0 WVILLS 1INOd YSIBN 1SP] S2fS| uapy

GOOT 10 PAPaYrs sty purs pue <Fuigueyd aanepdap
000z Fuads wm _uu.—.:a ayp opdieos oy snondo Turmenpean 2w YN P SN Bhn ] 1G] HEPAIYRY oanIsuo)  ISnieIg
A RLITERY| H
6L1'9¢8% UOIIRIOISAY WIUIPIS
TTR00L' 11 i80rT  90l6tR€Ig roteL’es 00-q21-10 V 66-TIN- 10 YV Ceunf-Rn €ic N04¥1 ELLEND PUPRs] Iatjrquun ) ysey
Foasry Hutorg
pazumpneac, paungag (shnalong |
pandwo vondnnsuody ¢
pauei§ uoldnIsuo) ¢
pAn2ax siwawady Juiseyg 1so) ¢+
(shaalorg +
$69'8L5'63
6L8°8L6'68 gecl  9c'orTTIS 8T8 SLE6S N £ 1817 Aisold jeof
saanypuadxg % 1u9in) aunaseg pul 1su0) MeS 15u0) ¥SO SAHIY  HSIMVd  NIsvd L23royd
_..m_:—m—'wwm—ﬂ—o Exyxxyxxmm mm—r—..f—z—r—..ﬂm MENEMREE exvugmnnwnx STHMIINIS scasxvunvus
jeniay
o e (SAINN) ADYANINOD J0 L3 +Luady prar] - reday Greaiung smig paford
{7t
66-220-0¢

1OV NOLLYHOLSAIH ANV NOLLDALOUJ "ONINNY I SUNY1LLIM TVISVOD I NA-NAWNAD




ccarond i UONINNSUDY) SRS

006" €LY §$ 1507 01 PARPAYIS S1IRCRERIO) D§6'IEL'TS Puny OF

papnpayas st g 15[ Kisong 13afosd paseyd-g sip o 1 aseigg Jof nCe'9eLTE R0 Furpung pazitonune g e Qo fre AU ispreway

fro'sols
cez'eor'es $98 €59'TEL'tS FEO'ELECS

€15°€6%
§T1°689°¢S o101 11¢°C8€°98 008°31£°9%

Von-in-1 g AR TSR SRy

PanES N <

AU TORRUE S\ Sy

Ov'id vi113d SISSeANL) MMM -BIa(]

Pennes uFiop fuaaufug  smeg

syIRMay

uonesoisay ndojolpAy
Jawvy  I2va nolreq yoe|g

9 1s1] ArIony

pazuoingaq, pauaja(] (shreloig
pMdpdwoe)) uoyannsuo))

PauRIS UOIINISUO))

poINoax3 siwawady Tuleys 1500
(s)oaloig

—_ -

(ot B o}

¢ s Aiong jeiog

For'8tss
solI'toT’els  $001 696'TS5 918 §1099t918
saanppuadxy o, ) upjaseq
suofiedqo wovrrexy STLVINTLST wcuvvarew
ey

1€ aded

MPIS 15U
eannvrwuynx STITNIIHIC suxnuumnenn

HSIdYd NISYS 103rovd

(SAIN) JDUANINOD JO .,_“._m:_ :Louady peac] - 1anday Grwng sneyg paloay

66-72(1-07 LOV NOILVHOLSTAN ANV NOLLDALONL "ONINNY LI SUNVILLIM TVLSVOD 2-WI-NAWTD




HUTLITS

. IRy Tuneaa g uong
11 Surdung
695 0E'ES 811 916't6%' €S AN YT ctt u14a1s INQOd anus g noleg

8 15| Qaonyg

pazuoyIneay/paun)aqg {spoasford p
paojdwo) vonannsue) ()

pauBIg UONINNSUO) (

pamaxy siwawaady Suueys 1so)y ¢

(shxloug ¢
t6'9t§
08¢L19°CS +Tol ERERRITES 0og'ries 69¢ L 1587 Aond e10 ]
6661 DAy HNG VLo mannade saneladood paplemy  ISMeNg
3 P LATEN

8Os

61085818 L1101 £sE€'EcccS 006's81°CS 00- VON-UE 00-Un[- (g L RCARAT Chr HYHIA WEIN Sugseisa], pueisy ueasy
saanypuadxy o, juaun)) Jurpaseq puy 1suo)) RIS Isun) L2 SAUIY HSHHVA NISYE 123roud
\m_-c_—-"m__nno Y¥XREYERY SALVIWILST vvvuunux svnvecwxaes SEHITINIS woinwiunts

Ny

cg 3%y (SANN) FIHAININOD 10 Lddq ouady peay - 1oday CGrunung smeg pafoay

66-220-0 LIV NOILLVHOLSAYU ANV NOLLDJALOYd "ONINNY Td SUNVILAM TYISVOD DWA-NAWID




prsrapneop pue Mapdwrey  ssnieg
‘ - o ford ) AAZOLLNYEA
, _u....:.: SR oy 2 jo pnaload-gng ISYARIUY - 00y
oL 0% -MMmag - owag
roL 6% 0'sr r9L' 168 001618 v EG RNV 9L VG- von g n ISHER WY sTunury [ sanetaflap
=a1Est S)y3n pur)
awos pue Suluveld 1xafoad j212u3d jo asneang HoOT YIRW 01 8661 {reniga g wely paddifs 1sues puosas sy jo von]dwod
:O:U_:_m:QU Q@O— ___U._m—& —.: ﬁn..n:._u.)ﬂn SPAW 1P NUODN HOINISUNY PHOAILS 51| ..J_.J?_:_:.J ST IO UOTINSU0D _..n.__l_ U—_ g "m_-.:ﬂ-m
00000 €% on ey 1€ mapdwoy  prunp | n8ag T 1esU0D
1noore ¢ L6 Ao e apdhoo o et wmang ] enue)y
FAyd auo pue N3 200 "UoNd01d YU [[RISHE 0L S IENU0Y PUOXAS Ay Apapduie 1 CpUe SIS 1M ) Jo
JSOU {RISHT 0] STW RHUO IS0y i .__:,:_.:_..;:..._n__:_ u:—auﬁ_/.._ OF 13D E U SIIENUO OB 01 PP U sy 1fod My Syrmay UOHEOJSIY
LO0'EC9 1S puenay 194010
FEO'O16'ES L6 foCcl6’Ls TIcres 00-221-1 € voLesdveg vl rene no4yl vivd M wwh vy
1 sy Orronrg
ADIAYAS NOILLVFAYASNOD SADUNOSAY IVIUNLYN ‘FANL1NIDIFDV 40 "LdAd :£{ouady pearp
saanppuddxy Yo LLEEELL Junasey puy 1suo) HELG 15u07) ¥SI SANIV  HSHVI NISY® 123roud
suopedqo seenrrry SALVINLLST wevwrnnx L B L 11 B N
enjay .
q (SOUN) FUNL INIIUHY J0 LA foudidy pray - paday) Lniwwng smelg 123fuay
Sf avnd

66-22(1-0¢

1DV NOILLVHOLSTN UNV NOILLDALOU ‘ONINNY 11 SUNYLLAM TVISVOD

D-NA-NAWAD




"a8ueyd Aew 1502 a1 pue digs 11w IAPAYIS UOIINUSLOD
Sl “WNC puE s;aumopue) 3yl o 1sanbal YL 1E SUISIADI 0] PALIAA SEM INQ notEZUIONMEep 101 pasodoud sea paford siy)  ismeig

"PaAjos

aq pinad mEu_n_o._n_ J1 935 01 1aumopue) .CE:_E PUue YNA VIISIUN uroaeg Lohl To LN 0] PANPLIS sem m::...uE v

‘Prot] vo volezuoyneap nd saumopue] Arewnad gua gOISSRAsEP 3at1n | Funamu oo NSU foas] SR Bonezuoineap

ey yias paasosd 10u §OYN T patsanbal pur "paajosa aq o1 agr Aq ppde sueapgqoad ey pogers peq ¥NG V1 L661

1 &g josy .-uu.qEn_ 241 JO uoneziIoInep jeuting WA 01 YN YIEs PAANDN0I GaGe) "G 1D jo asuapuodsattod
MNQ uonrzionneap agissod 10y _uu.—:.:._ Menpean o1 YN ] paicanhar opgl g nquuimidag poapep cwmpuodsanod YN SYIRUIY

FEO'RICS jumuaeuepy
LREILTS +' <01 66L°859'C3 661'tescs 1o-rer-10 00-ung-10 ¥ e 12(O-€ g Ovid 1344 (IENng) uoAITIIAR)
-666 1 19quiaidag us pa1dadxa st prewe peyue)) Auifadid € JO BONEIOIA M pur [PHAIE PAEPAIp JOJ JO Ish
[eianauaq ‘ssa30sd Funuad sy madwios o) papasu sy jo ftuag s or (Ut ed 3np parpep raaq SEY pIewe PRI iSRS
s uonanisues do Strppoy wiapgoid v o sansse smgadiy isyarmay
820°06€8
re6'LThs F'66 068°10¢'ES 008'TCC (S 00-AON-DE on-{elN- 10 ¥ HG-ITIN-RT 8¢ YIWVI JTV¥D e uworg
T s Qrong
pazuoineaq; pauagaq (shaaloig |
paodwo) vonannsuo)
pAURIS UOHDIISUO)) ¢
pAan2ax3 siuawaafy Juueys 1so) ¢
(shoafougd ¢
t8E'eLE'Ts
68T 68F'¢S 186 SH0'688'8% T19'€90 6% S0t 1 1s1] Antoud [eloL
saunppuadxy o, Juaiin) aujasey pug Jsuo)) MEeg 1su0) ¥8D) STIHOY  HSINVd NISYY L2Ar0odd
/suopediqo cemrnrnn STEVINILST sasasnnx vanengurnrs STUIOAHIS cxmrnucnnns
eniay

. (SHUN) TUNL HIDNRINDY A0 "L4Ad HOuady pra - eday Gewnang smueg 1asfoag
LE ovr,
66-22(1-0T LIV NOILVHOLSTY UNY NOTLALOYE “ONINNY 1 SONYILIM TVLISVOD I INd-NAWILD




opdwe)  smwrg
Mapdunes s palond s o noreod daneada s oy
u_u_ﬂ_::_u st - voroapord supaaoys - atend s o uonrod [PANINS MY SSYJEtNaY
N
+e098LY [euey
1568893 0001  01L'800'1% +£9'800°1$ Ve ON-DE  Vie-dasgy VG-I L€ IWNIA  IHO3L uoisog/Angl UOHIMIIA
modweny  smeg
Qa1 O JAUNS 2Y1 UL PA[ICISUL UQHRIAEAA 31 PUE PO 2T SIS [ONU0)
DI Ca6 | 1201 SR 1 POTINIS DONINNSUD Y SOR] UIRLY OF PAPIEWE DTIWON PUe Gl R Ening sew Junndo prgg isqaruway
LeeTIg1g
RIR'ROCTIS el L9 BHC(S cEocnn s vV an-mregl VEO 12010 VG-IV T neey HINNY D 21vD "epny
600 1 121N 1 pasiuaape aq £|qeqoad
[IIM pug uolezI|Iqe)s yueq st 13e0ju0d puodas 31 dwos st pue gael Ieniga ] ul pasitizapr e sangd pue nam 1onsu0d
of 1aesu03 150,] skeap ufisap pure Furaueid 10 2pang Qeel AN 01 EaR1 QD) e paddis M sonannsue)  ismels
SMINNS Funnewa gy puee uorpxajerd g iy s s 19e3uo0d
PUNIAS DY) SIS 2yt Jo QUIOTEWE sl e e DeNUes [0y agy SRRued ostw e penpsoes ag pas paford oy syarway
orsrecs .
e89e°Cs irotcl 9LU 1Lt HS L98°86€°€S O-ENY g Y RO-UNT-CL AN RN RN me EERI) vivd PUE[I2 M, S1AT(] ueqievof
sunppuaday Yo jualiny) aulpasey LK RELLS HFIS 1500 ¥SD SAUDIV  HSIHVA NISYYd 1231roud
/suonedngo werevens STLVIWILST rcenxvas eecenyernns STHIAININ cvvuanrvuns
ey
o¢ ofieg (SOUN) AYNL DRIV JO "LdAd Huady pea | - poday Gewung smyvig 193forg
66°22(1-0C LIV NOILVHOLSAU ANV NOILDALOHD “ININNY I SUNVILAM TVISVOD J-Nd-NAWAD




uonrznequeesp Sinpuad tppmp uo polor) smerg

wodrs Sunsixa sreide o1 sy Inogqe uasiie
aauy) suonsanh [FHOIPPE pup “uonruPIood tuwoparl sidignw o) anp wagqord ©aoons ey oo med o fen-po-<ayiiy - ispewey

€61911% UOLNGUISIC)

ety £ C9¢'T98'13 REE1CRIS VG100 L IS INOd I2EMYSILY IO
proawmneap palong madwony o smeg
Hemay AF7IONLNVIA
o1 1118 - owaq
IRNEES £98 £0R°8018 2909718 v On-Inf-1 € vop-Wy-ng v CRtrf-1 g " HYNIA  WYIAW YR MY IS MS
266 12qWada(]
P Uod SEW UOHINASUC) "Rr6] UHPEY PRkl 01 33101 g | SR PApPIrwr paro ) seolespew 123png
annbag AeW J3YS JO 33NOS B 40§ WIADUOT) an| T LI PP STy 1PPIG Jop unnaadsur ang  1afosd ay) 1onaisuod
01 [J2US ]O 22IN0S A INOGE LIAIUOD J0 2SNEIY |61 UNMPIY 01 £ 661 1PquIaroN o) pedidifs atep 1mis uonannsue)  ismelg
sung g fuunp pjoy vo ind
SUIAQ YSY U1 PIP ST CSERIAP PASHEN 1SI UONEZHOYINEIP SIEPIPUEY Canl Queasdag e poleh o uswnand s yNe ¥ isyremay

AR REWA .

b 609 FS 1’811 $00°601°93 CoreLLss YV R6-(]-¢61 YV 86-ITIN-S L Y 90- 1" 10 e AYNILS JHOIL SPURE] 330
saunppuadxg % Juaun) auyaseg pu3 15uo) LIRS 15000 ¥ SAINIV  USIHVA  NISVE L24roud
\z_:._-mum—-_o yrwwrnrxe STLVINIIST vuvpxxss S B I LUE 119 L

{nny
q (SYUN) YL TIDRIOY 0 "LdAd Huady pracp - pioday Gewang smeg 3eafolg
1t 28ey

66-77(1-0¢

1DV NOLLVHOLSTH ANV NOLLDALOUd ‘ONINNY Td SUNYLLAM TVISVOD

FINd-NAWAD




o9'sts
FOL'NGS I Ao

noneoaee e peauaod fproy ue pafoa) ssapeg

SHIPNSU0d FupadnFus Suissappe e QERIGHNE PUE HONERSTOWSP 0T S 4 ploa b b pe Sunesopu Gpuomigg 1SYarmay
orcorss 990°£9¢% AL L 0 Ehi2:-ERD Bhh.EAN

6661 T 1SNENY U0 Ro¢ T111 S Jo aseanu o palesd e pa woadde pro g yse g oyt

qwrFosd SwEpaip (10 A pew paemproos Jwag st afod ay) smeg

owa(]
Furoua,| ysaepy umor |

Y TLITESY
oce1oEs . 159
1V 661 % i 0%t LREHOTCS RITEnl TS T RIRINITY an-42 -yl AQNA R L1 B fC RERL vHva - ardag, aman
<onsne s warppr o) paferap palos|  isneg
cacra) 115 §o un <anga spafoad o et panos Ay sJaUwOpur]  iSyIRuRYy
FE0'6L3 noneimsay Niojopiy]
815062$ SSIl 1ETE6LTS 9L98IH TS 10-ueq-10 OO-I[-€ | ¥ L6-Nf-€C (L NO4V1  v¥ve a8pry sinQ),'| voseg
samppuadxy % Jwam) auipaseg pUZ ISu0)  LITIG ISU0D) V<) SIHOV  HSIMVd  NISVE 1D3rONd
jsnoneEdao ernrmwrs STLVINILST wrnun-n SRR -5 B T3 11 ¢ 1 115 IR
ey
(+ afing (SUN) UL IOV A0 “LdAd =uady pray - poday Larmmng smeg jaafory
<ol

66-2(1-0c

LIV NOLLVHOLSTN ANY NOLLDTLONT “ONINNY T SUNYLLAM TVLSVOD

JINENATNID




66-23(1-0¢

‘Majdwo)

snjeIg
. SSNIRWY
828'889°1% outa] SIM ey
LOO'EREIE i 6'9fd ££9'6+0'T8 ECL6LIS AU L] Rl B v L6-ady-ig Vot 0 Rk HEAD AY¥3L pur|s] uoosey
sn)e)g
‘uonanansuod pur ‘udisap Junaeyd sor palord 150 00y g, g WHEL I PRS2 s Pafoad sy syaeway
c01'9818 wawafeury
89€°ckcs 9+l 059°c01'cs €98'989'14 UL L A 00-281N- 10 Vo0 SN 138Y 443r vive llepng nuoeN
sapdimoed st uonmnsHo Yy Qanl 1l TICHURT POPIPWE SEA DRIU0T}  ISMEN
Qurdo y erry meprayy v pred Sy s aaegs 1so3 jraop oy syIemay
ctoote’ 18 uonezIIgmS yurg
6LY' 016 1S Feo egees’es 616'366'¢8 v g6-unf-¢i Y86 471-¢1 YV Lo 1M1 (W3S HNHAIA WHiN noeg alemysald
saanpuadxy Yo juaun) Jujjaseqy pug sun) MEIS 15U0) AR SIHOY  HSNUvd NISYVH
/Suol e srexmany STLVIWILSY s vnwnrns savenprrnes STHIINIS srvuunuvnns
[enidy
St alleq

(SOUN) AHNL DOV 10 'LdAd fHuady prarg - ptoday Lewnung smvg 1aafoay
LIV NOLLVHOLSAN ANV NOLLDALOUI ‘ONINNY 11 SUNVILIM '1VISVOD

12aroyd

IWdI-NANWID




apnpagas uo 1pafory Fmoed-vo Suagel neg peel OO 0 Real Croga g woat paddigs ygy  ismeg
(N1 €01°p1$ 10 1502 1daload
[2101 T 10) *QCC | GO LG DU O papnpayds < g 151 Quoirg tre L P acg o (S g Smpung pazumpne ¢ sty (oo ISYIRNIY UOHEZIIRIS
£H0'LS1S AUNIOYS O/
W6+'090°18 0001  1S0'COL'FIS 160°c0t't18 11008 DO-120-1 D n-1rgy- T ey JHYAL 3¥¥al ue|] wiseg weatag
6661 12nnums mpappeian og e cSunoepd aaendsa gy ssmeeig
uauodwind jrmppnns 2y usudun [pas yNA Yl
pur mavodios .J>_.=...umu> at _:u:_u_&_:._ 1% SIUN uauoduon [ramsnne e pur auodioe oy Auppafaa e sey _uu_._..:a_ EILUN Y LTI | :_cc .m.m: ] 12u]
0EE'HLLS -UOIIRIOISAY HEO[OIPA}]
RCT90€% 00l L6S'ELE'CS 00L'L9T'CS On-iny-i g v 66-1dv-¢) VRGO 091 IWYdIA  JHOIL sjeue) UaAy/syeQ
smmg
o ey ouaq] aA3q
£60'L€8 Fuiddea ] waunpag
008°05% 0001 000°00¢8 000°00¢S 00-AON-D€ 00-SEIN-T0 ¥V 60 IM-1E 0 HNYIA JHOAL NI )
saanppuadxy % Juaun) Juljaseqy pug 15uo) Helg Isu0) ¥S8D SAIYOV  HSIHVd NISYd L23roud
/snonedngo sarennnr STLVINILST sxxwnnrs sxvunprannr STHIGIHIS wpunnnnnmusx
ey
v g (SOUN) TUNL TNIINDY 10 “LdAA :Huady peay - peday Grewung smeg 13aloag

66~ (10T

LIV NOILLYVHOLSIN ANV NOLLDTLOUL “ONINNY Id SUNVILLAM TVLISVOD

D Wd-NANTD




"Dy jeys 3¢ patsanbal aq s spun) frucntppr s 13afoad 3yl Jo JUWRIIUL
1ajemEIQ JIOYSIO 24 1INKASUOD 01 pa2u ay) sateatpul Suptouows J1 “1d2ford ayi jo wwatrasdus Juspyxdeq jeued 3y

10 uoiINNSUEI pue uSisap pue JuaamBua 101 000'000°1S PAPUN) R ISHY Lot 00 6CS HE <1 dieunsa isod 1a3foad jero).  ssmpelg
A e 1z posanbaa ag e spun) ruetuppr S a0foad a o wawanm
1ajeAR3G 2I0YSHO Y1 JINIISUOD UL Paau atjl SARPUL SuoRuo || 1aaload Ay qo ouoau Surjpyaeq eued
10 I IRIISTNY i ufisop pue fuuaay3ua 101 oo oo 1§ papung g1 ety o S - g oy pafood ring. ssyaeway
s [ 1d »pugpue
FLOCSIS 0001 0L e10ls 08 EIn (s t TWHIA JHOAL alieuog ayer)
smeg
=3 SLAUES ]
IrL'is uonei01s3y ndojoIpiy
greonts 0001 9€1'9T¢ 1§ 9€1'97¢" 18 RLE HANWVO WA jruey apquing
g 1517 oy
pazuoymeag/pauapacd (shasfong o
padwo)) uonanysuo)) ¢
PIUEIS UOIdNIISUo]) |
pamdaxy siwawaandy Juueyg1soy ¢
(shoafosd ¢
rreocs
sol'ereig $001 065°LS0'81S 16TSLOLLS ol L s Aiong eoL
saanppuadxy Y juauny) ulasey puy suo’)y MR sun ) Y8 SIUIY  HSIHVd NISYH 1331r01d
/Suopedgo wnxxvrrr STLVINLLST wcxwusuns svevnunvvns STIHIINIS cavvvennans
enoy
o 3974 (SOUN) UL ININAOY J0 "LdIQ +Huady pea| - podap Lewumg snimg 1aloryg

6G6-(1-0¢

LOV NOLLVHOLSIN NV NOLLDZLOUd "ONINNY 14 SUNYTLIM TVISVOD D-IWd-NAWAD




GIL'TRS'RIES spung pryo
LS9'LIS'SHS SPUNY [1PA 4/ UON
790'$90'€LTS spung [riapay

spunyg ajqeneay [eog,

pazuogmeaqpariiajaq (s)afoay 11
padwo) vonanaisuoy gg

LIRS uoINNISUo) (5

panaaxy siuawadidy duuaeyg 1so) pp

(shaaloayg 16

S9L°LSE'68S
€98'95¢°75I8 €S0l £E9I6FITES 68°'£89'10ES 166'69 sizaload v ferog, AMYIVNS
mﬂh_.-—m-:-OH—Rm— 2% juaaang) Juljeseg STHOY 123roud

/suonedynqQ wunwrwns STILVINILST sunsnxxs
fenoy

sist ] Orronrg iy (e, - aaedayp Oeming sy 1aafoag

66-220-0¢ LIV NOILLVHOLSAU ANV NOLLDALOU “ONINNY T SUNVTILIA TYLISVYOD J-Wd-NIW'1AD




661'8SL°01$ 667°CL0'898 L61'808°79% | Iy € t £91' 14! (el0 g, uiseg
$60'8T$ 05S0°085'81$ 676'CH 8IS 0 0 0 C 1EH1 z L sy Aoy
095'86<3S 060'TH0'9% 006'610°6$ 0 0 1 1 e 1 9 s Gnonag
£ECCLES fTr'sel’Lls SI8TIT LIS {1 0 0 L A T S s {meay
£9E'EHES 800'860'9$ 60" 119'FS 0 0 n < 696 € s Sieny
£Z8'Lol'ts 901°7£9'98 £C8'091°tS 1 ! _ H L8O £ 'y nsip Aaonay
Lov'srT’es 9zO'LEV'FS L98°86L°LS 0 0 1 | 01ls i 4 s Aoy
£TL'TLL'TS 965'£51'6% 69L'096'6$ 0 ﬂ < € L6Y'T £ 1 2151 Saonag
eLejeaRg cuiseq
SSTHOC'LS 9¢6'601°013 L98°EF0'SS 0 < C < T6L'E C je10], uiseq
SSTHIT'LS 976'601°01$ L98'EF0'SS 0 T ¢ < 6Lt z . asr ey
vlejejeiny  turseg
SS8'ErIS cS8'LrIs 1L8'8EC8 0 l 1 l 0 | 1®10], uisey]
cegerig ceg'erts 108°3€T8 it ! 1 ! 0 I ugpg sue) sy oy
J)e)g uI suiseg j|y :uiseg
aeq o), ewyisy ajewnysy ‘yyneaq padwo) 15607) pandaxy $210Y spalosy
samppuadxy uann) auijaseg spaafoag 1apun ve) Jo'oN
| ofieg wisug] £q 10day Ceutng sy paafoag

66722107 LOV NOLLVHOLSTN ANV NOLLDALOUI “ININNY 1T SUNVLLIM TVLSVOD

D*WNd-NAWNTD




206'Y0L'YS L81'808°01% 18L'SL6' 1S C ) < 9 1L1'e L 1810, uiseg
1L 9¢1'97S' 18 9¢1'975'1$ 0 0 0 0 8L 1 8 181 Lo
f97°CTs LSS 006's81°CS 0 0 0 | s { L 051y Anavagy
SKo'or6 1S 788°¢€C°T8 616'866'€$ 0 1 I 1 s | $ s S0y
£0I'1EIS £08'8018 2909718 1 | | | 0 i € 517 eonag
1LT'85S'1$ £T1°606'TS £60'0LL'T 0 l _ 1 €65t i 7 51 Kionag
08K 1L0°18 068'T6H 1S 1£9°89¢'1% 1 y ‘ I Lre < 1 asr] fiaoug
NeIUINLII]Y] usey]
965'THS 1S 6E11TI LS 181155618 | 1 < £ £51°E! 9 Iejo} uiseqy
1¥6'8LTS £S9'TLE9S FE6'ELOLS 0 0 _ I 98¢°C z 9 3517 Apaonay
£12'8¢S 606°TSS 000°00£% 0 0 n I 0 | r 51 Lindong
£1S' 1998 LLS'TTO'NS L81°999'€$ I ] _ _ 9¢6 z £ sy Qo
668 £9¢S 000'€L9'91% 990°£16'8% n n n n 1£8°6 1 [ s Sidong
BII(] 19A1Y 'SSIJA] uiseq]
ajeQ OL Fewnysy ewy)sy “neaq paradwe) JSuQ ) pan3aIxyg LEIRLY sp3afoag
sasmppuadxy tITERT ] lg auipaseg spaforg 1 VS JooN
¢ sfag ursey] {q 1roday Lewng smers 13afoag
66-220-07 LIV NOLLVHOLSAY ANV NOILLDALOUd ‘ONINNY Id SUNVTLIM TVLSVOD

I Wd-NAWID




¢OL'LEC'6RS Lo zorITes toR' RO HOCY " ¢ ny L 166'69 6 smseg] v (R0 L,
869°178'88 POS'ELEENIS gcl'tey'sols t G l Ll 678'6 e {ei0], uiseq
£56'9¢3 0L THSS TTC'o9rs 0 0 1 ! 0 | L 9sirp {nonag
bLT'SLES SFO'T69'tTS LSL'TTS'0ES m 0 N I FLL'T F 9 1si] Ansonsy
LT0'9L8'CS cEsrrL'ocs EreoTIres 0 t i C S16'C £ S 3s1p dony
0L8° 1168 9rE68E IS OLr'611'9% 0 0 f ¢ €1g T r 81y Siony
6S0'€09°CIS LTS'890°ETS CeEBCLGIS 0 Y ] t 8S6'C t € asr] Ouong
L0S'T61'S1S 018'9bF0c$ 885°1£8°T1S 0 € ¢ ¢ 856 £ 7 51 1014
696'ST69% TLO'68F'6S £6£°608°8% { « ¢ t 6 < 1 17 Hong
UU0qaLId], :ulsey
Jjeqq oL sjeui)sy Jjewi)sy] ‘yneaqg au_u_._EeU Isua) pandaxy SNV n-uu_e._._
saanppuadxyg a1y uljaseqy s1afoay 1pun v Jo°ON
3 uiseg {q 11oday Lieunung smyersg aloag
¢ 28ed
66-2°0-0T LIV NOILVHOLSTU ANV NOLLDALOHU “ONINNY LI SUNVILLAM TVISVOD D-Wd"NAWAD




61L'785'81¢€S wesflolg
€OL°LSE'688  £98'9CLTSIS £LO°Z6Y1TES  H6BERIHOLS LEFLICSHS U S90°ELLS 193 gl 173 166'6% 6 :c__u_:_ﬂ_.ww
CCR'ErIS cce'LrIs 12 B4} 1LR'BECS I c { 0 \ uegd
) UDNBAIISUOY)
D16'EIT 688  800°€1C°TS1S BLL'SVE'1ZES  £TO'SHHHOES LSOLISSPS o0 eo0ELcS te 1 £L 166'69 16  swafoigieio]
0£1°959% 811'959% 8rgecos LBO6RL1TS < 0 S 0 1 spafory
pazumpneaq
08L'L5S'888  198'9¢S"ISIS LE6'V69'0TES  9£6'S£9°T8LS LETLICSHS L90's90CLLS s sl 89 166'69 08 saloig sanay
zests 767'€99'sS L1€°88C°LIS 80¢°CEH9I1S QLo LS 6LOT9R° 1S 0 0 0 01£'C 9 8
91£'L8S CLL'96O'ES £LO'SHTITS 180006071 S LO6RO%1 €Y A S AN f l t £L8°l t L
SHHOF9' IS 6£S°TOTHIS 9H)'+H6'9¢8 16O’ F19° s (RIIREL A VOIS 6eS n 3 8 gecol I 9
119'6TC'98  9LE10T'CCS 10L°¢9¢°64S £06'C96'09¢ 1688118 TR VAN S AN ¢ 1 L 1+6'S 6 €
909'681'¢S  FEC'TLTCIS 8t1'Cso'cTs 99¢ HT6'C1Y RCOTHELTS S SANIRTIEN ! T 8 L8¢'C 3 t
CES'8L6'ETS  BTETor'6CS LBL'TE LS 909°'0¢0'¢£S 0It£o18g 0 6E600S L t £l toL'cl tl t
6£0°C66'CES  TOL1TILES 11L°€8°LSS FCEREOFS IsTOtL0S O1EEL8ES 01 < Sl et ¢! <
L69'8TH'61S  T9£'909'TTS LPT'r8L9TS LICEL6'6ES SCorirgs 006'+80 8¢S " < £l 608°0C | 1
aeg ol aeq ol ewIysy ewnsg apqejreay Igepeay papdwe)  suo) panoaxg  sany  spaloay wd
samnppuadxy  suonediqo SLTETH ]} ] aunasey spuny ‘jsuo)) spung ‘Jstny “1se ) J3apuf vS) JooN

66-22Q-0¢

PAJ/U0N

ILEETIBE]

s Aoy £g edayy Leunung ooy
LIV NOLLVHOLSAY ANV NOLLDALOUd "ONINNY LI SUNY LLIAL TVLSVOD

INd-NAN:ID



12/16/99

FACT SHEET

CELMN-PM-C NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT

SUBJECT: Mississippi River Sediment, Nutrient and Freshwater Redistribution Study

1. PURPOSE: To determine means to quantify and optimize the available resources of the
Mississippi River to create, protect and enhance coastal wetlands and dependent fish and wildlife
populations in coastal Louisiana. To plan, design, evaluate and recommend for construction
projects utilizing the natural resources of the Mississippi River in order to abate continuing
measured loss of this habitat and restore a component of wetland growth.

2. FACTS:

a. Status.

1.

il,

All analyses have been completed. [nformation developed includes land use, habitat
type and land loss, endangered and threatened species documentation. and existing
water supply demand. Hydraulic, salinity, and landscape modeling of riverine impacts
for multi-diversion combinations is complete. Data and design information
development for the intermediate concept plans are compiete. Model simulations of the
hydraulic effects of the combined MRSNFR and Barrier Shoreline study alternatives in
the Barataria basin have been run. The wetland evaiuations for the intermediate study
alternatives have been completed. Real estate cost estimates have been completed. The
Miss. River Ship Channel Improvement {(MRSCI) recon study analyses for
environmental enhancement of navigation feature maintenance have been integrated
into the study. The study cfforts has been closely coordinated Coast 2050 pianning
process. This coast wide multi-interest public planning process has resulted in the spin-
out of several study alternatives into the PPL9 Compiex Project Analysis process.

Engineenng and environmental write-ups for the study draft report have been
undergoing revision and are being incorporated into the draft report. The compiling of
the draft study report nearing completion. The compieted Sections of the Phasel draft
study report arc available tor this Task Force Meeting.

Budget: The approved total cost estimate called for a cost of $4.1 mitlion, including
25 percent contingencies. The Task Force also established a steering committee to
oversee and coordinate all CWPPRA funded studies and approve the study scopes and
estimates. The originally estimated MRSNFR FY 1999 budget request was reduced by
$75,000 reducing the study cost estimate to $4.0 miilion. At this time 100% of the
estimated contingency funds remain available and $600,000 in funds will be retumed to
the planning budget for use in funding PPL9 complex project studies, '

Total Estimated Cost (100% Fed) $4,007,500
Allocated through FY 1995 $919,000
Allocated for FY 1996 $993.,400
Allocated for FY 1997 $1,458,600
Allocated for FY 1998 $£562,500

Allocated for FY 1999 $75,000
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b. Issues.

i. Legal issues involving outputs that would be commonly measured as benefits wili also
require attention. There are numerous liability issues stemming from proprietary
interests, assumed or real, in surface conditions as related to specific user interests.

ii. The composite of these issues has a direct effect on the local sponsors ability and
willingness to participate in these projects. The high project and legal costs as well as
operational conflicts are potential deterrents to local involvement and sponsorship.

The Coast 2050 effort has provided an effective means of coordinating and addressing these
issues.

c. Study Authority. This study was authorized by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Conservation and Restoration Task Force established under the Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) and is funded with CWPPRA planning funds. The
Corps of Engineers was directed by the Task Force to be the lead agency in the execution of this
study.

d. Location. The study area is comprised of the entire Mississippi River Deltaic Plain, from
the East Atchafalaya Basin Protection Levee eastward to the Louisiana-Mississippi state border.
The area is bounded to the south by the Guif of Mexico. The area encompasses approximately
6.4 million acres or 10,000 square mules.

e. Problems and Solutions Being Investigated. The study will investigate existing
modifications to natural deltaic processes and resultant loss of coastal wetlands and assess

potential uses of the sediment. nutrient and freshwater resources found in the Mississippi River
to modify or reverse these trends. Hydraulic modeling will be used to establish the availability
of the riverine resources which are to be applied and the effect of reallocatton of these resources.
After an intermediate screening, lump sum component costs, unit habitat outputs. and the value
of resuitant attendant resource outputs witl be developed Altemnative analysis will be
accomplished primarily with existing information. Economic cvaluation of the intermediate
alternatives will consider positive and negative National Economic Development type impacts as
credits and debits toward the cost of each alternative. The final recommendations will be based
on the evaluation of environmental outputs versus costs of an alternative as described in Draft
EC 1105-2-206.

STUDY MANAGER: TIM AXTMAN, (504) 862-1921
7/98




Summary of the Hydrologic Investigation of the Chenier Plain
November 17, 1999

A more holistic understanding of Chenier Plain hydrology is essential to the successful
development and implementation of ecosystem-level restoration strategies for this region as
presented in the Coast 2050 Plan. This study is geared toward achieving this goal through the
analyses of existing long-term data on salinity, water level and rainfall, and river discharge for the
purpose of developing technically sound hypotheses of how hydrology in the Chenier Plain affects
wetland stability. Information generated through this effort is intended to serve as a cornerstone in
the development of a long-term restoration framework that wiil guide project planning and
implementation activities, new feasibility analyses, and future environmental modeling,

This will be accomplished through the analysis of historic trends 1n:

— land use/management and landscape changes over the past 50 years;
— water level and water control structure operation records;
— spatial and temporal salinity patterns;

New data collection will consist primarily of strategically collected GPS elevational survey points
in marshes across the region.

There are two areas of particular concern that the study will address: 1) clarifying the role of
alterations in system hydrology in wetland loss in the Mermentau and Calcasieu-Sabine Basins; and
2) determining the impacts to wetlands in the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin by the potential diversion of
up to 50% of the Sabine River’s flow toward Houston, Texas.

Currently the bulk of the historic salinity, freshwater inflow and water level data analysis is
complete and the only major tasks remaining are the completion of the marsh elevation surveys.
Following completion of this task will be an analysis of how findings from the above analyses
interrelate in the ecological setting to affect marsh stability, sustainability and ecosystem integrity.

This study is funded by Breaux Act planning monies and will be completed in Aprii 2000 at a cost
of $250,000.




