Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
TASK FORCE MEETING
July 6, 2000

Minutes

I. INTRODUCTION

Opening comments were made by Colonel Thomas Julich, who convened the thirty-ninth
meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force at
approximately 9:45 a.m. on July 6, 2000, at U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans
District, in New Orleans, Louisiana. The agenda is shown as enclosure 1. The Task Force was
created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA,
commonly known as the Breaux Act), which was signed to law (PL 101-646, Title III) by
President Bush on November 29, 1990.

II. ATTENDEES

The attendance record for the Task Force meeting is presented as enclosure 2.

Listed below are the six Task Force members:

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. William B. Hathaway, Environmental Protection Agency

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

Mr. Don Gohmert, U.S. Departrnent of Agriculture

Mr. James Burgess, U.S. Depariment of Commerce

COL Thomas Julich, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

All of the Task Force members were in attendance except Mr. Hathaway, who was
represented by Mr. Troy Hill

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

Mr. James Burgess said he would like a summary reflected in future minutes of the
outcome of any Task Force decisions that were made subject to the review and approval by the
Technical Committee.

Motion by Mr. Dave Frugé: To approve the minutes from the Task Force meeting held on
April 5, 2000 with the change recommended by Mr. Burgess

Second to motion: Dr. Len Bahr

Motion passed unanimously.



IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS
A. Recommendations for Projects (Schroeder)

Mr. Robert Schroeder presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee

concerning the following projects:

a. Construction Approvals: Barataria Bay Waterway East Bank Protection Project (BA-
26); Barataria Basin Landbridge Shoreline Protection Project, Phases 1 and 2,
Construction Units One and Two (BA-27); Caernarvon Outfall Management Project
(BS-3a)

b. Cost Increase: Point au Fer Island - An increase of $30,222.08 is necessary to balance
overspending which was uncovered in an audit of the project.

Motion by Mr. Dave Frugé: Tc approve construction of the above projects (BA-26, BA-27
and BS-3a)

Second to motion: Mr. James Burgess

Motion passed unanimously.

Motion by Mr. Don Gohmert: To approve a cost increase for the Point au Fer Island project
of $30,222.03 to balance overspending which was uncovered in an audit.

The motion was seconded.

Motion passed unanimously.

B. Projects Being Considered under Deauthorization Process (Schroeder)

Mr. Robert Schroeder presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee and other
information concerning the deauthorization of several Breaux Act projects.

Motion by Mr. Don Gohmert: To approve for the initiation of the deauthorization process
for the Red Mud demonstration project.

The motion was seconded.

Motion passed unanimously.

C. Recommendations on Changes to Demonstration Project Process, Including Potential
Project Additions (Rauber)

Mr. Gary Rauber presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee to revise the
Standard Operating Procedure for Demonstration Projects by specifying a project submittal
deadline, removing the specific site requirement, and indicating an annual funding process.
Mr. James Burgess wanted to add the project monitoring plan to the list of evaluation criteria
for demonstration projects. The Task Force adopted by consensus the revised demonstration

project process with the-ehan

sammended-—p




D. Proposal to Include Enviroumental Design Component for Phase 1 Projects
(Hanchey)

Mr. Randy Hanchey presented a proposal to include a separate ecological assessment of the
goals and proposed strategies and ‘catures of each Phase 1 project. A long discussion followed
with Mr. Randy Hanchey maintaining that the current evaluation process does not address
specific goals. He suggested that more quantatative analysis be performed, including
modeling, if necessary. Mr Don Gohmert expressed his opinion that professional judgement
and expenience were adequate to design projects, in some cases, and the findings of the
monitoring team could be used to fine tune or correct the projects. Mr. Bob Schroeder
informed the Task Force that the Technical Committee had not considered this item ready for
presentation to them. After more discussion, the Task Force generally agreed that the matter
should be reviewed further by the Technical Committee.

E. Report on Monitoring (Steyer)

Mr. Greg Steyer reported on the Breaux Act project monitoring program. He also presented
a proposal for expert review of a proposed coastwide reference monitoring system. The
consensus of the Technical Committee had been favorable for such a review costing up to
$30,000. Mr. Burgess wanted to see the program plan and know how it effected the budget.
After a brief discusston, the Task Force generally agreed that the Technical Committee should
evaluate the pros and cons of the proposal and report back to them.

Motion by Mr. Don Gohmert: To approve an expert review of the proposed coastwide

reference monitoring system costing up to $30,000 subject to the approval of the Technical

Committee.

Second to motion: Dr. Len Bahr

Motion passed unanimously.

V. INFORMATION

A. Salt Marsh Rehabilitation with Hydraulically Dredged Sediment (Dr. Irv
Mendelsschn)

Dr. Irv Mendelssohn presented the results of EPA and Sea Grant funded research on the effect
of placing dredged material on deteriorating salt marsh. The results show dramatic
improvement to the marsh, even when the dredged material effluent has a high water to soils
ratio

B. Status of Funds in the Breaux Act Constructlon Program and Overview of Cashflow
Management Tracking (Podany)

Mr. Tom Podany briefed the Task Force on the status of funds in the Breaux Act planning
and construction programs. The following tables were enclosed in the meeting briefing books:




1. Planning Program.

a.

Status of Planning Funds. Funds in the amount of $662,609 are
currently unbudgeted and are available for future planning efforts.

2. Construction Program.

a.

Status of Construction Funds. Taking into consideration approved
current estimates, project expenditures through present, Federal and non-
Federal cost sharing responsibilities, we estimate that there are
$28,001,625 federal funds available, based on Task Force approvals to
date.

Construction Program Potential Cost Changes. This table depicts
potential future construction program cost increases and decreases
affecting available federal funds. If these increases and decreases are
taken into consideration, $909,751 in Federal funds would be available
at present.

Projects Returning Excess Funds. A total of $4,547,491 may be
returned from projects that have completed or almost completed
construction.  Current project estimates will reflect these decreases
when the final accounting of first costs is completed.

CWPPRA Project Summary Report by Priority List. A priority list
summary of project schedule, available funding, baseline and current
estimates, obligations and expenditures, for the construction program as
furnished by the lead agencies for the CWPPRA database.

Analysis of Status of Construction Funds. This table is an analysis of
Federal and non-Federal cost sharing responsibilities as determined by
the current approved project estimates.

3. Cash Flow Management.

a.

b.

d.

PPL 9 Program Summary by Project and Phase. This table shows
project baseline estimates by phase through FY(7, _

PPL9 Detailed Project Baseline Estimates by FY. This table shows
baseline estimates shown by phase and category for all projects.
Estimated costs are shown for FY00 through FY07.

Cash Flow Management of PPL’s through Fiscal Year 09. This graph
illustrates historical spending for PPL’s 1 through 8 compared to income
available. The graph also illustrates possible spending and income on
future hypothetical PPL’s over the next 10 fiscal years.

Hypothetical PPL Table. This table was used to develop data for Cash
Flow Management graph.

4. CWPPRA Project Status Summary Report. This report is comprised of
project information from the CWPPRA database and as furnished by the lead
agencies.

C. Report on State Initiatives to Resolve Oyster Relocation and Land Rights Issues
(Caldwell and Hanchey)



Mr.Jack Caldwell descrnibed the plan being developed for oyster relocations. He
recommended that a committee be formed to deal with the issue. He then described the state’s
plan to deal with the land rights issue. He asked the Task Force to take action on the issue.
Mr. James Burgess applauded the state’s initiative and then moved to form a committee to
recommend policy for the next meeting. Mr. Don Gohmert stated that these were sensitive
issues and probably could not be resolved by the next meeting. He wants them brought up at
every meeting. The Technical Committee was tasked with forming committees to work on the
two issues.

D. Report on Technical Committee Selection of Projects as Phase 0 Candidates for
Priority List 10 (Schroeder)

Mr. Robert Schroeder reported on the Technical Committee selection of projects as Phase
0 candidates for the 10™ PPL. The Technical Committee selected twenty-one candidate
projects at a meeting on May 17, 2000.

E. Consideration Adopting a 2-Year Cycle for the Selection of Priority Lists and
Finalization of Schedule to Review Process (Podany)

Mr. Tom Podany presented a proposal for a two-year planning cycle for the selection of
Phase 1 Priority Project Lists. He included some pros and cons of the proposal. A brief
discussion followed with most people generally against the idea.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To table the discussion of adopting a 2-year cycle for project
selection for the time being,.

Second to motion: Mr. Don Gohmert

Motion passed unanimously

F. Presentation from Moffatt and Nichol on Modeling Efforts for the Black Bayou
Hydrologic Modification Project and Applicability to Other Projects

A representative of the firm of Moffatt and Nichol presented a report on their modeling
efforts for the Black Bayou Hydrclogic Modification project and the applicability of similar
modeling to other projects

G. Report from Public Outreach Committee (Wilson)

Mr. Scott Wilson presented the Public Outreach Committee’s Annual Strategic Update
Report to the Task Force for comment and review. He asked the Task Force to fund
approximately one quarter of Sydney Coffee, a state employee’s, salary to work on outreach in
Washington D.C.

Motion by James Burgess: To approve for one year, starting immediately, up to $32,000
(1/4 of Sidney’s salary)




Second to motion: Mr. Dave Frugé

Motion passed unanimously
Dr. Len Bahr discussed the need for CWPPRA funding for a coastal summit in 2001. A brief
discussion followed. Dr. Bahr promised to mail a proposal to the Task Force within a month.

H. Proposed Guidance for Selection of CWPPRA Projects for Phase 2 (Hanchey)
Mr. Randy Hanchey presented proposed guidance for selection of CWPPRA projects for

Phase 2. He agreed to work with the Technical Committee on the issue.

I. Status of Mississippi River, Sediment, Nutrient and Freshwater Redistribution
Feasibility Study (Axtman)

Mr. Tim Axtman reported on the status of the Mississippi River, Sediment, Nutrient and
Freshwater Redistribution Feasibility Study.

J. Recognition of the Barrier Shoreline Feasibility Study (Podany)

Mr. Tom Podany presented the completed Barrier Shoreline Feasibility Study for formal
recognition by the Task Force.
K. Status of the Bayou Lafourche Siphon Project (McQuiddy)

Mr. Wes Mcquiddy reported on the status of the Bayou Lafourche Siphon Project. He
stated that investigations to date show that it is possible for Bayou Lafourche to convey 1000

cfs with channel improvements. The stability of the bayou banks is still being analyzed. He
expects a report by January 2001.

VI. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

Dr. Bill Good stated that the report to Congress is ready for signatures.

Ms. Marnie Winter of Jefferson Parish presented a letter of support for the Jonathan Davis
Project (BA-20). The letter urged the Task Force to approve construction of 15,000 feet of
shoreline protection without delay.

VII. DATE AND LOCATION OF NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

The next Task Force meeting will be held at 9:30 a.m. on October 4, 2000, in Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.




VIIL. WRITTEN QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

Rodney Gilbeau offered members of the public an opportunity to comment on issues of
concerm.

IX. ADJOURNMENT

The Task Force Meeting was adjourned at 3:15 p.m. in the aftemoon.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
TASK FORCE MEETING
AGENDA
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District

District Assembly Room
New Orleans, Louisiana

July 6, 2000
9:30 a.m.
TAB
Meeting Initiation 9:30 a.m. to 9:35 a.m.
a. Introduction of Task Force Members or Alternates
b. Opening Remarks by Task Force Members
Adoption of Minutes from the April 5, 2000, Meeting 9:35 a.m. t0 9:45 a.M....cccecvrnsccosnccssace D

Salt Marsh Rehabilitation with Hydraulically Dredged Sediment (Dr. Irv Mendelssohn) 9:45
AN 60 10:00 2.1 ceciivisiicieinsiereissmsasssrsasessasessasssssassssenssrsassssrssassssrnse seanesnesssasss sessnsssnsssesnassanssass sase E

Status of Funds in the Breaux Act Construction Program and Overview of Cashflow
Management Tracking (Podany) 10:00 a.m. t0 10:10 2.1 cceereeerrnessrnsssrsnsarsncsssasssssaseansssosssansasss F

Recommendations for Projects (Schroeder) 10:10 a.m. to 10:20 a.m.:

a. Approvals: Barataria Bay Waterway East Bank Protection Project (BA-26); Barataria
Basin Landbridge Shoreline Protection Project, Phases 1 and 2, Construction Units One
and Two (BA-27); Caernarvon Outfall Management Project (BS-3a)

b. Cost Increase: Point au Fer Island.......icicneceiicncnnicscanrncnssssanssscssrenees . w G

Projects Being Considered under Deauthorization Process (Schroeder) 10:20 a.m. to 10:30
a.m.:

a. Red Mud

b. Violet Freshwater Distribution

¢. Flotant Marsh Fencing Demonstration

d. Hopper Dredge Demonstration ........cueiecisesmiomessrmmsmsassssesasssssnas H

Report on State Initiatives to Resolve Oyster Relocation and Land Rights Issues (Caldwell and
Hanchey) 10:30 a.m. t0 11:00 2.M. ....cccccrnccrincnssaccnssanssssssssssssssssonse voenerenaces R |

Report on Technical Committee Selection of Projects as Phase 0 Candidates for Priority List
10 (Schroeder) 11:00 a.m. t0 11:10 a.M...cuccirncccrirecrrncns . J

Recommendations on Changes to Demonstration Project Process, Including Potential Project
Additions (Rauber) 11:10 a.m. t0 11:20 A.1......cvrverirreerrnsessrisesssssssassssssssesasrsassseassasssssssssssassassras K

Proposal to Include Environmental Design Component for Phase 1 Projects (Hanchey) 11:20
A 10 11:30 QM. ..rincrcrinccnssscsisassnsassrsssssesssssssassasssssssasonssssssssssanssssasressnnnse . e L

ENCL [



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING AGENDA

. (continued)
Tab

XI. Consideration of Adopting a 2-Year Cycle for the Selection of Priority Lists and Finalization of

Schedule to Review Process (Podany) 11:30 a.m. t0 11:50 a.M. .eeccviricisciissccrasncnecsane evsassssnasses M
XII. Presentation from Moffatt and Nichol on Modeling Efforts for the Black Bayou Hydrologic
Modification Project and Applicability to Other Projects 11:50 a.m. to 12:10 p.m. .....cccevnneens N
XIII. Report from Public Outreach Committee (Wilson) 12:10 p.m. to 12:20 P.m. ....ccccererssersensenss o
XIV. Proposed Guidance for Selection of CWPPRA Projects for Phase 2 (Hanchey) 12:20 p.m. to
L2230 DuIMls rrvesvncrrnasissssrnsassrnsssssnsossesssossasssssssnssronssrsntsbsstessssts s ssassssrnsss sasstsssasnsranssssnasssnns P
XV. Report on Monitoring (Steyer) 12:30 p.m. to 12:45 Pull. ..cccinicirsissssiisssinssesnssorsaens vessosasessannes O
XVI. Status of Mississippi River, Sediment, Nutrient and Freshwater Redistribution Feasibility
Study (Axtman) 12:45 p.m. t0 12:55 Pl c.cciiiiicinsinnrcnsimsniimasssisssnssisissnssisnssamsssssssnssssssassssnse R
XVII. Recognition of the Barrier Shoreline Feasibility Study (Podany) 12:55 p.m. to 1:00 p.m........ S
XVIIL. Status of the Bayou Lafourche Siphon Project (McQuiddy) 1:00 p.m. to 1:10 p.im....cocsesssacssns T
XIX. Additional Agenda [TemS.. ... ivinciiiiinneiisnerinseimsssssesssssesssssessnssassssssssonsasassasanessassenassns sesssusesssuasas U
XX. Request for Public COmMMENtS .....ceeiiieciimrcensicernsssssssassssnsssssssasessocsssnsssssssssssssessssessssssonassesnenss snane \4
XXI. Date and Location of the Next Task Force Meeting .....c.cuvennnccssssnssesssrissscssssmssosncenssssssasssnsassin w
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