LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA
BARATARIA BASIN BARRIER SHORELINE RESTORATION
FINAL CONSTRUCTION REPORT
AND
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
APPENDIX E



SUMMARY

This document presents the public’s comments and the US Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District
responses regarding the Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA), Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration
Integrated Construction Report Draft Environmental Impact Statement. This document also presents
comments and responses of the Independent External Peer Review (IEPR), as required by the Water
Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 2007, which was conducted to ensure the quality, credibility, and
reliability of the scientific and engineering analyses contained within the documents.

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the District issued a Notice of
Availability (NOA), dated June 23, 2011, inviting public participation to comment on the draft Integrated
Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline
Restoration. The US Environmental Protection Agency issued in the Federal Register Volume 76, Number
122, page 37112 dated June 24, 2011. The Draft Integrated Report and Draft Environmental Impact
Statement were posted on the study web site at http: //www.lca.gov.

Comments on the Integrated Draft Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement were
requested during the 45-day comment period from June 24, 2011, to August 8, 2011. In addition, written
comments on the Integrated Draft Construction Report and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft
Integrated Report) were requested by letter postmarked not later than August 8, 2011. Distribution of the
Draft Integrated Report for review and comment included mailing the document to Federal, state, and local
agencies; Tribes; libraries; and other interested parties. During the public comment period, two public
meetings were held. A total of 58 people attended the public hearings with a total of 23 individuals offering
oral comments. The District received 17 written comment emails, faxes, and letters postmarked within the
comment period. A few of the comments had several attachments.

All substantive comments received on the Draft Integrated Report are included in this report whether or not
the comment is thought to merit individual discussion in the text of the Final Integrated Construction Report
and Final Environmental Impact Statement.

The oral testimonies were reviewed by the Planning Development Team (PDT) and were considered in the
study process, in preparation of the Final Integrated Construction Report and Final Environmental Impact
Statement. Salient comments, questions, and concerns expressed in both the written and oral comments were
identified. Several comments warranted revisions to the Final Integrated Report. Although no major changes
to the document content were warranted or conducted as a result of the public review, revisions to the text
included clarifications and inclusion of updated and additional information. None of the changes made to the
Final Integrated Report are believed to have any profound effect on the findings and conclusions that were
presented in the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

All registered comment meeting participants, as well as those providing written comments, will be provided
a copy of the Final Integrated Report and Final Environmental Impact Statement. In addition, the Final
Integrated Report and Final Environmental Impact Statement will be posted on the study web site at

http: //www.lca.gov.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Nationa Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (40 CFR 1503.1) established The National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) (40 CFR 1503.1) established a nationwide policy that after preparing a draft
environmenta impact statement (EIS) and before preparing afinal EIS the agency shall:

e Obtain the comments of any Federal agency which hasjurisdiction by law or special expertise with
respect to any environmental impact involved or which is authorized to devel op and enforce
environmenta standards.

¢ Request the comments of:

0 Appropriate state and local agencies which are authorized to devel op and enforce
environmenta standards;
o0 Indian tribes, when the effects may be on areservation; and
0 Any agency which has requested that it receive statements on actions of the kind proposed.
¢ Request comments from the public, affirmatively soliciting comments from those persons or
organizations who may be interested or affected.

An agency may request comments on afinal environmental impact statement before the decision isfinally
made. In any case, other agencies or persons may make comments before the final decision unless a different
timeis provided under Sec. 1506.10.

This document describes the public comments and the District's responses regarding the Draft Integrated
Construction Report and Draft Environmental |mpact Statement for the Louisiana Coastal Area, Barataria
Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration. In accordance with NEPA, the USEPA issued in the Federal Register
Volume 76, Number 122, page 37112 dated June 24, 2011, a Notice of Availability inviting public
participation to comment on the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft Environmental |mpact
Statement for the Louisiana Coastal Area, Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration. The 45-day
comment period for accepting written comments extended from June 24, 2011, to August 8, 2011.
Distribution of the DPEIS for review and comment included mailing the document to Federal, state and local
agencies, Tribes, and other interested parties. The full distribution mailing list is available from the USACE,
New Orleans District upon request. Copies of the Draft Integrated Report were mailed to the following
public libraries.

News rel eases announcing public hearings were distributed via VOCUS to 240 media outlets. News Release
and Calendar Event were posted to www.lca.gov and www.mvn.usace.army.mil, as well as a post on MV N
Facebook page. Ads for meetings placed in the following newspapers. Baton Rouge Advocate, Daily Comet,
Plaguemines Gazette, and the Times-Picayune. Emails, with meeting notifications, were sent to non-
governmental organizations (NGOs) that are actively involved in coastal restoration. Public hearings were
also coordinated with Plaquemines Parish and L af ourche Parish President's Office and Coastal Zone
Managers.

As an additional measure for providing public access to the document, the District made the DPEIS available
for view and downloading from the world wide web at: http://www.Ica.gov. No reports of user difficulty
were reported to the webmaster for the site. The dates, locations and attendance of the public meetings are
listed in Table 2. Nine public meetings were conducted by the USACE in July 2011. The meetings provided
aforum for public expression of verbal statements regarding the proposed action and the content of findings
of the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Each meeting also
provided an opportunity for attendees to ask questions of USACE representatives regarding the Barataria
Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration Study.
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Table 1. Public Hearings I nformation
Date Location Attendees
July 26, 2011 Woodland Plantation XX attendees signed in;
21997 Hwy 23, 5 individuals offered comments
Port Sulphur, LA 70083
July 28, 2011 South Lafourche High School XX attendees signed in;
16911 East Main &, Galliano, LA 70354 18 individuals offered comments

A court reporter recorded (using stenography and tape recorder) each of the public meetings and provided
USACE with awritten transcript of each meeting record. Those transcripts were summarized into meeting
minutes. The comments taken from the minutes for each public meeting with USACE responses are provided
in sections 2.1 through 2.2.

The public meetings format included an Open House from 6:00 to 6:30 pm where general information about
the proposed Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration effort and process was provided. From 6:30 to
7:00 pm, an overview of the proposed LCA Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration Plan was
presented. This was followed by a question and answer session. From about 7:30 pm until completion of the
meeting, formal public comments on the Draft Integrated Report were received. The hearings provided a
forum for public expression of verbal statements regarding the proposed action and the content and the
findings of the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Louisiana Coastal Area, Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration. Provisions were aso made so that
comments could be written on comment cards and provided to the USACE during or following the meeting.
A total of 23 meeting attendees provided verbal comments at the two public meetings.

Written comments on the Draft Integrated Report were requested by letter to be postmarked not later than
August 8, 2011. A total of 17 comment letters, some with several attachments, were received by letter
postmarked by the close of the comment period. A few comments were emailed, hand delivered, and/or
faxed.

The NEPA aso provides guidance (40 CFR 1503.4) on responding to comments. An agency preparing a
FEIS shall assess and consider comments both individually and collectively, and shall respond by one or
more of the means listed below, stating its response in the final statement. Possible responses are to:

Modify alternatives including the proposed action.

Develop and evaluate alternatives not previousy given serious consideration by the agency.
Supplement, improve, or modify its analyses.

Make factua corrections.

Explain why the comments do not warrant further agency response, citing the sources, authorities, or
reasons which support the agency's position and, if appropriate, indicate those circumstances which
would trigger agency reappraisal or further response.

All substantive comments received on the Draft Integrated Report are included in this report whether or not
the comment is thought to merit individua discussion in the text of the statement. The oral testimonies and
letters were reviewed by the LCA PDT and considered both in the study process and in preparation of the
Final Integrated Report. Salient comments, questions and concerns were identified. Several comments
warranted revision to the Draft Integrated Report in order to complete the Final Integrated Report. Although
no major changes to the document content were warranted or conducted as a result of the public review,
revisions to the text included minor clarifications and inclusions of updated and additional information. None
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of these changes that were made to the text are believed to have any profound effect on the findings and
conclusions that were presented in the Draft Integrated Report. All registered comment meeting participants,
aswell asthose providing written comments, will be provided a copy of the Fina Integrated PEIS. In
addition, the Final Integrated Report will be posted on the study web site located at http://www.L CA.gov.

Verbal and written comments and USACE responses are presented in sections 2.0 and 3.0, respectively.
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20 PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTSON THE DRAFT INTEGRATED
CONSTRUCTION REPORT AND DRAFT EIS

This section contains the oral comments and responses received at the two public meetings held for the Draft
Integrated Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Louisiana
Coastal Area, Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration. Public hearings were held on July 26, 2011, at
Woodland Plantation, 21997 Hwy 23, Port Sulphur, LA 70083; and on July 28, 2011, at South Lafourche
High School, 16911 East Main &, Galliano, LA 70354.

The following five individuals provided comments on the Integrated Draft Construction Report and Draft
EIS at the Woodland Plantation public hearing on July 26, 2011. A copy of the transcript of each comment
and the USACE response is presented in Section 2.1.

Ms Marnie Winter
Mr. P.J. Hahn

Mr. Foster Creppdl
Mr. Scott Eustis
Mr Larry Rousselle

The following individuals provided comments on the Integrated Draft Construction Report and Draft EIS at
the South Lafourche High School public hearing on July 28, 2011. A copy of the transcript of each comment
and the USACE response is presented in Section 2.2.

Mr. Rickey Cheramie
Mr. Nick Cheramie
Mr. Lorraine

Mr. Rodney Ducet
Ms Cathy Norman
Mr. Curtis Cotillion
Mr. Greg St. Amant
Mr. Rickey Plaisance
Mr. Adomitis

Mr. Gus Adomitis
Mr. Jerry Gisclair
Mr. Harry Gisclair
Mr. Jimmy Cantrelle
Ms Cathy Norman
Ms Margaret Curole
Mr. Wayne Martin
Mr. Adomitis

Mr. Jack Rodrigue
Mr. Dick Cheramie
Mr. Caillouet

Mr. Kevin Curole
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2.1 Oral Commentsfrom Public Hearing on July 26, 2011 at Woodland Plantation, 21997 Hwy 23, Port
Sulphur, LA 70083
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Marnie Winter (MW)

Marnie Winter, Jefferson Parish. We support both projects. We think
they are great projects, much needed projects. We thank the Corps and
the state for the study, and we urge that you move to the final and get it
to congress and the President as soon as possible so we get funding.
Thank you.

RESPONSE

MW 01: Thank you for your comment.
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P.J. Hahn (PJH)

P.J. Hahn, representing Plaguemines Parish, and we, too, support this
project very much, and we hope that we can get the funding to keep this
thing going further into the construction phase because it means alot to
the marsh, the levees that the marsh protects, and so we are definitely in
favor of this project and we think it's a wonderful project. Thank you.

RESPONSE

PJH 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Foster Creppel (FC)

| am Foster Creppel, and | completely approve and support this project
aswell. | think it's a wonderful project and if we can get the support and
the money to go forward with it it will help usalot in wetland
restoration in the future.

RESPONSE

FC 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Scott Eustis (SE)

My name is Scott Eustis from the Gulf Restoration Network, and we
fully support this project as alines -- aline of defense, the first line of
defense for coastal Louisiana. We will submit some language on
hopefully advancing job creation within the area, but we support this
project and we support alocating earlier restoration, moneys for this
project as well as the future -- any futric [sp] in water | could find.

RESPONSE

SE 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Larry Rousselle (LR)

My nameis Larry Rousselle. I'm the Chairman of Plaquemines Water
Conservation District for Plaquemines. | firmly support this project, but
the only thing isit's 40 yearstoo late.

UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:
Never too late.

RESPONSE

LR 01: Thank you for your comment.
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2.2 Oral Commentsfrom Public Hearing on July 28, 2011 at and on July 28, 2011, at South L afourche
High School, 16911 East Main St, Galliano, LA 70354.
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Rickey Cheramie (RC)

Rickey Cheramie, South Lafourche Beachfront Development District
Chairman. Many of the people in the audience here have heard the age-
old question "If atree fallsin the forest and nobody isthere to hear it
fall, does it make any sound at al?' Well, I'm going to compare the
development to that and say if we build this big, beautiful, white-sand
beach with tax payers' dollars and nobody can get to it and see if and
enjoy it, will it even exist? I've been authorized by my board to -- well,
before | get into that, let he thank you all for coming here tonight. We
really appreciate y'all coming down here. We appreciate the interest in
our area, and it's not often that we get some of our tax dollars back, so
it'srealy niceto seethat finally this areawill be treated, you know, this
way. And again, | want to thank y'all for making the trip down here. For
years and years and years the beach was open with unrestricted accessto
the beach. People would go down to the beach, drive on the beach, crab,
fish scrimp. It became part of our culture, and you see the interest here
tonight. If it wouldn't have been the first night of Tarpon Rodeo, you
probably would have triple the people in here because so many people
contacted me and said "Man, | want to go, but I've got a party tonight,"
or "I've got abusiness on Grand Il€" or abusinessin Leesvilleand it's
their busiest time of the year. So it's kind of a bad night to have it, but
I'm really impressed with the amount of people that showed up. My
board authorized me to request that y'all consider not limiting public
access to the beach and also that y'all make attempts to acquire the
property. We with the Beachfront Commission have tried. We've
negotiated for three years with the landowners, and we've had limited
success with one landowner and no success at all with the other
landowner. So it's going to be a very difficult process getting the people
on the beach once this big, beautiful areaisopen. So if we can get y'all
to consider, you know, acquisition of the property through -- whether it
be the State or the Corps. | don't guess the Corps can. Maybe the Federal
Government can, but that's what we're going to ask that y'all do for

us. And those are my comments. Thank you.

RESPONSE

RC 01: Real estate-- The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration
study is authorized as an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of
a Civil Works ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant
ecosystem function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been
degraded. Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem
restoration initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent
future degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The
Government has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests
to construct the project and to protect the integrity of the project
features. In order to ensure protection of project features, Corps of
Engineers regulations indicate that fee title should be acquired for
ecosystem restoration projects unless such protection can be
accomplished through the acquisition of alesser interest estate. At this
time, afina decision has not been made as to whether feeinterest or a
permanent easement will be acquired for this project. However,
regardless of which estate is acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto
protect the project features. The possibility for public access to the
project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired and
will be dictated by State and Federal laws as they relate to ecosystem
restoration projects. Any activity that could be allowed would have to
be consistent with the project authorization and function.

Recr eation --Recreation facilities may be authorized at water resources
projects under authority of Section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1944,
asamended. Recreation features may be developed at ecosystem
restoration projectsif they are appropriate in scope and scale to the
opportunity provided by the ecosystem restoration projects. The
recreation should be compatible with the ecosystem restoration purpose
of the project, but also enhance the visitation experience by taking
advantage of the natural values. The social, cultural, scientific and
educational values should be considered within the framework of the
ecosystem restoration project purpose. For example, while educational
values, i.e., nature study and interpretive signs, can be an integral part of
ecosystem restoration projects, this does not mean it is appropriate to
build recreation/visitor facilities that overwhelm the natural values.
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Rickey Cheramie (RC)

RESPONSE

RC 01 (continued): The recreation experience should build upon the
ecosystem restoration objective and take advantage of the restored
resources rather than distract from them. Standard designs should be
consistent with the natural environment of the surrounding area and
should not include embellishments such as decorative stone work
planters, elaborate designs or be ostentatious. Recreation development
at ecosystem restoration projects should take advantage of the education
and recreation potential that the project is creating while not diminishing
the ecosystem restoration purpose. The following excerpt is from the
Corps' Principles and Guidelines Engineering Regulation (ER) 1105-2-
100, Section VII and Recreation and Policy Guidance Letter No. 59,
Recreation Development at Ecosystem Projects, CECW-AG, 11 June
1998: “Recreation development at an ecosystem restoration project
should be totally ancillary. Recreation facilities may be added to take
advantage of the education and recreation potential of the ecosystem
project, but the project cannot be specifically formulated for a recreation
purpose. The recreation potential may be satisfied only to the extent
that recreation does not diminish the ecosystem restoration purpose.
Where an ecosystem restoration project provides critical habitat for a
federally listed threatened or endangered species, recreation facilities at
that project should be precluded in the critical habitat and limited to only
those facilities needed for minimum health and safety and/or natural
resources interpretation. Where appropriate, recreation at ecosystem
restoration projects should be designed for day use only, precluding the
need of extensive night lighting. Whenever conflicts occur between the
ecosystem restoration purpose and recreation, ecosystem restoration
shall have priority. Plans should seek to optimize public use in harmony
with the objectives of the restoration project over the period of analysis.
Without a non-Federal sponsor to cost share recreation, ecosystem
restoration projects should not encourage public use.” The development
of facilities for access, health and safety should not involve extensive
structural modification of the terrain and may include rest areas and
picnic facilities. Ideally these facilities would be a part of alarger non-
Corps recreation plan such as aregional trail system or provide access to
other non-Federal recreation facilities or areas.
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Rickey Cheramie (RC)

RESPONSE

RC 01 (continued): The Corps presents a limited checklist of recreation
facilities that may be cost-shared, at new Corps ecosystem restoration
projects, or that may be constructed by others at non-Federal expense at
ecosystem projects. This check list may be found in ER 1105-2-100,
Appendix E, Exhibit E-3, and includes access and circulation, shelters
and bathrooms, utilities, park furniture, interpretive signage and health
and safety features (gates, cattle guards, fencing, entrance station, etc.).”
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Nick Cheramie (NC)

My nameis Nick Cheramie. | own Fourchon Beachside RV Park. It's
right in the foot of the Port Commission's Bridge, and I'm owner and
operator. My wife and | do 100 percent of the maintenance on it, you
know, that's allowable by law. And in the summertime, | bring my kids
with me to my park and every time | bring my kidsto the park, it's
within a half of a mile to the beach and they ask to go the to beach and |
got to tell me no. | don't lie to my kids when they ask me why they can't
go on the beach. | tell them because of two greedy landowners. Period.
Because I'm not going to lieto my kids. And thiskid wantsto go
swimming on that beach. He wants to go fishing and crabbing on that
beach, and he can't. And any landowner that can just decide that this kid
doesn't have the right to be on that beach shouldn't even be belt with.

Y ou should just take their land and give us access. And that's pretty
much al | haveto say. And, | mean, | think the public needs to be on
that beach. If our tax dollars are going to build it, | don't think it should
even be an option that we're not allowed.

RESPONSE

NC 01: Thank you for your comment. Please see response under Rickey
Cheramie (RC 01) on previous pages.
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Mr. Lorraine(ML)

| just want to give a background of the whole situation with the Parish RESPONSE
and the Port Commission and the landowners. | won't be long. | want to
thank the Corps for giving the people the opportunity to speak on this ML 01: Please see response under Rickey Cheramie (RC 01) on

issues. As| said, thisis probably one of the biggest projects that ever hit /" previous pages.
Lafourche. I'm 58 years old, and | can remember when | was akid when
| used to go to the beach and get on the seashore and do crabbing
fishing and swimming and it was an enjoyment for us. Thisi
culture. Thisisour culture and thisis extremely impg for this parish
because you can get alot of revenue if we hav: ic access to that
beach. Y ou have two landowners to wor : The Caillouet Land
Company and the Wisner Foundatioa. Five years ago, the Lafourche
Parish Council created a B ront Commission and it was done
through the council. T ate allows you to do it. Okay? They had

ey likeit or not, that's what it is. And it's getting to the point where the
Wisners are not working as good as they used to.

Thisis what the Commission done: The Wisners let us use the beach in
the summertime a few times. Unfortunately, we got hit by the oil spill
and that killed everything for this year, but they did let us use a section
of the beach on the west side. So the Port Commission policed the beach
for the Commission at no expense to the landowners. They policed it,
and let metell you, | think there was only one that went on those dunes
and tore them up and they caught them and they threw them out and
they never went back and the people listened. The prisoners every
Monday went there and cleaned that beach. The Port Commission put
the liability insurance to use for the landowners. The Commission itself
put a dumpster and put a port-o-let. Now, let me tell you, thisis what the
Port Commission got done over the years since |'ve been akid: They're
the ones that established the barges and the rocks. When you get to end
of the beach and you see them barges and rocks, protected alot of this
land. They did that. They poured the cement pillars to protect the land.
They filled in the old Fourchon Pass with permission from the State.

LCA BBBSFinal Construction Report and FEIS 2-13



Mr. Lorraine (ML) (continued)

1

The pass to get to the Gulf was once right there where Chevron -- by
that bridge to the right side, not where it's at today. They filled that in,
and that's still State property. And | think the landowners are trying to
claimit, but that's another story for anoth . rche Parish
Council g with Chevron. | told you that a while ago,
0,000, each 80,000. We have a 2,500 foot right-of-way that was done
in 1971. | don't have a copy with me, but I'll get you one. | couldn't fi

it in my coat boxes.

The landowners d ittle. What | just told you was done over the
never seen the landowners do too much so that's a concern
to me. And | believe in the nesting of the birds. Y ou can always rope
that off or block it and not let people go or whatever. | would like to see
the Corps -- of course, she said they couldn't do it -- acquire the property
from the landowners for recreation purposes. And aso | would like to
thank you, the Corps, and everybody that was involved and &l of the
people that came in from the public, thank you for coming and God

less you and God bless America.

RESPONSE

» ML 01 (continued): Please see response under Rickey Cheramie (RC
01) on previous pages.

LyM L 02: The CEMVN will ensure compliance with the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act of 1918, asamended (MBTA). The MBTA, which provides
protections for all colonial nesting wading and water birds, prohibits
“Take" of these species. “Take’ is defined as “ means to pursue, hunt,
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to pursue, hunt, shoot,
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect” (50 CFR 10.12). The FWS
provided the following guidance for advising the public on the MBTA
asit relatesto migratory bird nest destruction. “...while destruction of
nests independently are not prohibited under the MBTA, harassment or
nest destruction which results in the unpermitted take of migratory birds
or their egg’s, isillegal and fully prosecutable under the MBTA. Dueto
the biological and behavioral characteristics of some migratory bird
species, destruction of their nests entails an elevated degree of risk of
violating the MBTA. For example, colonial nesting birds are highly
vulnerable to disturbance; the destruction of unoccupied nest during or
near the nesting season could result in asignificant level of take.”
USFWS Migratory Bird Permit Memorandum, 15 Apr 2003). In
addition to the MBTA, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (ESA), provides protection for the piping plover and its critical
habitat, which is awintering resident of Louisiana. Protected critical
habitat (unit LA 5) stretches from Timbalier Iand to East Grand Terre
Island. This habitat encompasses 2,321 ha(5,735 ac) of the beach
habitat in Terrebonne, Lafourche, Jefferson, and Plaguemines Parishes.
Under the provisions of the ESA, it is unlawful to “take” athreatened
and endangered species. “Take” is defined as “to harass, harm, pursue,
hunt, shoot, wound kill, trap, capture, or collect or attempt to engage in
any such conduct.” Excessive vehicular or pedestrian usage of protected
areas, can cause piping ploversto spend lesstime roosting or foraging
and moretime in alert postures or fleeing from the disturbances.

------- See continued response on following page.

ML 03: Please see response under Rickey Cheramie (RC 01) on
previous pages.
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Mr. Lorraine (ML) (continued)

RESPONSE

ML 02 (continued): Off-road vehicles, used to access beaches, can
significantly degrade the piping plover’s habitat or disrupt the birds
normal behavior patterns (Zonick 2000). Finally, Executive Order 13186
of 2001(Responsibilities of Federal Agenciesto Protect Migratory
Birds) requires that actions of Federal agencies be designed to avoid and
minimize impacts to migratory birds. The BBBS project, has been
developed to ensure that it isin compliance with the before mentioned
statutes and executive orders.
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Rodney Doucet (RD)

| have something to say. First of al, it's going to be a comment. Rodney
Doucet, Lafourche Parish Councilman, District 8. Thefirst thing | have
to say is, | think it's very rewarding to see that the Corps and the Federal
Government and the State wants to come here and do this project for
Caminada Headland because they realize the value of Port Fourchon.
Arey'all aware of that? All of a sudden now, wait a minute, we need to
protect this revenue engine that builds this country at Belle Pass. We
need to do something to protect it because we're going to wind up losing
it. So | don't know if you realize that, but that's what | just saw and that's
what I'm hearing here. And | just really cannot see the emphasis of
putting this much money and not letting public access. | just can't seeit
because it's public tax dollars that's doing this. And, look, the Federal
Government should be funding this completely to protect that engine,
and | really think that one day when this engine closes off the valve for
about two weeks, that this country will say "What do you want,
Louisiana? What do you want? Because we'll give you everything you
want because you need to open the engine and open the valve." And my
comment is, | want the Federal Government to realize this economic
engine because | think they felt it with the moratorium. But really, the
beach should be open to every person in the United States, not just this
community because it is their money rebuilding it back. And that's what
| haveto say.

RESPONSE

RD 01: The importance of Port Fourchon and its facilitiesin relation to
the rest of the nation is addressed in Section 4.19.3 of the main report.
Although this project is an ecosystem restoration project and not a
hurricane protection or flood risk reduction project, there will be impacts
to infrastructure as well asto ail, gas, and mineral. Pertaining to Port
Fourchon there will be both indirect and cumulative impacts, and these
impacts are noted in sections 5.15.2.3.2, 5.15.2.3.3, 5.15.7.3.2, and
5.15.7.4.2.

The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is authorized as
an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil Works
ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers regulations
indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration

proj ects unless such protection can be accomplished through the
acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has
not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement will
be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estateis
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public accessto
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federal laws asthey relate to
ecosystem restoration projects.
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Cathy Norman (CN)

I'm Cathy Norman. | represent the Edward Wisner Donation, and | just
want to clarify afew points. We have never denied access to this beach
until ayear ago with the oil spill hit and it has been closed since that
time for public safety reasons and for public health reasons. And we
continue to encourage people to stay off the beach. It's dangerous.
There's still work going on to clean up after the spill. Prior to that, we
have never denied access. Ever. We've denied vehicular access, whichis
what this group isinterested in, not just access. At no time there has ever
been a time when we've told people they couldn't go down to the beach.

RESPONSE

CN 01: Thank you for your comment.

LCA BBBSFinal Construction Report and FEIS




Curtis Cotillion (CC)

My name s Curtis Cotillion from Raceland. | don't live down here. |
went to Lafourche maybe twice in my whole life. My concern is, we get
this Federal money, I'm not worried about recreation. I'm worried about
flood protection for the parish. I'm not for Wisner. I'm not for Caillouet.
I'm not for -- I'm for the recreation. | would love to see kids have their
recreation on the beach, but we're losing our site here. Sixty years ago,
that'stheisland that protected us from flooding with these hurricanes.
Without rebuilding these islands, we won't have nothing. These
beautiful levees we have in this State, the Gulf waves will be slapping
against it in 20 more years because we need these islands build for
coastal restoration. That's the main point of spending this Federal
money. Thank you.

RESPONSE

CC 01: Thank you for your comment. The Barataria Basin Barrier
Shoreline Restoration study is authorized as an ecosystem restoration
project. The purpose of a Civil Works ecosystem restoration project is
to restore significant ecosystem function, structure, and dynamic
processes that have been degraded. Hurricane and flood risk damage
(e.g., “protection”) may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem
restoration initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent
future degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions.
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Greg St. Amant (GSA)

Greg St. Amant. I'm just acitizen. I've used the beach all of my life. |
went fish, | went crabbing, the whole works, and | appreciate whoever
owned the property for letting us use that property. In my opinion, a
boundary needs to be set. Y ou have to have a solid boundary. | own
property and | let people use 30 feet of my property for many, many
years. Well, now, | need my 30 feet, and I'm making my own
recreational areafor me and for people to use and for my business. |
don't expect those people to say "Y ou have aways let us use this, so let
us still useit." It's mine. What's mine is mine, and what's theirsistheirs,
but if you set the boundary and you decide what is that land boundary
before that is added in, like you say, before that -- it's not the object of a
beach. We're not making a beach. We're making a protection. We're
making the estuaries better. We're bringing in land. | don't consider it
just being a beach. | would love to be able to use it, but where are those
boundaries? | need to know where those boundaries are. And if that
boundary is here and you add 20 feet, then that should be State property
and we should be allowed to get onto it. If that's State boundary and that
boundary says, no, that 20 feet you're adding is till going to be part of
their boundary, that's where their boundary was, then fine with that too.
I'm good with that also. Aslong as| know that this actually belonged to
them. A friend of mine in Donaldsonville, he built this house right over
hisland. Okay? They turned around and said "That is not your land."
The boundary 20 feet first further inside than what you built your house
over. He said, "I didn't know that." Well, you need to know where your
boundary is. His house was cut off and not a dime was given to him to
redirect that water down here. And he's rebuilding that other portion of
his house right now. He did not know his boundary and the State said,
"Itisnot yours. It isours." Same thing here, what is the Wisner or the
Caillouet boundary? That's what | want to know. And if we add 20 feet
and it'stheirs, well, let's make it theirs. And if they let ususeit, let's
make adeal. If it's that valuable to us, we need to buy it. And if they ask
an outrageous price, they got $15,000 an acre in North Louisiana for gas
rights, 160 acres, people became millionaires overnight. Do we say,
"That's not right. That was under the ground. That's ours'? No, it's not.
If it's under the water, if it'stheirs and it's under the water, it's still theirs.
If it's under water and it's ours, it's ours. Set the boundaries.

RESPONSE

GSA 01: Thank you for your comment. The Corps cannot make a
determination on what the State's position is on an exact boundary line
between its waters and private lands. Please refer to Louisiana statutory
provisions La. C.C. Art 451 (definition of seashore); La. R.S. 41:1136
(official determination of boundary); and La. R.S. 41:1702 (reclamation
of lands lost through erosion, compaction, subsidence, and sea level
rise) which may address your comment.
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Rickey Plaisance (RP)

My nameis Rickey Plaisance. We all liked going to the beach and all
and we got to preserve all of that, but unless we let some freshwater
come and feed the whole system and all of the marsh dies, the beach
ain't going to do us no good because everything is else going to be dead
around us. We going to let some water come down and feed the marsh.
That'sit.

RESPONSE

RP 01: Thank you for your comment. The existing Davis Pond
Freshwater Diversion and the ongoing, proposed LCA Medium
Diversion at Myrtle Grove with Dedicated Dredging, and the LCA
Small Bayou Lafourche Reintroduction studies, if implemented, would
address freshwater introduction into the region.
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Mr. Adomitis(MA)

| just have a couple of comments. | enjoyed some of the thingslike the
Wisner Foundation because | do use the Wisner Wildlife Mansion area
and have for years and Fourchon Beach and hope y'all stay open-minded
and work with us so we can continue to use it and appreciate it and
thank you for all of the good times | had before.

RESPONSE

MA 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Gus Adomitis (GA)

Gus Adomitis from Golden Meadow. In regard to what the lady said
about the construction and put it to Bayou Lafourche, which is going to
be more nutrient rich and, like you said, about 25 percent sand and
putting it offshore off the beach, all of the particular matter is going to
just be washed away and is not going to serve anything, maybe just send
it to the west. Keep in mind, you may want to consider putting that
behind on the north part of the beach and put those nutrients through the
rain and the water flow seep into the marsh and you get a total recovery
of what you put there in expenses. Y ou can't afford it from Ship Shoal
where you might have 75 percent sand, triple the amount, you get to
utilize all of the nutrients, all of the sand and it will be where it's not
going to get wasted. | know from East Timbalier Idand, which after
Hurricane Andrew hit, what was called the Penthouse, they could have
gone in there with two barges and excavators, pushed rock from the end,
blocked off about a 50-yard gap from the north side and about a 100-
yard gap on the south side. They didn't do that. The Corps of Engineers
and the State let a gem disappear. It could have been real cheap to take
care of it. Now, we have nothing. What comes out of there is sand on the
tide and drew from between the rocks. It went into the Gulf never to be
recovered again because it's deeper, just as she was saying. They dump
that sand in and al of that particular matter out there, it's not going to
make a difference. And then you about only 25 percent. Put that part of
it to the bank and get the nutrients in the sand. Whenever the tide would
goin, what little bit of sand is aslower flow, it could get the positive on
the north part of Timbalier Iland. So we did get some usage of it.
Anything that went south of the tide had zero impact. It was just atota
loss, and then all of the rocks sunk because of that. But that might help
you on that part. Don't pump it out there on the Gulf. It's not going to
benefit the beach at all.

RESPONSE

GA 01: The models utilized were STWAVE and GENESIS and they
were applied to an array of current data from recent studies and 19 years
of hindcast wave data from the nearest WIS buoy. The mean size of the
material dredged from Belle Passis 0.06 mm, which is fine sediment. In
contrast, the Ship Shoal material that will be placed on the Headland by
the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration Project has a mean
grain size of 0.18 mm, which isfine sand. The historical dredging
records provided by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers indicate that the
average volume of the maintenance dredging eventsis 620,000 cubic
yards. Considering cross-shore and long-shore winnowing of this
volume yields afina fill volume of 135,000 cubic yards. Placing this
material along 6,800 feet of shoreline at the nodal point will result in
shoreline advancement of 125 feet. If that renourishment is repeated on
atwo-year cycle the modeling predicted that over 40,000 feet of
Headland beach will benefit by the end of the 50-year period of analysis.
It should be remembered that theinitial restoration will place coarser
sediment (Ship Shoal sand) over the existing beach and that normal
coastal processes, including post-construction equilibration/profile
adjustment, will transport some of that sand laterally into Belle Pass.
Depending upon the Pass maintenance dredging interval and the
strength of the longshore transport, the sediment placed in the feeder
beach template each renourishment event will be a blend of finer and
coarser sediments, which will evolve and become coarser over time. The
majority of that sediment is native beach sand and silt that has been
carried into Belle Pass by wave action, littoral drift, and overwash.
Maintenance dredging has hitherto placed it on the shoreline to the west
of the Pass. This Project proposes to place that materia along the
Headland shoreline from the Mean High Water Line to a depth of 2to 3
meters, which is still very much a part of the active beach system, which
means it is not lost offshore and whatever nutrient valueit hasis
retained in the system. It isimportant to understand that one of the
goals of the agenciesinvolved in the Louisiana Coastal Area projectsis
cost-effectiveness. Re-use of Belle Pass dredged material to enhance the
longevity of the Headland restoration is much more cost-effective than
mining additional sand from Ship Shoal and transporting it along
distance to the Caminada Headland.
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Gus Adomitis (GA)

RESPONSE

GA 01 (continued): Asto the concern about the need for continued
placement of dredged material on the beach to the west of Belle Pass,
that areais the subject of an active Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection, and Restoration Act project, the West Belle Pass Barrier
Headland Restoration (TE-52), which proposes to restore about 9,300
feet of beach/dune and about 150 acres of marsh by placement of about
2 million cubic yards of sand and 1 million cubic yards of marsh-
compatible sediment.
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Jerry Gisclair (JG)

Jerry Gisclair, private citizen and a State representative, District 54.
Whenever alevee district constructs a levee system for the protection of
the people, they actually buy the land and the landowners normally
retain all royalties and perpetuity. | feel that this Headland project is
going to be obviously alevee system or protection system for an estuary
system on the inside, but also protecting Port Fourchon. If we're going to
develop this levee system, this Headland project, | think that the State
should own the property. | want to protect the landowners' rights as far
astheir royalties are concerned, but we are going to have to
continuously improve on the system in decades to come, and | think the
State needs to own this property versus allowing the landowners to have
this big improvement at tax payers expenses. And also, public access. |
did my own fishing with my family in the Gulf from Elmer's Island all
the way to Belle Pass, and it would be a shame not to have access for the
public. Thank you.

RESPONSE

JG 01: The LCA BBBS study is authorized as an ecosystem restoration
project. The purpose of a Civil Works ecosystem restoration project is
to restore significant ecosystem function, structure, and dynamic
processes that have been degraded. Protection may be included as part
of Civil Works ecosystem restoration initiatives when such measures
involve efforts to prevent future degradation of an ecosystem's structure
and functions. The Government has the obligation to acquire sufficient
real estate interests to construct the project and to protect the integrity of
the project features. In order to ensure protection of project features,
Corps of Engineers regulations indicate that fee title should be acquired
for ecosystem restoration projects unless such protection can be
accomplished through the acquisition of alesser interest estate. At this
time, afina decision has not been made as to whether feeinterest or a
permanent easement will be acquired for this project. However,
regardless of which estate is acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto
protect the project features. Any activity that could be allowed would
have to be consistent with the project authorization and function. The
possibility for public access to the project site will depend upon which
real estate interest is acquired and will be dictated by State and Federal
laws as they relate to ecosystem restoration projects.
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Harry Gisclair (HG)

Harry Gisclair, concerned citizen and member of the Greater Lafourche
Port Commission. Danny has more or less said what the Port has done
and we plan on doing more, but tonight, I'm talking as a concerned
citizen and, actually, I'm just one of nine members on the board.
Recreation is a necessity as far as1'm concerned in that area. It'sa
heritage. It's been there. | don't have any use for vandals or people who
tear up private property, but at the sametime, | think we need recreation
inthat area. | would aso like to -- and I'm sure Rickey would -- put in
written comments of what the Beachfront Development has as far as
their goals, objectives and their future plans. They have it mapped out.
It's written down, and | wish you would take that into consideration.
And since the State is going to start their project first, the way it looked,
that hopefully on a State level that we look at either aright-of-way,
easement or purchase property in that area to assure recreation in that
area. Secondly, in written comments, due to the Greater Lafourche Port
Commission, I'm sure that | will make sure that you have all of the
statistics on Port Fourchon with the percentages of natural gasimported
and domestic oil coming through that oil corridor and the importance it
isto the State of Louisiana and the United States of America because
everything is coming through there, 50 percent. | will seethat | get that
done at their request and give that to you. And, Charlotte -- | don't know
if she's still here, but the State does recognize in putting that 70 and 70,
the 140 million dollars, the importance of Port Fourchon, and | hope the
Federal Government at the same time recognizes by looking at the
statistics and what's coming through there the importance of Port
Fourchon and the importance of not only putting a barrier restoring our
shoreline, but at the same time, it protects that economic engine that's
running there. And at the same time, please, again, | ask you to
recognize a recreation access to that area. Thank you.

RESPONSE

HG 01: The importance of Port Fourchon and its facilitiesin relation to
the rest of the nation is addressed in Section 4.19.3 of the main report.
Although this project is an ecosystem restoration project and not a
hurricane protection or flood risk reduction project, there will be impacts
to infrastructure as well asto oil, gas, and mineral. Pertaining to Port
Fourchon there will be both indirect and cumulative impacts, and these
impacts are noted in sections 5.15.2.3.2, 5.15.2.3.3, 5.15.7.3.2, and
5.15.7.4.2.

The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is authorized as
an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil Works
ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers regulations
indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration

proj ects unless such protection can be accomplished through the
acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has
not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement will
be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estateis
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public accessto
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federal laws asthey relate to
ecosystem restoration projects.
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Jimmy Cantrelle (JC)

My nameis Jimmy Cantrelle. | think the concerns of the people here are
trying to establish what we are really concerned about. Public access to
the beach has to be a must, but also we use tax dollars to do this over
here and we're going to aso benefit -- I'm alarge landowner, and we're
going to benefit landowners too by doing this over here, so everybody
needs to work together and look at the big picture and not the selfish
interest in what's going on. | mean, we're going to protect the port.
We've got flood protection. We have alevee system, but we also would
like -- just as the man said, we need to make sure the landowners get
their mineral rights and don't lose their mineral right. But they're also
going to benefit from this over here. We're all going to benefit, so | think
if we can al work together, I'm hoping that we could achieve to goal we
set out to achieve, which isto build this beach, build it nice. Make sure
the public can use it and make sure the landowners get some activity or
some benefits from it also. So that's my comment, and | would like to
see that we continue using the beach and everybody has agood, jolly
time, but everybody do what we haveto do.

RESPONSE

JC 01: The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is
authorized as an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil
Works ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers regulations
indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration
projects unless such protection can be accomplished through the
acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has
not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement will
be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estateis
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public accessto
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federa laws as they relate to
ecosystem restoration projects. It isthe policy of the Corps of Engineers
to exclude mineral interests from acquisition of real estate rights.
Therefore, regardless of whether fee interest or a permanent easement is
acquired for this project, mineral rights will not be acquired.
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Cathy Norman (CN2)

Cathy Norman again. Under State law Act Number 734 2010, both
levees and newly-created coastal restoration projects do not allow
vehicular traffic on them, so riding and hauling on levees, prohibited.
Both newly-created coastal restoration project on our levees. So what
thisbasic issue, | know it's the elephant in the room, is cars on the
beach, and | keep saying we don't want it. The other landowners keep
saying we don't want it, and, unfortunately, access in the minds of South
Lafourche Beachfront Development District is cars on the beach. It's
prohibited by State law.

RESPONSE

CN2 01: The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is
authorized as an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil
Works ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, USACE regulations indicate that
fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration projects unless
such protection can be accomplished through the acquisition of alesser
interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has not been made asto
whether fee interest or a permanent easement will be acquired for this
project. However, regardless of which estate is acquired, the primary
acquisition goal isto protect the project features. Any activity that
could be alowed would have to be consistent with the project
authorization and function. The possibility for public accessto the
project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired and
will be dictated by State and Federal laws as they relate to ecosystem
restoration projects.
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Margaret Curole (MC)

Margaret Curole, private citizen. | think the one thing that everybody
here is sidestepping and it needs to go on the record is that there seems
to be a discrepancy as to where the landowners feel State seashoreisand
where it actually is or where the Beachfront Development and
everybody else's survey that was recently done by BDO says the State
seashoreis. And | think that before the project moves any further, that
that would have to be established to where both parties agreed and it
would be aformal recognized survey as to where the State seashore
actualy is. And | would also like to make one more comment, and that
as somebody who spends alot of time on Fourchon Beach and has
worked very closely with the Beachfront Development, | think
everybody, at least the mgjority of people who spend time at Fourchon
Beach, has no interest in putting cars on the beach. We actually want
just a place we can park and we want access to walkways. We saw an
improvement when there was no cars on the beach and we actually saw
more people go to the beach. And we want that recognized and we also
want to recognize that fact that the Beachfront Development did a great
job in patrolling with lifeguards and with fire and rescue and with
Harbor Patrol and that | felt safer on that beach than I've ever felt in my
life. And | think that those two things are major matters that need to be
taken into consideration, but mainly the establishment of exactly where
that seashore is before one grain of sand of tax payer money is put on
that beach.

RESPONSE

MC 01: The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is
authorized as an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil
Works ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers regulations
indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration
projects unless such protection can be accomplished through the
acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has
not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement will
be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estateis
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public access to
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federa laws as they relate to
ecosystem restoration projects.
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Wayne Martin (WM)

Wayne Martin, South Lafourche Beachfront Development District. |
would like to thank you all for coming here today and all of the people
here as well. The board has been established for three years and we
worked diligently to create a master plan and we have about four phases
that breaks down that particular plan. We made this plan with the
assumption that we would have access to this property. We had to just
put aside all land issues, legal issuesand all of those things. We've had
this plan put together and we would like to get a copy to you guys so
that y'all would be able to see what our master plan looks like. We're not
going to be destroying the environment. We're not looking to ride on
sand dunes. The plan incorporates routes that we would pass on and stay
on and would bypass any bird habitat. We had a resolution in our last
meeting to honor all archeological sites, all the laws regarding that as
well as any nesting areas for birds. We would be able to rope off and
project these areas from any human encroachment. What we're trying to
do, and understand this, we have one entry point to a 14-mile stretch of -
- well, a 10-mile stretch of beach, in essence, without being able to
traverse along the shoreline and wet sand like we've done for scores of
years. We are not causing any damage. | mean, there were times we
weren't policing it may be they drove up on the sand dunes, but today,
we've incorporated almost all parish services. Thanks to everybody from
the DA to the Port Commission, providing enforcement of all
ordinances. The fire district, who provided open water rescue. They've
got 20 guys that operate. They're not considered lifeguards, but they're
out there looking out for the public. We've made alot efforts and we've
met the landowners), at least the one who would work with us, all of the
obligations that they've asked of us with the exception of one, and that
was aliability issue. They asked for us to have insurance to protect them
or hold them harmless. One of the requirements were so high, we knew
that we couldn't meet them we couldn't meet it. The Parish couldn't meet
it. The insurance company didn't even know how to quote it. In fact, the
requirement had us, if have had a policy in place, we would have been
responsible for everyone that was on the beach for the cleanup from the
oil spill, any pipeline survey work and anything else that would have
gone on the beach. It was a ridiculous requirement of us. There was no
way we could have met it, but we met every other requirement.

RESPONSE

WM 01: Approximately 13 miles of beach separate access between Port
Fourchon and Elmer’s Beach entry points.

Recreation facilities may be authorized at water resources projects under
authority of Section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1944, as amended.
Recreation features may be devel oped at ecosystem restoration projects
if they are appropriate in scope and scale to the opportunity provided by
the ecosystem restoration projects. The recreation should be compatible
with the ecosystem restoration purpose of the project, but also enhance
the visitation experience by taking advantage of the natural values. The
social, cultural, scientific and educational values should be considered
within the framework of the ecosystem restoration project purpose. For
example, while educational values, i.e., nature study and interpretive
signs, can be an integral part of ecosystem restoration projects, this does
not mean it is appropriate to build recreation/visitor facilities that
overwhelm the natural values. The recreation experience should build
upon the ecosystem restoration objective and take advantage of the
restored resources rather than distract from them. Standard designs
should be consistent with the natural environment of the surrounding
area and should not include embellishments such as decorative stone
work planters, elaborate designs or be ostentatious. Recreation
development at ecosystem restoration projects should take advantage of
the education and recreation potential that the project is creating while
not diminishing the ecosystem restoration purpose. The following
excerpt is from the Corps' Principles and Guidelines Engineering
Regulation (ER) 1105-2-100, Section VIl and Recreation and Policy
Guidance Letter No. 59, Recreation Development at Ecosystem
Projects, CECW-AG, 11 June 1998: “Recreation development at an
ecosystem restoration project should be totally ancillary. Recreation
facilities may be added to take advantage of the education and recreation
potential of the ecosystem project, but the project cannot be specifically
formulated for a recreation purpose. The recreation potential may be
satisfied only to the extent that recreation does not diminish the
ecosystem restoration purpose.
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Wayne Martin (WM) (continued)

RESPONSE

WM 01 (continued):

Where an ecosystem restoration project provides critical habitat for a
federaly listed threatened or endangered species, recreation facilities at
that project should be precluded in the critical habitat and limited to only
those facilities needed for minimum health and safety and/or natural
resources interpretation. Where appropriate, recreation at ecosystem
restoration projects should be designed for day use only, precluding the
need of extensive night lighting. Whenever conflicts occur between the
ecosystem restoration purpose and recreation, ecosystem restoration
shall have priority. Plans should seek to optimize public use in harmony
with the objectives of the restoration project over the period of analysis.
Without a non-Federal sponsor to cost share recreation, ecosystem
restoration projects should not encourage public use.” The development
of facilities for access, health and safety should not involve extensive
structural modification of the terrain and may include rest areas and
picnic facilities. Ideally these facilities would be a part of alarger non-
Corps recreation plan such as aregional trail system or provide accessto
other non-Federal recreation facilities or areas. The Corps presents a
limited checklist of recreation facilities that may be cost-shared, at new
Corps ecosystem restoration projects, or that may be constructed by
others at non-Federal expense at ecosystem projects. This check list
may be found in ER 1105-2-100, Appendix E, Exhibit E-3, and includes
access and circulation, shelters and bathrooms, utilities, park furniture,
interpretive signage and health and safety features (gates, cattle guards,
fencing, entrance station, etc.).

The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is authorized as
an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil Works
ecosystem restoration project is to restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features.
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Wayne Martin (WM) (continued)

RESPONSE

WM 01 (continued):

In order to ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers
regulations indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem
restoration projects unless such protection can be accomplished through
the acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision
has not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement
will be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estate is
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public access to
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federal laws as they relate to
ecosystem restoration projects.
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Mr. Adomitis(MA)

There'san old Cajun band, | don't know the name of it, but Fourchon
Beach isthe name of the song. Y'all have heard it I'm sure on Ragin'
Cajun.

RESPONSE

MA 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Jack Rodrigue (JR)

Jack Rodrigue, Larose, Louisiana. I've been to several of these
meetings, and | say it every time and I'm going to say it again tonight,
we do have alot of thingsin place considering Davis Pond that changes
the salinity of our water, which changes your pH and we saw when it
was opened up for the oil spill that it made an improvement on the
marsh lands. Particularly back here in the South Lafourche area, |
witness it myself in the back of Cloverleaf Farms coming down the
Barataria area place. Even spoke with an oysterman, | said that last time,
how the freshwater got his oysters, and | personally will tell you |
thought it was good thing because the water got that far down. Utilize
the things that we have in place. That's very important. A lot of people
talking tonight about accessto the beach, and, yes, | would love to see
access to the beach, but either way, the project needs to take place
because you've got the truck welders at Fourchon. I'm alandscaper. I'm
ahorticulturist. I don't work in the Fourchon Oyster Industry, but | do
work for -- 90 percent of my people are directly related to owning boats
or whatever that doesit. But you have your fishermen, you have your
trucker welders, you have your forklift operators, al of these thousands
and thousands of people that live on a 105 by 105 lot that make their
living at Fourchon that wants it more protected for them to continue to
make their living than worrying about if we're going to get on the beach
or what. Now, that isimportant and | hear it'simportant to alot of
people for the tax payers' dollars, and I'm just going to sit here and say
on behalf of all of these blue-collar men and woman who work down
there at Fourchon to do whatever we can to save the place, not only for
the oil and economic development throughout country, but for the
people in our community that's making aliving.

RESPONSE

JR 01: The importance of Port Fourchon and its facilitiesin relation to
the rest of the nation is addressed in Section 4.19.3 of the main report.
Although this project is an ecosystem restoration project and not a
hurricane protection or flood risk reduction project, there will be impacts
to infrastructure as well asto oil, gas, and mineral. Pertaining to Port
Fourchon there will be both indirect and cumulative impacts, and these
impacts are noted in sections 5.15.2.3.2, 5.15.2.3.3, 5.15.7.3.2, and
5.15.7.4.2.

The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is authorized as
an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil Works
ecosystem restoration project isto restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers regulations
indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration
proj ects unless such protection can be accomplished through the
acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has
not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement will
be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estateis
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public accessto
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federal laws asthey relate to
ecosystem restoration projects.
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Dick Cheramie (DC)

Dick Cheramie. Y ou know, we keep hearing about these nesting
shorebirds. Y ou know, one of the landowners has probably a 50 to a 75-
acre oil field company directly on the beach. What happensif one of
those shorebirds flies over that fence and nests in that parking lot? Are
they going to tell Chevron, "Y'al get out of here, y'all can't operate on
our land anymore" because there's a nesting shorebird in their parking
lot? I've lived in that port. Those birds nest everywhere. They don't nest
in one small location. They nest on the coast. Y ou know, the nesting
shorebird deal isjust ajoketo me. You know, yes, we need to care
about the shorebird, but there's a huge Chevron facility sitting directly
on that beach and a bird doesn't know that that's Chevron and he can't
nest there.

RESPONSE

DC 01: Thank you for your comment. The Corps of Engineers, New
Orleans Digtrict will ensure compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act of 1918, asamended (MBTA). The MBTA, which provides
protections for all colonial nesting wading and water birds, prohibits
“Take" of these species. “Take” is defined as “ means to pursue, hunt,
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to pursue, hunt, shoot,
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect” (50 CFR 10.12). The USFWS
provided the following guidance for advising the public on the MBTA
asit relates to migratory bird nest destruction. “ ...while destruction of
nests independently are not prohibited under the MBTA, harassment or
nest destruction which results in the unpermitted take of migratory birds
or their egg’s, isillegal and fully prosecutable under the MBTA. Dueto
the biological and behavioral characteristics of some migratory bird
species, destruction of their nests entails an elevated degree of risk of
violating the MBTA. For example, colonial nesting birds are highly
vulnerable to disturbance; the destruction of unoccupied nest during or
near the nesting season could result in a significant level of take.”
USFWS Migratory Bird Permit Memorandum, 15 Apr 2003)

In addition to the MBTA, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (ESA), provides protection for the piping plover and its critical
habitat, which is awintering resident of Louisiana. Protected critical
habitat (unit LA 5) stretches from Timbalier Island to East Grand Terre
Island. This habitat encompasses 2,321 ha (5,735 &ac) of the beach
habitat in Terrebonne, Lafourche, Jefferson, and Plaguemines Parishes.
Under provisions of the ESA, it is unlawful to “take” athreatened and
endangered species. “ Take” is defined as “to harass, harm, pursue,
hunt, shoot, wound kill, trap, capture, or collect or attempt to engage in
any such conduct.” Excessive vehicular or pedestrian usage of
protected areas, can cause piping ploversto spend less time roosting or
foraging and more time in alert postures or fleeing from the
disturbances. Off-road vehicles, used to access beaches, can
significantly degrade the piping plover’s habitat or disrupt the birds
normal behavior patterns (Zonick 2000).
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Mr. Caillouet (MRC)

Mr. Caillouet just wants to make his presence known.

RESPONSE

M RC 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Kevin Curole (KC)

Kevin Curole, born and raised in Lafourche Parish, and | redlly think it's
great that they got this project to help save the beach and the
communities. Since | was alittle boy, | could remember my
grandparents use to bring us to the beach and we would get to crab and
fish and just play in the water and to us, they were like gods for bringing
usthere, you know. And that's such ajewel for the whole world really.

If you don't live by the coadt, that's your dream in life isto make it there
and see the ocean. But people who don't live near here, that's their goal
in life is when they see the ocean to go play. Even if you're too scared to
swim, you just put your feet in, you know. | think it would be horrible if
we would lose that access and not allow our parish to continue enjoying
playing on the beach. Thank you.

RESPONSE

K C 01: Thank you for your comment. The following excerpt is from the
Corps' Principles and Guidelines Engineering Regulation (ER) 1105-2-
100, Section VIl and Recreation and Policy Guidance Letter No. 59,
Recreation Development at Ecosystem Projects, CECW-AG, 11 June
1998: “Recreation development at an ecosystem restoration project
should be totally ancillary. Recreation facilities may be added to take
advantage of the education and recreation potential of the ecosystem
project, but the project cannot be specifically formulated for a recreation
purpose. The recreation potential may be satisfied only to the extent
that recreation does not diminish the ecosystem restoration purpose.
Where an ecosystem restoration project provides critical habitat for a
federally listed threatened or endangered species, recreation facilities at
that project should be precluded in the critical habitat and limited to only
those facilities needed for minimum health and safety and/or natural
resources interpretation.

Where appropriate, recreation at ecosystem restoration projects should
be designed for day use only, precluding the need of extensive night
lighting. Whenever conflicts occur between the ecosystem restoration
purpose and recreation, ecosystem restoration shall have priority. Plans
should seek to optimize public use in harmony with the objectives of the
restoration project over the period of analysis. Without a non-Federal
sponsor to cost share recreation, ecosystem restoration projects should
not encourage public use.” The development of facilities for access,
health and safety should not involve extensive structural modification of
the terrain and may include rest areas and picnic facilities. Ideally these
facilities would be a part of alarger non-Corps recreation plan such asa
regional trail system or provide access to other non-Federal recreation
facilities or areas. The Corps presents a limited checklist of recreation
facilities that may be cost-shared, at new Corps ecosystem restoration
projects, or that may be constructed by others at non-Federal expense at
ecosystem projects. This check list may be found in ER 1105-2-100,
Appendix E, Exhibit E-3, and includes access and circulation, shelters
and bathrooms, utilities, park furniture, interpretive signage and health
and safety features (gates, cattle guards, fencing, entrance station, etc.).

LCA BBBSFinal Construction Report and FEIS




LCA BBBSFinal Construction Report and FEIS



3.0 WRITTEN COMMENTSAND RESPONSESON THE DRAFT
INTEGRATED CONSTRUCTION REPORT AND DRAFT EIS

This section contains the written comments and responses received during the 45-day public comment period
from June 24, 2011, to August 8, 2011, regarding the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Louisiana Coastal Area, Barataria Basin Barrier
Shoreline Restoration. In accordance with the NEPA, the USEPA issued in the Federal Register Volume 76,
Number 122, page 37112 dated June 24, 2011, a Notice of Availability inviting public participation to
comment on the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Louisiana Coastal Area, Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration.

Distribution of the Draft Integrated Construction Report and Draft EIS for review and comment included
mailing the document to Federal, state and local agencies, Tribes, and other interested parties. The full
distribution mailing list is available from the USACE, New Orleans District upon request. Copies of the
Draft Integrated Report were mailed to the following public libraries.

A total of 17 written comments were received during the comment period for the Integrated Draft
Construction Report and Draft EIS. A few of the comments had several attachments:

Caillout Land Corporation fax and letter (CLC faxltr)

Edward Wisner Donation fax and letter August 8, 2011 1 (EWD faxltr)
Edward Wisner Donation attachment (EWD at)

Edward Wisner Donation public meeting comments (EWD pm)
Edward Wisner Donation attachment 1 (EWD at1)

Edward Wisner Donation attachment 2 (EWD at2)

Edward Wisner Donation attachment 3 (EWD at3)

Edward Wisner Donation attachment 4 (EWD at4)

Gulf Restoration Network (GRN)

Larry Campisi Memo of Conversation (LC moc)

Larry Campisi |etter with Aqua Dam Attachment (LC Itr ada)
Larry Campisi Aqua Dam attachment (L C ada)

Loulan J. Pitre, Jr. (LJP)

Loulan J. Pitre, Jr. attachment (LJP at)

Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality email (LDEQ email)
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF Itr)
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF fax)
Mississippi River Delta Campaign (MRDC)

National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)

Tim Dantin email (TD email)

Tim Dantin postcard (TD pc)

Restore or Retreat (ROR)

U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
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Caillouet Land Corporation fax & letter (CLC faxltr)
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Caillouet Land Corporation fax and letter (CLC faxltr)

CAILLOVET LAND CORPORATION

August 8, 2011

Mr. Bill Klein

CEMVN-PM-RS

U, 8. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT
P. 0. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

Fax (504) 862-2088

William.P.Klein Jri@usace.army.mil

RE:  Louisiana Coastal Area, B
Project (BBBSR), Lafourche and Jefferson Pdfrishes, LA;
Draft Envi | Impact § (EXS)

Dear Mr. Klein:

front property in Section 24, T238,
project area in Lafourche Parish,
regarding this project.

According to the BBBSR. Real Estate Plan, typical land
rights plans, used Jfy the U. 8. Army Corps of Engi (COE) for ecosystem
restoration projp€ts, include feetitle acquisition of all lands within a given project
footprint. Jy#fification for the acquisition of full ownership of project area lands
is based fn the COE's belief that direct ownership will provide tighter
controp€nforcement and reduce risks against factions that could possibl
0! mise the integrity of the project after its implementation. We understand
4 t the real estate plan currently in place for BBBSR, is consistent with, and
| / adheres to, this policy.

However, the BEBSR. Real Estate Plan mentions that the

NOD has proposed a deviation from fee title acquisition of affected properties
gh use of a non-standard perpetual Wetland Creation and Restoration
Easement. As noted in the real estate plan, the NOD believes the easement
(servitude) approach will provide sul'ﬁclent rights that will allow the project to
be constructed and the gov 's i d. Accordingly, the NOD
submitted a request to COE Headquarters (HQ) to substitute fee title land

P. 0. Box 292, Thibodaux, LA 70302-0292  (985) 447-1932  Fax (985) 448-0834

RESPONSE

CLC faxltr 01: Thank you for your comment. The LCA BBBS
Restoration study is authorized as an ecosystem restoration project. The
purpose of a Civil Works ecosystem restoration project is to restore
significant ecosystem function, structure, and dynamic processes that
have been degraded. Protection may be included as part of Civil Works
ecosystem restoration initiatives when such measures involve efforts to
prevent future degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions.
The Government has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate
interests to construct the project and to protect the integrity of the
project features. In order to ensure protection of project features,
USACE regulations indicate that fee title should be acquired for
ecosystem restoration projects unless such protection can be
accomplished through the acquisition of alesser interest estate. At this
time, afina decision has not been made as to whether feeinterest or a
permanent easement will be acquired for this project. However,
regardless of which estate is acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto
protect the project features. Any activity that could be allowed would
have to be consistent with the project authorization and function. The
possibility for public access to the project site will depend upon which
real estate interest is acquired and will be dictated by State and Federal
laws as they relate to ecosystem restoration projects.
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Caillouet Land Corporation fax and letter (CLC faxltr)

RESPONSE
CLC faxitr 01 (continued): see response on previous page.

Mr. Bill Klein

CEMVN-PM-RS

U. 5. ARMY UORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW URLEANS DISTRICT
August 8. 2011

Page 2

acquisitions with this type of non-standard perpetual easement (servitudgl” A
favorable consideration by HOQ would allow for the use of the non_#ndard
perpetual Wetland Creation and R ion E i . yp] that time
or unless it is rejected. the fee title approach currently remains juf place.

The NOD's recommendation to ugefion-standard perpetual
Wetland Creation and Restoration Easements (se des) for the Mississippi
River Gulf Outlet Ecosystem Restoration appgefs to lay out a foundation of
precedence and strengthens its use for the BRBSR. According to the real estate
plan associated with the MRGO project_gGst of the lands should be secured with
perpetual Wetland Creation and Resjafation E The total non-temporary
MRGO project area contains 73476 acres of which less than one percent of the
project footprint has been ppaPosed to be obtained in fee with the remaining to
be managed through Wetnd Creation and Restoration Easements.

CLC strongly supports the NOD's recommended use of a
non-standargferpetual Wetland Creation and Restoration Easement (servitude)
over fee afle acquisition of land for BBBSR. We believe the use of easements
(seryiides), which costs the government and taxpayers less, is a more favorable
gefiroach because it is more cost effective and allows landowners to retain rights
in minerals and other aspects of property rights. The purchase of private lands,
contained in BBBSR, as well as other Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem
Restoration project areas, will diminish cost effectiveness. Moreover,
casements/servitudes are preferable to thef ial establish ofalarge scal
program where the government obtains privately owned lands for the sake of
coastal restoration when full ownership is not necessary.

CLC has one request regarding the utilization of
non-standard perpetual Wetland Creation and Restoration Easements/servitudes
for BBBSR if its use is indeed adopted. Should the project never be constructed
or is abandoned by the NOD and/or its assigns after implementation, for wh
reason, CLC reg inclusion of language in the servitude agreement that would
allow all of the vested rights to return to the current fee title owners. Because
none of us can see into the future, CLC believes this is a legitimate request, is in
keeping with the law and asks for your fair consideration of same.

Recreational Use

While CLC continues to fully support development of
public facilities that would provide parking and pedestrian access to public beach
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Caillouet Land Corporation fax and letter (CLC faxltr)

RESPONSE
*CL C faxltr 01 (continued): see response on previous page.

Mr, Bill Klgin

CFMVN.PM-RS

U. 5. ARMY UORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW URLEANS a7}
August 8. 2011

Page 3

arey, we remain adamantly opposed to vehicular traffic on Fourchon Beach.

Thank vou for the opportunity to make these comments.

[+
Mr. Brad Miller. OCPR
Ms Fay Lachney, fay.v.Jachnev@usace. army mil
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Edward Wisner Donation fax and letter August 8, 2011 (EWD faxltr)

EDWARD WISNER DONATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE

C. CATHY NORMAN
SECRETARY TREASLSES ]
et Wisner
ROOM 2WES, CITY HALL
1300 PERDIDD STREET
NEW CRLEANS, LA 79113
(504) 583000

WISHERDOKATIONSAOL COM

TULANE UNIVERSITY
THE WISHER FAMILY

NEW ORLEAIS, LA T0152.2204

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers, New Or]
Attn: Mr. William P. Klein, Jr,
P, 0. Box 60267

New Orleans, La. 701

Re: DEIS, Barataria Basin Barrier Island Shoreline Restoration

The following comments relate to the U. S Army Corps of Engineers proposed Barataria
Basin Barrier Island Restoration Project. My name is Cathy Norman and I am the Secretary

Treasurer/Land Manager of the Edward Wisner Donation. The Donation owns and over
35,000 acres in lower Lafourche Parish including a majority of the 9 miles of the Caminada
Headland P of the proposed Triple BS Project.

The Edward Wisner Donation is a land-holding Complex Trust created in 1914 by
philanthropist Edward Wisner. ‘The Trust's beneficiaries include the Wisner family, the City of
New Orleans, Tulane University, the Medical Center of Louisiana and the Salvation Army,

The Trustee of the Wisner Donation is the Mayor of New Orleans, The Trustee acts with the
advice and consent of the Edward Wisner Donation Advisory Committee, which is composed of
arepresentative of each of the aforementioned beneficiaries, The Trustee and the Committee are

ponsible under Louisiana law to administer the trust as prudent persons, and to take
reasonable steps to manage, control, protect and preserve the trust property.

Over the past decad, the Wisner Donation has actively supported the State and the Corps
in furtherance of this project. Wisner has provided field 1rips, access and cooperative science as
well as attempting to partner as best we can with our limited resources to further restoration of
this critical headland area. Wisner stands feady to assist the Corp and the other sponsors of this
vital project.

Wisner contributed a quarter of' a million dollars for the $800,000 NOAA Lafourche
Parish Community Based Wisner Restoration Project. This project created and vegetated 50

P {504) 8384085 EHARITY IMEDICAL CENTER

TH OF HEW ORLEANS
THE SALYATICN ARMY

RESPONSE

EWD faxltr 01: Thank you for your comment, your assistancein

Lwproviding access and field trips to the Wisner Donation Iandg and your
efforts at partnering and providing science-related assistance in t.he
coastal geomorphic dynamics and ecological aspects of the Caminada
Headland system.
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Edward Wisner Donation fax and letter August 8, 2011 (EWD faxltr)

acres of marsh and restored hydrology to 1800 acres of marshland in this area, The beach
component included planting 2500 black mangroves and constructing 6860 feet of sand fencing
along the Gulf of Mexico in the foot print of this project. This is an example of the commitment
that the Donation has to the protection and restoration of this area.

Additionally, Wisner has participated in dozens of other beach projects, research projects
and efforts to protect this fragile shoreline, and partnered with the Greater Lafourche Port
Commission, Chevron, LOOP and Shell to form the Fourchon Region Restoration Initiative,
This group contributed towards additional scientific studies shared with State and Fede
Agencies in hopes of jump starting this project.

Resources and Infrastructure

The DEIS provides an accurate and detailed accounting of
project, including the Caminada Headlands Comg Th
causes and volume of land loss at the Caminada Headlang/Gver the past century. aminada
Headland is the only barrier shoreline between the Cj
This buffer is the last natural line of defense for

Ey

ture and Port Fourch v a quarter of the nation’s
domestic and imported oil. TheDEIS accurately recounts of these facts.

difficult and cpafly restoration efforts in the fysdfe, or irretrievable loss of the ecosystem
habitats.”

ia Headl

" that the C: ds portion of this project was

¢ The Caminada shoreline loses an average of 46 feet a year in
of waiting has resulted in the loss of hundreds of feet of protective
ear that projects such as this are delayed, it is estimated to cost our

As noted the Wisner Donation owns approximately nine miles of Fourchon beach, as well
as wetland, waterbottom and upland areas directly adjoining the beach to the north. The DEIS
states at page xi of the Executive Summary that “the shoreline and the beach area south of Bay
Champagne are claimed as state lands by the State of Louisiana .. . The Donati that

RESPONSE

EWD faxltr 02: Concur on the importance of implementing the LCA
BBBS project to restore the Caminada Headland as well as Shell Island

/ components of the Barataria Basin barrier shoreline system.

EWD faxltr 03: with regard to boundaries between the State and

space of land over which the waters of the sea spread in the highest tide
during the winter season (Acts 1978, No. 728, §1).

/ﬂ landowners, per Article 451 of the Louisiana Civil Code, seashore isthe
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Edward Wisner Donation fax and letter August 8, 2011 (EWD faxltr)

this means that the State claims those areas delineated by the Louisiana Civil Code as belonging
to the public. This area does not include portions of the beach above the mean high tide line,
which are owned by the Wisner Donation,

Section 3.8.10 of Chapter 3 indicates that:

It is the opinion of the Non-Federal Spon MVD that construction of this project
can be accomplished through th isition of easements rather than fee, MVD has
proposed acquisition gftheTollowing non-standard estates: Wetland Creation and
Restoration ent and Perpetual Dune Restoration and Creation Easement. Deviation
fro acquisition and the non-standard estates has been sent to HQUSACE for
approval but at the time of this report, the approval has not been given,

The non-Federal sponsor, through its Office of Coastal Protection and Re: ation
{OCPR) would acquire all land rights.

The Wisner Donation concurs that the appropriate course with respec
would be negotiation of an appropriate servitude under Louisiana
governing documents provide for alienation of Donation proj
circumstances and through a process involving the Gave
Louisiana. The Donation will cooperate with the C
servitude allowing the project to proceed and

the Donation’s property
v. The Donation’s

ly only in extremely limited

r and the Chief Justice of the state of
s and the State to craft an appropriate

ct the interests of all parties,

Lafourche Beachfront
to the Fourchon area by motor vehicles. Access to this area has been allowed in the past
under terms infpred to protect resources and the environment, however, the SLBDD advocates

te Seashore concept, in which our property would be acquired by the State for development
or recreational use,

The Donation has had extensive experience with motor vehicles on the beach, and based
on this experience believes it is critical that the project area be off limits to development and
general motorized use. As noted below, there is existing infrastructure crossing in the project
area which will require limited motorized use, and the Donation requires limited motorized
access for monitoring and management of the property. However, unrestricted motorized use
would run directly counter to the objectives of this project.

As the DEIS notes, the Wisner Donation has permitted pedestrian access to the beach
area. Despite signage and enforcement efforts, motor vehicles have nonztheless trespassed on

3

RESPONSE

yEWD faxltr 03 (continued): see response on previous page.

EWD faxltr 04: Concur that existing infrastructure in project area will
activities, However, the USACE believes that unrestricted motorized
access would not be consistent with ecosystem restoration goals and

objectives or with maintaining ecosystem viability of the restored
project area.

/ require limited motorized access for operations and maintenance

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS
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RESPONSE

,EWD faxltr 04 (continued): see response on previous page.

Donation property. Four wheel drive vehicles and UTV's have routinely gone “joy riding” in /
coastal dunes, damaging and sometimes dest ying these delicate systems, Joyriding of this kind

has also damaged nesting habitat for numerous species of birds, including the endangered piping
plover. An example of the impact of a trespassing vehicle is shown below:

As the Donation appreciates it, the Caminada Headlands project as proposed would not
allow motorized access or development. If this is the case then discussion of the impact of
allowing motor vehicle access would not be required However, to the extent that any motorized
access Is contemplated, the consequences of such access, and the corresponding decrease in
project benefits, should be discussed in the EIS.

The Donation notes that Act 734 was passed in 2010 prohibiting riding or hauling on
integrated coastal protection projects. Wisner views this as i mperative for future protection of the
beach. There is currently a Parish right of way (road) that ends at the Gulf of Mexico. Local
government and organizations believe that the continuation of this servitude, which is currently
in the water, still exists and will be resurrected when this project is built. If this right of way/read
is rebuilt, it will continue to allow vehicular access to and on the beach, which based on our
experience will lead to substantial damage to the project itself. The Donation belicves that
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appropriate action should be taken to acquire or extinguish the claimed servitude in order to
prevent vehicles driving on the project area.

There is existing pipeline infrastructure which crosses the § Fourchon Beach
property, including the LOOP pipeline. Some limited 7ed access will be necessary for

required inspections, monitoring and maj ce of this infrastructure.
In additip 1sner Donation will require limited access for monitori ng, mgi
an on of trespass on its property. The Donation will under any circ ces continue

to own wetland, upland and waterbottom areas adjacent to the beach
hunting and fishing in these areas by partics accessing the proj
continuing problem for the Donation. The Donation wj
motorized access to the beach for enforcement

tom the beach has been a

Ton would like to emphasize the impact that the BP oil spill has had on
mportance of taking into account the fact that contamination remains in the

The DEIS states that “[i]f at any time petroleum or crude oil is discovered on project
lands, all efforts will be taken to seek clean up by the responsible parties, pursuant to the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 US.C. 2701 et seq.).

It is imp to und d the background of the Deep Horizon spill response in
order to understand the assessment of the current state of contamination on the Donation’s
Fourchon Beach property.

The Deepwater Horizon spill response is in part set out in a “Transition Plan,” between
BP, the Coast Guard and the State of Louisiana (referred to as “Unified Incident Command” or
“UIC."). This Transition Plan provides four basic response levels: Level I, All Zone Response;
Level II, Nearshore and Shoreline Assessment and Cleanup; Level I11, Detailed Cleanup to
Achieve Completion; and Level IV, Maintenance and Monitoring.

During Phase I11 of the response, characterization of the MC 252 oil contamination was
determined by a method called “Shoreline Cleanup A Technique” or “SCAT.” The
SCAT process is a non-regulatory emergency rest fi k developed in large part by oil
spill response contractors. E.g., The SCAT Manual-4 Field Guide to the Documentation of and
Description of Oiled Shorelines, Environment Canada (2000). The process relies heavily on
visual observation and best professional judgment in describing the amount of oil remaining and
whether the cleanup endpoint for a particular phase of the response has been met. The SCAT
process is not structured to relate contamination levels to a particular regulatory or legal
standard, but is generally described as an “operational standard” which is used to guide the
response effort,

The SCAT process used in the MC252 response for the Fourchon beach area are set out
in documents called Shoreline Treatment Plans as well as other documents tiered to those plans.

5

RESPONSE
EWD faxlitr 04 (continued): see response on previous page.
Ly
EWD faxltr 05: Before the project can be implemented the USACE

L—
/'must confirm that the areais free of oil contamination pursuant to the
Qil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.).

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS
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RESPONSE

EWD faxltr 05 (continued): see response on previous page.
5 4

For example, the SCAT process for the Louisiana coast in 2010 was set out in the MC252 Stage /
1T SCAT-Shoreline Treatment Impl ion Fi k for Louisiana (September 9, 2010).

Appendix A ins the methodology to be used by the SCAT teams.

The 2010 Shoreline Ti Impl ion Fr k specified the “no fi
treatment,” or “NFT,” standards which the SCAT teams would utilize to determine n the
active phase of the removal would be pleted. When this standard is reaghed the response
shifis to Phase IV or “Maintenance and Monitoring,”

now in Stage D¢, 0r maintenance and monitoring. The Donation recommends that the Corps
obtaipdiféct confirmation of what the Unified Command asserts is the level of remaining
ntamination on Fourchon Beach,

The Donation has conducted its own assessment and monitoring of the beach at
Fourchon, and this information has been shared with the Corps. In contrast to the UIC’s NFT
finding, the Donation’s research has shown that oil remains in a number of forms remain on the
beach. These include surface “tar balls,” buried oil, and offshore oil mats. Some of this oil is
readily visible to the casual observer, while other forms require careful sampling and testing Ol
continues to reappear on the beach as buried areas are uncovered, Tar balls from offshore oil
mats come onshore after heavy seas.

Accurate information regarding the existing level of contamination, the need for
additional il | or treat and the projected timeframe for removal is important to
msure that construction is not delayed further. Some degree of contamination from the
Deepwater Horizon incident is likely to be present as of the projected April 2013 start date for
construction of the Caminada Headlands project. Based on the Donation’s sampling and

monitoring, the degree of contamination is greater than that being reported by UIC.

The Donation is very cc ] that if sul ial oil ¢ ination is di 1in the
project area after construction commences, it could lead to substantial delays in construction.
These delays will result in additional land and monetary loss. The Donation does not wish for
concens about oil contamination to delay this project, but it is necessary to have a realistic
appreciation of the amount of oil remaining.

Itis also important to obtain accurate information regarding the physical impacts of the
response effort on the project footprint, As the DEIS notes, a number of hard structures such as
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RESPONSE

, EWD faxltr 05 (continued): see response on previous page.

sheet piling dams and rock bridges have been associated with the response effort. These
structures have altered the shoreline on the Donation’s property,

In addition T ount of ¢ i i sedi has been i from the
— Large arcas have been excavated with heavy equipment to remove mats of oil. The
Donation’s observations to date are that the digging and heavy equipment associated with
removal of tar mats have exacerbated erosion of the beach in specific areas, and have altered the
beach.

Wisner has every intension of supporting the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Project in
every way possible. We very much look forward to continuing to work with the Corps to get this
project built as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

é"/?"‘*’%“/r)f_‘t"““’""“\

C. Cathy Norman
Secretary Treasurer/Land Manager
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South Lafourche Beachfront Straregic Plan

Edward Wisner Donation attachment (EWD at)

South Lafourche Beachfront § ic Plan

General Purpose

Historically, the beach was accessible from Hwy 3090, 2
Lafourche Parish road that begins ar LA Hwy I and extends
through Port Fonrchon and then to the Gull of Mexico, The
public tradictionally aceeesed the besch st the end af the prllic
rorarl with uneontrolled vehicular teaffic Increased liveering and
mndeom vandalism have caused adjsoent land to attempe
0 black vehicular aceess,

The ereation: of the: South Lafourche Beachfront Develop
mene Thatrict is partly & resction t limitzions in public 2sees.
Megotistions among lasdoamess, the Porcand the Parish have
keen in progress” since the mid-90'.

Sizee the inceprion of the Beachfront Development
District, marz progress has been made due to the respert
arel atention paid w lmdowness of both campe (Wimer and
Ciailfouety. Tha best way ta Further the goal of axuring ascess
it to continue semblishing 2 respecsful jcation and
demonsrating sincens actinns as gandians of the land wnd

also by assuring thet any recre-
atinnel development does not
stop or delay beach eestoration

and noarighment.

L R —
South Lufourche Beschirone
Development District shall
be to maintsin and presecve
beaches for use and enjoyment 5=
of the citizens. The district sims
to facilirn: the development, operation and maintenance of

[ facilities while p g outdoer activites and
weater sports on beaches within the District for the residents
and visitoes m enjop

Whils the Diserier sneompasses an area raughly equal
to the southern end of Lafourche Parish, the scope of the
ikl Strategric: Plan b che are othcrwise knows: s Foamshon
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Beach,

Fourchun Beich covers approsirnately 10 miles aloug the
eeapils Cumisiuds Hesdbnd which stretcdies inio Jefferson
Parish, The Jefferson Purish porton the Caminads Headland
i slsee ofermd e s Elmerly [aed.

Commistioners hive decided ta propase develapment
in phases. Phasisg will cover smaller seetinen of the overall
sench and in sams instan s ennsicer separarsly primive and
aibvanie etsges of development.

“This project oms to develop Fourchnn Heooh and promers
o one of Louisianas recopnized public destinadens for
mereational setivities wich 48 camping, picvicking, feding

The Seuth Lafourche Beachfront Development Distac:
e the potenfiali of Prerhion ua seledng spot wasse loeal
residents il toarists alike can spend quality fian wnd reere-
arion. Discusions an the prososed developmans are made
witl: sheer recopnition chat they will only be mererialized in
coordinacion with plannes restoracion effurs,

The Diistrict asserts that any and ol discuseion, plaaning
and design of propored developoent fora public pak u; Four-

i Deach 3 e wich the recoguition and andesstandiag
chat 11 widl e Jeweloped ONLY o coondittion with and then
subject o the Caminada Fleadland Project The develapment

ram ke lugking Usrarive effoes with o
An-pevernment enzitie: 1o scualize plans.

A level of trugt has baen eszibiizhed berween the land-
awnars in collaborution with the Geeacer Lafourche Port
Commission and its Harbar Patrol, Lafourchs Tansh Fire
Districs #3 aned Ladousete Purish Government. Rules on sani-
tstiun, securiey; safery and Deach Fucllity wsage will be cutlined
and enfbreed by the prepersy mansgement team along with
the ebave- mentianed entities and inclading e Lafourche
Parlah S=eriff's Office and the Lafourche Farish Disiric:
Arorney’s Dffice, Securiry putrols anc wseue srvices shal
b tnads svailable a1 azy given time when the district has
sunstionedl poblic we of the beach wnd i facilides, Similarly,
propes gubage disposal servicss will e poovided in all prern-
ises of the besch.

(=]

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

nsion

St. James St

hin the Baptist Orleand

h".\. i
ssumption— "~ d .l st Charles

e

Jefferson

Lafourche Parish, Louisiana -
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South Latourche Beachfront Straregic lan

Phase 1 - Hwy. 3090 to Bay Champagne

The firzc phase of the propoeed developmant will be
from Hwy 3090 1o the exstern 1un of Bay Champegme. A
matural setting with neinimal infrudtraciere be initially planed.
Advascenent will follow whenever Sunding is made svailable
st 4 [ater date. Mase remate usape will be allowed beyosd Bay
Champapna theough Beyen Thindes (ke Parick Line.

Propased Actions

Access Roads

Pornaring with the Parieh and nerentislly fe Poer, an
notess Toad i propused beginning ar Hey 3090 and heading
east ut the sits ol o fuzuner woess soad within the duns wea
north & Flvry 3090's e at the Gulf of Masdco, The proposed
road wall be sonstructed usag compacted sand dnd gravel
erhapr tth mairingf bt within the dunes Bmiring vehioular
anczge vz the besehy An oceess road will fosk [rigde) immed:-
utely west of the Caillowet-Wisner bouncury with the st
vehiculr aocess gite compriend of n roadbed o the shore. Tae
ef feak will comtitoue sutwand on e beach side of the beact-
and~dune intzeface. This widsned sccess road will extend 2oiss
Wisrer poonecty through: 1 the edge of Bay Champegne and

include another vehioulir route w the saow. [or srenge fine
prmp——
1. Parking

Vil vehicu!ar access will be allowed in imived locstions.
parking will 2¢ provided for t0e convenicnse of the public and
to discuurage prive vehicles oo the beach, Parallel pracking
will be encouraged on the section of roadway between the
b vehtisular st points e widmed saduay)l An ectual
peding loswall he A st end of the prablie mad
near e wesern sdge of Kay Champagne. (Ses bive mank-
ing.)
2. Beach Entrance

A custerized trailerable guanc-
hauee 2a geeategic and peactica] to ke
canatructed ar the main sntrance, ln
thar way, it an be driven swsy when
mq:m.‘img slonin thrsaten. f(..mbﬂ,l

3. Bathraama

Drar 2o furding resirgints, Pori-o-Lets will be the i
aption for suhlie bachrmame, foer-o-Lets will be placed in
erregc bocatians serner the Hwy 3090 to Bay Champage
uza o pablic convenience. When fundiag con s identi-
fied, the District will conider the prosurement of lasger
tratlerable bathoome sustomized o be moze iz poblic et
rooms in ather pablic filities The trilersble samre of these

% cestrooms will agein allow for porsbility when mpmdmg

-1

; Patalile Ly willl
depending on Incation and suitability for more permaaunt
sl
4. Fishing Pler

A wallowny jutiing into the by will start b, the bouch
Tl and extend: iate Bay Clampagoe. Ui cuvisioned that
the pier will bigiz in the vicinizy ad pravide hundicapped
acceys fiom the buger parkiig lot |

Dicrct (Discrct):
Mmt‘mw and mmqmwmm ln@élmut‘wwi dwlwwﬁu NWP“*FW‘H& s mide with

ta Teadiand

?NIJH'-
ity hat e Distict will partes vith Ure Goemter Lafoche For Cominsion amd i1 Haibor Patwal, Lafoirthe Pacich Shecif's

Oifie for e otder ssurity ensify) il the Lafourche Pasish Disrict Atomey s Ofe o provide p it ke dund
pemalinn affenees ar any fime thar the Districr vl ruthiic s of the bheach and its ek
mmﬁemmmﬂmmmmmuﬁmwﬁmwmmww;uw
mw:lmnféuhnnimmﬂmmn}pdﬁ: g

hait thr Districewill t+ Lafourche Fire 5 forsamse e nerince) to provzd vices far any time
Lua the Districe - d 'ih:md:ﬂtrdn@dhnﬂ:u -

=

4

P hase 1 - Hwy 3090 to bay {'||.'m||,|,|_:_

H

Ui

{!i

T

IImoEDoO

HIf

0

Phase 2 - Belle Pass to [lwy

e L
R
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

5. Puwilion
Diistrizt Commissianers progose the construetion of 4
permazent sonerere pavilion desigaed t wshetand miniezal

md on the north sad of
| the lnrger parking area
' and ajacenc o the fishing
ie, This struciure will be

“railerable coversd table
A areafs) will he designed
and eonseenceed so rhar
they zeuld be moved

within the park far private
use: by paizons and oved
o salety when impending
stormi thnaten,
6, Overnight Caniping
Camping will be

sliowed in designaied areas
at the zidge of the baach
and awsy from fragile
vagetation, Tenting will
be easouraged and Smited
utilities will be wail-
anlz adgeont o che aoted |
e rads, Sell-contuined |
Becreational Vahicle f2¥/
camping will be alluwed
but not encouraged as they will be resticied 1o desiguated
parking areas and prohibited on the beach.
7. Belling/Vending

“Tre Dieteic: will consider allowing orivace vendors
provide limited products and services. Pior to tis pokues
anc stanclands shall e developed to enure the consistency
with the park's intended maniral seeting. Policies may iniially
require trailerability consistent with other park faciliries.

The South Lafourche:

Beodhfron: Development District
Assects that any: and all discussion, yh:us,gundutgn equu-i rlnl'}‘gﬂ"-’\‘l ﬁwuubhqwquo-rt]m M um.dewﬂl

the recoyuitives ] nclerstundivng that it will be de
Mmhnhﬂiﬁkﬂ it the O

httrriraties. el hesime-

8, Boardwalks Teails

In association with wetand and disne areas, the Distoct
will eomsider the constiuction
of hoardwalks and trails to
posnte avareneas of Unique
bl F-agile flors and fauna
while prorecring these aman
from eacesive el Yellow
lines ate only for caample.
The Jocations would kzve to
be surseyed and engineered i
maximize the prpecience ind
minimisz the werland impace,

9. Uslities

Water and undzigrovnd electricity are propoeed to folkow
alocy the soudway tuough o Bay Champagne,
10, Other Astivities and Services,

i Golf eurts sndtor all terrin Vebices may be mntes i3
can be ds imed that it woukd d g vehicutar
waffiz an the beach, If allowed, these vehicles would
be prahibted i dune aad wedand anas and spesd
imits would sz stringently cnforced.

b, Morsgouck siding will be allowed aud perfaps
prometed in & contmlled maras: Again, if allowed,
harses would he prehibited i dune ind werlind

ammas,

o Kaything, connging ond hird watching ars to he
promored and
stiowed in desig-
nated areas, I
LIlagERents Can
be made, kayaks
and canoes may
5 rented for day
3¢,

3 esdland

Lafurche Port Comminsian and s Harboc Pytol, Lafourehe Parith Sheriffs

Qffice for same ocher seruriey enciry) and the Laourchs Parish Districr Avm mey's Office 10 provide parrdls, eafore distrier nules and
pealiee affenses at iy tine that e District hs sanctionsd pubiic. wﬁ&mwmd i relaed fueliies

Asveri that the Discrice will partoer with Lafausche Parish Gy

me it gl vy u provile el purlage

sevvice for all aneas of the Fomechon Beach that are opened far pucblic e
Avseres tht e Districr will partosr with Lafiurdm Fire Diraict 33 {or seme ulbsr risne orive) s provide sskius mmevine or iy time
thar the Thiatrict bas sancfinhied publiz use of the haach andl it related focdlivies

1

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Phase 2 - Belle Pass to Hwy. 3090

The second phase of the proposed development will be
fram Howy 3090 1o che jotcy ot Belle Pass. Currently the area
s 2 nunurul secting with the exception of Chevrons tank furm
facility. The area is known as Fourchon lsland. Tt serves as
1 buffer zone for the rost of Port Fourchon. Whils erosion
has taken its toll, the island's beaches are broader and morc
stable. With more besch available, the Beachfront Develop-
ment Disirict envisions room for RV Camping ind the lasger

caimper trailers and mator homes. The chullenge here la thar

h&udnh-fmmupuhuhud&rﬁwh«hm
The foll phnu-m\ } ! within
the ch [ for imited real estate and
:nh-mipmhﬂim l\xwh:nlﬁmﬂl infrastructure.

1. Access Rosds
Partnering with the Parish and the Poct, & two-lane
sccess road is proposed beginning at Hwy 3090 and heading
west along the current road to the Chevron facility. At the
facility fencing and then veers northwest i the proposcd port
expansion area 4t the center of Fourchon Island. This two-lane
roudway will serve as the access touie to the port expanman,
pmid:lud.tmufnrﬁmwhunllludmndbe
i to dute bath | snd indus-
wrial traffic. Beach will accew the ion ares from
ma@thmmeﬂuﬂM“a
single lane one way road that will be built along the besch/
chune interface. As funding will allow the wad will be rised
serve ui & baier of levez, Engineers will be called in to design
o rondbed chat takes into consideration numesous pipelines
entering from the Gulf of Mesic,

A no-stop wane shall be designared in the ares south of the
Chevron Facility and ot all pipeline crossings to best ensure
the vafety of the public and the securfty of pipelines and the
stornge facility
The South Lafousche Beachfruat
Aserts dhat wny and all
the recognition and sndentanding

Ly
2. Parking

While vehicular aceess will be allowed in limited locations,
purking will be provided for the convenience of the public and
 discourage private vehicles on the beach. Parallel parking
will be encouryged on the marway except st the no stop zones.
(See bl limes gm beachfrant roahoay). An sctual packing lot will
be constructed sz Pass Fourchon and st the entry to any and
all boardwalks. {Sex bitee mardings.)

JMEm

o derible " (Tireem Dt} will serve

uhmmﬂt#lﬁ:ﬂnlﬁdmwﬂn

4. Bathrooms

Lnitially Pore-o-Less will be the first option for public
buthrooms. Port-o-Lets will be placed in nirategic locations
from Hwy 3090 to Belle Pass for public convenience. When
sdditional funding can be identified, the District will consides
the procurement of larger trailerable bathrooms castomized
ml:mmhhpﬁ:mhw\apﬂhmm

mﬂddpdmdmklpﬂpklmhdh@ﬂ

Project;
Muummmmm.hmmm-&mmmmm

Offce o sms i ey iy i e Lafouse Puah D Avcnney's Offe

affenses a1

b Tonarh nard e malatad Sl

ponalice any

Assects that the Dieriet will patics with Lfourche Pirith Goverament (or some private dispwal service 1o provide regular guebige
service for ull sreas of the Fourchon Beach that are far public use;

Auserts thae the Districe will purtner with Lafourchs Fire District 83 (or some seb wee) 0 prvid for any time.
that the District his sanesioned public use of the beach and its related fucilitie.
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Phase 2 - Belle Pass
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

trailerable narure of these metroome will again allow for porm-
Hilynhnmpudingmhumﬁpnmbhmg
vl conaidered f

for

and for RVs.
5. Pavilion

A second concrete
pavilion designed 1o with-
stand minimal hurricanes
s proposed at Pass Four- (8
chan for public purposes. [
(Red Dot) Srmaller trailer- [§
ghle covered tble aresfs/
will be designed and

I”dﬂthr ek s A
within the park for private use by patrons and meved to safety
when impending storms threften.

6. Owernight Camping

While allowed in other aress, the weatern end of the
Huwy 3090 to Belle Pass area will be the primary eamping
ares, Tenting will be encouraged and limited ueiliies will be
wvallable adjacent m the noted sccess roads. Specific sites will
be designated for self d R I Vehicle (R¥3)
o best protect Fragile vegeration, Camping sites will include
roadway lnops (i rad) to provide safe entry and exit of rere-
ational vehicles.

7. Selling/Vending

The District will
consider allowing private
venders to provide lmited
products and services, Prior
to this policies and stan-
dards shall be developed
10 ensure the consistency
with the parks intended
natural setting. Policies
ability cangsstent with other
park facilitics.

‘The South Lafourehe Beach front Devalopment District (District):
nwunuqdn&mamww&'
N = P ! idhw..

§. Boardwalks/Trails

In ussociation with wetland and dune areas and 2 rookery
Incated on the western end of Fourehon liland, the Disteier
will consider the construction of boardwalks znd trsils to
promate awareness of uniqae and fragile fon and fuuna while
protecting thess weas from excescive traffic.

In coordination with the creation of the maritime ridge,
the Digtrict plans to improve pative habitat to expand and
enhanee the rookery, Wildlife officials will be consulted to
help bocate the proper distnee from the o best aspure
birders & view without harming the wildlife
9. Utilities

‘Water and underground electricity ave proposed to follow
along; the roadiway through to Belle Piss.

10. Other Activities and Scrvices.

.. In parenership with the port and landowners, the
District proposes that o maritime ridge be eroated
with fll (purple) from proposed port slips an the
northern partion of Fourchon Tsland. The ridge
would complement the raised accent road serving a8
wn enhanced dune/levee system across the length of
Fourchon liland and serve as o buffer between the
induswrial and recreational areas. The maritime ridge
would be planted with salt-tolerant trees and wetland
vegetation in & way similar 1o the Port’s Maritime
Ridge Forest propased north of the exsting part.

b bdfmm&wuﬂ:uuhmchmbemdu‘h

that it would di vehicular
mfﬁ:wmbeuh 1§ allowed, these vebicles would
be probibited in dune and wetland areas and speed
lirmits wosttld be stoingently enforeed.

¢ Horsehack riding will be allowed and peshaps promotard
ina controlled manner. Again, if allowed, horses would
be prohibited in dune and wedand areas.

d. Kayaking, canoeing and hird warching are 1 be

promoted and aliowed In dastgnated aress. If arange-
ments can be made, keyaks snd may be rented
far day use.

development for a pubilic park at Feurchon Beach is aiade with
mmmw;;din subject to the Caminads Headlind

muummwmmhmmmummmmmm
Offie e o st ity enisy) and he Lafourche Parish Divrce Attorey’s Ofice o pr

pemaline offensce at iny time tha che Dimriet ha
Asserts that the mﬁ!ﬂ partrier with Lafourche Parish €

B 4'“- 3 factln

P e > oy I i e

mhﬁmaf&hmmm spmdh-

fer if vice) 1

puslie e
n(wmﬂm:uxﬁwapwﬂmﬁrqm

M‘hﬂi&nﬂhhﬂdﬂﬂiﬁﬂkudﬂnhﬁhdhlﬁﬂ
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Edward Wisner Donation attachment (EWD at)

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

The third phasc of the proposed development will be
fram Bay Champagne to Biyou Moresu. The natural setting
consiats of 1 saline mamh fronting the Gulfof Mexico with &
beaeh shoreline. The lLuerior conmin 3 series of canals hoth
natural and man-made with recrestional camps managed by
the Wisner Foundation Behind the beach head wedand marsh
haz opened up shallow lagoons. With the variety of water
hidies present, the Beachfront Development Districe envi-
dmhhnuunpdmphcefwrmtpmmmm
challenge is balancing the p | nctivities
and the p ion of the envi r‘ g these
ocreational v into 1 defined ares will best ensure that
water patrol officers can patrol and meaitor these sctivitiss
reducing the chance for accidents and damage to the natural
eaviranment The following plan is s propasal that finds appor-
tunities within tho challenges to abtain 1 balance between the
we and protection of this consml rsource.

1. Access Roads

Partnering with the Parish and powncully the Port, an
access road is propesed in Phiase 1 begmning at Hwy 1090
and freading east at the interface of the beach and dune area
providing access to the Phase 3 area. Bay Champagne sepa-
rubes the Phase 1 roadwiy and & continuation of this roadway
through to Bayou Moreaw. Th cross the beach that fronts Bay
Champagne, the Districz proposes 2 more substantial structure.
Whither this would be an sctual bridge or madway, engineers
and hydrologiss would be called upon to design something that
would be best suited to fit the crossing. The compacted sand
und gravel roadway wiuld sxrzad beyoud the hay crossing
accrssing planned eorearional and commareial sites. Ara
site designated for vendors und park facilitles an additional
roadwiy would head north to provide an inlind secess peint
to Bayou Moreau. (Randuays ave dasignated by srange lines mt

The Bonth Lafsan che Reachbont Dl

Phase 3 - Bay Champagne to Bayou Moreau

Miap)
2. Parking

While vehicular sccess will be allowed in limited locatians,
parking will be provided for the convenieace of the public and
tor discourage private vehicles on the beach, Parallel parking
will be encoursged on both sides of the roadweay. (Ser bie fines
o baachfront roadoay). Additional parking will be provided ar
the Bayou Mareau Pavilion and Vendor area. (See blue mark-
ingr,)

3. Beach Entrance
While guests may enter via boat at Bayou Moareau, there
are o wdditional formal entrances within the Phuse 3 ure

4, Bathrooms

Lnielally Port-o-Lets will be the fisst option for public
bathreams, Parr-o-Lees will be placed in straimgic Ications
from Bay Champagne to Bayou Mareau for public conve-
nience. When additingal funding can be identifiod, the District
will consider the p of langer truberable bath

o e i o

v : ey

*-HmW' '
mhmmmmmmwmmm

hmwmhadw
Assers chat 1 with Lafourehe Por Commission ani s Harbor Patrol Lufousche Pasish Sherifs
%mmmwwﬁmy@m ':;'.  Offce oo 55.';; force disrct rules and
mmmmwmn&s qu de regalas gurbage
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Edward Wisner Donation attachment (EWD at)

South Lafourche Beachfrone Seraregic Plan

customyized 1 be more like public resuooms in othes pulil
facilitics. The trailerable nature of these meatrooms will sgam

Dewclipment will be designed m ooncenirate waies
sport actnnfies, Motorized acthvities will be alowed on

allow fior porrability when impending smema threaren. Larg the beach, in the Gull wasers, in Buysu Moresu and
term plans inclade seplacing the miilenble hathrooms with s in the navigabie canals. These sctvities may includs
Fully hanctioning, bathhosz (Purple Dat/. bt aze ot limived w perasailing, skiing and benting,
5. Pl [ﬁ:unblunnrd.hmlﬂnfmm\nmnd
I Ahid pivilion designed m withszand minirmal SRR B

i it . kN d sctvitieswill be I within
hutricanes ks peopewed e Bayoa Mors for pabifie o, By lhpbldl!ﬂb!hhdﬂ!mﬂ

(Red Dod) Smaliar trailerable covered table aseafy) will be
wnd constructed s tha: they could be moved within

the park for private uie by patrens and moved 1o safery when
impending morms thestan,
6. Owernight Camping

To masimize the beach area for recreational setivities, no
it af RY Camplng will be allowed in this ares.
1. Selling/Vending

The Dintrict will considler allowing private veadarn

mpmnd! Ihpirglpluhm and yervizes, An ares near the
misnuth of Bayou Morexs will be desigrard for vendors. The

in the |npereonnecting canale. Again if amingemena
can be made, kiyiks, cances, paddlebosts ind other
no-moterrzed vehicles may be made mailable. As the
inlsnd waterways connect, polisies will be developed
m pmmote rfery where hoth motorized and non-
motorized activitie are allowed.

& On lind golf carts snd/or all terrain vehicles may be
rented i ringements can be made and if it can be
derermined that it would discoursge vehicular mffic
on the beach, Il allowed, these vehicles would be
prohibited in dune and wetlnd aress and apeed limin

xpuciation of the Ditict st o with ol ace cther woukd be singeody enforced.

comeenizncen this ares would house rental aress fon cannes, & Horseback ricing will be allowsd and promoted in
layahs, wave runnent and other witer por related ativities, a contrelied manrer. Hortes would be prohibired in
Priot tn the develapmens of this ases policies and srandandy dine wnd wetlind arear.

shall he developed m emvare the comibtency with the park’s
imtenided natural setting. Policies may nitially require thailec
ability consistent with other park facilifics
8. Boardwalks/Trails

In meocison with wedland and dune seas, the Distric:
will comnsider the construction of bourdwalks m promote sware-
mess of unique and Eragile fora and funa while protecting
these aseas from excessive tfic
9. Unilities

Wiater and underground electrieisy e proposed i follow
ilong the roadway through o Bayoa Moreau.

10. Orther Activities and Services
1. The Bay Champagne i Bayeu Moscau Phise of

"The South Lafourche Beschfront

t While not prohibited, swimming, fishing, crabbing,
wuefing and bird wasching will be discouraged in this
e,

Development District {District):
h—ﬁn nqml ﬂl—u,mlﬂﬁdmihi—ﬂ: lﬂhptn h:n:lkdtk mads with

Camiriadls Hendland

g that s will be developed

PIM
h—unmnwﬂummhm-ﬁmﬂnmmm
Offfce for s a0

p&h-qhhﬁm-ﬂﬁnﬂeﬂd‘ﬂnm—ﬁmﬂm

Amests that the District vaill with Lafourche P ! et e
pervite for ol amas of the Foureion Beact st e openat for pbde s,

Asserrs thar the Dimrice will parener with Lafourche Fire Dhinrict £ th et v s fir any tine
that the District haw sanctinned public wie of the beach and ity rehied failities.

swﬂ.l'[t b Reachf AbLA-P]m

L- S

Phase 4 - Bayou Moreau to Bayou Thunder

The Fourch phase of the propased development will be
Erom Buyou Moreaw thraugh o the parah Jine ar Bayou
“[hunder. The narurul seriing consists of 3 raine mazsh fFoniing
thee Gul 7 of Mexico with & beach shorelize, The nearly fou
1, mile stretch is vemote and inclodes the I.,oup Pipeline
criming which is arnes e nviron mer sly and Sr purposes
of Hompland Security. Bimilar v Phase 1, the chillenge is
Salancing the use and pratecrion af thiy sngirive area. The
viston f thiz are: is che Srimitive yae of 1 naneral environment
with fimined ] firited winenitius, P-ivate veliicles will
b profubited from traveling across chis steetch of beachfoat,
Traffiz wall ke limitcd ta pick vehicles to triaspors guesss b
sheir desrinarinn, service ehiches B maintain and patel the
area and emergency vehicls, The following plan is 8 propoal
Ut s oppostunities and Gaicue methods to provide weuess
amicst 3 gcnsirive and natural environmant

L Pipel e

The Suth Lafourch = Beachfront Devel

a h I

Proposed Actions:

1. Accesy Roads

Farmzring with the Perish and potentially the Port, » tuil
will be wonsteuciad i a mainer sinblar 1 the sccess road

dim Flages 1 B3, Bomewh wer than the ad-

wm of Phases 1 523, the trail will extend therg? m Bayon
Thundzr with bends and cun finding unique arces and s
For emergency purpose die mail will heve turn soonmds, rest
siwpe, aiied be opan b dwl:endl.w}:ilap-hn wehiclas will ke
prohabited, the trul will be designed to accommedate emna-
geacy, sevice and pack vehicks. Enginesrs will be commlted ro
desermine the hese mechad m erss Fayou Moren uddeessing,
the hydrology and necessiy for access ond to <ros the Loop
Fipeline ensuring thae any mail (o seofuay) meers any ead
ol securiey snd sructural messurs zecessary (o protect the
pipsline
2 Parking

Wit~ private vehickes proninied, parking wil be provided
ar Hayau Morsau far the comveniance of the public and
disvotrage provaie vehiches or the beat:. Farallel purking will
bre s-zoousaged on yeth sdes of Bayou Moceau, fwe fiue mink-
i),
3. Reach Entranee

“There are na aeliiomal faemsl wemnies wighin the Phase
4 neen

4. Bathrooms

Initially Part-o-1cts will bz the fire option for nublie
bathrooms. Part-o-Lets will be plazed i strategic locations
from Bayow Moreau to Bapou Thusder for public cenvenience.
Wiren addivonu funding cu be identifed, de Disuoer will
consider dhe procusement of lages trilerable bathrooms
cutterrizad i be more ke public ressracens in other poblic
facilities The teellerihie nanies of these memanme will spatn

Districr(Distrizt):

4 devee MR’)‘-"&EM&IF&M@MIJWM

iy pnd all

iy o p
ﬂnmﬂﬂmwdmangmmuhwmmmﬁm with zn¢. then mbject to the Ciminads Headand

Traject;
ﬁ_wutht..u Dietrict will pastrier wish the Grestar Lafourche Port Commissian sl it Harbor Parol, Lafuurche Farieh Sherif's
CMfiee {or saraz aiver cnvity entaty] 52 (e Lifonirohe Pastah, District ‘tsommey's Office i prosidc patool, ¢ nforer digtriet rules and

preanlin: ollenai at iy bius that tie Distlet b mm,nw. s ol the beach m mw-@

Asparcs that the Diseeiet will pawner wits Ladnurchs Pasish G risate digpasalsevit) e pr s ragor guchige
servier foe ol arcas of the Finmchan Beach Sat mqmd.!mpubl‘n m. . ;

Asverts that Lhe Uistrict will Latcurcie Fire. aesice) (o any time

that the Disrrict hes saroioned public use n.'dlhdmﬂ;urmdﬁd&bn
1]
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Edward Wisner Donation attachment (EWD at)

Senth Lafiorchr Deachdboni Strneegic Plen
=3

Phuse 4= Bavou Moreau to Bayou Thunder

i

sllase fior parmability when impending storms threaten,
5. Puvilion

Smaller tmilerable covered table nrea(i) will be designec
s comitructed su that they coukd be muvel, witiin tr park
l‘of?flnu eeby mumﬂmwjtun&lj nhm'lmpsnh:ﬁ
storms threaten,

6. Overnight Camping

Tent camping will be olower in thiz ares.

7. Belling/Vending
“The Diistrict Ls consicering o vending srea in Phase 3 on
the westera bink of Bayoo Momeas

8. Boardwalks Trails

In associntion with werand snd dune aress, the Diswicr
will corsider the conatruction of boardwalks wnd tnils to
promots awareaess of unigue und fragile flora and frins whie
prosecting thews areas from exesmive raffic
9. Utilities

Wiier and uncerground eleciricity are proposed tu follow
slong the ruadwiy through 1o Bayou Moreww.
‘Sworh vl Boachéroms Stnvngic Flan i 10, Orther Aetivities and Serviees.
u  Ifurrangements cun be made, layaks, canocy, padle-

bouts and other nor-memrized vehicles may be made
wallable

Cim land golf carts ancl/or all sermain vehicles may be
rented ifiit ean be decermined that it would discourage
wehuzular traffie on the beach. 1 allowed, these vehicles
would be prohibited in dune and wetland areas and

1R @EEL
i

i

b

Legend Mitsed - u Morcau Sayou Thundes

il

b

i

YmEEO
Hl

Eﬂ speed limits would be stringently enforced,
Parkieg
— & Homeback riding will be sllowed and perhaps
Soel - ST in & controlled manner. Homes would he
prohibired in dune nd wetland areas
d. Swimming, fishing, erabbing, suefing 1nd bird
wasching will be encoursged in this arse.

nmmwm F&
A—aﬁuq-dildudq. { evel park st Fourehae Beaeh bs made with
ding that it will e developed ONLY ir coolinafion with and thea subjict to the Caminads Heacland

mﬁMﬂmmmMMWuMMMMM
Office for iy d e Lafoirche P "MMummmdﬁma
peslice Sl i Pkt by s o b e oF
muummwﬂmmmmmmwnﬁumwm
T of the Fy B "
- \ ot 1 " u._.m .«-‘ __u: 7 A hwu
diat the Disisies has s i ""- it boach o 1 ] FciBtion
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Edward Wisner Donation attachment (EWD at)

South Lafourche Beachfront § ic Plan

‘The Sourh Lafvurche Beachfroat Devalopement Districs (Discrir):
Al dnchat oy b ﬂlmmm‘.h\d dnbdﬁw dc-&wrhr lp&ﬁ:pﬂk a_t?aun:hnllmhnndn witk

c thaz it will b wich amd hen rubje aminac Headlund
mumMﬂmﬂhﬂmlﬁ&MmﬁhMMMMM
ohrrmmmuummmm $ und
fesalime ofieases ot any time that the District e bl cae of the beach ! ‘-&l_u

Assesas thist the Discrict will “ RS (o e i -.-r- I, --v r' oy -.1 '_x_‘_
serviee b ol reas of the Fousthan Beach thal art opened! for public use;

mﬁnh ﬁmuwmm&hmnﬁmwwwuﬂmmhwh
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PICCIOLA 8 ASSOCIATES, INC.

CF\"II. ENGINEERS - LAND SURVEYORS - NAVAL ARCHITECTS - MARINE ENGINEERS
JC PGCIOLA ILPE. LB

South Lafourche Beach Front Developmeit Commiission
Strategic Plan Phase |
Construction Cost Estimate
July 20, 2011

1. Aggregate Roadway

Constraction & Engineering §  965,000.00
2. Watarline

Construction & Enginering 8§ 116,000.00
3. Electrical

Construction & Engincering 5§ 172,500.00
4, Fencing

Construction & Engineering S 45,540.00
3. Pavilion

Censtruction & Engineering £ 120,730.00
6. Fishing Pier

Construction & Engineering §  483,000.00
7. Signage

Consirustion & Engineering § 5,750.00
8. Guardhonse

Construction & Engineering b 25,750.00

Total Phase 1§ 1,937,280.00

)

Subrmitted by:
Joseph C Piceiola, 11, P.E.

PO BORBE7 - CJT OFF, LCUISIARS 70345 - 115 PICCIOLA PARKWAY - PICCIOLA COMPLEX
PHONE: (86) 632-5760 - SAX; [BE5) 332-2407 - E-MAIL: plociole@csjumel om
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Edward Wisner Donation public meeting comments (EWD pm)

| RESPONSE

EDWARD WISNER DONATION ADVISORY COMMITT |
COMMITTEE 'EWD pm 01: Thank you for your comment.

C. CATHY NORMAN | /
AT O .
rpbiees) Wisner
ROOM 2Wes, CITY HALL
g
MEW ORLEAMS, L& 70113 FErE r
") 840 CHARITY HO | MEDRGAL CENTER
‘ma| a OF LOUIBIANS,
CITY OF NEW ORLEANS 1
MAILING ADDRESS THE SALVATION ARMY
PO BOX BI04 TULANE UNIVERBITY
NEW ORLEANS, LA 707522004 THE WISHER FAMILY

My name is Cathy Norman a  the Secretary Treasurer of the Edward Wisner Donation,
The Donation owns g rsees over 35,000 acres in lower Lafourche Parish including a
majority of es of the Caminada Headlands Barrier Shoreline.

the past decade, Wisner has actively supported the State and the Corps in furtherance of
this project. Wisner has provided field trips, access, cooperative science and has made every
effort to partner as best we can with our limited resources to further this project.

Wisner contributed a quarter of a million dollars for the $800,000 NOAA Lafourche Parish
Community Based Wisner Restoration Project. This project created and vegetated 50 acres of
marsh and restored hydrology to 1800 acres of marshland. The beach component included
planting 2500 black mangroves and construeting 6860 feet of sand fencing along the Gulf of
Mexico.

Additionally, Wisner has participated in dozens of other beach projects, research projects and
efforts to protect this fragile shoreline, and partnered with the Greater Lafourche Port
Commission, Chevron, LOOP and Shell to form the Fourchon Region Restoration Initiative. This
group contributed towards additional scientific studies that have been shared with State and
Federal Agencies in hopes of jump starting this project.

The importance of restoring this headland area cannot be hasized enough. As a resident of
New Orleans, this is the only barrier shoreline between the City and the Gulf of Mexico. This
buffer is the last natural line of defense for this entire region and protects the fragile but prolific
marshes behind it. LA 1 to Grand Isle is predicted to be under water within 10 years and will be
if this shoreline is not restored.

On a national level, this shoreline protects oil and gas infrastrueture and Port Fourchon which
cumulatively supply nearly a quarter of the nation’s domestic and imported oil.

Wisner cannot emphasize enough how important it is to get this project built, for the good of the
region, the state and the nation. But after over a decade of waiting, what have we lost. Every year
that projects to restore our coast are delayed, it is estimated that it cost our State 1 billion
dollars.
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Edward Wisner Donation public meeting comments (EWD pm)

The Caminada shoreline loses an average of 46 feet a year in coastal retreat. There is no time to
delay the building of this project any further

Tam proud to say that Wisner has been an active stewa
area. Our hopes are that once built this
protection that it has not reces

Tvironment in protecting this
will remain in a primitive state and be afforded
n the past in spite of our efforts.

was passed in 2010 prohibiting riding or hauling on integrated coastal protection
projects. Wisner views this as imperative for future protection of the beach.

My concern for this area relates to the South Lafourche Beachfront Development District which
was formed in 2007 in furtherance of providing access to this privately owned beach. Accessto
this area has been allowed in the past, however, the SLEDD wants vehicle access and
development of this area. T have included a copy of the development plans and a quote for costs
to construct everything from roads to power lines on this beach, The District has lobbied and
worked for a State Seashore concept that they hope will afford them the power and resources to
do as they wish on this piece of property. They currently support the Triple B project as they
hoped:lc land will he expropriated from the current landowners giving them control for their
agenda.

Tam amazed that the people of South Lafourche seem to be continually putting recreation over
restoration when in fact they are the ones most at risk. I don’t know what the political or
economic reasons are for their short sightedness in this regard, but clearly, T strongly doubt that
there is a commitment to an environmental only project for this area. Their support has a large
hidden agenda.

Finally, I want to emphasize the impact that the BP oil spill has had on this area. The beach
remains in a damaged, contaminated eondition. Hard structures have altered the shoreline. Oil
continues to reappear on the beach as buried areas are uncovered. Tar balls from offshore oil
mats come onshore after heavy seas. The entire area is ravaged from digging and heavy
equipment that has exacerbated erosion and altered the beach.

Where is BP? When will they complete the task of returning this area to what it was before the
spill. Will the remaining contamination impact or delay the Caminada Headlands and Triple B
projects? These are very important questions that need to be addressed. Wisner has spent
hundreds of thousands of dollars participating in the clean up response and documenting it with
science. BP left in April and we have great concerns that they will not return.

To conclude I think it is important for all residents of coastal Louisiana to do everything they
can to support projects like this one. Without them, there will be nowhere left to live or work in
this area, much less a beach for recreation,

RESPONSE

ly EDW pm 02: Thank you for your comment. The Barataria Basin

Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is authorized as an ecosystem
restoration project. The purpose of a Civil Works ecosystem restoration
project isto restore significant ecosystem function, structure, and
dynamic processes that have been degraded. Protection may be included
as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration initiatives when such
measures involve efforts to prevent future degradation of an ecosystem's
structure and functions. The Government has the obligation to acquire
sufficient real estate interests to construct the project and to protect the
integrity of the project features. In order to ensure protection of project
features, Corps of Engineers regulations indicate that fee title should be
acquired for ecosystem restoration projects unless such protection can be
accomplished through the acquisition of alesser interest estate. At this
time, afina decision has not been made as to whether feeinterest or a
permanent easement will be acquired for this project. However,
regardless of which estate is acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto
protect the project features. Any activity that could be allowed would
have to be consistent with the project authorization and function. The
possibility for public access to the project site will depend upon which
real estate interest is acquired and will be dictated by State and Federal
laws as they relate to ecosystem restoration projects.
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[
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ENROLLED
aay ACT No. 734

HOUSE BILL NO. 1050

BY REFRESENTATIVE DOVE AND SENATOR CHABERT

AN ACT
To amend and recnact RS, 30:2459(A) and (D) and 2460(AX14), R.S. 36:35 1(B), R.5.
310N, 112, 213, 221, and 226, RS 39:3663(1) and MSHAN1Na), RS.
411700 1Dy and 1702(D)(1), and RS, 49:214.61(A) aad 1o enact RS, 39: 14(7)and
RS, 49:214.5.2(F), 214.6 3(BYS), and 214.6.10{C), relative o the Office of Coastal
Protection and Restoration; to provide relative to the role of the Coastal Protection
and Restoration Authority and the Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration in
respons 10 oil spills; to provide relative to responsibilities of the office with coastal

Jevees; to provide relative to immunity for cooperting Landowners; to provide for

the responsibilities of the office in of land; to provide certain terms,
conditions, and procedurcs; and to provids for related matters.
Be it cnacted by the Legislature of Louisiana:
Seetion 1. RS, 30:2459(A) and (D) and 2460(A)(14) arc herchy amended and
reenacted (o read as follows:

§2459. State oil spill contingency plan

A, Th i ‘shall develop and distribute to the public a state ofl spill

contingency plan of response for actual or threatened unauthorized discharges of oil

and clean up of pollution from such disch In addition, the D of
Envi I Quality, in with the di shall recommend
provisioas ofthe plan relati ond dicch il. The Dep of

Wildlifc and Fishenies, m

with the dinator, shall d

provisions of the plan providing for protection, rescue, and rehabilitation of aquatic

life and ifie and appropriate hab hich they depend underits jurisdicti
The director of the Office of Cogstal Protection and R i ionwith
Page [ of 11
CODING: Words in strackthrongh type are deletions from cxising law; words
are additions, s

RESPONSE

EDW at1 01: Thank you for your comment.
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the coonds shall sons of the plan for providing for the
2 The Departmeet of
3 Natural Resources, in cooperation with the coord hall j provisi
4 of the plan providing for 1on and reh f: i !
5 its jurisdiction. The Department of Public Safety and Corrections, in cooperation
L} with the coordi shall provisions of the plan providing for
7 B 7 fination to protect life and property, excluding p
8 abatement, containment, and remaval of pollution from an unasthorized discharge.
9 L * .
10 D. Prior to adopting the state oil spill contingency plan, the coordinator shall
1 adoptafullydelincated inland boundsry for coastal waters as defined in this Chagter,
12 which boundary shall be based upon data provided by, including but not limited to
13 the United States Ammy Comps of Engineers, United States Department of the
14 Interior, Mincrals Management Service, the Coastal Protection and Restoration
15 Authgity, the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources, and the oil and gas
16 industry. The coordinator shall be authorized o amend the boundary by rule as
17 conditions may warrant, The boundary, as adopted. shall be clearly marked on large
18 scalemaps or chans, official copies of which shall be available for public inspection
19 in the Office of Coastal Protecti d B on, the office of coastal restoration
20 andmanagement in the Department of Nataral Resources, in each agency comprising
21 the interagency council, and in the parish seat of each parich located within the
7 §2460. Contingeney plan provisicns
b A. The plan shall include all of the following:
25 * * *
26 (14)  Procedures established in ion with the D of
27 Environmental Quality, Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the Coastal Protection |
8 and Restoration Authority, and Department of Natoral Resources for assessment of
pal natural resources damages and plans for mitigation of damage 1o and restoration, I
30 protection, ilitation, o repl f damaged natural resources. Pursuant to |
|
Page 2of 11 !
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1 RS 49214 1 etogg. the C 1P qE on Authority is bl
1

3

4 B hill i ol i

3 damages in the coastal area,

6 . . .

7 Section 2. R.5.36:351(B) is hereby amended and reenacted to read as follows:

8 $351. Department of Natural Resources; creation, domicile; composition; purposes
9 and functions
1] * * *
1 B. The Depanment of Natural Resources, through its offices and officers,
12 shall be ible for the i ags and develop of water,
i3 minerals, and other such natural resources of the state, including coastal restoraton
4 and management, except timber and fish and wildlife and their habitats.

15 v s

6 Section 3. RS, 38:111, 112, 213, 221, and 226 are hereby amended and recracted

17 o read as follows:

18 §111. Contracts by drainage districts, levee boards, and political subdivisions with
19 Dipartment of Public Works or the Office of Coastal Protection and
20 Bestomtion
21 Any drainig; bdrainage d gravity drainage, or gravity subdradnage
vl district, Jovee board, or pelitical subdivision may contract with the Department of
3 Public Warks g, for projocts in the coastal arca as defined in RS, 49:214.2(3), the
P Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration, upon any terms for the payment of the
5 cost of the drinage and reclamation projects within the confines of the district or
% districss involved propartionately by the Department of Public Works, or the Offic
7 of Coastal Prodection and Restosation, and the districts as may be agreed upon
28 between the Department of Public Works, or the Office of Coastal Protection and
9 Bestoration, and the g ing F the distri ing info-any contract,
Page30f11
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1 §112. Cooperation with federal government and State state of Mississippi in
2 building levess
3 By and with the concurrence and approval of the kocal kvee authorities in
4 interest in Louisiana, and of the Department of Public Works, gr, for levees in the
5
6 Restomtion, the state of Mississippi and the United States Govemment, of either of
7 thesn, jointly or severally, may construct and have entire charge and coatrol of, bath
8 in construction and maintenance, and for protection and prescrvation, all kvees
9 which may be deemed necessary by the grantees, or by cither of them, for prol
10 against overflow from the Mississippi River, through and over all parts g the State
1
12
13
14
15
16

Mississippi, or for

fing-or fiauling tn levees prohubited
A, No person shall ride, drive, or hawl upon the public levees orintgraicd- =

coasilprotection proj ptwhere, in the judment oFthe

of dicticl 50 e Department of Public Worke, o Torisveis of ntegrited cosstal
 proteClioN RSN Ghastil area as defined in R, S.49.214.2(3). the Office of
Comal“-—-w" “‘ o aniple provision has been made to guand against
;ﬂ)_.@#.-chhwlﬂvﬂwmﬂmmmmﬁ!wwﬂ
be expassd:
n B, Whoever violates this Section shall be fined not more than fifty dollars

Woar, tear, and abiise:

28 or imprisoned for not more than thiny days, or both.

Pagedof 11
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HB NO. 1090 ENROLLED .
1 L, This Section shall not be construed to restrict the proper officers of the
2 state orof any leves district or parish while in the performancs of duty in inspecting,
3 guarding, or repairing the levees of inieg
4 I, Nothing in this Section shall interfere with the crossing over any public
5 levees, at ramps or inclines establisbed under plans and specifications of the
[3 Department of Public Works,
ki in the 2 in B8 49314 2(3) the f
3 and Resioration, for the purpose of transporting any maderial that may be used or
9 required in the business of the population living behind the levees,
10 » " v
11 §221. Rice-flumes, dahls, or pipes in public levess prohibited
12 A. No person shall place in, through, or under ary public levee any rice-
13 flume, dahl, pipe, or other conduit or, after due notification by the levee board or
14 governing authority of the parish, shall fail to remove from the public levee any rice-
15 flume, dshl, pipe, or other conduit that may a such date exist
16 B, Whoever violates this Section shall be fined not more than five hundred
17 dollass of imprisoned for not more than sixty days, or both.
18 . For cach conviction under this Seetion the district atlomey prosecuting
19 shall reccive a fee of fifteen dollars,
il D The provisions of this Section shall not be applicable to levees on the
i Mississippi River not embmced within the limits of the Fifth Louisiana, the
2 Atchafalaya Basin, the Lafourche Basin, the Grand Prairie, the Buras, and the
i Orleans Levee Districts.
u E. The provisions of this Section shall not apply to pipes or other conduits
25 placed through or under the public levees in New Ordeans, or in municipalities or
26 parishes when and where noeded for the puspose of sewerage, gas, or for fumishing
7 gas or clectricity for the usc of the cities, municipalities, or pasishes and their
28 inhabitants.
Page Sof 11
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1 E. The laying of such pipes through or under the public levees in cities,
2 municipalitics, or parishes shall be with the consent and approval of the levee board,
3 the Department of Public Works, for lovees in the coastal greg as defined in RS,
4 ioq, and the governing
5 sthorities of the cities, municipalities, or parishes and under the supervision of the
& Department of Public Works, or the Offics of Coastal Protestion and Restoration,
7 G, This Section shall not apply to locks connecting navigation canals with
] the Mississippi River.

9 * * *

10 §226. Permits for levee crossings

1 I imted board having jurisdiczion aver
12 letters of no objection from the United States Army Corps of Engineers and the
13 Louisiana of Tr ion and Development, office of public works,
14 ot forlevecsin | arca 2= defined in RS, 49:214.2(3), the Office of Coastal
15 FErotection and Restoration, in response to a request to the board or commission for
16 a permitor letier of no objection {o a levee crossing or a request to renew of transfer
17 an existing permit, it shall be i bentup d a ministerial duty of thy

18 or adl officer o issue the reg; d permit or letter of no objection to the
19 croasing, subject 1o any conditions or stipalations contained in the letters received
20 from the United States Amy Corps of Engincers and the Louisiana Department of
21 T ion and Development, office of public works or, for levees n th l
2

23 The board or commission may impose customary fees, boads, and other general
24 ipulati The ive or admi officer shall enforce such permits for
25 levee erossings anly io the extent of th ditions and stipulati incd in the
2% pemmit or lettzr of o objection

Page 6of 11

CODING: Wordsinstruckthroughtype are deletions from existing law; words g i
are additions.

RESPONSE

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS

3-31



Edward Wisner Donation attachment 1 (EWD atl)

RESPONSE

HB NO. 1090 ENROLLED
1 Scction 4. RS, 39:366.3(1) and 1482(A)(1)(a) are hereby amended and reenacted

(=

and RS, 39:14(7) is hereby cnacted to read as follows;

3 14, Exceptions

4 The following shall not be subject to the provision of RS, 3911 and 12 but

5 shall be subject to the provisions of RS, 3%:13

[ L * *

7 (T) Anyinteresti with the ion of th

] of full ownership, including but pot limited to temporary 15, ights-of:

9

10

11 L

12 §366.3, Definitions

13 I this Past, the following words and terms shall kave the meanings ascribed

14 in this Section unless the comtext clearly requires otherwise:

15 (1) "Cooperative endeavor” means any agreement including one of

16 cooperative financing, other than a bid or competitivel iated

17 contract, whether contracted pursuant o Chapter 10 of Title 38 or Chapter 16 07 17

18 of Title 35 of the Lowisiana Revised Statutes of 1950 or pursuant 1o a request for

19 proposals, request for qualifications, solicitation for offers, or other recognized

0 process for competitively secking qualified contractors, to which the state is a party

21 and pursuant to which the state has obligated state resources, whether funds, credit,

b7) propenty, orthings of value of th spublic person forth lish

23 of a public purpose or in the public interest, but shall not include projects contained

24 in the comp i apital outlay budget, proj he Gi ]
25 Ecenomic Development Rapid Responss Program, and coastri-restorstiomrprojects |
26 drmint brytheBep of Natoratit i coastal protection |
2 I

|

2% |
29 * . *

Page Tof 11
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1 §1482. Application of the Chapter
2 A, Except as otherwise provided herein, this Chapter shall apply to every
3 expenditure of public funds in excess of two thousand doilars by the executive
4 branch of this state for professional, personal, consulting, and social services
5 procusement. However, this Chapter shall not apply to the following procurements:
6 (i¥a) Professional services for engineering design contracts, construction
7 contracts, or contracts for surveying pertaining to the maintenance and construction
8 of roads and bndges, flood control, integrted coastal protection, aviation, public
9 o, or public work d ingo bry the Dy of Tr i i
{1} Developenent as provided in Part XI1-A of Chapeer 1 of Title 48 of the Louisiana
11 Revised Stanates of 1950,
12 * * *
I3 Section 5. RS 41:1T011(D) and 1702(D)1) are bereby amended and recnacted to
14 read 2 follows:
15 §1701.1. State Land Office; powers, duties, functions, and responsibilities
16 . . .
17 D. The State Land Office shall identify all public knds and water bottoms
18 within the state asd develop and maintain a cument master list of those lands and
19 water botioms. All state agencies, inchading but not limited to Department of
0 Culture, Recreation and Tourism, the Deg of Natural Resoarces, the Offic
21 of Coastal Protection and Restortion, the Department of Wikllife and Fisheries, the
n Dep T ion and Develop the Louisiana Geological Survey,
23 the state’s colleges and universities, all levee boards, drainage boards, parish
24 govemingauthoritis, andany distr L
25 drainage boards, or pasish goveming authorities, shall cooperate with the State Land
6 Office in developing the master list.
27 o s

Page 8of 11
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1 §1702. Reclamation of lands lost through erosion, compaction, subsidence, and sea

1 level rise; kand acquisition for certain coastal projects; requircments

3 . . n

4 D. In all cases in which a definitive boundary may be arrived at by mutual

5 consent or threugh the procedures applicable to comtested boundaries, the

[ administrator of the State Land Office, as provided in Paragraph (1) of this

7 Subsection, or the secretary of the Department of Natural Resources, s provided in

b Paragraph (2) of this Subsection, may allow reclamation.

9 (1) The administrator of the State Land Office may issue a permit for the
10 carrying out of the work necessary to implement the recovery of the land lost through
11 erosion, compaction, subsidence, or sea level nise; bowever, no such pesmit shall be
12 issued until plans and specifications for such work have been first submitted to the
13 governing authority of the parish in which the proposed project is located, the
14 Dey of Transp and paent, the Dep of Wildlife and
15 Fisheries, the Office of Coasial Protection and Restoration, and the Department of
16 Matural Resources for review and comment rot bess than sixty days prior to the
17 issuance of such permit. No permit shall be required for projects to facilitate the
15 devel design, engincering, impl jom, operation, arrepair
19 of coastal or bamicr island restoration projects by the Bepartment-of Matordd
0 under RS, 49:214.1 et seq.
21 or ather applicable law or projects for the Atchafalaya Basin Program. Within sixy
e days of completion of the reclamation project, the riparian owner shall submit to the
pic] State Land Office proof of the extent of the land area actually reclaimed in the
4 manner provided in Subsection C of this Section for showing the submerged arca,
25 which map or plat shall be cmployed for fixing the definitive boundary between the
% reclaimed land area and the state water bottoms. Permits issued pursuant to these
7 provisions shall be effective for a period not to exceed two years from the date of
23 i d shall thereupon expire. All work ini any additional work may
29 e completed only by application in the manner provided by this Section.

30 . * .
Page 9of 11
CODING: Words in strck-throngt leti isting law; words unerssored

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS 3-34



Edward Wisner Donation attachment 1 (EWD atl)

RESPONSE

HBNO. 1050 ENROLLED
1 Section 6. RS, 49:21461(A) is hereby amended and resnacted and R.S.

2 49:21452(F), 214.6.3(B)(5), and 214.6.10(C) are hereby enacted to read as follows:

3 §21452. Functions and responsibilities; Coastal Protection and Restoration
4 Authority
5 . s s
6 E._Notwi ding any law to the contrary, upon appraval by the authority
7 ihe staie, or any political subdivision thereof, may use its own_gmp! or
8 i for satisfving anv mitigation requi resulting from or related toan
9
10 * . .
11 §214.63. Functions and responsibilities; uricane protection and flood control
12 L d
13 B, Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration dutics and responsibilities I
4 regarding hurricane protection and flood control:
15 . * .
|
16 |
17 |
18 |
19
20
21 .
|
by !
23 Amite River and Tk Louisiana However, the provisions of this Section
24 shall not apphy wh b d be used to obsain properiy i d
25
26
27 . ¥ '
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§214.6.10. Hold Hamless and cooperative landowner immunity
L] . *
wisrs or persons holding an mieres! in prog whi o

servitydes, eqsements her propernty et peccssary for a project conducted

pursiant to the aulhoser Tl RS 40-214 5 2(ANT), shall be immuse from pramis:
Ty, loss, damage, or injury to any thind party resulting from or caused by the
operation, or of thit integrated coastal profection project

r s .

§214.61.  Beportment-of -Natora-Resonrees Office of Coastal Protection and
Bestoration; acquisition of property prior 1o judgment, definitions

Office of Cogstal

Protestion and Restoration cannot amicably acquire property in the coastal zone

needed for barvier island preservation, restoration, or creation for coastal wetlands

A, When the state-Bep S aamerR

purposes, it may acquire the same by expropriation and may acquire the property
prios to judgment in the trial court as provided in this Part

. . .

SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

FRESIDENT OF THE SENATE

GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA

APPROVED:

Page 11f 11
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EWD at2 01: Thank you for your comment.
Regular Session, 2011 ENROLLED /'

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 9

BY SENATOR MCPHERSON {
il W ho ,,d? 9’

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION N .
. =
To urge and request the Govemor's Office of Coastal Activities and the office of coastal ‘l" QQ;’[I
protection and restoration to support the establishment of a state seashore and the

restoration of the habitst of Elmers Island, Fourchen Beach, and Caminads

Headland, as recompense for damages to natural resources caased by the Despwater

Horizon oil spill, and requests that such e taken under consideration by
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration in developing the
programmatic environment impact statement for the national resources damage
assessment.

WHEREAS, Louisizna has one of the loagest shorelines of any coastal state in the
nation, and is unsurpassed in value for fish and wildlife resources; and

WHEREAS, Louisians’s coastline is a mecca for recreational fishing, hunting, and
bird watching, and has nurtured cultre, cuisine, and heritage for which the state is widely
recognized and admired; and

'WHEREAS, on Louisiana's coast, recreational and commercial fishing, energy
developments, ports, shipping, and leisure optioas present & unique convergence of

il #nd ioaal ities; and

WHEREAS, many coastzl ststes have designated N ,

for public use and enjoyment, but despite Locisiana’s long shoreline and its attraction for
commercial and recreation opportunities, Louisiana does not have a state seashore; and

WHEREAS, potentially the best occasion to experience Louisiana’s unigue mix of
coastal wildlife, recreation, and commerce is afforded by the bamier beachfront of the
Caminada Headland, an approximate fourteen mile stretch of shoreline between Caminada
Pass in Jefferson Parish and West Belle Pass in Lafourche Parish, that is zccessible via
Highway 3090 and Elmes's Island Road; and

WHEREAS, with Elmer's Island on the east and Fourchon Beach on the west, these

Page 1 of 3
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gatevays to the Caminada Headland have historically provided 2 verue to some of the best
surf fishing, crabbing, and bird watching, and beach combing in the state; and
WHEREAS, the Caminzda Headlard is the shoreline most impacted by the Apdl 20,
2010, Deepwater Horizon oil spill, and was closed to the public for more than one year, with
some portions still closed while damages are remediated; and
WHEREAS, beyond the tragic loss of eleven buman lives caused by the Deepwater

Hurizon ail spill, damages to natural and recreationa] resources are still being evaluated

through thenatural d process, establish the federal
Oil Pollution Act of 1950 and
WHEREAS, the Natioeal Oceanicand Atmospheric Administration, the lead federal
trustee, is assessing damages and losses related to the Deepwater Horizon oil spill and has |
invited public input, for suitable mitigation for such damages and losses; and
WHEREAS, the Govemor's Office of Coastal Activifies and the office of coastal
protection and restoration should study the full restoration of the habitat of Elmer's Isknd
and the Caminadz Headland, inclading review of the acquisition of additions] porticns of
Elmer's Iskend from willing sellers 1o include in the Elmer's Island Wildlife Refuge,
development end implementation of a habitat invenioey, and & habitat conservation,
cahancement, and public use plan for Elmer's lsland Wildlife Refuge, all as part of the
recompense necessary to re-establish the public and natural resources damaged by the
Deepwater Horizon oil spill.
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the legislatare does herchy roquest the
Governor's Office of Coastal Activities and the office of coastal protection and restoration
o support the establishment of a state seashore and the restoration of the habitat of Elmer's
Island, Fourchon Beach, and Caminada Headlands, 23 recompense for damages to natural
resources caused by the Deepwater Horizon il spill, and requests that sach recompense be

taken under consideration by the National Oceanic and Atmespheric Administration in

loping the ic env impact statement for the natural resources
damage assessment.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this Resolution be transmitted to the

director of the Governor's Office of Coastal Activities, the executive director of the office

Page2of 3
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of coastal protection and restoration, and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric

Administration.

PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE

SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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alllliated with

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE FEDERATION
. ... consarving our natural resources and your right o enjoy them.”
N‘.’.TIDNAII

WILDLIFE

FEDERATION®

Dear Coastal Advocate:

The Louisiana Wildlife Federation was formed in 1940 and is the state affiliate of
the National Wildlife Federation. The Federation was among the first conservatioj
organizations in the state to respond to the need to manage coastal wetlands a

Zone Management) in the 1970s. Later, as the dramatic rate of 1
more widely recognized, LWF consistently supported legislatiprfand other state

efforts to introduce freshwater into coastal marshes and to @€velop plans for more
comprehensive strategies to combat coastal wetland L

Recognizing the need to mount a concerted apeTocused effort to address
Louisiana’s coastal land loss problem, LYW was one of the organizers of the
Coalition to Restore Coastal LouisiangA(CRCL), along with Tulane University law
Professor Oliver Houck, EDF coya€el Jim Tripp, Rob Gorman with Houma-based
Catholic Social Services, and #ferra Club leader Harold Schoeffler. The LWF’s
executive director collabprdted in the drafting of the CRCL’s first “manifesto”
articulating the probJeff, the challenges and the actions needed to save the coast
fig the first to make a major financial contribution to get the
started. In addition to its early financial support, a steady stream

As CRCL has emerged as the leading coastal advocacy organization in Louisiana,
LWF has maintained its involvement in coastal issues through advocacy of coastal
protection and restoration strategies as well as related issues of particular interest
to its outdoor-oriented membership. LWF continues to advocate for a state “policy
of prevention™ when it comes to managing the uses of the coastal zone. It
continues to advocate that wildlife conservation and public use opportunities be
integrated with the state’s coastal protection and restoration plan, including the
establishment of a “State Seashore” along the Caminada Headland consistent with
the implementation of the LCA/CTAP Caminada Headland Ecosystem Restoration

Project.
bul )(h f ‘U
(Over) S’)L{?{h LQ/O EM(’}LQ__
)O s?f .-'C,?‘_-
i7 8. Acadian Throway, Baten Rouge, LA 70806 Phome/Fax: (225) 344-6707
0. Box £3238 Avdubon Station. Baton Rewge. LA 70896-5218 www. lawlldlifefed.org
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LWF was a primary advocate of a state coastal forest reserve program that is now
in the early stages of implementation via the CIAP-funded Coastal Forest
Conservation Initiative. It has been a major advocate of restoring the whooping
crane to the coastal wetlands of Southwest Louisiana. A formal proposal to do just
that is expected to be announced by the US Fish & Wildlife Service in the coming
days. LWF has recently advocated the integration of a “no net loss of oyster
growing capacity” with the state’s coastal protection and restoration plan and is
ramping up a new effort to recruit and focus the advocacy of Louisiana sportsmen
for coastal restoration.

LWF is dedicated to conserving the still-vast and remarkably productive (though
rapidly shrinking) habitats of the Louisiana coast, and to fairly and practically
restore what has been lost to achieve sustainable coastal living for people and
wildlife. Please contribute to this effort by making a tax-deductible contribution.
Donations may be made online at www.lawildlifefed.org or by mailing a check to
LWF at P. 0. Box 65239; Baton Rouge, LA 70896-5239. Thanks for your
consideration and support. If you have any questions you are welcome to call the
LWF office at 225-344-6762 or email us at Iwf@lawildlifefed.org.

Yours in conservation,

I/ F[\\' k

P
| ! )."I-:'Ll*."“"
A

Ken Dancak, LWF President

B O, Olledas

Barney Callahan, Chairman
LWF Coastal Restoration & Protection Committee
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South Lafourche Beachfront

Strategic Plan Document

September2010

EWD at4: Thank you for your comment. This document was included
in previous comment submitted by the Edward Wisner Donation.
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Gulf Restoration Network (GRN)

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A POLICY ENCOURAGING LOCAL HIRING

'J\EI'HERE_AS, the State of Louisiana has suffered serious economic loss due to three
direct hits by hurricanes Katrina and Rita and the BP Oil Spill; and

WHEREAS, lhel u.s. angress is preparing legislation on utilizing civil fines from the BP
Deepwater Horizon disaster for Gulf Coast ecosystem restoration, including restoring
critical natural flood protection across south Louisiana: and

WHEREAS, a new report by Oxfam America and the Center for American Pr
estimates Guif Coast restoration legislation could create tens of thousands of
and a tremendous opportunity for Gulf Coast workers and businesses: and

WHEREAS, improving the economic health of our parish and the econopfC wellbeing of
our cilizens also improves the overall resiliency of our parish to future #sasters: and

WHEREAS, the Parish Council believes residents of coastal
impacted by environmental, economic and social consequenc
environmental degradation from the BP disaster and previ
involved in planning for projects to sustain their commul
from livelihood oppartunities created by these projects,

rishes who are most
of coastal landloss and
s impacts should be both
Mes and assisted in benefiting

WHEREAS, The Coast is in the midst of recovepy’and as part of its ongoing efforts to
articulate a vision of economic development angd vitality, this council wishes to broaden,
strengthen and stimulate the Gulf's economigase; and

WHEREAS, Louisiana has both a highy£foncentration of talented and skilled persons in
various trades and industries who agecompetent to perform work in the supply chain of
coastal restoration throughout soyfiern Louisiana; and a high concentration of persons
who can be trained to perforr"such work, including those workers who have been
adversely impacted by the Bp/Deepwater Horizon disaster; and

ouncil wishes to encourage the fraining and employment of
local Orleans Parishesidents and businesses in conjunction with coastal restoration
projects; and
WHEREAS, #ie Parish Council values the creation of training opportunities and
technical gid career educalion, particularly for the economically disadvantaged, hard-
to-hire, And unskilled worker, in new and emerging industries including coastal
restogAtion projects, in reality no local hire policies currently exist to encourage goad
faitirefforts to hire residents even when such training has been received:

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Gulf Restoration Network expresses
its commitment to promoting contracting opportunities to local service providers, small

RESPONSE

/‘GRN 01: Thank you for your comment. The Federal Acquisition
Regulations detail s the rules on competition in Part 6:

/ https://www.acquisition.gov/far/05-30/html/FARTOCPO6.html. Hereis
the Unites States Policy:

Subpart 6.1—Full and Open Competition

6.100 Scope of subpart.

This subpart prescribes the policy and procedures that are to be used to
promote and provide for full and open competition.

6.101 Policy.

(8) 10 U.S.C. 2304 and 41 U.S.C. 253 require, with certain limited
exceptions (see Subpart 6.2 and 6.3), that contracting officers shall
promote and provide for full and open competition in soliciting offers
and awarding Government contracts.

(b) Contracting officers shall provide for full and open competition
through use of the competitive procedure(s) contained in this subpart
that are best suited to the circumstances of the contract action and
consistent with the need to fulfill the Government’s requirements
efficiently (10 U.S.C. 2304 and 41 U.S.C. 253).

6.102 Use of competitive procedures.

The competitive procedures available for usein fulfilling the
regquirement for full and open competition are as follows:

(a) Sedled bids. (See 6.401(a).)

(b) Competitive proposals. (See 6.401(b).) If sealed bids are not
appropriate under paragraph (&) of this section, contracting officers shall
reguest competitive proposals or use the other competitive procedures
under paragraph (c) or (d) of this section.

(c) Combination of competitive procedures. If sealed bids are not
appropriate, contracting officers may use any combination of
competitive procedures (e.g., two-step sealed bidding).
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Gulf Restoration Network (GRN)

and disadvantaged businesses and lraining and employment opportunities 1o local
workers.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that
for strengthening and developing fe
Deepwater Horizon disaste
programs and funding fo
based training programs
programs and workforce
participation includin
requirements and re
existing federal s
businesses and

storation tn i
and placeme Tding (:r_amrnL.r‘lt}r
¥ and technical college
- 15 to promote community
1 project planning; and necessary
funds based on best practices and
of local, small and disadvantaged

commitment to working closely with
the Governor of Louisiana, our slate
President of the United States to further sl
resloration legislation as it moves through th ; and fo support state and
federal policies and programs towards creating e nomic and workforce develc ypment
opportunities for local, small and dis J{imntagm businesses and workers in Jefferson
€ advantaged communities,
esloration and protection.

€ PI].L,[ federal Guif Coast

and increasing mmmunny parficipation connected to coastal r

tion Metwork, in an effod to
wquitable opportunities for

promote development and growth
residents to participate in econom portun s¢ within the Parish hereby
adopts a policy encouraging local hiring ‘rn‘ dln lhu. Parish Attorney or other
appropriate designee to take action to formalize: the: intent of this Resolution in a writing
to be presented to this council for further action

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that lhe Cle
to The Honorable Mitchell Landrieu, F
Bobby Jindal, the Jefferson |
Louisiana delegation to the U.S
Mary Landrieu and David Vitter and the

¢ of this resolution

PASSED AND ADOPTED this the day of 2011, by the
following vote to wit:

YEAS: COUNCIL MEMBERS:

NAYS: COUNCIL MEMBERS:

RESPONSE

LyGRN 01 (continued):

(d) Other competitive procedures.

(1) Selection of sources for architect-engineer contracts in accordance
with the provisions of 40 U.S.C. 1102 et seq. is a competitive procedure
(see Subpart 36.6 for procedures).

(2) Competitive selection of basic and applied research and that part of
development not related to the devel opment of a specific system or
hardware procurement is a competitive procedure if award results
from—

(i) A broad agency announcement that is general in nature identifying
areas of research interest, including criteria for selecting proposals, and
soliciting the participation of all offerors capable of satisfying the
Government’ s needs; and

(if) A peer or scientific review.

(3) Use of multiple award schedules issued under the procedures
established by the Administrator of General Services consistent with the
requirement of 41 U.S.C. 259(b)(3)(A) for the multiple award schedule
program of the General Services Administration is a competitive
procedure.
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RESPONSE
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:
CLERK
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Larry Campis Memo of Conversation (L C moc)

RESPONSE

L C moc: Thank you for your comment and the information on Aqua

Memo of Conversation Dams. The USACE will consider use of these, as well as other products,
August1, 2011 during the detailed design/plans and specifications (PED) phase of the
Mr. Larry Campisi telephoned regarding LCA Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study with prOJ ect.

recommendation to use Agua Dams. Mr. Campisi provided brief history of use of aqua dams in flood
fighting and suggested may be able to use aqua dams for ecosystem restoration such as restoring mud
flats and as containment dikes. Mr. Campisi indicated he would provide written information and
requested | present his to Dep for o . Mr. Campisi indicated
to include his comments as formal comments on the LCA BBBS draft EIS. Mr. Campisi provided a follow-
up email with specific information on Agua Dams used to control water movement in wetlands. Both
this memo of conversation and Mr. Campisi's email and attachment will be included in the formal
comments for the draft EIS for the LCA BBBS.

‘William P Klein, Jr.
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Larry Campig letter with Aqua Dam Attachment (LC Itr ada)

----- original Message-----

From: Larry Campisi [mailto:larry@gulfrim.com]
Sent: Monday, August @1, 2811 5:83 PM

To: Klein, William P Ir MVN

Cc: "Gary Parker'

Subject: Aqua Dams

Importance: High

Good Afternoon Bill. Thank you for taking time to speak with me this afternoon.
As we discussed I sincerely feel there may be a place for Agua Dams in Wetland
Management and Coastal Restoration work planned by the USACE. I enjoyed the
meeting in Galliano, LA concerning the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline
Restoration Project. I can envision Agua Dams possibly being used for a small
segment of that project in the marshes.

I have attached above some information on existing work being done on the east
coast with an explanation of Aqua Dams history. Our company has partnered with
Agua Dams as the sole distributors for the Gulf of Mexico Region of the US. HWe
are anxious to explore possible uses of Agua Dams with the USACE. As I mentioned
Agua Dams have a proven history for use in marsh restoration projects, including
Containment Dikes.

Please forward to your Engineering Departments and should you or they need any
additional information please contact me. In additional at the request of
General Landreneau of the LA National Guard, we will be doing a live Agua Dam
deployment demonstration at Twin Lakes inside Camp Beauregard, Pineville, LA
later this month. Once we have a firm date and time, I will contact you with the
information and possibly someone from the Corps could be present.

Thanks again for your time and discussion and I hope that together we can help
save one of most valuable resources, our wetlands and coastline. Best regards,
Larry

Larry J. Campisi

President

GUlfRim Navigation

Aviation & Marine Mavigation Aids
1481 South State Street

Abbeville, LA 7518

RESPONSE

LC Itr ada: Thank you for the information on Aqua Dams. The USACE
will consider use of these, as well as other products, during the detailed
design/plans and specifications (PED) phase of the project.
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RESPONSE

337-893-8782 Local
877-893-8789 Toll Free
337-278-2159 Cell
337-893-6256 Fax
larry@gulfrim.com

W . gulfrim. com
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AquaDam used to control water movement in wetlands

Gulf Coast Aqua Dams
1401 S. State Street
Abbeville, LA 70510
1-877-893-0789
1-337-893-0789
http:/faquadam gulfiim com
Larry Campist
Sales
larry@gulfrim com

Water-Filled AquaDams
Water Controlling Water

How AquaDams can help protect wetlands

Water-filled AquaDams can help on-shore protection efforts by isolating wetlands and beaches
from oil-contammated waters. Thousands of feet of AquaDam can be installed in a smgle day:
AquaDams are environmentally fiendly, and can be reused, and when no longer needed, can be easily
and mexpensively disposed of AquaDams are basically two water-tight tubes wrapped in a larger
geotextile fabric tube. When filled, the weight of the contained water forms a seal against the ground.
The AquaDam can rise several feet or more above the surrounding water, which gives it enough mass
to control the height of the water being retained making an instant cofferdam that can be dewatered
behind and which can overcome wave and wind action, and 15 much superior to a Styrofoam booms.
Vehicles can drive on top of AquaDams 3" and higher. They are very strong and durable.

How AquaDams are constructed
are made with two water-tight extruded polyethylene interior tubes, surounded by
one or more layers of 300lb/sq in. burst strength geotextile fabmc. Tube diameter determines height,
and length is usually hundreds of feet. AquaDams can be connected to each other to form miles of
continuous AquaDam cofferdam protection. One end of the AquaDam is closed, the other has fill tubes
extending past the geotextile fabric used to connect one unit to another. Water pumped into the
AquaDam provides weight and mass, sealing against the imdertying soil.

History of AquaDams
AquaDams were first used in the earty 1980's and were invented by David Doolaege.
At that time, concem over environmental damage was in the public spotlight. Sandbagging
was the method of choice to control floodwater, but sandbags also presented many problems
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RESPONSE

to anyone trying to implement them. Sandbagging was slow, costly, and labor intensive. There
had to be a modem solution to flooding, one of mankind's' oldest dilemmas.

Doolaege realized that all sandbags represent is weight and mass. So why not fill a
bag with water? It weighs a lot too, and there is plenty of it in any flood situation. Why not use
the on-site water that is causing the problem and make it part of the solution?

He created the first water structure out of three long party balloons in his bathtub. Two
balloons were placed inside a third balloon. The two inner balloons were then filled with water.
They stretched from one side of the tub to the other, and effectively blocked one side off until
the water level rose above it's height (4 in) and spilled over the top to the other side. This was
the first structure ever to use water to control water.

Since then AquaDams have been improved, resulting in the worlds largest water-filled
cofferdams being produced by Aqua Dam Inc.

Equipment needed to place AquaDams

Sand berms require heavy equipment, which may cause as much damage as the oil
spill they're meant to protect against. AquaDams only require water pumps, and a few men to
direct the AquaDam as it fills and unrolls. AquaDams are stored and shipped as rolls.
Because AguaDams are buoyant (or close to buoyant), they can be floated into place in
wetlands during high tide sfill rolled up, then deployed. When one is deployed, it is unrolled a
short distance, then water pumps are used fo fill it with water. The intemnal water pressure
does the hard work of unrolling the AquaDam over vegetation and across the wetlands.
Vegetation should be at least partially removed, to facilitate a good seal between the botiom
of the AguaDam and the wetlands. No equipment except for pumps is needed. AquaDams
can be rerolled and removed by hand.

Use of AquaDams

AquaDams have been used in all 50 states in the US, Africa, Ausfralia, England,
Canada, and many other locations. AquaDams are preferred for working in environmentally
delicate areas, because they do not contaminate either contained or surrounding water. After
use, AguaDams can be decontaminated and recycled, or disposed of in an ecologically-
conscious manner. AquaDams have been used in Everglades National Park, Lacassine
National Park, South Lake Tahoe wetlands remediation, and in other national parks and
wildlife refuges. www.aquadam.nef has an extensive amount of photo and video
documentation of AquaDams in use on hundreds of different job sites.

Past projects include Everglades Nat'l Park, Yosemite Nat’l Park, Smolky Mts. Nat'l Park, Glacier Nat'l
Park, Lacassine National Wildlife Refuge, Ottawa Nat'l Wildlife R!fuge, and nthers A tnmplete bist of
projects can be found on our website: Jiip-/Www aqua et/ Gy )
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Loulan J. Pitre, Jr. (LJP)

----- Original Message-----

From: Loulan 1. Pitre Jr. [mailto:LPitre@gordonarata.com]
Sent: Monday, August @1, 2011 10:17 AM

To: Klein, William P Ir MWN

Cc: Lachney, Fay ¥V MVN; Hicks, Billy J MVN; rtcheramiefgmail.com; Julia C. Mayels

Jane A. Jackson; Wendy W. Frohwerk
Subject: Caminada Headlands Project/South Lafourche Beachfront Develg
District

Dear Mr. Klein,

Please treat my
and the attached copy of the
Beachfront District as ¢
the Louisiana Coast

to Ms. Lachney (which is reproduced below)
atepic Plan adopted by the South Lafourche

nts to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
rea Barataria Basin Bar

Please confirm by reply email that you have received this and
will treat it as comments to the Draft EIS in accordance with 4@ CFR 1503.4.

Thank you.

Loulan J. Pitre, Jr.

http://www.gordonarata.com/index . cfm?t=384=281&format=xml

Gordon, Arata, McCollam, Duplantis & Eagan, LLC

281 st. Charles dve., 46th Floor

New Orleans, LA 781704008

Switchboard 564-582-1111
Direct 504-679-9803
Cell 985-696-6728

Fax 504-582-1121

r Shoreline Restoration Project.

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS
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LJP 01: Thank you for your comment. Receipt of email was confirmed
by William P. Klein, Jr., per your reguest on 1 August 2011.

3-51




Loulan J. Pitre, Jr. (LJP)

From: Loulan J. Pitre Jr.

Sent: Monday, August @1, 2011 9:;
To: Fay.V.lachney@usace.army.p#
Ce: rtcheramie@gmail .com;
Subject:

ia €. Mayet; Jane A. Jackson; HWendy W. Frohwerk

Dear Ms. Lac

I am the attorney for the South Lafourche Beachfront Development
District (“the Beachfront District”). The Beachfront District was created by
Lafourche Parish Government pursuant to La. R.5. 33:7571 et seq. to maintain and
preserve the Gulf Beaches of Lafourche Parish for the use and enjoyment of the
citizens and to development, operate, and maintain recreational facilities and
provide for related activities to promote recreation, outdoor activities, and
water sports on beaches within the district for the residents of the parish or
parishes and visitors to the district. The Beachfront District has adopted the
attached Strategic Plan articulating its conceptual aspirations for recreational
use and development of Fourchon Beach.

The Beachfront District is very supportive of the Caminada
Headlands components of the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline project. The
Beachfront District is likewise keenly interested in seeing this project
implemented in a manner that is consistent with the Beachfront District’s
Strategic Plan.

RESPONSE

lwL JP 02: Thank you for your comment.
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Loulan J. Pitre, Jr. (LJP)

RESPONSE

—p L JP 03: Thank you for your comment and interest in the planning and
real estate process for the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration
project. Dueto Army regulations, we are unable to honor your request
to participate in meetings regarding real estate acquisition for this

as requested that I ask to be kept
s that may affect future recreational use and

advised of all

of Fourchon Beach, and in particular that T be invited and allowed to . . . L
participate in meetings at which the acquisition and scope of land rights for the pI’OJ ECt MS‘]Udy GU“erreZ Wlth the Real Egate DIVISon Of the NaN
Caminada Headlands project will be addressed. Orleans District, USACE will work as your point of contact for these

matters and will provide you with timely information throughout the
Please let me know as soon as possible by reply email that you process. Please feel free to contact Ms Gutierrez; she may be reached at
have rece:ilved this request. Also, if there is another person that I should be in tel ephone: 504-862-2575 and

regarding my request, please let me know who that is. I look

torward to discussing etail at the earliest feasible time. ema” JUd|thYGUt|erreZ@us&earmym||

—» LJP 04: Receipt of email was confirmed by William P. Klein, Jr., per
your request on 1 August 2011.

Thank you very much.
Loulan 1. Pitre, Ir.
http://www.gordonarata. com/index . cfm? t=38A=2818&format=xml

Gordon, Arata, McCollam, Duplantis & Eagan, LLC
201 st. Charles Ave., 48th Floor

HNew Orleans, LA 7017@-4800

Switchboard 504-582-1111
Direct 584-679-9803
Cell 985-6096-6728

Fax 504-582-1121
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The information contained in this electronic mail is privileged and confidential
information intended solely for the use of the addressee identified above and no
one else. If you are neither the intended recipient nor a person responsible for

its contents in any way. Please delete it from your e-mail system and from your
recycle bin, and contact the sender by telephone at 584-679-9803.

delivering this message to the intended recipient, please do not use this mail or

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS
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Loulan J. Pitre, Jr. attachment (LJP atl)

-
South Lafoutent Beachfront

Strategic Plan Document

RESPONSE

LJP atl: Thank you for your comment. Project induced impacts to
recreation are addressed in section 5.17 Recreation Resources.
Recreation facilities may be authorized at water resources projects under
authority of Section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1944, as amended.
Recreation features may be devel oped at ecosystem restoration projects
if they are appropriate in scope and scale to the opportunity provided by
the ecosystem restoration projects. The recreation should be compatible
with the ecosystem restoration purpose of the project, but also enhance
the visitation experience by taking advantage of the natural values. The
social, cultural, scientific and educational values should be considered
within the framework of the ecosystem restoration project purpose. For
example, while educational values, i.e., nature study and interpretive
signs, can be an integral part of ecosystem restoration projects, this does
not mean it is appropriate to build recreation/visitor facilities that
overwhelm the natural values. The recreation experience should build
upon the ecosystem restoration objective and take advantage of the
restored resources rather than distract from them. Standard designs
should be consistent with the natural environment of the surrounding
area and should not include embellishments such as decorative stone
work planters, elaborate designs or be ostentatious. Recreation
development at ecosystem restoration projects should take advantage of
the education and recreation potential that the project is creating while
not diminishing the ecosystem restoration purpose. The following
excerpt isfrom the Corps' Principles and Guidelines Engineering
Regulation (ER) 1105-2-100, Section VIl and Recreation and Policy
Guidance Letter No. 59, Recreation Development at Ecosystem
Projects, CECW-AG, 11 June 1998: “Recreation development at an
ecosystem restoration project should be totally ancillary. Recreation
facilities may be added to take advantage of the education and recreation
potential of the ecosystem project, but the project cannot be specifically
formulated for arecreation purpose. The recreation potential may be
satisfied only to the extent that recreation does not diminish the
ecosystem restoration purpose.

See following page for continued response to LJP atO1.
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Contents

G 1 Purpose 1
Phase 1 - Hwy. 3090 to Bay Champagne 4
Phase 2 - Belle Pass to Hwy. 3090 8
Phase 3 - Bay Champagne to Bayou Morean 12
Phase 4 - Bayou Moreau to Bayou Thund 16
Future Phasing

Bayou Thunder to Jefferson Parish Line

Without the construction of a bridge or boardwalk, the area between Bayou Thunder and the Parish Line is accessible
only from Elmers Island. The District will discuss and determine how to address and access this remote section of Fourchon
Beach at a later date.

West Belle Pass

CWPPRA will be rebuilding the beachead dunes and back bay wetlands at West Belle Pass. The District will address this
island-like beach area for future development at a later date.

'The Beachfront Development District is comprised of five board members:
Chatrmain, Al Danos
Vice Chalr, Rickey Cheramie
Board Members:
Wayne Martin
Randy Chiasson (replaced Doug Cheramie in March 2010)
Sammy Rebstock (Replaced Edmond Cheramiz in August 2010)

RESPONSE

LJP at1 (Continued): Where an ecosystem restoration project provides
critical habitat for afederally listed threatened or endangered species,
recreation facilities at that project should be precluded in the critical
habitat and limited to only those facilities needed for minimum health
and safety and/or natural resources interpretation. Where appropriate,
recreation at ecosystem restoration projects should be designed for day
use only, precluding the need of extensive night lighting. Whenever
conflicts occur between the ecosystem restoration purpose and
recreation, ecosystem restoration shall have priority. Plans should seek
to optimize public use in harmony with the objectives of the restoration
project over the period of analysis. Without a non-Federal sponsor to
cost share recreation, ecosystem restoration projects should not
encourage public use.” The development of facilities for access, health
and safety should not involve extensive structural modification of the
terrain and may include rest areas and picnic facilities. Ideally these
facilities would be a part of alarger non-Corps recreation plan such asa
regional trail system or provide access to other non-Federal recreation
facilities or areas. The Corps presents alimited checklist of recreation
facilities that may be cost-shared, at new Corps ecosystem restoration
projects, or that may be constructed by others at non-Federal expense at
ecosystem projects. This check list may be found in ER 1105-2-100,
Appendix E, Exhibit E-3, and includes access and circulation, shelters
and bathrooms, utilities, park furniture, interpretive signage and health
and safety features (gates, cattle guards, fencing, entrance station, etc.).
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

General Purpose

Histerically, the beach was accessible from Hwy 30902
Lafourche Parish road that begins at LA Hwy 1 and extends
through Port Fourchon and then to the Gulf of Mexico. The
public traditionally accessed the beach at the end of the public
road with uncontrolled vehicular traffic Increased littering and
randeorn vandalism have caused adjacent landowners to attempt

to block vehicular access.

‘The creation of the South Lafourche Beachfront Develop-
et District is partly a reaction to limitations in public aceess.
Negotiations among landowners, the Port and the Parish have
been “in progress” nce the mid-%0s

Since the inception of the Beachfront Development
Diistrict, more progress has been made due to the respeat
and ateention paid to landowners of both camps { Wimer and
Cullouet). The best way to further the goal of assuring access
ication and

also by assuring that any recre
ational development does not
stop or delay beach restoration
and nounshment

The main objective of the
South Lafourche Beachfront
Development District shall
be to maintain and preserve
beaches for use and enjoyment
of the citizens. The district aims

to facilitate the develop peration and mai of

recreational facilities while promoting outdoor activities and
weater sports on heaches within the District for the residents
and visitors to enjoy.

While the District encompasses an area roughly equal

15 to contime establishing a respectful
demonstrating sincere actions as guardians of the land and

to the southem end of Lafourche Parish, the scope of the
initial Strategic Plan is the area otherwise known as Fourchon

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Beach,

Fourchon Beach covers approximately 10 miles along the
14-mile Caminada Headland which stretches into Jefferson
Parish, The Jefferson Parish portion the Caminada Headland
is ako referred to as Elmers Island.

Commissioners have decided to propose development
in phases, Phasing will cover smaller sections of the overall
beach and in some instances consider separately primitive and
advance stages of development,

This preject aims to develop Fourchon Beach and promote
it as one of Louistiana’s recognized public destinations for
recreational activities such as camping, pienicking, fishing,
swimming and surfing.

The South Lafourche Beachfront Development District
sees the potentials of Fourchon as a relaxing spot where local
residents and tourists altke can spend quality fun and recre-
ation. Discussions on the propesed development are made
with sheer recognition that they will only be materialized in
coordination with planned restoration efforts.

The District asserts that any and all discussion, planning
and design of proposed devel opment for a public park at Four-

chon Beach is made with the recognition and understanding
that it will be developed ONLY in coordination with and then
subject to the Catninada Headland Project, The development
tearn islooking into collabora tive efforts with government and
non-government entities to actmalize plans.

A level of trust has been established between the land-
owners in collaboration with the Greater Lafourche Port
Commission and its Harbor Patrel, Lafourche Parish’ Fire
District # and Lafousche Parish Government. Rules on sani-
tation, security, safety and beach facility usage will be outlined
and enforced by the property management team along with
the sbove-mentioned entities and inchiding the Lafourche
Farish Sheriff’s Office and the Lafourche Parish Distriet
Attomey’s Office. Security patrols and rescue services shall
be made available at any given time when the district has
sanctioned public use of the beach and its facilities. Similarly,
proper parbage disposal services will be provided in all prem-
1ses of the beach.
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

nsion

st. James St John the B

Jefferson
Plaguemine
/£

Lafourche Parish, Louisiana

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Phase 1 - Hwy. 3090 to Bay Champagne

The first phase of the propesed development will be
from Hwy 3090 to the eastern rim of Bay Champagne. A
natural setting with minimal infrastnicture is initilly planned.
Advancement will follow whenever funding is made available
ata later date. IMore remote usage will be allowed beyond Bay
Champagne through Bayou Thunder and the Parish Line,

Proposed Actions

Access Roads

Partnering with the Parish and potentially the Port, an
aceess road bs proposed beginning at Hwy 3090 and heading
east at the site of a former access road within the dune area
north of Hwy 30905 end at the Gulf of Mexico. The proposed
road will be constucted using compacted sand and gravel
(berhaps withmeatting Nkept within the duneslimiting vehieular
access to the beach. An access read will fork (rigpe) immedi-
ately west of the Caillouet-Wisner boundary with the first
vehicular access site comprised of a roadbed to the shore. The
left forkewill contite eastward on the beach side of the beach-
and-dune interface. This widened accessroad will extend across
Wisner property through to the edge of Bay Champagne and

include another vehicular route to the shore, (Se2 orange fine
of Map on next page.)

1. Parking

While vehteular access will be allowed 1nlimited locations,
parking will be provided for the convenience of the public and
to disccurage private vehicles on the beach. Parallel parking
will be encouraged on the section of roadway between the
twro vehioular access points (ree widened roadway ). An actual
parking lot will be constructed at the end of the public readway
near the western edge of Bay Champagne. (See Szee muark-
inge)
2, BeachEntrance

A ustomized trailerable puard- i
hense is strategic and practical to be
constucted at the main entrance. In
that way, it can be driven away when
impending storms threaten. (Graen Doz

3. Bathrooms

Diue to funding restraints, Port-o-Lets will be the first
option for public bathrooms. Fort-o-Lets will be placed in
strategic locations acress the Huwry 3090 to Bay Champagne
area for public convenience. When funding can be identi-
fied, the District will consider the procurement of larger
trailerable bathrooms customized to be more like public rest-
rooms in otherpublic facilities, The trailerable nature of these
restrooms will again allow for portability when impending
storms threaten, Portable sewerage systems will be considered
depending on location and suitability for more permanent
struetures,
4. Fishing Pier

A wralkwray jutting inte the bay will start from the beach
itself and extends into Bay Champagne. It is envisioned that
the pier will begin in the vicinity and provide handicapped
access from the largerparking lot.)

The South Lafourche Beachfront Development District (District):

Assertsthat any and all discussion, planning and design of proposed developunent for 2 public park at Fourchon Beach ismads with
the recogrition and understanding that it will be developed ONLY in coordination with and then subject to the Caminada Headland
Project;

Assjerts that the District will partner with the Greater Lafourche Port Commission and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheriff's
Office {orsome ather sequrely miity) and the Lafourche Parish District A.tturne_'fs Office to provide patrols, enforce district rules and
penalize affenses at any time that the District has sanctioned publicuse of the beach and its related fadlities;

Assertsthat the District will parter with Lafourche Parish Government (arsome prinats disp wal serics) to provide regular garbage
service for all areas of the Fowrchon Beach that are cpened for publicuse;

Asserts that the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (o same other varaur soruice) to provide resene services for any time
that the Digrict has sanctioned public use of the heach and its related facilities.
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

5. Pavilion

District Commissioners propose the construction of a
permanent concrete pavilion designed to withstand minimal
= turicnesItwillbe sim-
ated on the north end of
the larger parking area
and adjacent to the fishing
pier. This structure will be
| the centerpiece of the park
facility (Red Dot) Smaller
trailerable covered table
{ area(s) will be designed
| and constructed so that
they could be moved
withit the park for private
use by patrons and moved
to safety when impending
storms threaten.

6. Overnight Camping

Camping will be
allowed in designated areas
at the edge of the beach
and away from fragile
vegetation, Tenting will
be encouraged and limited
utilities will be avail-
able adjacent to the noted |
accessroads. Selfcontained
Recreational Vehicle (RV)
camping will be allowed
but not encouraged as they will be restricted to designated
parking areas and prohibited on the beach.

7. Beling/Vending

‘The Diistrict will consider allowing private vendors to
provide limited products and services. Prior to this policies
and standards shall be developed to ensure the consistency
with the park’s intended natural setting. Policies may initially
require trailerability consistentwith other park facilities,

8. Boardwalks/Trails

In assoclation with wetland and dune areas, the District
will consider the construction
of boardwalks and trails to
promote awareness of unique
and fragile flora and fauna
while protecting these areas
from excessive traffic, Yellow
lines are only for example.
The lecations would have to
be surveved and engineered to
maximize the experience and
minimize the wetland impact.

9, Utilities

Water andunderpround electricity are proposed to follow
along the roadwray through to Bay Champagne.

10. Other Activities and Services.

a. Golfcarts and/or all terrain vehicles may berented if it
can be determined that it would discourage vehicular
traffic on the beach. If allowed, these vehicles would
be prohibited in dune and wetland areas and speed
limits would be stringently enforeed.

b. Horseback riding will be allowed and perhaps
promoted in a controlled manner. Again, if allowed,
horses would be prohibited in dune and wetland
areas.

¢, Kayaking, canceing and bird watehing are to be
promoted and -
allowed in desig-
nated areas. If
armangements can
be made, kayaks
and canoes may
be rented for day
use,

'The South Lafourche Beachfront Development District ( District):

Assests that any md all disoussion, planning and design of proposed development for a public parle at Fourchon Beach is made with
the recognition andunderstanding that it will be developed ONLY in eoordination with and then subject tothe Caminada Headland
Project;

A.ssjertsthat the District will partner with the Greater Lafourche Port Commission and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheriff’s
Office (orsoms ather secantty entity) and the Lafourche Parish District Attorney’s Office to provide patrals, enforoe distdct mles and
penalize offenses at any time that the District has sanctioned publicuse of the beach and itsrelated fadllities

Asserts that the District will partner with Lafourche Parish Government (ar smne frovate disposal serusce) to provide regular garbage
service for ll aress of the Fourchen Beach that are opened for publicuse;

Asserts that the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (or some ofher rarcur sermice) to provide rescue servicesfor any time
that the Districthas sanctioned publicuse of the beach and itsrelated facilities,
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Phase 2 - Belle Pass to Hwy. 3090

‘The second phase of the proposed development will be
from Hwy 3090 to the jetty at Belle Pass. Currently the area
15 2 natural setting with the exception of Chevron’s tank farm
facility. The area is known as Fourchon Island, It serves as
a buffer zone for the rest of Port Fourchon. While erosion
has taken its toll, the island’s beaches are broader and more
stable. With more beach available, the Beachfront Develop-
ment District envisions room for RY Camping and the larger
camper trailers and motor homes. The challenge here is that
the Port also has future expansion slated for FourchonTsland.
"The fellowing plan 1s a proposal that finds epportunities within
the challenges of competing interests for limited real estate and
enhanced protection for valnerable coastal infrastructure.

Proposed Actions

1. Access Roads

Partnering with the Parish and the Port, a two-lane
access road 1s proposed beginning at Hwy 3090 and heading
west along the current road to the Chevron facility. At the
Chevron gate the road jogs southward, parallels the Chevron
facility fencing and then veers northwest to the proposed port
expansion area at the center of Fourchon Island. This two-lane
roadway will serve as the access route to the port expansion,
provide an exit route for Fourchon lslind campers and be
constructed to accommodate both recreational and indus-
trial traffic. Beachgoers will access the recreation area from
the single point guard house at Hwrp 3090 and travel along a
stngle lane one way road that will be built along the beach/
dune interface. As funding will allow the road will be raised to
serve asa barrier or leves, Engineers will be called in to design
a roadbed that takes into consideration mumerous pipelines
entering from the Gulf of Mexico,

A no-stopzone shall be designated inthe area south of the
Chevron Facility and at all pipeline crossings to best ensure
the safety of the public and the security of pipelines and the
storage facility,

2. Parking

While vehicular access will be allowed inlimited locations,
parking will be provided for the convenience of the public and
to discourage private vehicles on the beach. Parallel parking
will be encouraged on the roadway exceptat the no stop zones,
(See be linss on beashfvont roadway), An actual packing lot will
be constmeted at Pass Fourchon and at the entry to any and
allboardwalks. (See flue markings,)

3. BeachEntrance

“The custornized trailerable puardhouse { Green Dot will serve
as the main entrance for the Fourchon Islnd recreational area.

4, Bathrooms

Initially Port-o-Lets will be the first option for public
bathrooms. Port-o-Lets will be placed in strategic locations
from Hwy 3090 to Belle Fass for public convenience. When
additional funding can be identified, the Distriet will consider
the procurernent of larger trailerable bathrooms customized
to be more like publie restroomms in other public facilities. The

2 - Belle Pass to Hw v 3090

-

‘The South Lafonrche Beachfront Development District (District):

Hssertsthat any and all discussion, planning and design of proposed development for a public park at Fourchon Beach is made with
the recognition and understanding that it will be developed ONLY n coordination with and then subject to the Caminada Headland
Project;

Ass]e(ts that the District will partner with the Greater L afourche Port Comnisson and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheriffs
Office (orsome oth e security mtity) and the Lafourche Parish District Atto rey's Office to provide patrols, enforce distret nules and
penalize offenses at any time that the District has sanctioned public use of the beach and its related fadlities;

Hssertsthat the District will partner with Lafourche Parish Government (orsome primate disp sal service) to provide regular garbage
serwiee for all areas of the Fourchon Beach that are spened for publicus;

Assertsthat the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (or some other resas2 serwice] to providesescue services for any time
that the Digrict has sanchioned public use of the beach mndits related facihities,
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trailerable nature of these restrooms will again allew for porta-
bility when impending storms threaten. A portable sewerage
systems and/or a dump station will be considered for restrooms
and for BVs.

5. Pavilion

A second conerete
pavilion designed to with-
stand minimal hurricanes
is proposed at Pass Four- §
chon for public purposes.
(Red Dot) Smaller tratler-
able covered table areafs)
willbe designed and constructed so that they could be moved
within the park for private use by patrons and meved to safety
when impending storms threaten,

6. Overnight Camping

While allowed in other areas, the western end of the
Hwry 3090 to Belle Pass area will be the primary camping
area, Tenting will be encouraged and limited utilities will be
available adjacent to the noted aceess roads. Specific sites will
be designated for self-contained Recreational Vehicle (RVy)
to best protect fragile vegetation, Camping sites will include
roadway loops (inred) to provide safe entry and exit of recre-
ational vehiclss,

7. Selling/Vending

The District will
consider allowing private
vendors to provide limited
products and services, Prior
to this policies and stan-
dards shall be developed
to ensute the consistency
with the park’s intended
natural setting. Policies
may initially require trailer B
ability consistent with other
patk facilities.

8. Boardwalks/Trails

Inassodation withwetland and dune areas and a rookery
located on the western end of Fourchon Island, the District
will consider the construction of boardwalks and trils to
promote awareness of unique and fragile flora and fauna while
protecting these areas from excessive traffic.

In coordination with the creation of the maritime fidge,
the District plans to improve native habitat to expand and
enhance the rookery Wildlife officials will be consulted to
helplocate the proper distance from the rookery to best assure
birders a view without harming the wildlife

9, Utilities

“Water and underground electricity are proposed to follow
along the roadway through to Belle Pass.

10. Other Activitiesand Services.

a. Inpartnership with the port and landowness, the
District proposes that a maritime ridge be created
with fill (purple) from proposed port slips on the
nerthern portion of Fourchon Island. The ridge
wonld complement the raised access road serving as
an enhanced duneflevee spstem across the length of
Fourchon Island and serve as a buffer between the
industrial and recreational areas. The maritime ridge
wonld be plinted with salt-tolerant trees and wetland
vegetation in a way stmilar to the Port’s Maritime
Ridge Forest proposed north of the existing port.

b. Golfcarts and/or all terrain vehicles may be rented if it
can be determined that it would discourage vehicular
traffic on the beach. If allowed, these vehicles would
be prohibited in dune and wetland areas and speed
limits would be stringently enforced.

¢ Horsebackriding will be all owed and perhaps promoted
ina controlled manner. Apain, if allowed, horses would
be prohibited in dune and wetland areas.

d. Kayaking, canceing and bird watching are to be
promoted and allowed in designated areas. If arrange-
ments can be made, kayaks and canoes may be rented
forday use.

"The South Lafourche Beachfiont Development District( District):

fusserts that any and all discussion, planning 2nd design of proposed development for a public park at Fourchon Beach is made with
the reoognition and un derstan ding that it w1l be deweloped ONLY in coordination vith and then subject tothe Caminada Headland
Project;

Ass]e(tsthat the District will partner with the Greater Lafourche Port Commisson and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheri f's
Office (orsame othersecartty mtity) and the Lafourche Parish District Attorney’s Office to provide patrals, enforce district nules and
penalize offenses at any ime that the District has sanctioned public use of the beach and its telated fadilities,

fusserts that the Dismict will partner with Lafourche Parsh Government (or seme prevets disposel seruice) to provide regular garbape
service for all areas of the Fourchon Beach that are spened for publicuse;

Assertsthat the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (o soms ather ra e service) to provide resoue services for any time
that the District has sanctioned public use of the beach and itsrelated facilities,

1

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Phase 3 - Bay Champagne to Bayou Morean

The third phase of the proposed develop ment will be
from Bay Champagne to Bapou Morean. The natural setting
consists of a saline marsh fronting the Gulf of Mexico with a
beach shoreline, The interior contains a series of canals both
natural and man-made with recreational camps managed by
the Wisner Foundation, Behind the beach head wetland marsh
has opened up shallow lagoons, With the variety of water
bodies present, the Beachfront Development District envi-
sions this area as a prime place for water sport activities. The
challenge is balancing the prometion of recreational activities
and the protection of the environment, Concentrating these
recreational activities into a defined area will best ensure that
water patrol officers can patrol and monitor these activities
reducing the chance for accidents and damage to the natuzal
environment. The following plan is a preposal that finds oppor-
tunities within the challenges to obtain a balince between the
use and protection of this coastal resource.

Proposed Actions

1. Access Roads

Partnering with the Parish and potentially the Port, an
aceess road s proposed in Phase 1 beginning at Hwy 3090
and heading east at the interface of the beach and dune area
providing access to the Phase 3 area. Bay Champagne sepa-
rates the Phase 1 roadwy and a continuation of this roadway
through to Bayou Morean. To cross the beach that fronts Bay
Champagne, the District proposes a more substantial structure,
Whether this would be an actual bridge or roadvwray, enpineers
and hpdrologist would be called uponto design something that
would be best suited to fit the crossing, The compacted sand
and gravel roadway would extend beyond the bay crossing
accessing planned recreational and commercial sites, At a
site designated for vendors and park facilities an additional
roadway would head north to provide an inland aceess point
to Bayou Moreaw, (Readways ars designated by orange ines on

Map)
2. Parking

While vehioular access will be allowed inlimited locations,
parking will be provided for the convenience of the public and
to discourage private vehicles on the beach. Parallel parking
will be enconraged on both sides of the roadway. (See e fines
on beadfont roaduway). A dditional padking will be provided at
the Bayou Morean Pyvilion and Vendor area. (Bee bl mard-

inge)

3. BeachEntrance

While uests may enter via boat at Bayou Moreau, there
are no additional formal entrances within the Phase 3 area.

4. Bathrooms

Initially Port-o-L ets will be the first optien for public
bathrooms, Port-o-Lets will be placed in strategic locations
from Bay Champagne to Bayou Moreau for public conve-
nience. When additional funding can be identified, the District
will consider the procurement of larger trailersble bathrooms

The South Lafourche Beachfront Development District (District):

Assertsthat any and all discussion, planning and design of proposed developunent for 2 public park ot Fourchon Beach ismads with
the reengnition and understanding that it vill be develaped OMNLY in coordination with and then subject to the Caminada Headland
Project;

Assjerts that the District will partner with the Greater Lafurche Port Commission and its Harbor Patral, Lafourche Parish Sheriff's
Office (or some othr seaurity miity) and the Lafourche Parish District fitto rey's Office to provide patrols, enforce distrct miles and
penalize affenses at any time that the District has sanctioned publicuse of the beach and its related fadlities;

Assertsthat the District will partmer with Lafourche Parish Government (arsome privats dispwal sovicy) to provide regular garbage
service for all areas of the Fourchon Beach that are opened for publicuse;

Asserts that the District will partner with Lafourche Fire Distriot #3 (or some other resave sarvire to providerescue services for any time
that the Didrict has sanctioned public use of the beach andits related facihties,
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South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

cnstomnized to be more like public restrooms in other public
facilities. The trailerable nature of these restrooms will again
allow for portability when impending storms threaten. Long-
term plans include replacing the trailerable bathrooms with a
fully fanctioning bathhouse (Parpl Doz).

5. Pavilion

A third concrete pavilion designed to withstand minimal
hurricanes is proposed at Bayou Moreau for public purposes.
(Red Dot) Smaller trailerable covered table areas) will be
designed and constructed so that they could be moved within
the park for private use by patrons and moved to safety when
impending sterms threaten,

6. Overnight Camping
To maximize the beach area for recreational activities, no
tent or BV Camping will be allowed in this area.

7. Selling/Vending

The District will consider allowing private vendors
to provide limited products and services. An area near the
menth of Bayen Morean willbe designated for vendors. The
expectation of the District is that along with food and other
conveniences this area would house rental areas for canoes,
kayaks, wave muners and other water sport related activities,
Prier to the develepment of this area policies and standards
shall be developed to ensure the consistency with the parkl
intended natural setting. Policies may initially require trailer
ability consistent with other park facilities.

8. Boardwalks/ Trails

Development will be designed to concentrate water
sport activities. Motorized activities will be allowed on
the beach, in the Gulf waters, in Bayou Moreau and
in the navigable canals. These activities may include
butare not lirnited to parasailing, skitng and boating.
If it can be arranged, the rental of wave ninners and
other watercraft may be made available.

b, Non-motorized activities will be enconraged within
Bay Champagne, the pond area behind the dines and
in the interconnecting canals. Again if arrangements
can be made, kayaks, cances, paddleboats and other
nen-meotorized vehides maybe made available, Asthe
inland waterways connect, policies will be developed
to promote safety where both motorized and non-
motorized activities are allowed.

¢. On land golf carts and/or all terrain vehicles may be
rented if arrangements can be made and if 1t can be
determined that it would discourage vehicular traffic
on the beach, If allowed, these vehicles would be
prohibited in dune and wetland areas and speed limits
would be stringently enforced,

d. Horseback riding will be allowed and prometed in
a controlled manner. Horses would be prohibited in
dune and wetland areas.

& While not prohibited, swimming, fishing, crabbing,
surfing and bird watching will be discouraged in this

area.

In assoclation with wetland and dune areas, the District
will consider the constmuction of boardwalks to promote aware-
ness of unique and fragile flora and fauna while protecting
these areas from excessive traffic.

9, Utilities

Waterand undesground electricity ate proposed to follow
along the roadway through to Bayou Moreau.

10. Other Activitiesand Services
3. The Bay Champagne to Bayou Moreau Phase of

'The South Lafourche Beachfront Development District { District):

Asserts that any md 2l discussion, planning and design of proposed development for a public park at Fourchon Beach is made with
the recognition andunderstanding that it will be developed UNLY'in coordination with and then subject tothe Caminada Headland

Project;

Asserts that the District will partner with the Greater Lafourche Port Commission and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheriff’s
Office (arsome ather swonity entity) and the Lafourche Parish District Attorney’s Office to provide patrals, enforce distdet mles and
penalize offenses at any time that the District has sanctioned publicuse of the beach and itsrelated facilities,

Asserts that the District will partner with Lafourche Padsh Government (ar sne provets disposal serusce) to provide regular garbage
service for all areas of the Fourchon Beach that are opened for publicuse;

Assertsthat the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (or some other rwae semtee] to provide rescue services for any time
that the District has ssnctioned publicuse of the heach and itsrelated facilities.
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Phase 4 - Bayou Moreau to Bayou Thunder

The fourth phase of the proposed development will be
from Bayou Moreau through Bayen Thunder The natural
setting consists of a saline marsh fronting the Gulf of Mexico
with a beach shoreline. The nearly four {4) mile stretch is
remote and includes the Loop Pipeline crossing which is
sensitive environmentally and for purposes of Homeland
Security, Similar to Phase 3, the challenge 1s balancing the
use and protection of this sensitive area. The vision of this
area Is the primitive use of a natural environment with limited
access and limited amenities. Private vehicles will be prohib-
ited from traveling across this stretch of beachfront, Traffic
will be limited to park vehicles to transp ort guests to their
destination, service vehicles to maintain and patrel the asea
and emergency vehicles. The following plan is a proposal that
finds opportunities and unique methods to provide access
arnidst a sensitive and natural environment.

LOOF Pipeline

Proposed Actions:

1. AccessRoads

Partnering with the Parish and potentially the Port, a trail
will be constructed in a manner similar to the access road
preposed in Phases 183, Somewhat narrower than the road-
waps of Phases 18¢.3, the trail will extend through to Bayou
Thunder with bends and tums finding unique areas and vistas.
For emergency purposes the trail will have tum arounds, rest
stops, and be open to the beach, While private vehicles will be
prohibited, the trail will be designed to accommodate emer-
gency, serviee and park vehides. E ngineers will be consulted to
determine the best method to cross Bayou Moreau addressing
the hydrology and necessity for access and to cross the Loop
Pipeline ensuring that any trail (w readway) meets any and
all seeurity and structural measures necessary to protect the
pipeline.

2. Parking

With private vehicles prohibited, pafng will be provided

at Bayou Moreau for the convenience of the public and to

discourage private vehicles on the beach. Parallel parking will
be encouraged onboth sides of Bayou Moreau. (See blue neark-

Phase 4 - Bayou Morean to Bayou Thunder

FO0 e byt Steghe i

ings). Legend
3. BeachEntrance O e
1 wed
‘There are no additional formal entrances within the Phase e
dare W o
4, Bathrooms O s Larsleie
Rige FHIE
Initially Port-o-Lets will be the first option for public . ——
bathrooms, Port-o-Lets will be placed in strategic locations o Roads
from Bayou Morsau to Bayou Thunder for public convenience, prezaglLints=
When additional funding can be identified, the District will A ;L"""

consider the procurement of larger trailerable bathrooms
customized to be mote like public restroorns in other public
facilities. The trailerable nature of these testrooms will again

>

‘The South Lafonrche Beachfront Development District (District):

Hussertsthat any and all discussion, planning and design of proposed development for a public park at Fourchon Beach is made with
the recogmition and understanding that it will be developed ONLY in coordination with and then subject to the Ceminada Headland
Project;

Assje(ts that the District will partner with the Greater Lafourche Part Commission and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheriffs
Otfioe (orsome ather secursly enlity) and the Lafousche Parish Distriet Atto 1ney’s Office to provide patrols, enforce distdet rulesand
penalize offenses at any time that the District has sanctioned public use of the beach and its related fadlities;

Assertsthat the District will partner with Lafurche Parish Government (orsame prinate dispmal serutce) to provide regular garbage
service for all areas of the Fowchon Beach that are cpened for publicus;

Agserts that the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (o some other rascue szrutes) toprovideresene services for any thne
that the Digrict has ssnctioned publiouse of the heach andits related fanilities.
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allow for portability when inpending storms threaten.

5. Pavilion

Smaller trailerable covered table areafs) will be designed
and constructed so that they could be moved within the park
for private use by patrons and moved to safety when impending
stormns threaten,

6. Overnight Camping

Tent camping will be allowed in this area.

7. Selling/Vending

The District 1s considering a vending area in Phase 3 on
the western bank of Bayon Moreau,

8. Boardwalks/Trails

In assoclation with wetland and dune areas, the District
will consider the construction of boardwalks and trails to
promote avareness of unique and fragile flora and fauna while
protecting these areas from excessive traffic,

9, Utilities

Water andunderpround electricity are proposed to follow
along the roadway through to Bayou Moreau.

10, Other Activities and Services.

4. Ifarrangements can be made, kayaks, canoes, paddle-
boats and other non-motorized wehides may be made
available.

b On land golf carts andfor all terrain vehicles may be
rented ifit can'be determined that i would diseourage
vehicular traffic on the beach Ifallowed, these wehicles
would be prohibited in dune and wetland areas and
speed limits would be stringently enforced.

¢. Horseback riding will be allowed and perhaps
promoted in & controlled manner. Horses would be
prohibited in dune and wetland areas.

d. Swimming, fishing, crabbing, surfing and bird
watching willbe encouraged in this area.

"The South Lafourche Beachfiont Development District( District):

fusserts that any and all discussion, planning 2nd design of proposed development for a public park at Fourchon Beach is made with
the reoognition and un derstan ding that it w1l be deweloped ONLY in coordination vith and then subject tothe Caminada Headland
Project;

Ass]e(tsthat the District will partner with the Greater Lafourche Port Commisson and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheri f's
Office (orsame othersecartty mtity) and the Lafourche Parish District Attorney’s Office to provide patrals, enforce district nules and
penalize offenses at any ime that the District has sanctioned public use of the beach and its telated fadilities,

fusserts that the Dismict will partner with Lafourche Parsh Government (or seme prevets disposel seruice) to provide regular garbape
service for all areas of the Fourchon Beach that are spened for publicuse;

Assertsthat the District will partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (o soms ather ra e service) to provide resoue services for any time
that the District has sanctioned public use of the beach and itsrelated facilities,

19

South Lafourche Beachfront Strategic Plan

Alternate Boardwalk Congifiration

TheSouth Lafourche Beachfront Devel spment District (Districty
Asserts that any and all d|st|,|mon plunning and design of proposad d.-w!npmm for o public park ot Fourchon Beach i made with
the racognition and und g that it will be developed ONLY i dination with and then subject to the Caminada Headhind

Project

Asserts that the District will pastner with the Greater Lafourche Port Commission and its Harbor Patrol, Lafourche Parish Sheriff's
Otfice {or some other searify mfity) and the Lafourche Parish Diswict 's Offfice to provid 15, enforce district rules and
penalize offenses st sy time that the District has snnctionsd public use of the beach and Ity rehud ﬁcs'hua.

Asserts that the Diswrict will partnes with Lafourche Parish Government (o some prevate disposal service] 1o provide regular garbage
service for all areas of the Fourchon Beach that are opened for public wie;

Asserts that the Districtwill partner with Lafourche Fire District #3 (or some other rescie service) to provide rescue services for any time
that the District has sancticaed publicuse of the beach and its related facilitier.
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L ouisiana Department of Environmental Quality email (LDEQ email)

————— Original Message----- RESPONSE

From: Beth Altazan-Dixon [mailto:Beth.Dixon@LA.GOV]

Sent: Friday, July 01, 2011 9:23 AM LDEQ 01: Thank you for your comment.
To: Klein, William P Jr MVN ”

Subject: DEQ SOV 110628/1755 DOA-Barataria Basin Barrier /

Shoreline

July 1, 2011

Joan M. Exnicios, Chief

USACE Environ. Planning Branch
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

william.p.klein.jr@usace.army.mil
<mailto:william.p.klein.jr@usace.army.mil>,

RE: 110628/1755
DOA-Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreljrie
On disk
Restoration-Draft Construction Report and Draft EIS Lafourche,
Jefferson and Plaguemines Pafishes

Dear Ms. Exnicios:

on the'information provided in your submittal. However, for your
infgfmation, the following general comments have been included.
ease be advised that if you should encounter a problem during the
A implementation of this project, you should immediately notify
LDEQ'’ s Single-Point-of-contact (SPOC) at (225) 219-3640.
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L ouisiana Department of Environmental Quality email (LDEQ email)

Please take any necessary steps to obtain and/or update al
pecessary approvals and environmental permits regarding this

RESPONSE

proposed project.
If your project resultsin adischarge to waters of the state,
submitttal-efa-Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

»L DEQ email 02: All appropriate steps and precautions, including best
construction management practices, will be utilized.

» L DEQ email 03: The proposed action would not require a LPDES

(LPDES) application may be necessary.
* If the project results in a discharge of wastewater to an

application.

»L DEQ email 04: The proposed action would not result in a discharge of

existing wastewater treatment system, that wastewater treatment
SystenTmay Treedtomodify Tts EPBES permitbeforeacceptmy the
additional wastewater.
* All precautions should be observed to control nonpoint source
pollution from construction activities. | DEQ has stormwater-generat

wastewater to an existing wastewater treatment system.

»L DEQ email 05: All appropriate steps and precautions, including best

it for construction areas equal to or greater than one acre. Itis
recommended that you contact the LDEQ Water Permits Division at
(225) 219-3181 to determine if your proposed pro
If your project will include a sanitary wastew.
facility, aSewageSIudge and Biosoli i

* All precautions should be observed to protect the
groundwater of the region.

construction management practices, will be utilized.

L DEQ email 06: The proposed action would include a sanitary
wastewater treatment facility.

LDEQ email 07: the USACE does not issue itself a permit for work in
jurisdictional waters or wetlands of the US. However, a section
404(b)(1) evauation isincluded in appendix D.

_VL DEQ email 08: the proposed action would not impact groundwaters of
the region.
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L ouisiana Department of Environmental Quality email (LDEQ email)

* Please be advised that water softeners generate wastewaters
that may require specia limitations depending on local water quality

RESPONSE

considerations. Therefore 1T your water SySenTimprovernents
include water softeners, you are advised to contact the LDEQ Water
Permits to determine if special water quality-based limitations will
be necessary.

* Any renovation or r
er 28, Lead-Based Paint Activities; LAC 33:111.Chapter
27 Asbestos—Conta| ning Materialsin Schools and State Buildings
(includes all training and accreditation); and LAC 331115
Emission Standard for Asbestos for any ren or demolitions.
* If any solid or hazard €s, or soils and/or
groundwater co with hazardous constituents are

during the project, notification to LDEQ'’ s Single-Point-
of-Contact (SPOC) at (225) 219-3640 is required. Additionally,
precautions should be taken to protect workers from these hazardous
congtituents.

Currentl erson and Plaguemines Parishes are
assified as attal nment with the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards and have no general conformity determination obligations.

Please send all future requeststo my attention. If you have any
guestions, please feel free to contact me at (225) 219-3958 or by
email at beth.dixon@la.gov <mailto:beth.dixon@la.gov> .

Sincerely,

Beth Altazan-Dixon

Performance Management

LDEQ/Business and Community Outreach Division Office of the
Secretary

P.O. Box 4301 (602 N. 5th Street)

Baton Rouge, LA 70821-4301

Phone; 225-219-3958

Fx: 225-325-8148

Email: beth.dixon@la.gov

/'

_.—-—-—""

» DEQ email 09: the proposed action would not include water system

improvement or the use of water softeners.

L DEQ email 10: the proposed action would not include any renovation

or remodeling involving lead-based paint or asbestos.

LDEQ email 11: LDEQ's Single-Point-of-Contact will be contacted if
any hazardous wastes or soils or ground water contaminated with
hazardous constituents are encountered during construction of the
project. All appropriate precautions will be taken to protect workers
from these hazardous congtituents. A Phase 1 Hazardous, Toxic and
Radioactive Wastes assessment will be completed as described in
Section 5.19.

LDEQ email 12: potentia project-induced impactsto air quality are
presented in section 5.20 Air Quality.
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L ouisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF Itr)

Boasy JiHDeL
GOVERNOR

,_%l"l.tl‘ L‘ff :_Eﬁlliﬁiaﬁ& RogerT J. Barns

DERARTMENT aF WilnLire & FisHERICS
July 22, 2011

Keith Lavell, Administrator

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
Oiffice of Coastal Management

PO Box 44487

Bulon Rouge, LA TORD-4487

RE: Application Number: C200 10034 (1CA B
Applicans: T8 Army Corps of Enginy
Navice Date: June 28, 200§

Deaft Consrruction Sefori and Draft £15
r-New Crleans Disteig

Dicar My Lovell:

W

W

2

1

esignated along the Lowisiana coast. Piping
eaches, mudlals, and sand Mals with sparse

habitat alteration through shoreline
riverbanks, and human disturbang

ing colonies is prohibited by the Lovisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheriex
. In additivn, LDWTF prohibits work within a eerisin radius of an active nesting

Nesting colonies can move from yeer to year and no current information 15 availahle on the status of
these colonies. If work for the propesed project will commence during the nesting scason, conduct a
field visit L the worksite to look for evidence of nesting colonies. This field visit should take placs
no more than mwo weeks before the project beging. If no nesting colondes are found within 400
meters (700 meiers for brown pelicans) of the proposed project, no further consuluation with LDWEF
will be necessury. 1T active nesting colomes are found withm the previously stated distances of the
propused project, further consultztion with LIVWF will be required. [n addition, colenies should be

B ROK GEOCC = SATOH ACUSE, LOUISAHS FOS08-0000 © FAORE (@261 FOE-2800
AN EQUAL OFPORTUMTY CMPLEVER

RESPONSE

L DWF Itr 01: Thank you for your comment. Concur, that any work or
entry onto Elmer’s Island will be coordinated with Julia Lightner.

LDWF Itr 02: Concur that threatened piping plover and critical habitat
exist within study area. The USACE has coordinated potential impacts
of the piping plover and its critical habitat. The USACE has prepared a
Biological Assessment regarding potential project-induced impactsto
threatened and endangered species and their designated critical habitat
within the study area. In their Biological Opinion, the USFWS concurs
with the USACE findings.

LDWEF Itr 03: Concur. The USACE is aware of LDWF prohibition of
of entry into or disturbance of active breeding bird colonies. USACE is
also aware that LDWF prohibits work within a certain radius of active
nesting colony (400 meters of nesting colonies; 700 meters for brown
pelicans). The USACE will conduct field visits and coordinate with
LDWF as well asthe USFWS.
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L ouisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF Itr)

: RESPONSE
Page2

Application Number: 020110034 (LCA BRBS Draft Construction Report and Dreft EIS)
Tuly 22, 2011

lyL DWF Itr 03: see previous page.

—

surveyed by a qualified biologisl lu documenl species presenl and I.he exlent ol g e ruvide . H H H
LDWF with a survey report which is to include the following infos /IL DWF Itr 04 C'oncu'r. The USACE wi I I take approprl ate actions to
avoid and minimize disturbance to colonial nesting birds.

1. qualificatioms of survey per: ';olmel

2. survey methodalogy ing s, site characteristics, and size of survey area;

3. specics of bi sent, activiy, cstimates of number of nests present, and pencral e
Thcluding digital photographs representing Lhe sile; and

4. lu‘pugrdphm maps and ArcView shapefiles projected in T'TH NADES Z

location and extent of the calony.

y- DWF Itr 05: Potential impactsto rare, threatened and endangered
AT species or critical habitats are described in the USACE Biological
Assessment (Appendix D) and have been coordinated with the USFWS
(see their Biological Opinion in Appendix D) and the National Marine
Fisheries Service. The recently designated LDWF Elmer’s Island
Wildlife Refuge would be directly impacted by the proposed restoration
actions on the Caminada Headland. The USACE has beenin
coordination with Messrs Glen Thomas and Vaughn McDonald as well
aswith Ms Heather Finley and Julia Lightner. The USACE will

5 o illustrate the

Please mail survey reports on CD o: Lowisiana Nntuml Hi
La. Dept. of Wedlife & Fisheries
PO,
Ton Huug\_ LA TOROR-0000

T minimize disturhanc
ahserved:

colonial nesting hinds, the followi strictions on activity should he

nies containing nesting wading bipkeTie.. herons, egrets, night-herons, ibis. roscatc

sfFoonbills, anhingas, and‘or cormornts), g fiteject activity occurming within 300 melers ol an active continue coordination with the LDWF and its desi gnated POC's Julia
neating colony should be restricted 1o non-nestmg period (i.c., September 1 through February 15). nghtner and Vaughn MCDOnaId as We” as %Curl ng a SpeC|a| U%
- For colonies containingr@ting gulls, terns, andor black skimmers, all project activity occurring Permit for work on the LDWF Elmer’sIsland Wildlife Refuge.

within 400 melers
Lhe non-nest

melers for brown pelicans) of an aclive nesting colony should be restrictad o
erivd (i.e., Seplember 16 through April 1),

er impacts to rare, threatencd or endangered species or oritical habitats are anticipated from "L DWE ltr 06: concur that if at any time LNHP tracked Sp&les ae
Iotiest, Mo, s, ikt refuges,wl i encountered within the project area, the USACE will contact LNHP
biologist at 225-765-2643.

rivers are known at the specified site or within Y mile of the propose

The lnlnﬁmna Natural Henita THP) reports summarnize the existing mformation known
at the time et regarding the location in question, LINHF reports should not be conzidered
statements on the biological clements or arcas being considered, nor should they be substituted
for on-site surveys required for environmental assessments, If at any ime LNHP tracked species are
eneountered within the project area, please contact our biologist at 2235-763-2643.

The Lovisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries appreciates the opportunity to review and provide
recommendations to you regarding fhis proposed activity, Pleasc do not hesitare to contact LIVWT Permils
Covrdinator Dave Butler at 225-763-2595 should vou need luather assistance,

':iinccn;]\'

.mw}" ""’_'" o

Kylc-F Balkum
Diologist Program Manager

cdfemyrh
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L ouisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF fax)

dnm e CHE e
BN/33/UE1L 18 qE Z2ETELLNTS Taw= BLUILE L= S S

Boapy s ; .
g ,ﬁlai‘u l‘rf EUH iﬁfétlh‘.l ROBRERT . Raaritan
£ BRCRETART
DE=ARIMENT SF WILDLIFE 4Ht FleHERics
OFTICE oF Wioum

Avpust 3, 2011

Autn; Semdr Siiles

P]ao_l,-.mg, Progine, and Deject Marapenma Division

f{jmawnm] Plaming and Cerrpiliange Branch ’
nitéd Sales Ay Corps of Enginsers

P01 Box a7

Newr Crleana, La 707 60-02467

RE:  Application Mumber: Dref Brvirom

Twpact St YA}
Regoraing A et 05

‘ateriz Sasin Darvier Shimehing

dppliceme: 17, 8 Avnp Coipr of Bhgineers
Public Nowtng Date, Jome 320201]

Treat Ma. Stiles;

et of Wildlife g Flaherjes (LUWF) bas raci
(b follawing Bias heen dslermined:

TAF helivves th eritional fexitilinr chould e |
- Pl bc weodifipdas weeded in reipeana o Smitging 33
Aftrcies,

t the gperatios plan ed gt fhe
Ergstnendstions of roulatery Lod resquree

impast LWE Wildhi Masagavent Artes. No uctivilles shall
ageeit Aren ot Befiug? withean phtaint i
TVaughn MaDanald at (304) 2845267 it e m’”’iiii‘" el Use et fom

Tecommends the 5 HE
Lom - T wubgr eomimoi Steturtn b desigrad i allow Sor Fech pogase using the bt

Tt Towisos Depuriment, of Wildi% and Fiswries o i T rdy
T ) o TIEE appreciaity the Iy m tealew an
mm??:liméa l:;-ou ;;jsardrmg this propused actimlty. Plewse: do uufmh;jlabc m onn:ru‘t-tnfﬂa;;i ?;:‘ﬁm

s H a B25-TRI-64 Islierien i ; i RrH
: s 1 T8I-1642 ot Flsherien biologlet Rudert Bewgoois ot 7650765 should ¥ nesd

Sincerzly,

R WL
et B
Lelirk

Pl B SNGSG = CATIN HUUGE, LG mAe PERCIEL
In HTIBLOIDO + BARHE S205) S Gri
bl R« L R

RESPONSE

L DWF fax 01: Thank you for your comment. Concur, the proposed

Xoperational plan will be modified as needed in response to monitoring

and recommendations of regulatory and resources agencies. USACE
actions regarding thisinclude:

LDWF fax 02: The recently designated LDWF Elmer’s Idand Wildlife
Refuge would be directly impacted by the proposed restoration actions
on the Caminada Headland. The USACE has been in coordination with
Messrs Glen Thomas and Vaughn McDonald as well as with Ms
Heather Finley and Julia Lightner. The USACE will continue
coordination with the LDWF and its designated POC’s Julia Lightner
and Vaughn McDonald, as well as securing a Special Use Permit for
work on the LDWF Elmer’s Island Wildlife Refuge.

L DWF fax 03: The proposed action, restoration of the Caminada
Headland and Shell Island, would not include any water control
structures.
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Mississippi River Delta Campaign (MRDC)

Mississippi River Delta Campaign
Partners:

Envircnmental Defense Fund

Naticnal Audubon Sodety

National Wildlife Federation

The Nature Conservancy

A

HA .
WILDLIFE  Andubo
[eceniricy]

Th:Nature C)
Conservancy

August 4, 2011

William P. Klein, Jr.
CEMVN-PM-RS

P.O. Box 60267

Mew Orleans, LA 70160-0267

William.P.Klein. Ir @usace.army.mil

Thank you for the opportunity to offer col
the Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA) B

ents on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for
taria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration project.

\We strongly support the implepfentation of this phase of a critical LCA project. Specific
features of the proposed altgfnatives that are especially beneficial include:

Caminada once constructed with beneficial use of sediments dredged from Belle
placement into the littoral zone.

The folbwing suggestions highlight opportunities to use the project to protect and enhance
wildjffe habitat, and to reduce costs. We ask that you analyze them for technical feasibility
to determine whether the changes proposed meet project requirements. These relate
rimarily to the design of the Caminada Headland segment and its impact on existing high
quality wildlife habitat—open back beach, wash-over fans in back bays, and healthy marsh,
The rigid design parameters proposed will bury or destroy nesting beach substrate for
species of concern Least Tern and Wilson's Plover; wintering substrate for endangered
Piping Plover and many other shore, marine and wading birds, refueling habitat for trans-

/

RESPONSE

M RDC 01: Thank you for your comment. More detailed construction

)'d%ign and costs analysis, considering design with natural forces will be

considered during PED phase. Potential impacts to existing wildlife
habitats and resources are presented in Section 5.8 Wildlife Resources:
Birds, Mammals, Amphibians and Reptiles. Potential impactsto
threatened and endangered species, such as the piping plover, are
presented in Section 5.13 Threatened and Endangered Species as well as
in the Biological Assessment Appendix D. The USACE has coordinated
with the USFWS and NMFS regarding potential impacts to threatened
and endangered species and designated critical habitats. The USFWS
Biological Opinion, presented in Appendix D, concurs with the USACE
Biological Assessment. The USACE agrees with the terms and
conditions provided by the USFWS Biological Opinion, as well asthe
NMFS regional Biological Opinion. The USACE will implement the
reasonable and prudent measures recommended by the USFWS and
NMFS beginning in PED.
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Mississippi River Delta Campaign (MRDC)

RESPONSE:
L » MRDC 01 (continued): see response on previous page.
gulf migratory shorebirds; and salt-marsh, nesting habitat for Clapper Bal rens i i .
and Seaside Sparrows, and wintering habitat for #samid Nelson's Sparrow. MRDC 02: Placement of dredged material will occur directly on the
We suggest Ins] analyze the possibllity of a less rigid design, one that allows / beach front.

orces to gradually shape the replenished shoreline and provide substrate for marsh
recruitment. These changes would also allow significant cost savings and could be the
for a wildlife recovery plan.

Barrier Beach

The current plan proposes building a wide platform to a pr ermined height and slope
that buries prime Least Tern and Wilson's Plover nespis substrate. In the spring of 2010
hundreds of Least Terns and dozens of Wilson sA#fovers nested on the headland, largely
upon habitat created by recent tropical events, perhaps especially Hurricane Gustav
in 2008, which had flattened the field and widened the platform by spreading sand
over the back marsh and o water. (pers. obs. David P, Muth, May 25, 2011, over 500
Least Terns and over Vilson's Plovers recorded. )

We pro stead that you consider placement of the Ship Shoal material just behind the
frog ich in the fore-dune area in a narrower, higher strip. This fill need not be shaped

vond the requirements of moving the discharge pipe. Instead, natural forcing by wind,
waves, and (eventually) surge will distribute the material gradually across the dune field
and back beach.

Natural forces will redistribute this material in any case, which begs the question as to why
precious funds should be spent in a futile effort to achieve a predetermined elevation, width
and slope that will begin to change before the project is completed. Presumably, volume of
sand is the critical variable in determining the potential increases in the longevity of the
headland structure, not the shape of the placed material. Natural re-distribution should
allow continued utilization of nesting substrate.

Project sand fencing and plantings could be used strategically behind this unconsolidated
material to encourage future dune formation. Plantings and fencing should not be
distributed in such a way as to speed the conversion of nesting substrate on the back beach
to a fully vegetated state. Natural succession toward increased vegetative cover will
continue to degrade the quality of nesting habitat (ideally bare firm sand pan with exposed
shell and scattered vegetation forming isolated small dunes). Only a new wash-over event
will interrupt this successional process, but the project need not speed up this process
unnecessarily.

If for technical reasons, or because of failure to meet project requirements for surge
attenuation, the proposed un-consolidated placement of fill volume is found to be
unworkable, then the design of the raised fill platform should allow for the development of
open nesting substrate. This might be accomplished by concentrating sand fencing and
plantings near the beach, allowing the back of the platform to begin in the earliest
successional state. Once wind has created areas of firm sand pan with exposed shell, terns
and plovers might begin nesting.
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Tonstruction primarily in open water, will be
it from placement on the Caminada Headland, coast can still be reduced by
refraining from requiring the contractor to meet rigid elevation and slope requirem

While the situation at Shell Isls

In all of these efforts, we would welcome the 0 assist in project design so as to
maximize both storm pr : protection and recovery of bird habitat. Numerous

CE and NGO partnerships exist that might serve to model this cooperative
approach. A notable success is the North Carolina Coastal Islands Sanctuary system in
which Audubon North Carolina and the Wilmington District have shared a long history of
management of islands for various successional stages and suites of species.

Marsh Creation

The proposed plan for marsh creation and nourishment is for pued@E material into a linear parallel

strip of marsh, This un-natural design ignores existin aphy—bays, healthy marsh, and open
mudflat will all be buried by several feet of n , while adjacent areas of subsided and eroded ma:

replenished by wind-blown sand and periodic surge events, provide importag#mud or sand-flat habitat
for thousand of roosting birds—pelicans, gulls, terns, and shorebirds, ing
densities of Piping Plovers found on the headland (David P. Muth,
immediately behind the sandy headland appears to be thrivin

the beach and dune system. These marshes support healt

ding the highest winter
obs.). Finally, surviving marsh
wrished by sand re-deposited from
pulations of salt-marsh dependent
mammals, birds, and estuarine erganisms, and would
burying either healthy marsh or exposed flats.

buried by new fill. The project should avoid

Retention dikes and target elevations a to be unnecessary. In terms of system response and

longevity, surely the volume of fill ad, to the system is important, not its placement. The presence of

roads, spoil banks, and the subsi parallel cheniere ridges of the C:

ada beach trend provide ample
containment and create a segids of more or less discrete cells that were formerly marsh. Material

on could be placed unconfined into these former marsh areas until the
as been discharged by the contractor, In the process it would tend to infiltrate

ent degraded marsh while bypassing healthier, higher and denser marsh.

pumped in for marsh c
agreed upon volum

u Thunder forms a natural drainage and tidal exchange conduit through the headland, connecting
the marshes and bays behind the headland with the gulf. It also provides a conduit for water movement
through the cheniere ridges and under Highway 1 towards Caminada Bay. The opening through the
headland is intermittent, usually clogged by a bar, and occasionally blocked completely at normal tide
levels by temporary deposit of sand shifting naturally along the face of the headland. Even when closed,

however, the opening is unimpeded by dune I

and is re-occupied by water during exceptional

RESPONSE

M RDC 02 (continued): see response on previous page.

| »MRDC 03: These methods will be considered during PED phase of the

project.
LyMRDC 04: see response MRDC 03.

)/I RDC 05: seeresponse MRDC 03.
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tides and surge events, forming a conduit for the movement of estuarine organism s,
[Rayou Moreau, an abandoned distributary channel now e retreating headland, ha:
occasionally formed a similar opening with-smfaT estuarine function at its three conjunctions with the

systems. We urge less design rigidity, less artificial interruption of natural processes and alteration of
natural topography, and maore reliance on natural processes to allow the re-nourished system to thrive.

We believe our proposals could result in significant cost savings and enhanced ecosystem benefits.

‘We also urge that a closer look be taken at the effect of the project on vulnerable bird species,
especially wintering Piping Plovers and nesting Least Terns and Wilson's Plovers. Indeed, we would
welcome the opportunity to assist with a partnership among federal, state, and NGO entities to work
toward an array of enhanced bird habitats along our coast. The same dollars and efforts of your plan
could, with minor adjustments, provide a win-win for both storm protection and recovery of important
and at-risk species.

Should you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact:

David Muth

Louisiana State Director
Mississippi River Delta Campaign
National Wildlife Federation
8222 Adams Street

Mew Orleans, Louisiana 70118
504.872-5993, muthd@nwhl.org

RESPONSE
> M RDC 05 (continued): see response on previous page.

)\/I RDC 06: see responses MRDC 01-05

/
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National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
s | National Oceanic mospheric Administration
| NATIONAL MARINE VICE

Southeast Regional Offi
263 13" Avenue South
St. Petershurg, Florida 33701

13

il
e o

August 3, 2011 FISER46/RH:jk
225/389-0508

Ms. Joan M. Exnicios, Chief

Environmental Planning and Compliance Branch
Planning, Programs, and Management Division

New Orleans District, U.S, Army Corps of Engineers
Post Office Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267

Dear Ms, Exnicios:

NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed the Dyl Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA) Louisj#ha — Barataria Basin
Barrier Shoreline Restoration project. This document was transmityefl for our review by your
letter dated June 22, 2011.

‘A number of alternatives were evaluated for the restoration/6f the Caminada Headland in
Lafourche Parish and Shell Island in Plaquemines Pansp/l.ouisiana. The Tentatively Selected
Plan (TSP) consists of the restoration of more than 200 acres of dune, supratidal, and intertidal
habitats on the Caminada Headland, and more thag/780 acres of similar habitats on Shell Island.
The fully funded cost of the TSP is approximapey $446,000,000. The TSP also includes the
placement of approximately 650,000 cubic yfrds of sediment generated during Federal
maintenance dredging of Bayou Lafourch€ every 1.5 to 2 years into the littoral drift near Bayou
Moreau. According to the DEIS, the pén-federal sponsor is responsible for paying the
incremental cost aver the federal syfidard for this use of the dredged sediment. The TSP also
includes the renourishment of Sp€ll Island at 20 year intervals,

NMFS has reviewed the DIS and in general, finds it to be well written. However, some general
issues of concern have jfen identified. In accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (Lg/U.S.C. 661 et seq.) and Section 600.920 the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation angMlanagement Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act), those issues are discussed in the
attached enclggfre. In addition, NMFS$ has identified some specific locations in the DEIS where
ould be revised to more accurately describe resources of concern, as well as

oject impacts. Those specific recommended revisions also are identified in the
enclosure.

M is very supportive of the implementation of the TSP. However, it should be understood
that project implementation could result in at least temporary adverse impacts to some categorics
of EFH that arc supportive of a variety of economically important marine fishery species.

|

RESPONSE

NM FS 01: Concur that implementation of proposed action could result
in temporary adverse impacts to some categories of EFH that are
supportive of avariety of important fisheries species. Potential project-
induced impactsto EFH are described in section 5.10 “Essential Fish
Habitat (EFH).”
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Section 303(b)(4)(A) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act requires that NMFS provide EFH
conservation recommendations for any federal action that may result in adverse impacts to EE
Therefore, NMFS recommends the following to ensure the conservation of EFH Sociated
marine fishery resources:

Ton Recommendations

i Preliminary Engineering and Design phase of project mplememall(m means
to minimize adverse impacts to existing intertidal h&bi[&l\ on both the Camnads
Headland and Shell Island should be evaluated, in i NMFS and other
interested natural resource agepci

—To ensure the development of functional habitat heterogeneity, project designs for the
created marsh platform should include the creation of tidal creeks and ponds.

3. Containment dikes for the marsh platforms on both the Caminada Headiand and Shell
land should bc ccgraded or gapped in an acceptable manner to be developed through
coordination Wit

4, The sand fencing plan and species to be planted shoulT B { during the
ehmmary Lnnmemn@ and Damgﬂ phase oi project implementation, in cooTaTTs

=mpiementmg regulation at 50 CFR 600. 910{k}, the New Orleans District (N :
provide a written response to our EFH conservation recommendations within 30 dav: of receipt.
D response is mcmsmml md‘ our LHi Conserv anon rccom.ncndanons the NOD

NOD should prow}e an interim rasaon;v to NMFS, to be 0 ¢ detallcd rcspnnsc The
detailed response should be provided in 2 manner to ensure that it 1s received by ast
10 days prior to the final approval of the action.

INMFS appreciates the opportunity to review the DEIS. If you have questions regarding the
above or attached comments, please contact Richard Hartman at 225-389-0508, (ext 203) for

assistance.

Sincerely,

7/ - (W4
Yt " Fey

Virginia M. Fay

Acting Assistant Regional Administrator

Habitat Conservation Division
Enclosures

RESPONSE

Ly NM FS 02: Concur; during PED phase additional means to minimize
adverse impacts to existing intertidal habitats on both the Caminada
Headland and Shell 1sland will be considered and coordinated with the
NMFS and other natural resource agencies.

,NMFS 03: Do not concur that project design should include tidal creeks
and ponds on restored Shell Island barrier island habitats or the
Caminada Headland. Including such design features into barrier islands
and the beach/dune/supratidal/intertidal erosiona zone of the Caminada
Headland fronting the Gulf of Mexico would initiate and rapidly
increase barrier habitat fragmentation to restored areasin this high
energy Gulf of Mexico barrier system. Such features will naturally
develop over time due to the different natural sediment densities of the
borrow material and differential settlement and consolidation of the
borrow material over time, along with natural processes.

?NM FS 04: Concur. Consistent with previous ecosystem restoration
efforts, containment dikes are anticipated to degrade and gap naturally.

»NM FS 05: Concur. Refinement, during the PED Phase, of the sand
fencing plan and vegetative species to be planted will be further
coordinated with the NMFS and other natural resource agencies.

»NM FS 06: Concur. The New Orleans District will provide a written
response regarding the proposed EFH conservation recommendationsin
amanner to ensure that it is received by NMFS at least 10 days prior to
the final approval of the action.
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FISER4, Dale

FI/SER PRD, Bernhart
NOAA PPI, Reid
Files

RESPONSE
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ATTACHMENT 1
National Marine Fisheries Service Comments on the Draft Construction Report
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA) Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration Projec
Authorized by the 2007 Water Resources Development Act

We are viewing the submittal of the Draft Environmental Impact Stgberfient (DEIS) to NMFS as
the intent of the New Orleans District (NOD) to initiate EFH eefisultation as required by
provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery ConservagierTand Management Act (Magnuson-
Stevens Act). Our response is submitted in accggéfce with section 600.920(1)(4) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act

Based on our review of the DS, we have determined that the document contains all required
EFH assessment contgat€ listed in section 600.920(¢)(3) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act. Specific
comments are pearfided where we believe clarification or additional information is needed
concerjagEFH end other environmental factors. Substantial temporal adverse impacts to EFH
Wi result from dredging and filling to construct the Tentatively Selected Plan (TSP). NMFS
concurs with the determination that project-related benefits would offset adverse impacts to
EFH. However, to attain this, measures intended to avoid, minimize, and offset adverse effects
must be implemented. Utmost of these measures with respect to the proposed action is the need
to minimize adversc impacts to intertidal habitat to the maximum extent practicable and
maximize the creation and maintenance of that habitat over the entire proje Other
measures include means 10 ensure created habitats develop natural habitat functions. These
include, but are not limited to, continued coordination with the natural resource agencies during
the preliminary engineering and design phase of project implementation to further refine project
alternatives, incorporate design measures for habitat heterogeneity (e.g., ndal creeks and pond,
and function (e.g., degrading/gapping containment dikes), use of best management practjeef
during project construction and operation, and implementation of proposed monitgs# and
adaptive management actions as needed to measure project related impacts g Provide o
framework for decision-making and needed change

The EFH Assessment provided a basis and justification fopiafplementing the TSP when the
benefits for that effort are compared to the consequepeeS of the no action alternative, However,
we believe additional measures may be possiblg#6 avoid, minimize, and offset potential impacts
to EFH. Accordingly, EFH conservatiog seCommendations are offered in the transmittal letter
for this attachment

General comments

fed with the significant amount of temporal adverse impacts to intertidal habitat
that woutd occur with restoration proposed under the TSP. Given both Caminada Headland and
Ml Island components, according to the DEIS, 1,307 acres of ex marsh would be
impacted by the placement of dredged material. While the DEIS appears not to quantify the
acreage of marsh that would be converted to supratidal or dune elevations, it is likely that a

/V

RESPONSE

NM FS 07: Concur. The draft EISis provided, in part, as part of the EFH
consultation as required by the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
Act. Additional appropriate measures to avoid, minimize and offset
potential adverse short term effects related to construction of the
proposed action would be further considered and developed during PED
Phase, especially with regard to minimizing adverse impacts to intertidal
habitats. In addition, the USACE will continue, during the PED Phase,
to further refine, develop, and include, to the maximum extent
practicable, measures to ensure created habitats develop natural habitat
functions and that maximize the creation and maintenance of barrier
habitats. The USACE also intends to implement proposed monitoring
and adaptive management measures as needed to measure project related
impacts and to provide aframework for decision-making and needed
change.

NM FS 08: Concur. The following has been added to Section 5.10.2

™ Essential Fish Habitat (EFH):

“Table 5.7 presents the number of acres existing habitat types converted
to other habitat types following implementation of the proposed action.
For the Caminada Headland the number of acres of existing water
bottoms converted to Gulf subtidal equals 223 acres, converted to beach
equals 58 acres, converted dune equals 231 acres, converted to
supratidal equals 0 acres, and converted to marsh equals 413 acres.
The number of acres of existing marsh on the Caminada Headland
converted to Gulf subtidal equals 0 acres, converted to beach equals 0
acres, converted dune equals 101 acres, converted to supratidal equals
103 acres, and converted to (remain) marsh equals 773 acres.

For Shell Island the number of acres of existing water bottoms
converted to Gulf subtidal equals 0 acres, converted to beach equals 53
acres, converted dune equals 152 acres, converted to supratidal equals
164 acres, and converted to marsh equals 404 acres. The number of
acres of existing marsh on Shell Island converted to Gulf subtidal equals
0 acres, converted to beach equals < 1 acre, converted dune equals <1
acre, converted to supratidal equals 2 acres, and converted to (remain)
marsh equals 8 acres.” See following page for continued response.
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RESPONSE

NM FS 08 (continued):
The acreage of various EFH habitats expected to remain subaerial by
2050.

For the Caminada Headland the total number of acres equals 2,492 acres
at TYO. These acres evolve to atotal of 1,023 acres. comprised of 245
acres of gulf intertidal, 345 acres of supratidal, and 433 acres of marsh at
2050. For Shell Island the total number of acres equals acresat TYO.
These acres evolveto atotal of 469 acres. comprised of 48 acres of
beach, 148 acres of supratidal, 0 acres of dune, and 273 acres of marsh.

RESPONSE

NM FS 08 (continued):

Table 5-7. Number of acres of existing habitats converted to other
habitat types following implementation of the proposed action.

EFH Habitat
Types
Existing Open Water

Existing Marsh

Existing Open Water

Existing Marsh

Caminada Headland
Existing Acres
(TY 0)

925 ac

977 ac

Shell Idand
773 aC

10 ac

Converted Acres

(TY1)

Gulf subtidal = 223 ac

Beach (Gulf intertidal)

= B8ac

Dune= 231 ac

Supratidal = Oac

Marsh =413 ac

Gulf subtidal = Oac

Beach (Gulf Intertidal)

= Oac

Dune=101ac

Supratidal = 103 ac

Marsh=773 ac

Gulf subtidal = Oac
Beach (Gulf intertidal)
= B3ac

Dune=152 ac
Supratidal = 164 ac
Marsh = 404 ac

Gulf subtidal = Oac
Beach (Gulf intertidal)
=<lac

Dune= <lac
Supratidal = 2 ac
Marsh= 8ac
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TTBe converted to upl:.nd: as well as that acre:.ge that MJI remain mtemd..l in nnture The
FEIS also should discuss the temporal period of time between the initiation of congfrue
activities and the likely period of time that the created marsh habitat wi lly supportive of
marine fishery resources.

The DEIS appears to be missj Valuation of the potential impact dredging of the Caminada
".nd Empire mag w sites could have on wave elevations and wave energy impacting
forelines. Given their locations, NMFS believes the FEIS should include such an
analysis. In addition, NMFS believes the Empire borrow site may be the same borrow site
intended to be used to construct the Pelican Island project under the auspices of the Coastal
Wetlands, Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) program. Initiation of
construction for that project is expected to begin this year. The FEIS may need to be revised to
identify and evaluate an altemative borrow source for marsh fill on Shell Island.

In addition, the DEIS does not discuss the likely dredging and construction methodology for
Ship Shoal and the Caminada Headland. Given the distance between Ship Shoal and the
Caminada Headland, hopper dredges may be the preferred dredging methodology. Hopper
dredges have a much greater potential to adversely impact threatened and endangered sea turtles.
The DEIS does not discuss this potential impact to those resources. In addition, hopper dredges
may deposit their ahedgnd mnlenal into open water adjacent to the Caminada Headland for
e dinte the fill tem they could pump the dredged

RESPONSE

, NM FS 08 continued: see response on previous page

L»NMFS 09: The borrow sites were located at a distance sufficiently far

enough away from the barrier shorelines so as not to significantly
change or alter wave dynamics. With regard to use of Ship Shoal, any
impacts of wave energy from project implementation would be
temporary in nature and would not have lasting negative impacts on
adjacent shorelines. Stone et al. (2004) indicates that removal of Ship
Shoal sands for barrier/coastal restoration efforts would not significantly
influence wave conditions in the nearshore because the expected
increase in wave energy is limited to the leeward flank of the shoal.

The Empire borrow site may have been used on previous CWPPRA
projects. However, the USACE believes there will be enough material
from here, as well as other borrow sourceslisted in the report that will
accommodate the dredge material needs of this project. Additional
analysis of marsh habitat will be conducted in PED phase of this project.

eque
material dlrecﬂy onto the project area. The potential placement of dredged matenal info open
water for later placement into the project area has not been identified or evaluated in the DEIS.
NMFS believes the NOD should evaluate the likely construction methodologies and revise the
FEIS to include all potential alternatives and their impacts,

The following specific comments address sections in the DEIS where clarification or additional
information is needed.

Specific comments

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Project Description

Page vii, paragraph 1. This paragraph provides a summary of l}'c, acres of each h:ﬂnldi 'Eypt. tobe
created for the Caminada Headland project. and quantifies the acres-af-exist

[

==seachrdnme
TSI 10 be impacted by fill placement. However, it does not md cate how many acres of

existing marsh would be converted 1o beach/dune habitat. This information should be provided

in the FEIS.

age 2 TTus paragraph provides a summary of the acres of each habitat type to
be created for the Shell Island project component, end quantifies the acres of existing beach/dune

—p

NMFS 10: Concur. Detailed dredging and construction methodology
regarding Ship Shoal, the potential for placement of dredged material
into open water for later placement into the fill template have not been
identified. Additional engineering design is required before the
environmental impacts analysis may be conducted. Additional
construction methodology will be considered in the PED phase of this
project. Dredging and placement methodology can be found in the
Engineering Appendix A.

NM FS 11: Concur. See response to NMFS 08 comment.

NM FS 12: Concur. See response to NMFS 08 comment.

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS

3-80




National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFYS)

and marsh to be impacted by fi v ;1T does not indicate how many acres of
s would be converted to beach/dune habitat. This information should be provided

in the FEIS

Recommendations

Page xii, paragraph 4. This section of the document cleardy-stales that fill quantities for the dune
component on the Caminada Headlands is 5 filion cubic yards (mey). The remainder of the
DEIS indicates that 5.1 mcy.ofsedfment would be dredged from Ship Shoal to create the dune
component, redging quantity assumes a 1:1 cut-to-fill ratio, which is extremely

#et¥. For similar dunc creation efforts associated with barmier island restoration projects
designed under the CWPPRA program, NMFS has assumed a 1.5:1 cut-to-fill ratio. Using that
number, the actual quantity of sediment necessary to be dredged from Ship Shoal to placg.s-

impacts in all appropriate sections of the FEIS

1.0 STUDY INFORMATION
1.5 Prior and Existing Projects

Table 1-1, page 1-14. The East Gzerdd Terre [sland Restoration project was constructed using
funding from the Coastal ct Assistance Program. According to their web site, const
was completed in Nov@mber 2010. The status of this project should be revised.

€ includes the West Belle Pass project constructed by the Corps of Epfineers under the
/PPRA program and indicates the project was completed in 1988, roject actually was
completed in June of 1998. That information in this table should bgeinsed. Given that this
project is included in this table, NMFS believes that the West Bate Pass Barrier Headland
Restoration project (TE-52), funded by the CWPPRA pro and sponsored by NMFS, also
should be included in this table. Information pertainingAG this project is available from the
www_lacoast.gov web site. Regarding project sty bids have been received and project
implementation should be initiated this calendar"year,

The Cheniere Ronquille Barnier IslapdRestoration project (BA-76) was funded for engineering
and design under the CWPPRA prGgram. This barrier island restoration project is located in the
Barataria basin and should beincluded in this table. Information pertaining to this project is
available at the web sitpAfentified above.

1.5.3.3 Decpwater Horizon Emergency Permit Requests

723, paragraph 3. This section of the document indicates that sediment would be dredged
umber of locations, including Ship Shoal, to create six sand berm reaches between
Timbalier Island and the Chandeleur Islands. Ship Shoal has never been dredged to provide
sediment to construct any berm reach. This section of the document should be revised to identify
the actual locations of sediment that have been dredged to provide sand for berm construction

| —

T

/W

RESPONSE
NMFS 12 (continued): see response on previous page.

NFM S 13: Appendix A provides description of the cut to fill ratios.

/'The Caminada Headland cut to fill for beach is 1:13; marsh ratio is 1:6.

For Shell Idand the beach cut to fill ratio is 1:5 and marsh ratio is 2:1.

NMFS 14: Concur. The West Belle Pass Barrier Headland Restoration
Project (TE-52) and Cheniere Ronquille Barrier Island Restoration
project (BA-76) will beincluded in Table 1-1.

NM FS 15: Concur. This section will be updated with the following
revision: “Material to construct the berms would be dredged from the
Mississippi River Offshore Disposal Site, Pass a Loutre, and Hewes
Point.”
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3.0  ALTERNATIVES
3.2.1 Shoreline Restoration and Protection Measures

S1s intended to discuss modifications of the

Page 3-5, paragraph 4. This section of theb¥
Empire Jettics to restore longsher® transport of sediment to help nourish Shell Island. As s
indicated in thissecton of the document, and demonstrated in Appendix A, Annex 2, the
copetraTiion of the jetties has resulted in increased shoreline erosion rates of approximately 10
feet per year along 3,000 to 5,000 feet of the Shell Island shoreline, Information in Appendix A
suggests that the creation of Coup Bob had a greater effect on shoreline erosion, with the
suggestion being, therefore, that modification of the Empire jettics was not warranted. NMFS
questions the continued need for the jetties to maintain the mouth of the Empire Waterway
navigation channel. Given that more than $320 million could be spent on restoring and
maintaining Shell Island, any feature that would cause erosion of that island should be ¢
evaluated. NMFS does not believe this section of the document fully evalugiesi€ potential to
modify or remove the Empire Jetties and recommends the FEIS flly discuss such an
action.

3.104 Environmental Commi -
Ttem #6 indicates that she-tS. Fish and Wildlife Service had been consulted regarding avoida
of impacts erally listed species. Considering the potential for impacts to oceur,
Ened and endangered sea turtles and marine mammals under the purvi
recommend this bullet be revised to indicate that NMFS also will TSulted regarding
avaidance of impacts to federally listed species

Table 3-10, page 3-86, The EFH sectione#iis table indicates that project implementation
would increase potential EFH jre than 1,600 acres for the TSP, and 990 acres for altemnative
C3. In actuality, projeciimplementation would convert some categories of EFH (water column
and water bot To other categories of EFH (marsh). As indicated previously in our General
1, project implementation would at least temporarily convert some categories of EFH
Tc., water column, water bottoms, and marsh) to habitats not supportive of marine fishery
resources (dune). This section of the table should be revised to correctly quantify likely impacts
to various categories of EFH. It shouid be noted that NMFS agrees that project implementation
would help maintain for an extended period of time more productive categories of EFH, such as
marsh, that would eventually erode without project implementation into less productive
categories of EFH, such as shallow water bottoms.

4.0  AFFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
4.11 Fishery Resources
4.11.1 Historic and Existing Conditions

_—1

T

/"

RESPONSE

NMFS 16: Do not concur. The referenced section provides sufficient
description of the planning considerations of removing and modifying
the Empire jetties as a feature of the Shell 1sland restoration plan.
However, due to the potential impacts of the Empire jetties on the
proposed Shell Island restoration features additional detailed analysis
and considerations of tying-in the eastern most portion of the Shell
Island restoration features to the Empire jetties during the PED phase.

NMFS 17: Concur. Bullet item #6 will be revised to indicate that the
NMFS will also be consulted regarding avoidance of potential adverse
impacts to federally listed species under its jurisdiction.

NM FS 18: Concur. The following has been added to the table;

C5/S5 (TSP/NER): The 1,698 acres existing water bottoms converted to Gulf
subtidal = 223 acres, converted to beach = 111 acres, converted dune = 383
acres, converted to supratidal = 164 acres, and converted to marsh = 817 acres.
The 987 acres of existing marsh on the converted to Gulf subtidal equals O acres,
converted to beach equals <1 acre, converted dune equals 102 acres, converted
to supratidal equals 105 acres, and converted to (remain) marsh equals 781
acres.

C5: The 925 acres existing water bottoms converted to Gulf subtidal = 223
acres, converted to beach = 58 acres, converted dune = 231 acres, converted to
supratidal = 0 acres, and converted to marsh = 413 acres. The 977 acres of
existing marsh on the Caminada Headland converted to Gulf subtidal equals 0
acres, converted to beach equals 0 acres, converted dune equals 101 acres,
converted to supratidal equals 103 acres, and converted to (remain) marsh equals
773 acres.
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Page 4-40, paragraph 7. Tfus pﬂragrﬂph briefly deseri ft7aton of the Ship Shoal
area and nearshore borrow search published in Gelpi et al. (2009) suggest that Ship

TVes as an important &,p awning, hatching and foraging ground for blue crab. NMFS
n.&,gmls this section of the FEIS be revised to identify the importance of Ship Shoal for blue
crab and to discuss possible impacts of the dredging of at least 5.1 mcy of sediment from Ship
Shoal on that fishery species.

4,12 Essential Fish Habitat

Page 4-41, paragraph 1. This section identifies “natural structural features in the proposed fill
area” as a category of EFH to be potentially impacted by project implementation. That sentence
also accurately identified estuarine emergent marsh as well as a number of other categories of
EFI in the project area. “Natural stroctural features™ are not a recognized category of EFTl and
S recommends it be deleted from mention in this paragraph.

50  ENVIRONMENTAL CONME

T'able 5-5, page 5-34. This table quantifies oseg by habitat type to be created for each
alternative. EHowever, it does not quantify the acreaef each habitat type to be mmpacted by fill
placement or how many acres of each habitat type would b&suyerted to other habitats. This
table should be revised to include such information. In addition, th of the table suggests
that the volume of fill material necessary for each alternative would be inchittedp the data

ified in the table. It should be noted that there is no fill volume summarized 10 ey

52  Offshore, NearshG i Riverine Sand Resources
5.2.2 Future With-Project ConditionS

! Gelpi, C.G., R.E. Condrey, J.W. Fleeger, and 8., Dubois, 2009. Discovery and evaluation and implications of
blue crab, Callinectes sapidus, spawning, hatching, and foraging grounds in Federal (US) waters offshore of
Louisiana. Bulletin of Marine Seience 85(3): 203-222,

/

/

RESPONSE

p NM FS 19: Concur in part. The following has been added to Section
4.11.1 describing fishery resources at Ship Shoal:
Recent study of the continental shelf sandy shoals located along
Louisiana (Condrey and Gelpi, 2010; Gelpi et al., 2009; and Dubois et
al., 2009) found that the Ship and Trinity Shoals support major shrimp
fisheries and form an important offshore spawning/hatching/foraging
ground for a large segment of the Gulf of Mexico blue crab fishery from
at least April-October. These researchers found that mature female blue
crabs appear to be in a continuous spawning cycle, producing new
broods approximately every 21 days while actively foraging on the
Shoals. These researchers conclude that sand mining on the Shoal is
expected to result in some decline in blue crab fecundity and condition
factor due to a reduction in food supply. In addition, increases in
suspended sediments associated with sand mining may potentially
increase the mortality of crab larvae. These researchers recommend
that sand mining practices which minimize these potentially negative
impacts should be carefully considered, along with regulations which
will protect the contribution these crabs make to the stability of
Louisiana’s traditional inshore fishery.”
Do not concur that section 4.11.1 is the appropriate place to describe the
potential impacts of dredging 5.1 mcy of sediment from Ship Shoal on
blue crab fishery. Rather, potential impacts to blue crab fishery will be
presented in Section 5.9.2. See response to comment NMFS 26 for
response regarding potential impacts of implementing the proposed
action on blue crab fishery.

"NM FS 20: Concur. Table 4-15 will be replaced with updated table
provided by the NMFS.

ANM FS 21: Concur. Table 5.2 will be revised to indicate conversion of
EFH types see response to comment NMFS 18.

™NM FS 22: Do not concur. The table is a summary table; the requested
detailed habitat type information is not readily available.
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Page 5-40. ihw section of the DEIS i Ty The borrow quantity necessary from
ea] Tect completion. It is unclear trom our review of the document if the
dredging quantity incorporates a cut-to-fill ration different from 1:1. This section of the
document should be revised 1o quantify the volume of sediment necessary to be dredged to fully
implement each component of the project and discuss cut-to-fill ratios as they impact dredging
quantities.

53 Barrier Systems: Barrier Shorelines, Headlands and Islands
5.3.1 No Action Alternative (Future Without-Project Conditions)

Page 5-42, paragraph 2. The DE fes that without project implementation, 3,750 acres of
i nd and 386 acres of Shell Island would disappear by the year 2050,
mormation quantifying the amount of various hebitats expected to remain subaerial by year
2050 should be provided to allow for a better understanding of the implications of not
constructing this project. In addition, the last sentence references Table 5-2 as having
information pertaining to the CWPPRA program and the Corps of Engineers beneficial use
program. That information is actually in Table 5-5.

5.9  Fisheries Resources
5.9.1 No Action Alternative (Future Without-Project Conditions)

'\llhoug,h m«! in this section of the document, Mincllo et al (}904Bremdererat TTI5T),

), Browder et al. (1985), Minello et al. (2003} and Dow et al.
{1985) are not list ed in the Litcralure Cited section of the DEIS. These citations should be
provided.

59.2  Future With-Project Conditions

Pages 5-70 through 5-72. Little information is mng to the potential impacts of
dredging at least 5 1 mey from Shi On marine fishery resources. This section should
mscu:& the act (o blue crabs associated with mining sand from Ship Shoal and
1Ty and eveluate means to avoid and minimize those potential impacts. We encourage
sponsors to evaluate the potential tradeoffs and risk of impacts to blue crabs through
coordination with the natural resource agencies.

Page 5-71, paragraph 5. This paragraph references Table 54 for a listing of other restoration
orts. That information is actually located in Table 5-5.

5.10  Essential Fish Habr

RESPONSE

| _—#»NMFS 23: Caminada Appendix A cut to fill for beachis 1:13, marshis

1:6. For Shell Island beach is 1:5 and marsh is 2:1. The volumes of
sediment necessary to implement each component of the project will be
further refined during PED phase.

i, NM FS 24: Concur. The following information will be added to the text:
“For the Caminada Headland the total number of acres equals 2,492
acres at TY0. These acres evolve to a total of 1,023 acres: comprised of
245 acres of gulf intertidal, 345 acres of supratidal, and 433 acres of
marsh at 2050. For Shell Island the total number of acres equals acres
at TYO. These acres evolve to a total of 469 acres: comprised of 48
acres of beach, 148 acres of supratidal, 0 acres of dune, and 273 acres
of marsh.” The last sentence will be corrected and revised to reference
Table 5-5 and not Table 5-2.

l, NM FS 25: Concur. The missing citations will be provided in the
Section 9.0 References. 9.1 Literature Cited.

- NM FS 26: Concur. The following information will be added to Section
5.9.2—*For example, Palmer et al. (2008) reported significant sand-
mining related declines in macrofaunal abundance, biomass, and
diversity within coastal Louisiana. Condrey and Gelpi (2010) report
that sand mining may have negative impacts on spawning blue crabs on
Ship Shoal and that sand-mining disturbance and subsequent reduction
in available macrofauna prey would result in negative effects on
spawning blue crab health and fecundity. Specifically, Condrey and
Gelpi (2010) indicate that sand mining on the Ship/Trinity/and Tiger
Shoal Complex (STTSC) is expected to result in some decline in blue
crab fecundity and condition factor through a reduction in food supply.
In addition, increases in suspended sediments associated with sand
mining may increase the mortality of crab larvae. ...”

® NM FS 27: see responses on the following page.

»NM FS 28: see response on the following page.
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5.10.2 Future With-Project Conditions
Page 5-73 and 5-74. As is correctly identified in Table 4-15, shoals and sand bottoms such as
Ship Shoal are EFH for a number of federally managed species. However, this section of the

JEIS provides no discussion of the likely impacts of dredging at least 5.1 mey of sand from

ip Shoal on EFH.

ShipSugal on EFH. This section of the FEIS should include a discussion of the likely impacts of

RESPONSE

NM FS 26 (continued): *“...Condrey and Gelpi (2010) further indicate
that sand mining practices which minimize these potentially negative
impacts should be carefully considered, along with regulations which
will protect the contribution these crabs make to the stability of
Louisiana’s traditional inshore fishery. A continuance of the cautious
approach to sand mining being exhibited by MMS for the STTSC is
recommended by Condrey and Gelpi (2010), given the possibility that
fecundity of blue crab on the STTSC becomes seasonally limited by prey
abundance under prevailing natural conditions.”

NM FS 27: Concur. The reference will be corrected in the text to “ Table
55"

NM FS 28: Concur. The third sentence will be revised per suggestion.

~NM FS 29: the following information will be included in section 5.10. 2
.1.2 -- “Potential impacts of small scale sand mining on biological and
physical interactions, such as EFH, have been investigated by several
researchers including Kobashi and Stone (2009); Gelpi et al., (2009);
Dubois et al., (2009); and Stone et al. 2009. Kobashi and Stone (2009)
indicate substantial scientific uncertainties still exist as to whether and
how significant depth changes (i.e. sand mining), sediment size and
composition affect shoal bio-physical interactions as well as benthic
biological habitats. Kobashi and Stone (2009) and Kobashi et al.
(2009) conclude that large-scale sand mining that causes abrupt
changes in bathymetry would have a profound impact on shoal physical
and biological processes and is not recommended. Whereas, small scale
sand mining (e.g., removal of about 5 million cy of sands for restoration
of the Caminada Headland) is expected not to cause significant adverse
impacts on the physical or biological processes. These researchers
caution, however, that post-mining monitoring is crucial as substantial
scientific uncertainties still exist.”
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Tim Dantin email (TD email)

RESPONSE

TD email 01: Thank you for your comment.

————— original Message-----

From: tim dantin [mailto:timdantin@hotmail.com]
sent: Sunday, July 31, 2811 8:88 FM

To: Klein, William P Ir MVN

Subject: comment barataria basin barrier

7-31-11

who are you fooling, on the caminada headland project the state will fund enough
money to protect port fourchon{there interest] from belle pass to just east of
bay champagne then the corps will study for years which will give you a job for
years.no futher work on headland project will get done. yau'll get to keep yau'll
job and we get to lose our wetlands. 3@ years i'wve been following your studies
but see no progress. mowve dirt ' you should let us dumb cajun be in charge of
wetlands. we would protect our land. and save taxpayers money
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RESPONSE

TDpc 01: Thank you for your comment.
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Restore or Retreat (ROR)

P.0. Box 248-NSU - Thibodauwx, Louisiana T0310 - (985) 4484485 « Fax (985) 448-4486
sanone.maloz@michollsedi - www. Lorg

Auguet 8, 2011

William P. Klein, Jr.. EID
CEMVN-PDN-CEP

P.0. Box 60267

New Crleans, LA 70160-0267
william.p.klein jnfimsace army.mil

Re: Comments on Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA) Barataria Basin Bag#fer Shoreline Hestoration Draft Report

Desr Dr. Klein:

created by coastal Louisiana residents and stake 3
two moat rapidly eroding estuaries on eanth. BppeCzenting
Tegion, Restore or Retreat (ROR) would like to rgspéetfully submit the
(LCA) By ia Basin Barrier Shore line By fem Dirafi Report.

Restore or Retreat, Inc. is a non-profit coastal advocacy
who recognize the Barataria and Terrehonne basing
over 200 businesses and individuals throughowt
following o onthe £ y

ROR beligves a suite of proven ipdlniques are needed to accomplish the geal ofldhig-term restoration for coastal

critical landforms, restoring natural procegs€ and bolstering shorelines. The latter is
showcased in the LCA ppfect Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Regpef@tion (BBES), as approved inthe Water Resources
Development Act of2007 for investigation and constroction (sykf@ct 1o funding) at the cost of $242.600,000. Our specific
concermns regardpf this project are as follows:

Louisiare, including rebuil

Cost: Thefproject at its estimated 546,000,000 e4ceeds the WRDA 2007 authorization (and 150%% increase or

potentially significant fundin
belizve there should be a g

ommunication and have a good working relationship, it is still unclear whether design, engineering and funds from the
State’s Caminada project will be accepted within the USACE BBBS project. We believe the State’s committed $70
million from CIAP and surphus funds and potential $70 million from early NRDA should be accepted as the non-federal
cost share (314 7m stated in the draft document). as well as design and engineering techniques from the project
incorporated in the USACE BBES project.

RESPONSE:
ROR 01: Thank you for your comment. The Caminada Headland isthe

of 2007, P.L. 110-114, Section 7006(c)(1)(C). However, the USACE
considers Shell Island to also be a significant component for the NER
Plan due to its contribution to the sustainability of the Barataria Basin
barrier shoreline system. Therefore the PDT does not consider it aviable
option to remove the Shell Island component from the recommended
restoration plan. Project costs will be further refined during PED Phase.
During detailed design we will investigate methods to reduce the
construction cost.

/" recommended component of the NER Plan per Title V11 of the WRDA

ROR 02: Concur that there is uncertainty with regard to implementing

/ the State’ s Caminada Headland Restoration CIAP project in conjunction

with implementing the LCA BBBS project. The USACE cannot make a
determination at this time on crediting the State’ s Caminada Headland
Restoration CIAP project as part of the LCA BBBS study. Although the
USACE may accept work-in-kind for feasibility studies (such asthe
LCA BBBS Feasihility Study), the USACE is prohibited (Title VII of
the WRDA of 2007, P.L. 110-114, Section 7006(c)(1)(C)) from
accepting construction work-in-kind.
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Restore or Retreat (ROR)

Rea i, Ine
ROR Comments o "ABBRS
Page 2

Areas of Cos Tresolved [ssues: We acknowledge the unresolved issues as stated in the draft document,

meluding access to beach arcas. This complex issue should not deter project managers or governing autherities, bul should

I be resolved with great care and concern by all parties involved.

We do not agree with the statements made within the draft concerning the competing goals of the economic and

restoration ally made pertaining to the Greater Lafourche Port Commission. The GLPC

has been a leader in bal i¢ goals, including, but not limited to, supporting restoration on

he local, state and federal level by panticipating in and financially supporting restoration efforts for decades. This is not a

£ envin tal and

economy as well, lheir proteetion and vulnerability should not be diminished by those with a singular environmental

goal.

greline is a priority area for ROR becanse of its importance in
gurchon and LA Highway 1, as well as being a first line of

In conclusion. restoring the Lafourche Baratar
protecting vilal resources and infrastructure such as PO

defense for the entire basin from encroaching storms and salid

r. With the patential for significant funding sources
ed and engineered Lo it within the 2007 WRDA
whion or will be constructed by 2012, and

1 and incorporated within the LCAT

ing online within the foreseeable fulure, the project should be dedy

authodged project costs, Several significant projects are currently under co

bsolutely need to be consid 3 investigation.

Thank vou for your Wy and for the opportunity to submit these comments. If vou have any ques or need more

information. please do nONgesilate lo contact me al (983) 448-4485,

Sineerely,

Restore or Retreat, Inc,
1. M-
ﬁm@w’-“m‘ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ
Simone Theriot Maloz
Executive Dircetor

N

RESPONSE:

,ROR 03: The Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study is
authorized as an ecosystem restoration project. The purpose of a Civil
Works ecosystem restoration project is to restore significant ecosystem
function, structure, and dynamic processes that have been degraded.
Protection may be included as part of Civil Works ecosystem restoration
initiatives when such measures involve efforts to prevent future
degradation of an ecosystem's structure and functions. The Government
has the obligation to acquire sufficient real estate interests to construct
the project and to protect the integrity of the project features. In order to
ensure protection of project features, Corps of Engineers regulations
indicate that fee title should be acquired for ecosystem restoration
projects unless such protection can be accomplished through the
acquisition of alesser interest estate. At thistime, afinal decision has
not been made as to whether fee interest or a permanent easement will
be acquired for this project. However, regardless of which estateis
acquired, the primary acquisition goal isto protect the project features.
Any activity that could be allowed would have to be consistent with the
project authorization and function. The possibility for public access to
the project site will depend upon which real estate interest is acquired
and will be dictated by State and Federal laws as they relate to
ecosystem restoration projects.

MROR 04 Concur: The last paragraph on page 8-1 of the Final Integrated
Report will be modified as follows:

“There is also controversy resulting from the competing goals of the
economic, hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, and restoration
special interest groups. Some parties are primarily concerned with
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction and shoreline erosion.
Other groups are primarily interested in environmental restoration,
especially restoration of the Caminada Headland beach, dune, and
marsh ecosystems. Some interested parties are primarily concerned
with the economic goals such as recreation and oil and gas interests in
the Port Fourchon area. ...**

See response ROR 04 continued on following page.

MROR 05: see response on following page.
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RESPONSE:

ROR 04 (continued): "...Consequently, the economic (e.g.,
recreation and oil and gas interest) and hurricane and flood
damage risk reduction goals sometimes conflict with the
ecosystem restoration goals of the LCA BBBS to restore the
Caminada Headland barrier shoreline, dune, and marsh habitats
and associated essential fish and wildlife species.”

ROR 05: Concur that the Caminada Headland is an important
component of the Barataria Basin barrier shoreline system. See
response to comment ROR 02 regarding consideration of other funding
sources and Title VII of the WRDA of 2007, P.L. 110-114, Section
7006(c)(1)(C) authorized funding. The USACE considers conceptual,
proposed, and unauthorized studies as part of its alternative plan
formulation. However, in our costs analysis the USACE only considers
existing funded construction projectsin the area.
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US Department of the Interior (DOI)

RESPONSE

United States Department of the Interior MJ

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY {
Office of Emi Policy aud Complisnce -‘_.\ﬁ
1001 Indian School Road NW, Suite 348 Tﬁiﬁ:ﬁ'ﬁi
Albugquerque, New Mexico E7104
ER 11/560
File 9043.1
July 27, 2011

William P. Klein, Jr.
U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
PO Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Lowsiana Coastal Area
(LCA) Baratana Basin Barrier Shoreline (BBBS) Restoration, Lafourche,
Jefferson, and Plagquemines Parishes, Louisiana

Dear Mr. Klem:

The U.5. Department of the Interior has reviewed the subject DEIS. The following comments
are provided for your use as you prepare the final document.

The BBBS Restoration Study was 1dentified as a crifical near-term restoration project in the
LCA, Lowsiana Ecosystem Restoration Study Report (LCA Report 2004). As a component of
this report, the project was recommended for conditional authonzation by the Chief of Engineers
on January 31, 2003. The Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works (ASA-CW), after
obtaining the concurrence of the Office of Management and Budget, provided hus report on the
LCA to Congress on November 18, 2005. Title VII of the Water Resources Development Act
(WRDA) of 2007, PL. 110-114, Section 7006(c)(1) authorizes construction of the BEBS project
in accordance with the restoration plan in the Report of the Chief of Engineers dated January
2003, contingent on completion of a constmction report documenting any modifications to the
Chief's Report, approval of the Secretary of the Army, and submission to the House
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee and Senate Environment and Public Works
Committee. Section 7006(c)(4) of WEDA 2007 states that the cost of a project shall not exceed
150 percent of the cost of such project set forth in Section 7006(c)(1)}(C) of WRDA 2007 which
is listed as $242,600,000. Therefore, as currently authonzed, the BBBS alternatives are limited
to a cost of $363,900,000.

The Tentatively Selected Plan (TSF) is a combination of Caminada Headland Alternative 5
(restore the headland dune to +7 feet NAVDSS and the backbarrier marsh to +2 feet NAVDEE)
and Shell Island Alternative 5 (restore Shell Island as one island including done and marsh
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restoration). The initial construction of the barrier shorelines will restore or create 2,849 acres of
beach, dune, and marsh habitats. Approximately 1.816 acres of severely degraded habitat will be
restored while 1,033 acres of habitat will be created. The project will create an estimated 1,719
Average Anmal Habitat Units (AAHUs). The fully finded cost of the TSP 15 $446,000,000.
The average anmual cost of the Operations and Maintenance will be $6,160,938 with a present
value of $129,564,864. The estimated cost exceeds the anthorization. Additional authorization
from Congress would be required to implement construction of this project.

Because the TSP plan cannot be constructed within the maximum project cost as authorj2€d by
WEDA 2007, a subset of the TSP, Caminada Headland Altemnative 5, was selected gsfhe
recommended component of construction. The recommended component of cong#fuction
represents an mplementable and separable element of the TSP plan. s cost effctive and
mcrementally justified, and within the cost and scope of the current authopefation.

The following comments are provided in accordance with provisiope/of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordmation Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.5.C. 661 et sp), National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (83 Stat. 832; 42 U.S.C. 4321 ej#eq ), and the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 gifeq.).

U.S. Fish and Wildlife General Comments

The integrated Construction Report and DE¥S provide a good description of fish and wildlife
resources in the project area and projecjpacts on those resources. Bamier shoreline habitat in
the project area provides important habitat for several Federal trust species including neatropical
mugrants, threatened piping plm § and their critical habitat, brown pelicans, tems and gulls,
essential fish habitat and potgafially sea turtles. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service agrees that
the BEBS Restoration Plgewould help restore the essential Barataria Basin barrier shoreline
ecosystem. Specific gpffiments are provided in the following section.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Specific Comments

Page 442 Sectiop 4 [hreatened and Fndapeered Species Histdfic and Existine Condition
~Th s&cnondlscussesthreatmedandmdangﬂ'edspw irrthe project area. There is a table
jsting all Lowisiana species followed by a discussiope allrdevant species to the proposed
prmject,exoeptthepullidsmrgeun. The FWS retommends inclusion of the pallid sturgeon i the
discussion since the proposed Shell IslardBomow source is the Mississippi River where pallid

sturgeons may be present.

Page 5-22. Table 3-2Companson of Cumulative Impacts and Page 582, Section 5.13.2.1.1
Future with Brfject Conditions. C3/53 (TSF/NER), Direct Impacts — The table on page 5-22
givesaimief summary of past actions, present actions, firrure without-project action and firure
ith-project action impacts for the significant resources. The last column under Cumulative
Impacts for Threatened and Eﬂda.ugered Specms states the TSP “would not be likely to adversely
mpact brown pehcan or piping plover or piping plover critical habitat.™ However, on Page 581,
the document states “Because of impacts from the Deepwater Horizon and because this project
will be occurmng concurrently with other restoration projects m the project area we believe the

e

P

RESPONSE

DOI 01: Thank you for your comment. Concur, Section 4.15.1 and the
Biological Assessment have been revised to include a discussion on the
pallid sturgeon. Following isthe revision that has been madein the EIS:
“... Species that may be found in the study area include the piping
plover which winters in coastal Louisiana, frequenting outer
beaches and occasionally foraging on mudflats within the study
area. The West Indian manatee has been reported in the Lake
Pontchartrain system, during the summer months and may be a
rare visitor in the study area. The pallid and shovelnose sturgeon
are known to inhabit the lower Mississippi River, but recent
sampling efforts conducted by ERDC have not been able to
document their presence south of river mile 85 above Head of
Passes. It is believed that their presence within the vicinity of the
Mississippi River borrow area is rare.”

DOI 02: Concur, Table 5-2 has been revised so that it is consistent with
the impact assessment in Section 5.13.2.1.1, Threatened and Endangered
Species, Cumulative Impacts. Following isthe revision to reflect the
anticipated impacts to piping plover at its critical habitat. *“C5/S5
(TSP/NER): would be likely to adversely impact piping plover and/or
piping plover critical habitat;.....”
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proposed action 1s ‘likely fo adversely . . resTrrTEference to prping plover and their
Tecommends revising the two sections for consistency m regards to
impacts to plpmg plover and their cntical habitat.

Iuad.dlh.m,thebmwnpehca:nlsnolougerfad

Teratory bird dlscussmn n ﬂl.e Wildlife Resources Section. The discussion on migratory
blrds mrelannn to the TSP in this table should include mention of the restrictions on
construction dunng non-nestng period, construction buffer zone dunng nesting season, and the
possible need for a bird abatement plan (refer to Page 5-66, Section 5.8.2.1.1, Future With-
Project Conditions, TSP, Direct Impacts).

Page 567 and 5-80 — In the last paragraph on page 5-67 and in the first paragraph on page 5-80,
Te are personal cmunumlca‘hon citations for USFWS, 2010a (pg 5-67). and USFWS, May 11,

2009 (pg 3- ces Section. The FWS recommends adding those
references.

Page 569 Fishenes Resources. No Action Alternative. Page 5-72 Essential Fish Habitat No

Action Alternative_and Pase 5-75 Water Bottoms and Benthic Resources. No Action Alternative
— Each of these sections mentions the sand berm that was built to pmtectagamsttheDaep Water

Horizon Ol Spill and that it will provide a barmer 1slmd like ]Jabxtat usable by vang

rzad FETSamt on 1 andbeu\‘hnsmﬂleprt:Jec'larea The FWS
recommendsusmgﬂledesmph.unmpages 24 and 25 of the June 3, 2011, Biological
Assessment.

s
Cand.muns, I::Ld.l.rect Impacts — Tlus section dﬁcnbes the potmh.al mdlrect Impacts ﬁ'om the
renourishment operations. It states that “Renourishment operations would be conducted from
100 to 300 feet from the existing shoreline. Hence, there would be no impacts to benthic prey
species located within 100 feet of the shoreline that is typically ufilized by animals, such as the

the changes to the project with the addition o Tesa
single island ahematl\'e plus renourishment for Shell

RESPONSE

N

I~

Ol 02: see previous page response.

Ol 03: Concur, discussion of the brown pelican has been removed
from the Threatened and Endangered section and moved to the Wildlife
Resources section. The following revisions have been made to Table 5-
2 Wildlife Resources Section, Cumulative Impacts. “To comply with the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, the implementation of the TSP would
require that the Corp comply with restrictions on construction during
non-nesting periods, implement construction buffer zones during nesting
season, and the development of a Nesting Prevention Plan. A detailed
discussion of these requirements can be found in Section 5.8.2.1.1.”

1y DOI 04: Concur, references have been added.

DOI 05: Concur, Language from the BA has been added to section
5.9.1, Fisheries Resources, No Action Alternative (FWOP). The last
paragraph been replaced by the following language: “In response to the
2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill the barrier berm project was initiated
in an attempt to protect Louisiana’s coastal marshes from being
severely impacted by oil. In the vicinity of the Shell Island component;
berm number W8 has currently received approximately 1.3 million cubic
yards of sandy fill material. This material is placed in a linear fashion
and is stacked with a slope of approximately 25:1. Impacts to the
existing conditions are not known at this time. As this sandy berm is
reworked by tidal forces impacts to water depth or sediment
composition could result in the project area. It is believed that as this
sand is reworked it will provide a barrier island-like habitat (sand spits)
usable by various fish species.”

See following pages for continued response to DOI 05.
. DOI 06: see following pages for response
»DOI 07: see following pages for response.

DOI 08: see following pages for response.

LCA BBBS Final Construction Report and FEIS

3-93




US Department of Interior (DOI)

our comments, please contact Catherine Breaux of the FWS Ecological Services Field Office,
Lafayette, LA, at (304) 862-2689.

U.S. Geological Survey Comments

Pages 4-94 and 5-62; t the Final EIS include a discussion of the criteria for selection
L oration. Information on mangrove dynamics, restoration, usefulness in

Sediment trapping and the impacts of no action alternatives can be found in the following
references.

Eumara, MP., LP. Jayatissa, EW. Krauss, D.H. Plullips, & M. Huxham. 2010. High density
enhances sediment aceretion, surface elevation and tree survival in mangrove stands. Oecologia
164: 543-353.

Doyle, TW., KW. Krauss, W.H. Comner & A 5. From. 2010. Predicting the retreat and
migration of tidal forests of the northem Gulf Coast, USA, under sea-level rise. Forest Ecology
and Management 239: 770-777.

Krauss, KW, CE. Lovelock, K L. McEee, L. Lopez-Hoffman, SM1. Ewe & W _P. Sousa.
2008. Environmental drivers in mangrove establishment and early development: a review.
Adquatic Botany 89: 105-127.

Conner, WH., T.W. Doyle & EW. Krauss, Eds.. 2007. Ecology of Tidal Freshwater Forested
Wetlands of the Scutheastern United States. Springer. 303 p.

Eranss, KW. & JA. Allen. 2003. Factors influencing the regeneration of the mangrove,
Bruguiera gymnorrhiza (L.) Lamk . on a tropical Pacific island. Forest Ecology and
Management 176: 49-60.

If you have any questions conceming USGS comments, please contact Gary LeCain, USGS
Coordinator for Environmental Document Feviews, at (303) 236-1475 or at gdlecainfusgs.gov.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the Integrated Construction Report and
DEIS.

Sincerely,

4
Fi-ro P
‘,I(J:Mrm g

o /

Stephen B. Spencer
Regional Environmental Officer

RESPONSE
'DOI 08: see following pages for response.

DOI 05 (continued): “ Other direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts
related to the 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill are still being
determined. It is likely that these impacts would be similar to previous
oil spill impacts. For example, a study conducted on the Amoco Cadiz
spill in 1978 revealed that “light oil” resulted in considerable
detrimental impacts to the benthic communities. However, a separate
study revealed that the benthic organisms were contaminated, but were
not adversely impacted, from a spill of heavy crude (University of
Delaware, 2010). In 2003, Donlan et al. assessed the impacts of the
North Cape oil spill on communities of piping plover in Rhode Island.
The study first examined the abundance of prey species on Moonstone
Beach (the oiled island) and compared it to that of an adjacent, un-oiled
beach (Goosewing). Although the abundance of benthic organisms was
not significantly different between the two beaches, the species
composition was considerably dissimilar. For example, only two
Amphilporeia were found in the sampling station on Moonstone,
compared to 456 at Goosewing. This reinforced the common belief that
amphipods are the first group of organisms to disappear and one of the
last to recolonize once exposed to oil. Between 1990 and 1995, Jewett et
al. assessed the impacts of the Exxon Valdez oil spill on the benthic
communities in Prince Williams Sound, Alaska. The metrics of the study
included concentrations of hydrocarbons and benthic community
composition, diversity, biomass, and abundance. These metrics were
compared between a number of reference sites and oiled sites.

The comparison was conducted in 1990 (approximately 16 months after
the spill), 1991, 1993, and 1995. According to the authors, the “total
abundance and biomass of epifauna were generally higher at oiled sites,
primarily because of higher densities of epifaunal bivalves. Otherwise,
there were few consistent community-wide responses to oiling in
diversity, richness, total abundance, total biomass, or the abundances of
major taxonomic groups (e.g. polychaetes or bivalves).” The lack of a
stronger community-wide response was attributed to the varying
sensitivities of benthic organisms.

(See following page for continued response to DOI 05.)
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RESPONSE

DOI 05 (continued): “Other direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts
related to the 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill are still being
determined. It is likely that these impacts would be similar to previous
oil spill impacts. For example, oil-sensitive amphipods such as
Isaeidaes and Phoxocephalidaes were found in lower concentrations at
the oiled sites. These impacts were evident throughout the duration of
the study (i.e. 6 years after the spill). However, stress-tolerant and
opportunistic organisms such as polychaetes were found in higher
concentrations at the oiled sites due to organic enrichment. The study
also revealed that hydrocarbon concentrations in the sediment were
high (up to 15,300 ng/g) in eel grass beds immediately adjacent to the
oiled shorelines, but sharply declined after 1990 (Jewett et all, 1999).
Although the benthic organisms and habitat types within Prince
Williams Sound vary from that of the Project Area (eelgrass beds versus
sand beds and mud flats), the study does provide an indication of the
resiliency and recovery rates of benthic communities as a whole.
Furthermore, the results of the study indicate that the species
composition of the benthic communities is expected to shift as a result of
the Deepwater Horizon oil spill. Additional impact to water bottoms and
benthic organisms within coastal Louisiana resulted from the
construction of the 83,258 If sand berm designed to protect against the
BP Oil Spill (2010). The sand berm project required 19.7 million CY of
material to be dredged primarily from Hewes Point and then placed at
various re-handling sites further impacting Gulf waterbottoms and
benthic resources.”

DOI 06: Concur, Language from the BA has been added to Section
5.13.2.1.2, Threatened and Endangered Species, FWP, Indirect Impacts.
The following section has been revised to read: “Potential project-
induced indirect impacts would consist of temporary displacement to
nearby suitable habitats and temporary loss of benthic prey species
within the project footprint. Renourishment operations would be
conducted from 100 to 300 feet from the existing shoreline.

(See following page for continued response to DOI 06.)
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RESPONSE

DOI 06 (continued): Temporary indirect impacts to the piping plover
and other species that forage in the intertidal zone, would include a
reduction in the abundance and diversity of benthic prey species which
would be smothered by renourishment sediments as they washed on to
the shoreline. Benthic prey species smothered by restoration activities
would naturally recolonize the area within 6 months to 2 years post-
construction.

These impacts would be offset, to some degree, by restoration of a net
total of about 990 acres of barrier habitats on the Caminada Headland,
thereby increasing critical wintering habitat for piping plovers as well
as potential foraging and loafing habitat for other shore birds such as
terns, gulls, skimmers, and pelicans over the 50 year period of
analysis.”

DOI 07: Concur, the USACE responses to the USFWS's
recommendations in the FWCAR have been added to Section 7.1.4 Fish
and Wildlife Coordination Act Report.

DOI 08: Do not concur that the Final EIS include a description of
criteriafor selection of species for restoration. EP 1165-2-502
“Ecosystem Restoration — Supporting Policy Information” (1999)
specifies that ecosystem restoration in the Civil Works program use a
systems view in assessing and addressing restoration needs and
opportunities. Section 7 “Ecosystem Restoration and Philosophy”
subsection f of the environmental policy states:

“f. System Context. Restoration projects should be conceived in a
systems context, considering aquatic (including marine, estuarine and
riverine), wetland and terrestrial complexes, as appropriate, in order to
improve their potential for long-term survival as self-sustaining,
functioning systems. Fish and wildlife resources are dependent on, and
functionally related to, other ecosystem components and therefore
interactions among all relevant ecosystem components need to be
described and assessed during a ecosystem restoration study.”

(See following page for continued response to DOI 08.)
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RESPONSE

DOI 08 (continued): “Rather than limiting objectives to habitat for a
single species or resource commodity, such as mallard ducks or bass
harvest, ecosystem restoration inititatives [s] will consider
interrelationships of plant and animal communities and their habitats in
a larger ecosystem context. This is a more systemic approach for
addressing problems associated with disturbed and degraded ecosystem
resources than focusing only on fish and wildlife habitat. When
restoration planning focuses on optimizing habitat for a particular
species, the framework for evaluating the natural system is limited to
those aspects of the habitat for the species being considered.”
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S 57’4%
g 3 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
H g REGIONG
M s 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
Y, O DALLAS TX 75202-2733
AL proté

AUE 0 2 201

Colonel Edward R. Fleming
New Orleans District

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

Mew Orleans, LA 70160-0267

Dear Colonel Fleming:

In accordance with the National Envi
309 of the Clean Air Act, the Environmy
reviewed the U.S. Army Corps of
(DEIS) for the Louisiana C
Restoration Project, log
Louisiana.

ental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section
Protection Agency (EPA) Region 6 has
ineers Draft Environmental Tmpact Statement
Area (LCA) Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline

in Lafourche, Jefferson, and Plaquemines Parishes,

Sed on our analysis, EPA rates the DEIS as “L0O” (Lack of Objections).

fever, EPA offers suggested recommendations and minor comments for preparation
of the Final EIS (FEIS). EPA has enclosed detailed comments which more clear identify
those areas of informational needs and improvements for the development of the Final
EIS (FEIS).

EPA appreciates the opportunity to review the DEIS. Please send our office two
copies of the FEIS when it is sent to the Office of Federal Activities, EPA (Mail Code
2252A), Ariel Rios Federal Building, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20004. Our classification will be published on the EPA website, www.epa.gov,
according to our responsibility under Section 309 of the CAA to inform the public of our
views on the proposed Federal action. If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact Michael Jansky of my staff at jansky. michael@epa.gov or 214-665-7451 for
assistance.

Siu,:eré]y,
~ff jo [
i . A

- f--,lgl'tlxs.{i s w
R@a M. Smith

Chigf; Office of Planning

and Coordination
Enclosure:

Intorriot Address (LIAL) ® haip:fwaw.epa govivegions
Recycled/Recyclable @ Privied wih Vegetabie O Basad inks on 100% Recycled Paper, Process Chiceine Free

RESPONSE

/JEPA 01: Thank you for your comment.
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RESPONSE

DETAIL COMMENTS )EPA 01 (continued): see response on previous page.

ONTHE
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA (LCA)
BARATARIA BASIN BARRIER SHORELINE RESTORATION PROJECT
JEFFERSON AND PLAQUEMINE PARISHES, LOUISIANA

EPA 02: Concur. Thetitle of Table 5-3 has been revised for clarification
Mas follows:

“Table 5-3 Net Acres Created, Restored, and/or Protected by Other
Federal, State, Local, and Private Restoration and Regulatory
Permitting Mitigation Efforts.”

Inclusion of net acres associated with Regulatory permits and associated
mitigation is provided as part of the cumulative impacts assessment.
The table provides cumulative impacts for not only restoration net acres
created, restored and/or protected by other restoration actions, but also
provides information about the number of acres regarding regulatory
permits and associated mitigation efforts. In addition, Footnote #2 in

GENERAL COMMENT

EPA continues to support the LCA program and remains copfhitted to working
with the Corps of Engineers (Corps) and our other partners to expedite
implementation of specific LCA restoration projects. We ort measures to restore
Louisiana’s barrier islands and shorelines, including (heCorps’ “tentatively select
plan” which is comprised of Caminada Headl temative 5 and Shell Island
Alternative 5.

EPA concurs with the Co: Ccision in this case not to use rocgkf or other hard

structures as part of the propogedTestoration project. EPA agrees thef coastal restoration thetable cl early describesthat it is not theintent to i mply that
20 most;kjective syhoe i guidaios miyoal efnecivee; x| proogesss Rocks ae oflwes hand compensatory mitigation acres contribute to no net wetland loss. Rather,
easures, which are not consistent wigh(the natural structure and X . o N .
‘with Louisiana’s barrier islands and girelines. As acknowledged in the information isincluded as part of the cumulative impacts to wetland
A5, the use of rocks and other hard strucpfes can result in adverse impacts, acres.

" 2In the best-case scenario, compensatory mitigation (for civil works
EPA also concurs with the Corps d()u #0m 1o use external sediment sources for projects and regulatory permits) results in no net IOSS Of WetlandS.

much of the proposed restoration project. Fecifically, the use of sediments from Ship

Shoal and the Mississippi River will i the amount of sediments in the Barataria Hence, it is not the intent to imply that compensatory mitigation
system, thereby helping address to e extent the systemic sediment deficit in this and acreages would contribute to a net increase in wetlands as a result of
other coastal basins in Louisiana, . .
the Clean Water Act Section 404 program. Rather, these figures
As the Corps DEIScknowledges, the LCA program in general and this barrier represent an accounting of the various cumulative impacts to coastal

shoreline project in parg€ular represent critical near-term restoration measures which
should not be mistaleh for the larger and more comprehensive effort needed to address
coastal wetland lg#5 in Louisiana on the scale and scope warranted. Nevertheless, this

wetlands from Federal, state, local, and private restoration efforts.”

We would recommend that the Corps consider revising Table 5.3, which provides
Cumulative impact data pertaining to various on-going wetland restoration and protection
programs. Specifically, inclusion of compensatory mitigation data for civil works
projects and the Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 program in this table could be
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misinterpreted as suggesting that compensatory mitigats roTrSTesull in a net increase
in \Aella.nds While a at compensatory mmgat:on does not result in a
T imcluding these numbers in a labh_ entitled “Net Acres...” could nevertheless
give the impression that these regulatory efforts produce a net gain. Additionally, thc
reader is not informed of the time period represented in this compensatory miti
data, How many years of CWA Section 404 permitting daia are ing n the total of
15,228 acres of compensatory mitigation? In the abse; Fetich information, the reader
might erroneously assume that the CWA Secti 4 program is authorizing impacts to
an equivalent acreage on an

T, please note that schedule and resource constraints have affected EPA’s
Mty to fully engage in the interagency development and review of this LCA proj
EPA greatly respects the views of our state and Federal partner agencies wit
responsibilities and expertise pertaining to fish and wildlife impacts. Weould defer to
some extent to the recommendations of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife&€rvice, National
Marine Fisheries Service, and Louisiana Department of Wildffie and Fisheries on any
additional information and analysis needed for resoypeeS within their purview. EPA
encourages the Corps to fully address any suche@ds identified by these agencies.

TRIBAL CONCERNS

s the United Houma Tribe. They use the Louisiana coastal waters and estuaries for
subsistence fishing and trapping. While consultation with these tribes is not required due
1o the non-federal recognition of these tribes, it seems important to engage in special
outreach efforts to the Houmna and others. The project may inconvenience the tribal
people in their fishing, but the benefit will far outweigh any negativity. They will clearly
benefit from the successful restoration of the barrier islands, since their lands are slow]
and steadily receding. Nevertheless, they should also be engaged in publj pation
in this project.

AIR QUALITY

Ton, construction, rehabilitation, repair, dredging or filling activities
Totential to emit air poll and we req d best pement practices be
implemented to minimize the impact of any air pollutants. Furthermore, construction
and waste disposal activities should be conducted in accordance with applicable local,
state and federal statutes and regulations.

RESPONSE
_,EPA 02: Concur--see response on previous page.

EPA 03: Concur, the USACE will continue to coordinate with the EPA
aswell as other Federal and State natural resource agencies.

EPA 04: Your concerns regarding significant impacts are specifically
17 addressed in the NEPA document pertaining to cultural resources
(Section 5.14), essential fish habitat (section 5.10), wildlife resources
(Section 5.8) and fisheries resources (section 5.9). In accordance with
the regulations implementing Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, as a state recognized tribe, the Houma Indians may
participate as consulting parties (36 CFR 800.2(c)(5)). Under the NEPA
process, your suggestion to engage in special outreach efforts to the
Houma and others would necessitate an equal outreach effort to all
interested parties. 1n accordance with NEPA, Federal, state, parish and
local government agencies, Indian tribes, and interested parties were
notified through the Federal Register (cite publication here). Any
interested party may request a copy of the FEIS. Thank you for giving
us the opportunity to address your comments.

EPA 05: Concur, best construction management actions will be taken to
avoid and minimize potential adverse impactsto air quality in
accordance with applicable local, state, and federal statutes and
regulations. Section 5.20 describes potential project-induced impacts on
air quality.

>
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