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CWPPRA

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

AGENDA

December 12,2012, 9:30 a.m.

Location:

State Library of Louisiana
Seminar Center (1% Floor)
701 North 4™ Street
Baton Rouge, Louisiana

Documentation of Technical Committee meetings may be found at:
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/pd/cwppra_mission.htm

Tab Number Agenda Item

1. Meeting Initiation 9:30 a.m. to 9:40 a.m.
a. Introduction of Technical Committee or Alternates
b. Opening remarks of Technical Committee Members
c. Request for Agenda Changes/Additional Agenda Items/Adoption of Agenda

2. Report: Status of Breaux Act Program Funds and Projects (Susan Mabry, USACE)
9:40 a.m. to 9:50 a.m. Ms. Susan Mabry will provide an overview of the status of
CWPPRA accounts and available funding in the Planning and Construction Programs.

3. Report: Electronic Vote Approvals (Brad Inman, USACE) 9:50 a.m. to 9:55 a.m.

a. Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Project Scope
Change Request. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the
Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) requested approval
for a project scope change for the Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72). The project sponsors requested a scope change to increase the
project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net
benefits from 281 to 267 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUSs) (749 to 452 net
acres), with no change in project features. The primary reason for the project cost
increase was an underestimate of the marsh creation fill quantities during Phase 0.
The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss rate
calculated in the hydrologic restoration subareas. Since Priority Project List (PPL)
19, a new method for calculating loss rates was adopted by the Environmental Work
Group. The new method often results in lower loss rates than the previous method.
With a lower background loss rate, net acres were reduced in the hydrologic
restoration subareas. The Technical Committee voted by email on November 29,
2012 to recommend the proposal for Task Force electronic vote approval. The Task


http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/pd/cwppra_mission.htm

Force subsequently voted to approve the requested scope change by electronic vote
on December 11, 2012.

b. South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) Project Scope and Name
Change Request. The USFWS and requested approval for a project scope and name
change for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20). The
2009 project consisted of 453 acres of marsh creation plus freshwater introduction
(approximately 100 cubic feet per second) from the Mermentau River across
Highway 82 to target marshes. The project sponsors requested to remove the
freshwater introduction component because it was determined to no longer be feasible
and requested a name change from “South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration” to
“South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” due to the removal of the hydrologic
component. Additionally, USFWS and CPRA requested approval to decrease the
budget and benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat
Units (AAHUs) (415 net acres) to $21,933,085 and 184 AAHUs (427 net acres). The
Technical Committee voted by email on November 29, 2012 to recommend the
proposal for Task Force electronic vote approval. The Task Force subsequently voted
to approve the requested project scope and name change by electronic vote on
December 11, 2012.

. Report: 2012 State Master Plan Consistency and the CWPPRA program (Kirk
Rhinehart, CPRA) 9:55 a.m. to 10:10 a.m. Mr. Kirk Rhinehart will provide a briefing on
interpretation of the 2012 State Master Plan for CWPPRA projects on future Priority Project
Lists (PPLs).

. Decision: Request for Approval to Initiate Deauthorization on six projects (Bren
Haase, CPRA) 10:10 a.m. to 10:25 a.m. The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
(CPRA) is requesting formal deauthorization procedures be initiated on the six projects listed
below. These projects face technical implementation issues, have an unfavorable benefit-to-
cost ratio, or have languished for an extended period.

Freshwater Bayou Bank Stabilization (TV-11b), PPL 9, USACE

Delta Building Diversion North of Fort St. Philip (BS-10), PPL 10, USACE

Avoca Island Diversion and Land Building (TE-49), PPL 12, USACE

Spanish Pass Diversion (MR-14), PPL 13, USACE

White Ditch Resurrection (BS-12), PPL 14, NRCS

Bohemia Mississippi River Reintroduction (BS-15), PPL 17, EPA

Mmoo o

. Report: 2012 Report to Congress Final Draft (Karen McCormick, EPA) 10:25 a.m. to

10:35 a.m. The U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),
and EPA have been leading the 2012 Report to Congress efforts and will present the final
draft of the 2012 Report to Congress.

. Report: Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (CRMS) Report (Dona Weifenbach,
CPRA) 10:35 a.m. to 10:50 a.m. Ms. Dona Weifenbach will provide a report on CRMS.

. Report: Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection/Commercial Canal

Freshwater Redirection Project (TV-19) (O’Neil Malbrough, Shaw) 10:50 a.m. to 11:05
a.m. At the October 11, 2012 meeting, the Task Force voted to initiate deathorization
procedures for the Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shoreline Protection/Commercial Canal



Freshwater Redirection Project with a final decision at the June 2013 Task Force meeting.
The Task Force requested a presentation at the January 2013 meeting on the suggested
adjustments to the project’s scope and design. Mr. O’Neil Malbrough from Shaw will
provide a status update.

9. Report: Status of the Non-Rock Alternatives to Shoreline Protection Demonstration
Project (LA-16) (Quin Kinler, NRCS) 11:05 a.m. to 11:20 a.m. The final design (plans
and specifications) and final cost estimates for five alternative shoreline protection systems at
each of three sites will be submitted by previously approved Offerors to the Natural
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) on December 12, 2012. Those submittals will be
evaluated and a final ranking of the alternative systems will be available in January 2013. At
that time, NRCS and CPRA will make a recommendation and funding request for a specific
number of alternative systems at a specific number of sites. Mr. Quin Kinler will provide a
status update for the Non-Rock Alternatives to Shoreline Protection Demonstrations Project
(LA-16).

10. Report/Decision: 22" Priority Project List (Kevin Roy, USFWS) 11:20 a.m. to 12:00
p-m. The Environmental Workgroup Chairman will present an overview of the ten PPL 22
candidate projects and four PPL 22 candidate demonstration projects. The Technical
Committee will vote to make a recommendation to the Task Force for selecting PPL 22
projects, including demonstration projects, for Phase I Engineering and Design.

Region Basin PPL 22 Nominees Agency
2 Breton Sound Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing NMES
2 Breton Sound Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar USFWS
2 Barataria Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation 3 EPA
2 Barataria NE Turtle Bay Marsh Creation & Critical Area Shoreline Protection | NRCS
2 Barataria Elmer’s Island Restoration NMES
3 Terrebonne North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation NRCS
3 Terrebonne Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing USFWS
3 Teche-Vermilion | South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings and Terracing NMFS
4 Mermentau Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing NRCS
4 Calcasieu-Sabine | Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation and Terracing NMFS
PPL 22 Demonstration Project Nominees Agency
DEMO Hay Bale Demo USACE
DEMO Reconnection of Hydrologically Isolated Wetlands NMFS
DEMO CREPS: Coastal Restoration and Energy Production System CPRA
DEMO Bioengineering of Shorelines and Canal Banks using Live Stakes EPA
11. Report/Decision: Request for Phase II Authorization and Approval of Phase 11

Increment 1 Funding (Brad Inman, USACE) 12:00 p.m. to 12:30 p.m. The Technical
Committee will consider requests for Phase II authorization and approval of Increment 1
funding for cash flow projects for recommendation to the Task Force. Due to limited
funding, the Technical Committee will recommend a list of projects for Task Force approval
within available program construction funding limits. Each project listed in the following
table will be discussed individually by its sponsoring agency. Following presentations and
discussion on individual projects, the Technical Committee will rank all projects to aid in
deciding which to recommend to the Task Force for Phase II authorization and funding.




q Total Fully Net
Agency Project PPL Project Name DL L LG Phase II Cost | Funded Cost | Benefit LT (O
No. Start Date Cost per Acre
Est. Acres
EPA | TE-47 | 11 | ShipShoal: Whiskey West |y 014 | 3742 053 | $63.820,773 | $67.562.826 | 195 | $346.476
Flank Restoration
FWS | ME-20 | 11 | South Grand Chenier Dec 2013 | $2,358,419 | $19,574,666 | $21,933,085 | 427 | $51,366
EPA | MR-15 | 15 | Venice Ponds Marsh Sep 2013 | $1,074,522 | $21,112,602 | $22,187,124 | 318 | $69,771
Creation & Crevasses
Alligator Bend Marsh
NRCS | PO-34 | 16 | Restoration & Shoreline Sep 2013 | $1,660,985 | $38,665,259 | $40,326,244 | 192 | $210,033
Protection
Chenier Ronquille Barrier
NMFS | BA-76 | 19 : Oct2013 | $3,419,263 | $34,968,751 | $38,388,014 | 308 | $124,636
Island Restoration
FwWs | TE-72 | 19 | LostLakeMarshCreation |\ ')\ o013 | 65320214 | $32.306,514 | $34,626728 | 452 | $76,608
& Hydrologic Restoration
FWS | PO-104 | 20 g?g;‘;oﬁonf"“ca Marsh Jan2014 | $2,567,244 | $25456,740 | $28023.984 | 478 | $58,628

12. Additional Agenda Items (Tom Holden, USACE) 12:30 p.m. to 12:35 p.m.

13. Request for Public Comments (Tom Holden, USACE) 12:35 p.m. to 12:40 p.m.

14. Announcement: Priority Project List 23 Regional Planning Team Meetings (Brad
Inman, USACE) 12:40 p.m. to 12:45 p.m.

January 29, 2013
January 30, 2013
January 31, 2013
January 31, 2013
February 19, 2013

11:00 am.  Region IV Planning Team Meeting Abbeville
9:00 a.m. Region III Planning Team Meeting Morgan City
8:00 a.m. Region I Planning Team Meeting ~ New Orleans
11:30 a.m. Region II Planning Team Meeting New Orleans
10:30 a.m. Coastwide Electronic Voting  (via email, no meeting)

15. Announcement: Date of Upcoming CWPPRA Program Meeting (Brad Inman,
USACE) 12:45 p.m. to 12:50 p.m. The Task Force meeting will be held January 24, 2013
at 9:30 a.m. at the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 7400 Leake Avenue, New Orleans,
Louisiana in the District Assembly Room (DARM).

16. Announcement: Scheduled Dates of Future Program Meetings (Brad Inman, USACE)
12:50 p.m. to 12:55 p.m.

January 24, 2013
January 29, 2013
January 30, 2013
January 31, 2013
January 31, 2013
April 16, 2013
June 4, 2013

2013

9:30 a.m. Task Force New Orleans
11:00 am. Region IV Planning Team Meeting  Abbeville
9:00 a.m. Region III Planning Team Meeting  Morgan City
8:00 a.m.  Region I Planning Team Meeting New Orleans
11:30 a.m.  Region II Planning Team Meeting ~ New Orleans
9:30a.m.  Technical Committee New Orleans
9:30 a.m. Task Force Lafayette

Technical Committee Baton Rouge

September 11,2013  9:30 a.m.




October 10, 2013 9:30 a.m. Task Force New Orleans
November 13, 2013 7:00 p.m. PPL 23 Public Comment Meeting  Baton Rouge
December 12,2013  9:30 a.m. Technical Committee Meeting Baton Rouge

17. Decision: Adjourn



a.
b.
C.

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

MEETING INITIATION

Introduction of Technical Committee or Alternates
Opening remarks of Technical Committee Members
Request for Agenda Changes/Additional Agenda Items/Adoption of Agenda



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

STATUS OF BREAUX ACT PROGRAM FUNDS AND PROJECTS
For Report:

Ms. Susan Mabry will provide an overview of the status of CWPPRA accounts and available
funding in the Planning and Construction Programs.



Total Funding Required (Projects for which construction has
started)

Potential need

$251

Total Cost

PPL1-21 Projected Total

Funding into
CWPPRA thru
FY19

$2,277

Approved cost
to-date
$1,494

PPL1-21 Estimate FED&State Funds Approved Estimate




Sport Fish Restoration and Boat Safety Trust Fund Distribution of Receipts

President's Budget 2013 (MSR)

Last Updated June 25, 2012 Actual ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE ESTIMATE
FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 2020 2021 2022
Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Safety Trust Fund
Receipts by Treasury Category: Actual Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates Estimates
Gas (Motorboat) 393,996,000 331,000,000.00 349,000,000 370,000,000 390,000,000 412,000,000 434,000,000 455,000,000 477,000,000 500,000,000 523,000,000 546,000,000
Fishing Equipment (10%) 79,781,350 114,000,000.00 120,000,000 121,000,000 129,000,000 132,000,000 143,000,000 144,000,000 153,000,000 153,000,000 151,000,000 160,000,000
Electric Sonar & Trolling motors (3%) no longer taxed
Gas (Small Engines) 102,007,000 113,000,000.00 119,000,000 126,000,000 133,000,000 141,000,000 148,000,000 155,000,000 163,000,000 171,000,000 179,000,000 187,000,000
Import Duties/Customs (boats, fishing equip.) 38,275,616 43,000,000.00 49,000,000 53,000,000 57,000,000 61,000,000 64,000,000 69,000,000 73,000,000 79,000,000 84,000,000 89,000,000
Outboard Motors 2,566,334
Fishing Tackle Boxes 1,485,977
Fishing Rods and Poles 12,706,437
Subtotal, Excise Taxes 630,818,713.80 601,000,000.00 637,000,000 670,000,000 709,000,000 746,000,000 789,000,000 823,000,000 866,000,000 903,000,000 937,000,000 982,000,000
Interest on investments (Cash Basis) Sport Fish -4,436,134.65 26,034,606.83 26,062,037 26,359,226 30,018,692 30,827,522 31,841,409 36,436,145 37,761,620 39,400,191 44,271,363 46,028,364
Sport Fish Resoration and Boating Trust Fund MAX Sch N >>>>> 626,382,579 627,034,606.83 663,062,037 696,359,226 739,018,692 776,827,522 820,841,409 859,436,145 903,761,620 942,400,191 981,271,363 1,028,028,364
Total Receipts Available for Distribution 626,382,579 627,034,606.83 663,062,037 696,359,226 739,018,692 776,827,522 820,841,409 859,436,145 903,761,620 942,400,191 981,271,363 1,028,028,364
Less: Coast Guard Discretionary Expenditures
Coast Guard appropriation 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Available to Sport Fish account next FY 626,382,579 627,034,606.83 663,062,037 696,359,226 739,018,692 776,827,522 820,841,409 859,436,145 903,761,620 942,400,191 981,271,363 1,028,028,364
Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund
Deposits (from PY ARTF receipts) 650,321;8~Q 626,382,57§>L§ 627,034,??01 663,062,03{ 696,359:2% 739,018,??9{ 776,827,\52{ 820,841,)&2 859,436,\1*4§ 903,761,?)\2Q 942,400,‘[9{ 981,271,363
Adjustments from prior years 0 0.00 \ 0 \ 0 \ 0 \ 0 \ 0 0 0 0 0 \ 0
Total Deposits after adjustments 650,321,813.14 626,382,579.15 627,034,607 663,062,037 696,359,226 739,018,692 776,827,522 820,841,409 859,436,145 903,761,620 942,400,191 981,271,363
Boat Safety Spend-down P.L. 109-59 119 Stat. 1929-1931
Total New Budget Authority - Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund 650,321,813.14 626,382,579.15 627,034,607 663,062,037 696,359,226 739,018,692 776,827,522 820,841,409 859,436,145 903,761,620 942,400,191 981,271,363
Less Boat Safety transfers to Coast Guard
Boat Safety Improvement transfers to Coast Guard -117,699,203.56 -113,199,495.33 -113,246,424.74 -119,834,951.56 -125,915,421.47 -133,724,835.56 -140,633,685.71 -148,776,254.89 -155,916,280.98 -164,116,493.78 -171,264,629.55 -178,455,796.37
Boat Safety Spend-down P.L. 109-59 119 Stat. 1929-1931
B.Safety Budget Authority Adjusted by P.L. 107-295, Sec. 342.
Subtotal New Budget Authority for U.S. Coast Guard for MAX Sch X (117,699,203.56) (113,199,495.33) (113,246,425) (119,834,952) (125,915,421) (133,724,836) (140,633,686) (148,776,255) (155,916,281) (164,116,494) (171,264,630) (178,455,796)
Total funds after Coast Guard Adjustment 532,622,610 513,183,083.82 513,788,182 543,227,085 570,443,805 605,293,857 636,193,836 672,065,154 703,519,864 739,645,126 771,135,562 802,815,567
Adjustment:
$20M withheld from FY96 allocation restored in FY97. 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Net deposits into Sport Fish Account 532,622,610 513,183,083.82 513,788,182 543,227,085 570,443,805 605,293,857 636,193,836 672,065,154 703,519,864 739,645,126 771,135,562 802,815,567
Coastal Wetlands - Army Corps of Engineers
total New Budget Authority U.S. Army Corps of Engineers MAX Sch X (82,389,442.49) (79,239,646.73) (79,272,497) (83,884,466) (88,140,795) (93,607,385) (98,443,580) (104,081,006) (109,014,239) (114,687,094) (119,620,892) (124,582,106)
Subtotal New Budget Authority for U.S. Fish and Wildlife MAX Sch X 450,233,167.09 433,943,437.09 434,515,685 459,342,619 482,303,010 511,686,472 537,750,256 567,984,148 594,505,625 624,958,031 651,514,670 678,233,461
Coastal Wetlands - FWS
FWS Wetlands Grants (15% of Coastal Wetlands) 17,654,881 16,979,924.30 16,986,964 17,975,243 18,887,313 20,058,725 21,095,053 22,303,073 23,360,194 24,575,806 25,633,048 26,696,166
FWS North American Act (15% of Coastal Wetlands) 17,654,881 16,979,924.30 16,986,964 17,975,243 18,887,313 20,058,725 21,095,053 22,303,073 23,360,194 24,575,806 25,633,048 26,696,166
Total - Coastal Wetlands [(.18)(line 1)] 117,699,204 113,199,495.33 113,246,425 119,834,952 125,915,421 133,724,836 140,633,686 148,687,152 155,734,626 163,838,706 170,886,988 177,974,437
FWS Subtotal after Coastal deductions (s-u-v) 414,923,406 399,983,588.49 400,541,757 423,392,134 444,528,383 471,569,021 495,560,150 523,378,003 547,785,237 575,806,420 600,248,573 624,841,129
Clean Vessel Act - FWS
Pumpout Facility Grants 12,724,238.223 12,237,783.28 12,242,856.729 12,955,129.899 13,612,477.997 14,456,738.979 15,203,641.698 16,074,286.680 16,836,175.835 17,712,292.556 18,474,269.019 19,240,479.722
Boat Safety Spend-down P.L. 109-59 119 Stat. 1929-1931
Total - Clean Vessel Act 12,724,238 12,237,783.28 12,242,857 12,955,130 13,612,478 14,456,739 15,203,642 16,074,287 16,836,176 17,712,293 18,474,269 19,240,480
Non-trailerable Rec. Vessel Access - FWS
Access Grants 12,724,238.223 12,237,783.28 12,242,856.729 12,955,129.899 13,612,477.997 14,456,738.979 15,203,641.698 16,074,286.680 16,836,175.835 17,712,292.556 18,474,269.019 19,240,479.722
Boat Safety Spend-down P.L. 109-59 119 Stat. 1929-1931
Total - Non-trailerable Rec Vessel Access 12,724,238 12,237,783.28 12,242,857 12,955,130 13,612,478 14,456,739 15,203,642 16,074,287 16,836,176 17,712,293 18,474,269 19,240,480
Nat. Outreach and Communication Prog. - FWS
Outreach Grants 12,724,238.223 12,237,783.28 12,242,856.729 12,955,129.899 13,612,477.997 14,456,738.979 15,203,641.698 16,074,286.680 16,836,175.835 17,712,292.556 18,474,269.019 19,240,479.722
Boat Safety Spend-down P.L. 109-59 119 Stat. 1929-1931
Total - Nat'l Outreach 12,724,238 12,237,783.28 12,242,857 12,955,130 13,612,478 14,456,739 15,203,642 16,074,287 16,836,176 17,712,293 18,474,269 19,240,480
Multi State Conservation Grant Program
State Grants 3,000,000 3,000,000.00 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000
Boat Safety Spend-down P.L. 109-59 119 Stat. 1929-1931
Total - Multi State 3,000,000 3,000,000.00 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000 3,000,000
Special Funding for Commissions and Boating Council
Atlantic States Marine Fishery Commission 200,000 200,000.00 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
Gulf States Marine Fishery Commission 200,000 200,000.00 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
Pacific States Marine Fishery Commission 200,000 200,000.00 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
Great Lakes Fishery Commission 200,000 200,000.00 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
Sport Fishing Boating Partnership Council 400,000 400,000.00 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000
Total - Commissions and Boating Council 1,200,000 1,200,000.00 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000
Administration Expenses for Programs
Sport Fish Program Administration 9,909,902 10,293,415.21 10,691,770.38 11,105,541.89 11,535,326.36 11,981,743.49 12,445,436.96 12,927,075.37 13,427,353.19 13,946,991.76 14,486,740.34 15,047,377.19
Small Grant Program Administration [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900] [900]
Total Administration 9,909,902 10,293,415.21 10,691,770 11,105,542 11,535,326 11,981,743 12,445,437 12,927,075 13,427,353 13,946,992 14,486,740 15,047,377
Sport Fish Restoration Grants to States
Total - Apportionment to States 362,640,789 348,776,823.44 348,921,417 369,221,202 387,955,623 412,017,061 433,303,788 458,028,067 479,649,357 504,522,550 526,139,026 547,872,313
Adjustment from FY2000 Administrative carry-over (9400)
Final Apportionment to States
Account Outlays &/or for Outyears 475,450,730 457,913,278.63 443,948,968 444,206,938 457,455,472 479,357,872 505,777,337 533,290,580 561,449,162 589,823,746 618,288,459 645,667,623
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ICOASTAL WETLANDS, PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION PROGRAM (Breaux Act)

FY ACTUAL FY 04 Jan-05 Jan-06 Jun-06 Dec-06 Jun-07 Dec-07 Jun-08 Dec-08 Jun-09 Dec-09 24-Jun-10 8-Dec-10 29-Jul-11 9-Dec-11 26-Jun-12 6-Dec-12
FY 92 $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900 | $33,084,900
FY 93 $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110 | $33,173,110
FY 94 $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 [ $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100 | $34,939,100
FY 95 $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533 | $34,957,533
FY 96 $38,371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38371,625 | $38371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38371,625 | $38371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38,371,625 | $38371,625 | $38371,625 | $38,371,625
FY 97 $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000 | $44,134,000
FY 98 $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715 | $47,540,715
FY 99 $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079 | $46,864,079
FY 00 $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 [ $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 [ $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300 | $52,907,300
FY 01 $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220 | $52,659,220
FY 02 $62,332,369 | $62,332369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332369 | $62332,369 | $62,332,369 | $62,332,369
FY 03 $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $356,938,097 | $356,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097 | $56,938,097
FY 04 $59,023,130 | $59,023,131 | $59,023,130 [ $59,023,130 [ $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 [ $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130 | $59,023,130
FY 05 $58,054,804 | $62,421,000 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $358,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804 | $58,054,804
FY 06 $63,059,645 | $64,507,000 | $61,299,000 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645 | $63,059,645
FY 07 §76,402,872 | $65308,000 | $61,894,000 | $74,853,592 | $75957,636 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872 | $76,402,872
FY 08 $88,286,685 | $67,345,000 | $63,743,000 | $77,638,675 | $78,612,139 | $80,831,070 | $81,293,385 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685 | $88,286,685
FY 09 $89,916,489 | $70,000,000 | $65414,000 | $80,507,000 | $81,489,000 | $83,806,000 | $84,262,000 | $84,173,117 | $84,318,450 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489 | $89,916,489
FY 10 $84,566,889 | $70,000,000 | $67,637,000 | $84,016,000 | $85,151,000 | $86,782,000 | $87,445000 | $86,884,923 | $87,182,538 | $86,144,276 | $85,230,049 | $84,566,889 | $84,566,889 | $84,566,880 | $84,566,889 | $84,566,889 | $84,566,880 | $84,566,889
FY 11 $82,389,442 | $70,000,000 | $69,681,000 | $87,012,000 [ $88,103,000 | $89,901,000 | $90,656,000 | $89,798,801 | $90,241,174 | $88,634,493 | $86,307,862 | $83,299,687 | $84,620,743 | $82,389,442 | $82,389,442 | $82,389,442 | $82,389,442 | $82,389,442
FY 12 $79,239,647 | $70,000,000 | $72,131,000 | $90,399,000 | $91,410,000 | $93,067,000 | $94,074,000 | $93,099,987 | $93.430,694 | $91,295032 | $88,870,010 | $85921,904 | $87,426,023 | $84,526,539 | $84,785,539 | $79,239,647 | $79,239,647 | $79,239,647
FY 13 $70,000,000 | $74,211,000 | $94,110,000 | $95.131,000 | $96.659,000 | $97.418,000 | $96,175.422 | $96,652.244 | $94,002,582 | $91,727,148 | $88,535.045 | $90.359.907 | $86.557.868 | $87,075.868 | $81,354.810 | $79.272,.497 | $84.626,177
FY 14 $70,000,000 | $76,525,000 | $97,810,000 | $98,841,000 | $100,356,000 | $100,803,000 | $99,418,700 | $99,915,583 | $96,721,371 | $94,331,606 | $90,911,868 | $92,796,225 | $88,914,532 | $89,432,532 | $85,887,874 | $83,884,466 | $78,884,466
FY 15 §70,000,000 | $78,927,000 | $101,630,000 | $102,522,000 | $103,585,000 | $104,673,000 | $102,780,971 | $103,298.800 | $99,708,170 | $96,938,010 | $93,842.447 | $96.061,292 | $91,066.461 | $91,713.961 | $90,329.469 | $88,140,795 | $83.140,795
FY 16 $70,000,000 | $81,014,000 | $105,518,000 | $106,421,000 | $107,407,000 | $108,571,000 | $106,037,320 | $106,444,858 | $102,963,466 | $99,662,898 | $96,822,220 | $99,520,005 | $92,835303 | $93,482,803 | $96,009,537 | $93,607,385 | $88,607,385
FY 17 $70,000,000 | $83,101,000 | $109.633,000 | $110,385,000 | $111,646,000 | $112,552,000 | $109.420,603 | $110,109,689 | $106,370,677 | $102,782,772 | $100,093,135 | $103,024,004 | $94,500.492 | $95,147.992 | $100,922,126 | $98.443,580 | $93.443,580
FY 18 $70,000,000 | $85,189,000 | $113,909,000 | $114,497,000 | $116,052,000 | $116,723,000 | $113,695,241 | $114,281,117 | $110,182,428 | $106,300,718 | $103,438,784 | $106,611,477 | $96,194.475 | $96,841,975 | $106,640,698 | $104,081,006 | $99,081,006
FY 19 §70,000,000 | $87,276,000 | $118,351,000 | $118,762,000 | $120,633,000 | $121,049,000 | $117,909,000 | $118,516,000 | $113,356,209 | $109,303,731 | $106,717,314 | $110,140,901 | $98,147.861 | $98.924.861 | $111,698,023 | $109,014,239 | $104.014,239
FY 20 $70,000,000 | $89,363,000 | $122,967,000 | $123,186,000 | $125394,000 | $125,535,000 | $122,278,000 | $122,909,000 | $116,757,000 | $112,583,000 | $110,394,102 | $114,077,991 | $99,972,377 | $100,619,877 | $117,598,356 | $114,687,094 | $109,687,094
Total _|$1,218,841,651 | $1,696,506,179 | $1,772,384,982 |$2,076,393,894 | $2,088,507,402 | $2,110,561,569 | $2,119,496,884 |$2,104,401,269 |$2,110,029,331 [$2,078,781,377 [$2,046,683,477 [$2,017,189,068 [$2,041,851,130 [$1,972,317,912 [$1,977,627,412 [$2,009,282,544 |$1,989,972,713 |$1,960,326,393

Difference §75,878,803 | $304,008,912 | $12,113,508 | $22,054,167 | $8,935315 | (S15,095,615) | $5,628,062 | ($31,247,954) | ($32,097,900) = ($29.494,409) | $24,662,062 | (569.533.218) | 85,309,500 | $31,655,131 | (S19,309.831) | ($29,646,320)
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COASTAL WETLANDS, PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION PROGRAM (Breaux Act)

PPL/FY PPL Approval Date Funding Received Total Federal Funds Construction Program Planning Program
FY 92, PPL 1 31-Oct-91 22-Jan-92 33,084,900.00 28,084,900.00 5,000,000.00
FY 93, PPL 2 19-Oct-92 15-Jan-93 33,173,110.00 28,173,110.00 5,000,000.00
FY 94, PPL 3 1-Oct-93 34,939,100.00 29,939,100.00 5,000,000.00
FY 95, PPL 4 16-Dec-94 8-Mar-95 34,957,533.00 29,957,533.00 5,000,000.00
FY 96, PPL 5 28-Feb-96 3-May-96 38,371,625.00 33,371,625.00 5,000,000.00
FY 97,P PL 6 24-Apr-97 31-Mar-97 44,134,000.00 39,134,000.00 5,000,000.00
FY 98, PPL 7 16-Jan-98 6-Jul-98 47,540,715.00 42,540,715.00 5,000,000.00
FY 99, PPL 8 20-Jan-99 20-Mar-99 46,864,078.80 41,864,078.80 5,000,000.00
FY 00, PPL 9 11-Jan-00 21-Aug-00 52,907,300.00 47,907,300.00 5,000,000.00

FY 01, PPL 10 10-Jan-01 1-Mar-01 52,659,220.00 47,659,220.00 5,000,000.00
FY 02, PPL 11 16-Jan-02 15-Jan-02 62,332,369.00 57,332,369.00 5,000,000.00
FY 03, PPL 12 16-Jan-03 7-Jan-03 56,938,097.00 51,938,097.00 5,000,000.00
FY 04, PPL 13 28-Jan-04 29-Apr-04 59,023,130.00 54,023,130.00 5,000,000.00
FY 05, PPL 14 17-Feb-05 30-Mar-05 58,054,804.18 53,054,804.18 5,000,000.00
FY 06, PPL 15 8-Feb-06 28-Jun-06 63,059,645.00 58,059,645.00 5,000,000.00
FY 07, PPL 16 18-Oct-06 25-Apr-07 76,402,871.88 71,402,871.88 5,000,000.00
FY 08, PPL 17 25-Oct-07 24-Apr-08 88,286,685.00 83,286,685.00 5,000,000.00
FY 09, PPL 18 21-Jan-09 14-Apr-09 89,916,488.96 84,916,488.96 5,000,000.00
FY 10, PPL 19 20-Jan-10 10-May-10 84,566,888.73 79,566,888.73 5,000,000.00
FY 11, PPL 20 19-Jan-11 8-Apr-11 82,389,442.49 77,389,442.49 5,000,000.00
FY 12, PPL 21 19-Jan-12 16-Sep-12 79,239,646.73 74,239,646.73 5,000,000.00
FY 13, PPL 22 6-Dec-12 84,626,177.00 79,626,177.00 5,000,000.00
Total 1,303,467,827.77 1,193,467,827.77 110,000,000.00
Future PPL / FY 29 July 2011 Forecast 9 Dec 2011 Forecast g(;il_l?;:‘e;zif; (;l ldzs) Construction Program Planning Program
FY 14, PPL 23 89,432,532.00 85,887,874.00 78,884,466.00 73,884,466.00 5,000,000.00
FY 15, PPL 24 91,713,961.00 90,329,469.00 83,140,795.00 78,140,795.00 5,000,000.00
FY 16, PPL 25 93,482,803.00 96,009,537.00 88,607,385.00 83,607,385.00 5,000,000.00
FY 17, PPL 26 95,147,992.00 100,922,126.00 93,443,580.00 88,443,580.00 5,000,000.00
FY 18, PPL 27 96,841,975.00 106,640,698.00 99,081,006.00 94,081,006.00 5,000,000.00
FY 19, PPL 28 98,924,861.00 111,698,023.00 104,014,239.00 99,014,239.00 5,000,000.00
FY 20, PPL 29 100,619,877.00 117,598,356.00 109,687,094.00 104,687,094.00 5,000,000.00
Total (Future Funding) 666,164,001.00 709,086,083.00 656,858,565.00 621,858,565.00 35,000,000.00
Total (All Funding) 1,960,326,392.77 1,815,326,392.77 145,000,000.00
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STATUS OF CWPPRA CONSTRUCTION FUNDS

Task Force Meeting, Oct 2012

Current Estimate Current Estimate Current Unfunded Expenditures Fed Cost Share  Non-Fed Cost Share
Current Approved UNApproved Funded Unfunded Approved UNApproved Inception Unexpended 75% x of Current of Current
P/L Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate thru Present Funds Current Est Funded Estimate Funded Estimate
(a) (al) (a2) (b) (c) (cl) (c2) () (g) (h) (i) (i)
0 191,807 191,807 0 191,807 0 0 143,855 47,952 143,855 150,716 41,091
CRMS 0.1 114,607,082 114,607,082 0 75,846,538 38,760,544 48,231,574 (9,471,030), 35,256,293 40,590,245 56,884,904 64,469,557 11,376,981
MCF 0.2 1,500,000 1,500,000 0 1,500,000 0 0 0 666,704 833,296 1,125,000 1,275,000 225,000
SRA 0.3 569,586 569,586 0 569,586 0 0 0 426,056 143,530 427,189 484,148 85,438
CPTS 0.4 372,036 372,036 0 372,036 0 0 0 0 372,036 316,231 55,805
1 84,570,907 84,570,907 0 66,797,987 17,772,920 17,775,669 (2,749), 59,224,882 7,573,105 50,098,491 55,456,261 11,341,726
2 86,332,609 86,332,609 0 85,889,903 442,706 477,483 (34,777) 70,176,996 15,712,907 64,417,427 71,803,324 14,086,579
3 55,530,645 55,530,645 0 53,600,163 1,930,482 3,994,581 (2,064,099) 38,911,479 14,688,684 40,200,122 45,034,329 8,565,834
4 14,116,422 14,116,422 0 14,116,422 0 0 0 13,349,943 766,478 10,587,316 11,961,226 2,155,195
5 17,558,343 17,558,343 0 17,443,384 114,959 121,675 (6,716)| 15,989,630 1,453,754 13,082,538 15,699,046 1,744,338
5.1 9,700,000 9,700,000 0 9,700,000 0 0 0 3,432,749 6,267,251 7,275,000 4,850,000 4,850,000
6 72,981,974 72,981,974 0 66,932,938 6,049,036 6,052,460 (3,424) 39,430,022 27,502,916 50,199,703 60,239,644 6,693,294
7 34,136,929 34,136,929 0 34,136,929 0 0 0 29,475,151 4,661,778 25,602,697 29,016,389 5,120,539
8 37,915,451 37,915,451 0 37,842,053 73,398 158,909 (85,511) 21,423,410 16,418,644 28,381,540 32,165,745 5,676,308
9 181,627,766 113,414,667 68,213,099 97,837,230 83,790,536 15,583,219 68,207,317 60,970,854 36,866,376 73,377,922 83,161,645 14,675,584
10 253,005,636 112,111,677 140,893,959 102,394,044 150,611,592 10,200,597 140,410,995 73,240,944 29,153,100 76,795,533 87,034,937 15,359,107
11 560,500,317 313,003,487 247,496,830 260,913,221 299,587,096 54,361,959 245,225,137 155,415,153 105,498,068 195,684,916 221,776,238 39,136,983
11.1 14,130,233 14,130,233 (0)) 14,130,233 0 0 0 13,918,568 211,665 10,597,675 7,065,116 7,065,116
12 63,481,572 46,554,232 16,927,340 42,435,647 21,045,925 4,220,904 16,825,021 33,164,931 9,270,716 31,826,736 36,070,300 6,365,347
13 93,763,717 51,125,120 42,638,597 50,917,264 42,846,453 502,509 42,343,944 37,548,323 13,368,941 38,187,948 43,279,674 7,637,590
14 62,466,050 49,216,534 13,249,516 47,015,998 15,450,052 2,202,767 13,247,285 32,500,688 14,515,310 35,261,999 39,963,598 7,052,400
15 61,246,121 40,164,351 21,081,770 39,801,324 21,444,797 363,027 21,081,770 1,686,704 38,114,620 29,850,993 33,831,126 5,970,199
16 170,113,763 49,100,014 121,013,749 48,418,687 121,695,076 681,327 121,013,749 4,899,163 43,519,524 36,314,015 41,155,884 7,262,803
17 97,555,911 77,475,919 20,079,992 76,692,170 20,863,741 783,749 20,079,992 4,400,534 72,291,636 57,519,128 65,188,345 11,503,826
18 96,491,295 51,638,886 44,852,409 50,997,534 45,493,761 641,352 44,852,409 3,478,837 47,518,697 38,248,151 43,347,904 7,649,630
19 117,518,363 10,736,747 106,781,616 10,736,747 106,781,616 0 106,781,616 3,478,837 7,257,910 8,052,560 9,126,235 1,610,512
20 104,018,369 22,896,117 81,122,252 15,980,215 88,038,154 8,099,062 79,939,092 508,247 15,471,968 11,985,161 13,583,183 2,397,032
21 121,770,544 12,542,213 109,228,331 12,542,213 109,228,331 0 109,228,331 0 12,542,213 9,406,660 10,660,881 1,881,332
Total 2,527,773,448 | 1,494,193,989  1,033,579,460  1,335,752,273  1,192,021,175 174,452,823  1,017,568,352 753,118,954 582,633,319 1,001,535,178 1,132,777,208 207,585,590
2,527,773,448 2,527,773,448 1,192,021,175
Non Cash Flow 415,476,709 415,476,709 0 389,093,208 26,383,501 28,580,777 (2,197,276) Available Fed Funds $1,193,467,828
Cash Flow 2,112,296,739 1,078,717,280 1,033,579,460 946,659,065 1,165,637,674 145,872,046 1,019,765,628 N/F Cost Share $207,585,590
Total 2,527,773,448 1,494,193,989 1,033,579,460 1,335,752,273 1,192,021,175 174,452,823 1,017,568,352 Available N/F Cash $66,787,614
Construction Program Future Federal Funding (estimated) 9 Dec 2011 Forecast WIK credit/cash $140,797,976
PPL Year Fed N/F Total Total Available Cash (min) $1,260,255,442
23 FY14 78,884,466 11,832,670 90,717,136
24 FYI5 83,140,795 12,471,119 95,611,914 Federal Balance $60,690,620
25 FYl6 88,607,385 13,291,108 101,898,493 (Fed Cost Share of Funded Estimate-Avail Fed funds’
26 FY17 93,443,580 14,016,537 107,460,117
27 FY18 99,081,006 14,862,151 113,943,157
28 FY19 104,014,239 15,602,136 119,616,375
29 FY20 109,687,094 16,453,064 126,140,158
Total 656,858,565 98,528,785 755,387,350
Status of Funds\ !Status of funds 2012with Graph.xlsx 1ofl 12/11/2012, 9:49 AM




Planning Program Funding Request
10-Dec-12

Total Request | TF? | Total Recommended

Funds Available:

Total| $5,429,162.00 $5,429,162.00
FY13 - Planning Budget (and Outreach Budget) Request Approval:

Task Force Approved FY13 Planning Budget $4,618,438.00( Y $4,618,438.00
Task Force Approved FY13 Outreach Budget $452,400.00] Y $452,400.00
$0.00
Total $5,070,838.00 $5,070,838.00

FY13 Planning Budget- Additional Requests Not on Agenda Request for Approval:
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
Total $0.00 $0.00
Total Remaining Funds in CWPPRA Planning Program $358,324.00

cash flow \ meetings \ Task Force \ 8 June 2011\
PLANNING PROGRAM_Dec 2012_Tech Committee.xlsx



11-Dec-12

Construction Program Funding Requests for 12 December 2012 Tech Committee Recommendations

ESTIMATE FUNDING
Request TC? Request TC? Fed Non-Fed
1. Funds Available:
Current Estimate/Estimated DOI Funds for FY13 $2,527,773,448 $91,252,759 $79,350,225 $11,902,534

Task Force Approval (O&M, Monitoring, COE Admin, West Bay)

($30,562,139)

($26,575,773)

($3,986,366)

Total| $2,527,773,448 $60,690,620 $52,774,452 $7,916,168
2. Potential Funds returning to the Program
Potential Estimates Adjustment for Completed & Deauthorized projects ($16,553,065) $16,553,065 $14,070,105 $2,482,960

ESTIMATED
($16,553,065) $16,553,065 $14,070,105 $2,482,960

3. Agenda Item 3: : Electronic Vote Approvals Project Scope Change Request:
a. Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) $11,682,862 $0
b. South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) ($7,113,043) $0

Total $4,569,819 $0 $0 $0
4. Agenda Item 5: Approval to Initiate Deauthorization:
Freshwater Bayou Bank Stabilization (TV-11b), PPL 9, USACE ($34,532,329) ($397,229) ($337,645) ($59,584)
Delta Building Diversion North of Fort St. Philip (BS-10), PPL 10,
USACE ($5,465,430) ($265,360) ($225,556) ($39,804)
Avoca Island Diversion and Land Building (TE-49), PPL 12, USACE ($17,440,267) ($512,927) ($435,988) ($76,939)
Spanish Pass Diversion (MR-14), PPL 13, USACE ($13,902,017) ($1,111,528) ($944,799) ($166,729)
White Ditch Resurrection (BS-12), PPL 14, NRCS ($14,187,346) ($657,847) ($559,170) ($98,677)
Bohemia Mi ippi River Reintroduction (BS-15), PPL 17, EPA ($5,740,479) ($1,183,313) ($1,005,816) ($177,497)

Total|  ($91,267,868) ($4,128,204) ($3,508,973) ($619,231)
5. Agenda ltem 10: Dec 2012 - PPL 22 Project List Recommendation:
Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing, NMFS $31,377,030 $3,198,248 $2,718,511 $479,737
Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar, FWS $23,692,705 $2,308,599 $1,962,309 $346,290
Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery-Marsh Creation 3, EPA $38,279,163 $3,415,930 $2,903,541 $512,390
NE Turtle Bay Marsh Creation & Critical Area Shoreline Protection,
NRCS $40,494,122 $3,474,110 $2,952,994 $521,117
Elmer's Island Restoration, NMFS $35,745,200 $3,974,176 $3,378,050 $596,126
North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation, NRCS $30,385,887 $3,216,194 $2,733,765 $482,429
Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing, FWS $30,344,992 $3,206,177 $2,725,250 $480,927
South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings and Terracing, NMFS $6,506,921 $777,158 $660,584 $116,574
Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing, NRCS $13,622,423 $1,954,290 $1,661,147 $293,144




Construction Program Funding Requests for 12 December 2012 Tech Committee Recommendations

ESTIMATE FUNDING
Request TC? Request TC? Fed Non-Fed
Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation and Terracing, NMFS $27,685,820 $3,108,025 $2,641,821 $466,204
Total $278,134,263 $28,632,907 $24,337,971 $4,294,936
6. Agenda Iltem 10: Dec 2012 - PPL 22 Demonstration Project Recommendation:
Hay Bale Demo, COE $2,126,843 $2,126,843 $1,807,817 $319,026
Reconnection of Hydrologically Isolated Wetlands, NMFS $1,724,012 $1,724,012 $1,465,410 $258,602
CREPS: Coastal Restoration & Energy Production System, CPRA $3,357,745 $3,357,745 $2,854,083 $503,662
Bioengineering of Shorelines & Canal Banks using Live Stakes, EPA $2,562,494 $2,562,494 $2,178,120 $384,374
Total $9,771,094 $9,771,094 $8,305,430 $1,465,664
7. Agenda Iltem 11: Dec 2012 - Phase ll Incr 1: January 2012 Phase Il Incr 1 Requests (Construction + 3 years OM&M)
Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration, TE-47, PPL 11 EPA (8) $67,562,826 $63,631,540 $54,086,809 $9,544,731
South Grand Chenier, ME-20, PPL 11 FWS $21,933,085 $19,232,722 $16,347,814 $2,884,908
Venice Ponds Marsh Creation & Crevasses, MR-15, PPL15 EPA (2) $22,187,124 $19,935,800 $16,945,430 $2,990,370
Alligator Bend Marsh Restoration & Shoreline Protection, PO-34,
PPL16 NRCS (1) $40,326,244 $27,132,721 $23,062,813 $4,069,908
Chenier Ronquille Barrier Island Restoration, BA-76, PPL19 NMFS (2) $38,388,014 $34,147,209 $29,025,128 $5,122,081
Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic Restoration, TE-72, PPL19
FWS $34,626,728 $29,084,228 $24,721,594 $4,362,634
Bayou Bonfouca Marsh Creation, PO-104, PPL20 FWS $28,023,984 $25,010,119 $21,258,601 $3,751,518
Total $253,048,005 $218,174,339 $185,448,188 $32,726,151
8. Placeholder Pending Task Force decision in January
Freshwater Bayou Wetland Protection (ME-04), PPL-2, NRCS $2,450,664 $2,083,064 $367,600
Freshwater Bayou Bank Stabilization (ME-13) PPL-5, NRCS $2,971,354 $2,503,540 $441,801
Total $5,422,018 $0 $4,586,604 ($4,586,604)]
(1) Funds Available for 12 December 2011 Recommendations| $2,527,773,448 $60,690,620
(2,4) Potential Funds to be Returned to Construction Program ($16,553,065) $16,553,065
(4, 5, 6) 12 Dec 2012 Proposed Recommendations $529,822,315 $273,131,405
12 Dec 2012 Approved Recommendation $0 $0
Available Funds| $2,511,220,384 $77,243,685




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

ELECTRONIC VOTE APPROVALS
For Report:

a. Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Project Scope
Change Request. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the
Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) requested approval
for a project scope change for the Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72). The project sponsors requested a scope change to increase the
project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net
benefits from 281 to 267 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUSs) (749 to 452 net
acres), with no change in project features. The primary reason for the project cost
increase was an underestimate of the marsh creation fill quantities during Phase 0.
The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss rate
calculated in the hydrologic restoration subareas. Since Priority Project List (PPL)
19, a new method for calculating loss rates was adopted by the Environmental Work
Group. The new method often results in lower loss rates than the previous method.
With a lower background loss rate, net acres were reduced in the hydrologic
restoration subareas. The Technical Committee voted by email on November 29,
2012 to recommend the proposal for Task Force electronic vote approval. The Task
Force subsequently voted to approve the requested scope change by electronic vote
on December 11, 2012.

b. South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) Project Scope and Name
Change Request. The USFWS and requested approval for a project scope and name
change for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20). The
2009 project consisted of 453 acres of marsh creation plus freshwater introduction
(approximately 100 cubic feet per second) from the Mermentau River across
Highway 82 to target marshes. The project sponsors requested to remove the
freshwater introduction component because it was determined to no longer be feasible
and requested a name change from “South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration” to
“South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” due to the removal of the hydrologic
component. Additionally, USFWS and CPRA requested approval to decrease the
budget and benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat
Units (AAHUSs) (415 net acres) to $21,933,085 and 184 AAHUs (427 net acres). The
Technical Committee voted by email on November 29, 2012 to recommend the
proposal for Task Force electronic vote approval. The Task Force subsequently voted
to approve the requested project scope and name change by electronic vote on
December 11, 2012.



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 2:20 PM

To: 'bill honker'; 'Chris Doley'; 'Fleming, Edward R COL MVN'; 'Garret Graves'; 'Jeff Weller';
'Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov)'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Enger Kinchen (enger.kinchen@la.gov); 'Stuart Brown'; Wandell,

Scott F MVN; 'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Darryl Clark’; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen
McCormick (McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)’; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov';
'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov'; 'Cecelia Linder'; 'Chris Allen'; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John
Jurgensen'; 'Kevin Roy'; 'Paul Kaspar'; 'Rachel Sweeney'

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic
Restoration Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)
Attachments: TF Votes_Lost Lake.pdf

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Task Force,

We have an electronic vote concurrence to approve FWS and CPRA's requested scope change to

increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net
benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features,

for the Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

Thanks you all for rapid responses.

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2012 10:29 AM

To: 'bill honker'; 'Chris Doley'; 'Fleming, Edward R COL MVN'; 'Garret Graves'; 'Jeff
Weller'; 'Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov)'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Enger Kinchen (enger.kinchen@la.gov); 'Stuart Brown'; Wandell, Scott
F MVN; ‘'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Darryl Clark'; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov'; 'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov';
‘Cecelia Linder'; 'Chris Allen'; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John Jurgensen'; 'Kevin Roy'; 'Paul
Kaspar'; 'Rachel Sweeney'

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic Restoration
Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Task Force Members,

Please see the attached memorandum from the Chairman of the Task Force requesting an
electronic vote to approve FWS and CPRA's requested scope change to increase the project
fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net benefits from 281 to
267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features, for the Lost Lake Marsh
Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).



Please fax your completed form to the US Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2572 OR email a
scanned copy to me (Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil) or Brad Inman (Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil)
by Tuesday, December 11, 2012.

Thank you,
Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 60267
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA 70160-0267

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

06 DEC 2012
CEMVN-PM-B

MEMORANDUM FOR Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

SUBJECT: Recommendation to approve the requested project scope change for the PPL 19 -
Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72)

1. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection
and Restoration Authority (CPRA) are requesting approval for a project scope change for the
Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72). The project sponsors request a
scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and
reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (749 to 452 net
acres), with no change in project features. The primary reason for the project cost increase was
an underestimate of the marsh creation fill quantities during Phase 0. The primary reason for the
reduction in net acres is the lower background loss rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration
subareas. Since Priority Project List (PPL) 19, a new method for calculating loss rates was
adopted by the Environmental Work Group. The new method often results in lower loss rates
than the previous method. With a lower background loss rate, net acres were reduced in the
hydrologic restoration subareas. Additional information on this request is enclosed (Encl 1).
The Technical Committee voted by email on 29 November 2012, to recommend the proposal for
Task Force electronic vote approval.

2. On behalf of USFWS and CPRA, I request an electronic vote from the Task Force regarding
the recommended approval of the project scope change request. Please consider the following
motion:

- The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to
approve USFWS and CPRA’s requested scope change to increase the project fully funded budget
from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (749 to
452 net acres), with no change in project features, for the Lost Lake Marsh Creation and
Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

3. Please use the enclosed facsimile transmittal form to submit your vote (Encl 2). Please fax
your completed form to the US Army Corps of Engineers at (504) 862-2572 or email a scanned
copy to Brad.L.Inman(@usace.army.mil by COB Tuesday, 11 December 2012.




CEMVN-PM-B
SUBJECT: Recommendation to approve the requested project scope change for the PPL 19 —
Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72)

4. If you have any questions concerning this request, please contact Mr. Brad Inman, CWPPRA

Program Manager, at (504) 862-2124.
= \

2 Encls EDWARD R. FLEMING
as Colonel, EN
Commanding

CF via email (w/encls):

Mr. Garret Graves, LA Office of the Governor

Mr. William Honker, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Jeffrey Weller, US Fish and Wildlife Service

Mr. Kevin Norton, Natural Resource Conservation Service

Mr. Chris Doley, National Oceanic and Atmosphere Administration
Mr. Darryl Clark, US Fish and Wildlife Service

Mr. Kirk Rhinehart, LA Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration
Mr. Rick Hartman, National Marine and Fisheries Service

Ms. Karen McCormick, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Britt Paul, Natural Resource Conservation Service

Mr. Tom Holden, US Army Corps of Engineers



Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72)

The Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project was approved on Priority
Project List 19 in 2010 with a total fully funded cost of $22,943,866. The project benefited a
total project area of 7,312 acres and resulted in 281 average annual habitat units (AAHUs) and

749 net acres.

Change in Project Scope

Report to the Technical Committee

November 26, 2012

The Fish and Wildlife Service and Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority

request Technical Committee and Task Force approval for a project scope change due to changes
in the total project cost and benefits (i.e., net acres) by more than 25 percent. Project features are
essentially unchanged from the PPL19 project.

The primary reason for the project cost increase was an underestimate of the marsh creation fill

quantities during Phase 0. The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the lower

background loss rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration subareas. Since PPL19, a new
method for calculating loss rates was adopted by the Environmental Work Group. The new
method often results in lower loss rates than the previous method. With a lower background loss
rate, net acres were reduced in the hydrologic restoration subareas.

The revised fully funded cost has been reviewed and approved by the Engineering and Economic
Work Groups. The revised benefits have been reviewed and approved by the Environmental

Work Group (see the table below).

Comparison of Ori

ginal (PPL19) and Revised Costs and Benefits.

PPL19 Project Phase 2 Project Increase/Decrease
Fully-funded Cost $22,943,866 $34,626,728 51%
Project Area 7,312 7,312 0%
Net Acres 749 452 -40%
AAHUs 281 268 -5%

Encl 1
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Encl 1



FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agency NAME/OFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO.

[FROM

NOAA Fisheries Christopher D. Doley 301-427-8660 301-713-0184
TO

USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
Classihcation Precedence No., Pages Date/time Releaser's Signature
Including Header

REMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve USFWS and
CPRA's requested scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to
$34,626,728 and reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in
project features, for the Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

Please check one of the following:

Ii| | approve the motion as stated above.

::I I do NOT approve the motion as stated above.

Signed,

/;? -/é ‘&ip‘-—-—/

ChristopherD. Doley / Date

Encl 2



FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agency NAME/OFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO.

FROM

DOI, Fish and Wildlife Service Jeffrey Weller 337-291-3115
TO

USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
Classification Precedence No. Pages Date/time Releaser's Signature
Including Header

WREMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve USFWS and CPRA’s
requested scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce
the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features, for the Lost
Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

Please check one of the following:

[ P4 | 1 approve the motion as stated above.

| | 1do NOT approve the motion as stated above.

Signed, e

y, \
Jeffrey'Weller 10-Dec-12

Encl 2



FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agency NAME/OFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO.
FROM
Agency Name Task Force Member Name 214-665-7107

USEPA William Honker
TO

USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572

CWPPRA Program Manager
Classification Precedence No. Pages Date/time Releaser's Signature
Including Header

REMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve USFWS and
CPRA's requested scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728
and reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project
features, for the Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

Please check one of the following:

| approve the motion as stated above.

|:| | do NOT approve the motion as stated above.

gy
/I for William Honker 12/11/2012
Task Force Member Name Date

Encl 2



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Garret Graves [Garret.Graves@LA.GOV]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 1:24 PM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Cc: Jerome Zeringue; Kirk Rhinehart; Chris Allen (CPRA)

Subject: Re: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic

Restoration Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

We concur.

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor [mailto:Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 01:12 PM

To: bill honker <honker.william@epa.gov>; Chris Doley <chris.doley@noaa.gov>; Fleming, Edward
R COL MVN <Edward.R.Fleming.Col@usace.army.mil>; Garret Graves; Jeff Weller

<Jeff Weller@fws.gov>; Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov) <kevin.norton@la.usda.gov>

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN <Susan.M.Mabry@usace.army.mil>; Enger Kinchen; Stuart Brown; Wandell,
Scott F MVN <Scott.F.Wandell@usace.army.mil>; britt.paul@la.usda.gov
<britt.paul@la.usda.gov>; Darryl Clark <darryl clark@fws.gov>; Holden, Thomas A MVN
<Thomas.A.Holden@usace.army.mil>; Karen McCormick (McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)
<McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov>; Kirk Rhinehart; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov
<Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov>; Cecelia Linder <cecelia.linder@noaa.gov>; Chris Allen (CPRA);
Inman, Brad L MVN <Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil>; John Jurgensen <john.jurgensen@la.usda.gov>;
Kevin Roy <kevin roy@fws.gov>; Paul Kaspar <Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov>; Rachel Sweeney
<rachel.sweeney@noaa.gov>

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic
Restoration Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

REMINDER: Task Force electronic votes are due by COB today for the below scope change request
and the South Grand Chenier scope and name change request.

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2012 10:29 AM

To: 'bill honker'; 'Chris Doley'; 'Fleming, Edward R COL MVN'; 'Garret Graves'; 'Jeff
Weller'; 'Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov)'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Enger Kinchen (enger.kinchen@la.gov); 'Stuart Brown'; Wandell, Scott
F MVN; ‘'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Darryl Clark'; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov'; 'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov';
‘Cecelia Linder'; 'Chris Allen'; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John Jurgensen'; 'Kevin Roy'; 'Paul
Kaspar'; 'Rachel Sweeney'

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic Restoration
Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Task Force Members,

Please see the attached memorandum from the Chairman of the Task Force requesting an
electronic vote to approve FWS and CPRA's requested scope change to increase the project
fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net benefits from 281 to
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267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features, for the Lost Lake Marsh
Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

Please fax your completed form to the US Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2572 OR email a
scanned copy to me (Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil) or Brad Inman (Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil)
by Tuesday, December 11, 2012.

Thank you,
Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 2:21 PM

To: 'bill honker'; 'Chris Doley'; 'Fleming, Edward R COL MVN'; 'Garret Graves'; 'Jeff Weller';
'Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov)'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Enger Kinchen (enger.kinchen@la.gov); 'Stuart Brown'; 'Cecelia

Linder'; 'Chris Allen'; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John Jurgensen'; 'Kevin Roy'; 'Paul Kaspar',
'Rachel Sweeney'; 'britt.paul@la.usda.gov’; 'Darryl Clark’; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen
McCormick (McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)’; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov';
'Richard.Hartman@noaa.goVv'

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) Project Scope and
Name Change (UNCLASSIFIED)
Attachments: TF Votes_South Grand Chenier.pdf

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Task Force,

We have an electronic vote concurrence to approve FWS and CPRA's request to remove the
freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and benefits to
$21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the “South
Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” project for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration
Project (ME-20).

Thanks you all for rapid responses.

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

————— Original Message-----

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2012 7:33 AM

To: 'bill honker'; 'Chris Doley'; 'Fleming, Edward R COL MVN'; 'Garret Graves'; 'Jeff
Weller'; 'Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov)'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Enger Kinchen (enger.kinchen@la.gov); 'Stuart Brown'; 'Cecelia
Linder'; 'Chris Allen'; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John Jurgensen'; 'Kevin Roy'; 'Paul Kaspar';
‘Rachel Sweeney'; 'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Darryl Clark'; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen
McCormick (McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov';
'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov'

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) Project Scope and
Name Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Task Force Members,

Please see the attached memorandum from the Chairman of the Task Force requesting an
electronic vote to approve FWS and CPRA's request to remove the freshwater introduction
feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and benefits to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184
AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the “South Grand Chenier Marsh
Creation” project for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20).
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Please fax your completed form to the US Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2572 OR email a
scanned copy to me (Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil) or Brad Inman (Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil)
by Tuesday, December 11, 2012.

Thank you,
Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 60267
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA 70160-0267

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

0 8 DEC »7n17
CEMVN-PM-B 8 DEC 2012

MEMORANDUM FOR Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

SUBJECT: Recommendation to approve the requested project scope and name change for the
PPL 11 — South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20)

1. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection
and Restoration Authority (CPRA) are requesting approval for a project scope and name change
for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20). The 2009 project
consisted of 453 acres of marsh creation plus freshwater introduction (approximately 100 cubic
feet per second) from the Mermentau River across Highway 82 to target marshes. The project
sponsors wish to remove the freshwater introduction component because it was determined to no
longer be feasible and request a name change from “South Grand Chenier Hydrologic
Restoration” to “South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” due to the removal of the hydrologic
component. Additionally, USFWS and CPRA request approval to decrease the budget and
benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (415 net
acres) to $21,933,085 and 184 AAHUSs (427 net acres). Additional information on this request is
enclosed (Encl 1). The Technical Committee voted by email on 29 November 2012 to
recommend the proposal for Task Force electronic vote approval.

2. On behalf of USFWS and CPRA, I request an electronic vote from the Task Force regarding
the recommended approval of the project scope and name change requests. Please consider the
following motion:

- The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to
approve USFWS and CPRA’s request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to
feasibility, decrease the budget and benefits to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUs (- 37%)
(427 net acres), and change the name to the “South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” project for
the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20).

3. Please use the enclosed facsimile transmittal form to submit your vote (Encl 2). Please fax
your completed form to the US Army Corps of Engineers at (504) 862-2572 or email a scanned
copy to Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil by COB Tuesday, 11 December 2012.




CEMVN-PM-B
SUBJECT: Recommendation to approve the requested project scope and name change for the
PPL 11 — South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20)

4. If you have any questions concerning this request, please contact Mr. Brad Inman, CWPPRA
Program Manager, at (504) 862-2124.
/-/

2 Encls EDWARD R. FLEMING
as Colonel, EN
Commanding

CF via email (w/encls):

Mr. Garret Graves, LA Office of the Governor

Mr. William Honker, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Jeffrey Weller, US Fish and Wildlife Service

Mr. Kevin Norton, Natural Resource Conservation Service

Mr. Chris Doley, National Oceanic and Atmosphere Administration
Mr. Darryl Clark, US Fish and Wildlife Service

Mr. Kirk Rhinehart, LA Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration
Mr. Rick Hartman, National Marine and Fisheries Service

Ms. Karen McCormick, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Britt Paul, Natural Resource Conservation Service

Mr. Tom Holden, US Army Corps of Engineers



South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20)
Change in Project Scope and Name
Report to the Technical Committee
November 26, 2012

The South Grand Chenier project was approved on PPL 11 in 2002 for a total fully
funded cost of $20,998,000 to benefit 440 net acres in Cameron Parish, LA. The project
was revised in 2009 with a fully funded cost of $29,046,128 and 415 net acres.

The Fish and Wildlife Service and State Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
request Technical Committee and Task Force approval for a project scope and name
change to remove the freshwater introduction component, decrease the budget to
$21,933,085 (-25%), and decrease the benefits to 184 Average Annual Habitat Units
(although the net acres increased slightly to 427 acres) from the 2009 project (Table 1).

The 2009 project consisted of 453 acres of marsh creation plus fresh water introduction
(approximately 100 cubic feet per second) from the Mermentau River across Highway 82
to target marshes (Figure 1). Project sponsors wish to remove the freshwater introduction
feature because it was determined to no longer be feasible, and request a name change
from “South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration” to “South Grand Chenier Marsh
Creation” due to the removal of that hydrologic component.

The fully funded revised budget was approved by the Engineering and Economic Work
Groups; the revised benefits were approved by the Environmental Work Group (Table 1).

Table 1: 2009 Project vs. Current Project Costs and Benefits.

2009 Revised Current Revised Increase/Decrease
Project Project

Fully-funded $29,046,128 $21,933,085 -25%

Cost

Net Acres Year 415 427 + 3%

20

AAHU’s 290.99 184 -37%

Encl 1



Figure 1: 2009 South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20).

AT iver
Mcﬂm‘ulﬂ“R e ¥

s Cr.,,‘ &
e LY
" Ridge

Rockefeller
Wildlife Refuge

Gulf of Mexico

Encl 1

South Grand Chenier
Hydrologic
Restoration

(ME-20)

. Culvert *
% Freshwater Diversion *
Marsh Creation *
A Borrow Site *
Project Boundary
“denotes proposed features

Map Produced by:

11.8. Department of the Interior
LS. Geological Survey
National Wetlands Research Center
Coastal Restoration Field Station
Baton Rouge, La.

Background Tmagery:
20035 Digital Orthophoto Quarter Quadrangle

Map Date: August 08, 2007
Map ID: USGS-NWRC 2007-11-0333
Data aceurate as of: April 20, 2007




Figure 2: Current South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation Project (ME-20).
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FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agency NAME/OFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO.
FROM

NOAA Fisheries Christopher D. Doley 301-427-8660 301-713-0184
TO

USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
Classification Precedence No. Pages Date/time Releaser's Signature
Including Header

REMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve USFWS and
CPRA's request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and
benefits to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUSs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the “South
Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” project for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20).

Please check one of the following:

|I| | approve the motion as stated above.

|::| | do NOT approve the motion as stated above.

- f8 2o/

Date

v

Christophe#D. Doley

Encl 2



FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agency NAME/OFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO.
FROM
DOI, Fish and Wildlife Service Jeffrey Weller 337-291-3115
TO
USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
Classification Precedence No. Pages Date/time Releaser's Signature
Including Header
REMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve USFWS and CPRA’s
request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and benefits to
$21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUS (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the “South Grand Chenier
Marsh Creation” project for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20).

Please check one of the following:

| approve the motion as stated above.

[ 1 1doNOT approve the motion as stated above.

Signed,

2
Jeffrey Weller

12/10/2012

Encl 2




FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

. Agency NAME/QFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX'NO.

FROM

USEPR [Pl Honter

.o
USACE _ Brad Inman (504) B62-2124 . (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
[~ Classiicaton Precedence WG, Pages : Dateffime - Releasers signatare 1 .
Including Header ‘
REMARKS:

The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve USFWS and
CPRA’s request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and
-benefits to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUSs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the "South
Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” prolect for the Sotth Grand Chenier Hydrologlc Restoration Project (ME-20).

Please check one of the following:

| |jﬁ | approve the motion as stated above.

|:| f do NOT approve the motion as stated above.

Encl 2



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Garret Graves [Garret.Graves@LA.GOV]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 1:24 PM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Cc: Jerome Zeringue; Kirk Rhinehart; Chris Allen (CPRA)

Subject: Re: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic

Restoration Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

We concur.

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor [mailto:Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 01:12 PM

To: bill honker <honker.william@epa.gov>; Chris Doley <chris.doley@noaa.gov>; Fleming, Edward
R COL MVN <Edward.R.Fleming.Col@usace.army.mil>; Garret Graves; Jeff Weller

<Jeff Weller@fws.gov>; Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov) <kevin.norton@la.usda.gov>

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN <Susan.M.Mabry@usace.army.mil>; Enger Kinchen; Stuart Brown; Wandell,
Scott F MVN <Scott.F.Wandell@usace.army.mil>; britt.paul@la.usda.gov
<britt.paul@la.usda.gov>; Darryl Clark <darryl clark@fws.gov>; Holden, Thomas A MVN
<Thomas.A.Holden@usace.army.mil>; Karen McCormick (McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)
<McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov>; Kirk Rhinehart; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov
<Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov>; Cecelia Linder <cecelia.linder@noaa.gov>; Chris Allen (CPRA);
Inman, Brad L MVN <Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil>; John Jurgensen <john.jurgensen@la.usda.gov>;
Kevin Roy <kevin roy@fws.gov>; Paul Kaspar <Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov>; Rachel Sweeney
<rachel.sweeney@noaa.gov>

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic
Restoration Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

REMINDER: Task Force electronic votes are due by COB today for the below scope change request
and the South Grand Chenier scope and name change request.

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Friday, December 07, 2012 10:29 AM

To: 'bill honker'; 'Chris Doley'; 'Fleming, Edward R COL MVN'; 'Garret Graves'; 'Jeff
Weller'; 'Kevin Norton (kevin.norton@la.usda.gov)'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Enger Kinchen (enger.kinchen@la.gov); 'Stuart Brown'; Wandell, Scott
F MVN; ‘'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Darryl Clark'; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov'; 'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov';
‘Cecelia Linder'; 'Chris Allen'; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John Jurgensen'; 'Kevin Roy'; 'Paul
Kaspar'; 'Rachel Sweeney'

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote: Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic Restoration
Project (TE-72) Scope Change (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Task Force Members,

Please see the attached memorandum from the Chairman of the Task Force requesting an
electronic vote to approve FWS and CPRA's requested scope change to increase the project
fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 and reduce the net benefits from 281 to
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267 AAHUs (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features, for the Lost Lake Marsh
Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72).

Please fax your completed form to the US Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2572 OR email a
scanned copy to me (Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil) or Brad Inman (Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil)
by Tuesday, December 11, 2012.

Thank you,
Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

To: "britt.paul@la.usda.gov"; "Darryl Clark™; "Holden, Thomas A MVN"; "Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)”; "kirk.rhinehart@la.gov"; “Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov"

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; "Cecelia Linder"; "Chris Allen"; Inman. Brad L MVN; "John Jurgensen”; "Kevin Roy";
"Paul Kaspar"; "Rachel Sweeney"

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 7:42:00 AM

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Thank you all for your quick replies. The Technical Committee has approved the request for a Task
Force Electronic Vote for the scope change requests below.

————— Original Message-----

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 8:30 AM

To: 'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Darryl Clark’; ‘Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov'; ‘Richard.Hartman@noaa.goVv'

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; 'Cecelia Linder'; ‘Chris Allen’; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'John Jurgensen’; 'Kevin
Roy'; 'Paul Kaspar'; 'Rachel Sweeney'

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC &
Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Technical Committee,

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) request
Technical Committee and Task Force electronic vote approvals for scope changes for the South Grand
Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) and Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-
72) projects as briefly described below and in the attachments.

They request the electronic votes rather than placement on the Technical Committee agenda so that
these approvals will be completed prior to the Technical Committee and Task Force meetings.

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20)

FWS & CPRA request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the
budget and benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (415
net acres), to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to
the “South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” project.

Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72)

FWS & CPRA request a scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to
$34,626,728 (+ 51%), and reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (- 5%) (749 to 452 net
acres), with no change in project features. The reason for the cost increase is an underestimate of
marsh fill quantities. The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss
rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration subareas due to a new method of calculating loss rates.

The above costs and benefits have been reviewed by the Engineering, Environmental and Economic
work groups.

Please provide your concurrence, non-concurrence, and/or comments via email on whether or not you
recommend Task Force electronic vote approval on each of the scope change requests above. Since this
is a time sensitive request, please submit your final response by COB Friday, November 30.

Thank you,


mailto:britt.paul@la.usda.gov
mailto:darryl_clark@fws.gov
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mailto:cecelia.linder@noaa.gov
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mailto:Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov
mailto:rachel.sweeney@noaa.gov

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



From: Kirk Rhinehart

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov) ; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen (CPRA); Inman. Brad L MVN; John Jurgensen; Kevin Roy;
Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Thursday, November 29, 2012 10:09:22 AM

CPRA concurs.

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor [mailto:Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 8:30 AM

To: britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov); Kirk Rhinehart; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen (CPRA); Inman, Brad L MVN; John Jurgensen;
Kevin Roy; Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC &
Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Technical Committee,

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) request
Technical Committee and Task Force electronic vote approvals for scope changes for the South Grand
Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) and Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-
72) projects as briefly described below and in the attachments.

They request the electronic votes rather than placement on the Technical Committee agenda so that
these approvals will be completed prior to the Technical Committee and Task Force meetings.

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20) FWS & CPRA request to remove the
freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and benefits from the current
$29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (415 net acres), to $21,933,085 (-25%)
and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the "South Grand Chenier Marsh
Creation" project.

Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) FWS & CPRA request a scope change to
increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 (+ 51%), and reduce the net
benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (- 5%) (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features.
The reason for the cost increase is an underestimate of marsh fill quantities. The primary reason for
the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration
subareas due to a new method of calculating loss rates.

The above costs and benefits have been reviewed by the Engineering, Environmental and Economic
work groups.

Please provide your concurrence, non-concurrence, and/or comments via email on whether or not you
recommend Task Force electronic vote approval on each of the scope change requests above. Since this
is a time sensitive request, please submit your final response by COB Friday, November 30.

Thank you,

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075
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From: McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN;
kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry. Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen; Inman, Brad L MVN; John Jurgensen; Kevin Roy;
Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: Re: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Thursday, November 29, 2012 5:50:49 PM

EPA Concurs

Sent by EPA Wireless E-Mail Services

————— Original Message -----

From: "Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor" [Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: 11/29/2012 02:29 PM GMT

To: "britt.paul@la.usda.gov" <britt.paul@la.usda.gov>; Darryl Clark <darryl_clark@fws.gov>; "Holden,
Thomas A MVN" <Thomas.A.Holden@usace.army.mil>; Karen McCormick; "kirk.rhinehart@la.gov"
<kirk.rhinehart@la.gov=>; "Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov" <Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov=>

Cc: "Mabry, Susan M MVN" <Susan.M.Mabry@usace.army.mil>; Cecelia Linder
<cecelia.linder@noaa.gov=>; Chris Allen <chris.allen@la.gov>; "Inman, Brad L MVN"
<Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil>; John Jurgensen <john.jurgensen@la.usda.gov>; Kevin Roy
<kevin_roy@fws.gov>; Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney <rachel.sweeney@noaa.gov=>

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC &
Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Technical Committee,

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) request
Technical Committee and Task Force electronic vote approvals for scope changes for the South Grand
Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) and Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-
72) projects as briefly described below and in the attachments.

They request the electronic votes rather than placement on the Technical Committee agenda so that
these approvals will be completed prior to the Technical Committee and Task Force meetings.

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20)

FWS & CPRA request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the
budget and benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (415
net acres), to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to
the "South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation" project.

Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72)

FWS & CPRA request a scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to
$34,626,728 (+ 51%), and reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (- 5%) (749 to 452 net
acres), with no change in project features. The reason for the cost increase is an underestimate of
marsh fill quantities. The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss
rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration subareas due to a new method of calculating loss rates.

The above costs and benefits have been reviewed by the Engineering, Environmental and Economic
work groups.

Please provide your concurrence, non-concurrence, and/or comments via email on whether or not you
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recommend Task Force electronic vote approval on each of the scope change requests above. Since this
is a time sensitive request, please submit your final response by COB Friday, November 30.

Thank you,

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



From: Darryl Clark

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick;
kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen; Inman, Brad L MVN; John Jurgensen; Kevin Roy; Paul
Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney; Andrew Beall

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Thursday, November 29, 2012 11:38:09 AM

FWS concurs with the scope change requests.
Darryl

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor [mailto:Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 8:30 AM

To: britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen
McCormick (McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov); kirk.rhinehart@la.gov;
Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen; Inman, Brad L MVN;
John Jurgensen; Kevin Roy; Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier
(ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes
(UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Technical Committee,

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Coastal Protection and Restoration
Authority (CPRA) request Technical Committee and Task Force electronic
vote approvals for scope changes for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic
Restoration (ME-20) and Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) projects as briefly described below and in the
attachments.

They request the electronic votes rather than placement on the Technical
Committee agenda so that these approvals will be completed prior to the
Technical Committee and Task Force meetings.

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20) FWS & CPRA
request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility,
decrease the budget and benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291
Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (415 net acres), to $21,933,085
(-25%) and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the
"South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation" project.

Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) FWS & CPRA
request a scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from
$22,943,866 to $34,626,728 (+ 51%), and reduce the net benefits from 281
to 267 AAHUs (- 5%) (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project
features. The reason for the cost increase is an underestimate of marsh

fill quantities. The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the
lower background loss rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration

subareas due to a new method of calculating loss rates.

The above costs and benefits have been reviewed by the Engineering,
Environmental and Economic work groups.
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Please provide your concurrence, hon-concurrence, and/or comments via
email on whether or not you recommend Task Force electronic vote approval
on each of the scope change requests above. Since this is a time sensitive
request, please submit your final response by COB Friday, November 30.

Thank you,

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



From: Richard Hartman - NOAA Federal

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor
Cc: britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick

(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov) ; kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Mabry. Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen;
Inman, Brad L MVN; John Jurgensen; Kevin Roy; Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: Re: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)
Date: Thursday, November 29, 2012 1:23:50 PM

NMFS concurs.

Rick

On Thu, Nov 29, 2012 at 8:29 AM, Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor <Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil>
wrote:

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Technical Committee,

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA)
request Technical Committee and Task Force electronic vote approvals for scope changes for the South
Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) and Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration
(TE-72) projects as briefly described below and in the attachments.

They request the electronic votes rather than placement on the Technical Committee agenda so
that these approvals will be completed prior to the Technical Committee and Task Force meetings.

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20)

FWS & CPRA request to remove the freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease
the budget and benefits from the current $29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUSs)
(415 net acres), to $21,933,085 (-25%) and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name
to the "South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation” project.

Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72)

FWS & CPRA request a scope change to increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866
to $34,626,728 (+ 51%), and reduce the net benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (- 5%) (749 to 452 net
acres), with no change in project features. The reason for the cost increase is an underestimate of
marsh fill quantities. The primary reason for the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss
rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration subareas due to a new method of calculating loss rates.

The above costs and benefits have been reviewed by the Engineering, Environmental and
Economic work groups.

Please provide your concurrence, hon-concurrence, and/or comments via email on whether or not
you recommend Task Force electronic vote approval on each of the scope change requests above. Since
this is a time sensitive request, please submit your final response by COB Friday, November 30.

Thank you,

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075
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From: Paul, Britt - NRCS, Alexandria, LA

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov); kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen; Inman, Brad L MVN; Jurgensen, John - NRCS. Alexandria.
LA; Kevin Roy; Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC & Hydrologic
Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Thursday, November 29, 2012 11:00:02 AM

NRCS concurs.

*x *kx * % *x *% **% *x **%

W. Britt Paul, P.E.

Assistant State Conservationist WR
USDA-NRCS

318-473-7756

cell 318-613-7988
britt.paul@la.usda.gov

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

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor [mailto:Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 8:30 AM

To: Paul, Britt - NRCS, Alexandria, LA; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov); kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Mabry, Susan M MVN; Cecelia Linder; Chris Allen; Inman, Brad L MVN; Jurgensen, John - NRCS,
Alexandria, LA; Kevin Roy; Paul Kaspar; Rachel Sweeney

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force Electronic Vote Requests: South Grand Chenier (ME-20) & Lost Lake MC &
Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) Scope Changes (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Technical Committee,

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) request
Technical Committee and Task Force electronic vote approvals for scope changes for the South Grand
Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) and Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-
72) projects as briefly described below and in the attachments.

They request the electronic votes rather than placement on the Technical Committee agenda so that
these approvals will be completed prior to the Technical Committee and Task Force meetings.

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20) FWS & CPRA request to remove the
freshwater introduction feature, due to feasibility, decrease the budget and benefits from the current
$29,046,128 and 291 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) (415 net acres), to $21,933,085 (-25%)
and 184 AAHUs (- 37%) (427 net acres), and change the name to the "South Grand Chenier Marsh
Creation" project.

Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration (TE-72) FWS & CPRA request a scope change to
increase the project fully funded budget from $22,943,866 to $34,626,728 (+ 519%), and reduce the net
benefits from 281 to 267 AAHUs (- 5%) (749 to 452 net acres), with no change in project features.
The reason for the cost increase is an underestimate of marsh fill quantities. The primary reason for
the reduction in net acres is the lower background loss rate calculated in the hydrologic restoration
subareas due to a new method of calculating loss rates.

The above costs and benefits have been reviewed by the Engineering, Environmental and Economic
work groups.

Please provide your concurrence, non-concurrence, and/or comments via email on whether or not you
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recommend Task Force electronic vote approval on each of the scope change requests above. Since this
is a time sensitive request, please submit your final response by COB Friday, November 30.

Thank you,

Allison Murry
CWPPRA Program
USACE New Orleans
Tel: 504.862.2075

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients.
Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains
may violate the law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have
received this message in error, please notify the sender and delete the email immediately.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

2012 STATE MASTER PLAN CONSISTENCY AND THE CWPPRA PROGRAM
For Report:

Mr. Kirk Rhinehart will provide a briefing on interpretation of the 2012 State Master Plan
for CWPPRA projects on future Priority Project Lists (PPLs).



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO INITIATE DEAUTHORIZATION ON SIX

For Decision:

PROJECTS

The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) is requesting formal
deauthorization procedures be initiated on the six projects listed below. These projects
face technical implementation issues, have an unfavorable benefit-to-cost ratio, or have
languished for an extended period.

a.

Freshwater Bayou Bank Stabilization (TV-11b), PPL 9, USACE

b. Delta Building Diversion North of Fort St. Philip (BS-10), PPL 10, USACE

™o a0

Avoca Island Diversion and Land Building (TE-49), PPL 12, USACE
Spanish Pass Diversion (MR-14), PPL 13, USACE

White Ditch Resurrection (BS-12), PPL 14, NRCS

Bohemia Mississippi River Reintroduction (BS-15), PPL 17, EPA



State of Lovisirs ..,

Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority of Louisiana

December 10, 2012

Mr. Thomas A. Holden, P.E

Chairman, CWPPRA Technical Committee
US Army Corps of Engineers

New Orleans District

PO Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

Re: Initiation of deauthorization procedures

Dear Mr. Holden:

Please accept this correspondence as the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority’s (CPRA) official
request to initiate deauthorization procedures for the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA) projects listed below. These projects have languished for extended periods
due to technical implementation issues, landowner or policy issues, or have an unfavorable benefit to

cost ratio.

Freshwater Bayou Bank Stabilization (TV-11b, PPL 9): This project has a very low benefit to cost ratio.
The cost has increased and the benefits have decreased as the shoreline loss rate has slowed. This
project has requested Phase 2 funding numerous times with no success.

Delta Building Diversion North of Fort St. Philip (BS-10, PPL 10): This project has languished for several
years due to the induced shoaling issue and the required emergency closure plan. A natural crevasse has
formed in the area, making the project unnecessary.

Avoca Island Diversion and Land Building (TE-49, PPL 12): The constructability of this project is highly
questionable given the substrate in the proposed marsh creation area. There has been no progress for
several years and the benefit to cost ratio is not favorable.

Spanish Pass Diversion (MR-14, PPL 13): The estimate of potential benefits for this project was
significantly reduced, thereby reducing the cost effectiveness. It has languished for several years and

also faces the induced shoaling issue.

White Ditch Resurrection (BS-12, PPL 14): This project faces many landowner issues, including
operational demands, exotic vegetation management, bankline stabilization requirements, among
others. There are also operational concerns. We prefer to move forward with diversions that input
sediment rather than freshwater alone.

Post Office Box 44027 e Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 e 450 Laurel Street e Suite 1200, Chase Tower North ® Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70801
(225) 342-7308 e Fax (225) 342-9417 e http://www.lacpra.org/
An Equal Opportunity Employer



Bohemia Mississippi River Reintroduction (BS-15, PPL 17): This project was originally proposed as a
sediment diversion, but the project team discovered that it had very little land-building potential and
therefore greatly reduced benefits. Additionally, a natural outlet (“Mardi Gras Pass”) formed just north

of here, rendering the project unnecessary.

Please direct questions regarding this matter to Chris Allen of the CPRA (225-342-4736).

Sincerely,

=

William K. “Kirk” Rhinehart
Chief, Planning and Research Division
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority

ce: Richard Hartman, NMFS, Baton Rouge, LA
Britt Paul, NRCS, Alexandria, LA
Karen McCormick, EPA, Dallas, TX
Darryl Clark, USFWS, Lafayette, LA



Projects for Deauthorization or Transfer to Other Program Request by the State

Reintroduction

Project
Project Name No. |[Agency| PL | Issues Reason(s) for Potential De-authorization
Freshwater Bayou Bank All work is on hold pending approval of a new Cost Share Agreement. State requests deauthorization
Stab - Belle Isle Canalto | TV-11b | COE | 9 CSA because this project is not consistent with 2012 State Master Plan.
Lock
CSA/
Delta Building Diversion BS-10 coE | 10 Induced | All work is on hold pending approval of a new Cost Share Agreement. State requests deauthorization
North of Fort St. Philip Shoaling because this project is not consistent with 2012 State Master Plan.
Issue
All work is on hold pending approval of a new Cost Share Agreement. (Tech Comm declined request
. . Project |to transfer to another federal agency). Potential Change in project scope for dedicated dredging marsh
Avoca Island Diversion . ; ; . o . : :
and Land Building TE-49 COE | 12 | features/ | creation being considered. Decision to change scope and move toward 30% design review pending
CSA resolution of CPRA's geotechnical concerns and concurrence on final project features. State requests
deauthorization because this project is not consistent with 2012 State Master Plan.
All work is on hold pending approval of a new Cost Share Agreement. Benefits to be realized changed
Spanish Pass Diversion MR-14 | coe | 13 CSA from 334 tg 190 acrgs. A smaller diversion is propqsgd along with dedicated dredging/marsh F:reghon
to result in an equivelent amount of acreage as originally proposed. State requests deauthorization
because this project is not consistent with 2012 State Master Plan.
Landrights/| Project team has agreed to move to deauthorization due to issues regarding location & operation of
White Ditch Resurrection | BS-12 [ NRCS | 14 | Location | siphon. State requests deauthorization because this project is not consistent with 2012 State Master
Issues Plan.
Rl WIS (RO BS-15 EPA | 17 SMP State requests deauthorization because this project is not consistent with 2012 State Master Plan

SOUPs Summer 2012 All Projects_updated_31JULY2012.xlIsx

Deauthorize-Transfer (State)

10f1




Updated - June 19, 2012
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Primary Criteria

Secondary Criteria
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1 16 |ME-24 Southwest LA Gulf Shoreline Nourishment and Protection COE Shoreline Protection Cameron, Verr| YES YES CORPS YES NO Not Eligible
1 9 |TV-11b Freshwater Bayou Bank Stabilization - Belle Isle Canal to Lock COE Shoreline Stabilization Andrew Beall Vermilion YES YES 2| CORPS YES YES YES
2 8 |CS-28-4-5 |[Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation, Cycles 4 and 5 COE Marsh Creation Andrew Beall Cameron NO YES 6 YES YES YES Pre-Cashflow
3 | 13 (MR-14 Spanish Pass Diversion COE Water Diversion Plaguemines NO YES CORPS YES NO Not Eligible
3 | 12 (TE-49 Avoca Island Diversion and Land Building COE Water Diversion St. Mary NO YES CORPS NO NO Not Eligible
3 | 10 [BS-10 Delta Building Diversion North of Fort St. Philip COE Water Diversion Plaquemines NO YES CORPS YES NO Not Eligible
3 | 16 [MR13 B ys-Bay-Di B horizationnitiated) COE  |Water Diversion Plaguemines NG YES CORPS YES NG Not-Eligible
3 9 [TV-19 Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection/Commercial Can|COE Marsh Creation, Shoreline Protection Iberia YES YES 1,2] CORPS YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 11 |PO-29 River Reintroduction into Maurepas Swamp EPA Water Diversion Brad Miller Ascension, St. YES YES 4 YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 11 |TE-47 Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration EPA Barrier Island Restoration |Brad Miller Terrebonne YES YES YES YES YES YES
1 | 10 |BA-34 Mississippi River Reintroduction Into Northwest Barataria Basin  |EPA Freshwater Diversion Brad Miller St. James YES YES YES NO NO Not Eligible
2 18 |BS-18 Bertrandville Siphon EPA Freshwater Diversion Brad Miller Plaguemines NO NO YES NO NO Not Eligible
2 17 |BS-15 Bohemia Mississippi River Reintroduction EPA Freshwater Diversion Brad Miller Plaguemines NO NO YES YES NO Not Eligible
2 15 [MR-15 Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses EPA Marsh Creation, Water Div{Brad Miller Plaguemines NO NO YES YES YES NO
1 | 21 |CS-59 QOyster Bayou NMFS [Marsh Creation Trena Woolridge |Cameron YES NO YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 21 |TV-63 Coles Bayou NMFS [Marsh Creation Trena Woolridge |Vermillion NO NO Pending NO NO Not Eligible
1 | 19 |BA-76 Cheniere Ronquille Barrier Island Restoration NMFS |Barrier Island Restoration [Kenneth Bahlinger|Plaguemines YES NO YES YES YES NO
1 | 16 |TE-51 Madison Bay Marsh Creation and Terracing (Scope Change) NMFS [Marsh Creation Kenneth Bahlinger|Terrebonne YES YES YES NO NO Not Eligible
1 | 10 |[ME-18 Rockefeller Refuge Gulf Shoreline Stabilization NMFS |[Shoreline Protection Cameron YES YES 4 YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 20 |CS-53 Kelso Bayou Marsh Creation NRCS |Marsh Creation Bill Feazel Cameron YES NO YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 19 |[ME-31 Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation NRCS [Marsh Creation contractor Vermilion YES NO YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 18 |TE-66 Central Terrebonne Freshwater Enhancement NRCS |Hydrologic Restoration Andrew Beall Terrebonne YES NO YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 18 |CS-49 Cameron-Creole Freshwater Introduction NRCS |Freshwater Diversion Bill Feazel Cameron YES NO YES YES NO Not Eligible
1 | 17 |BA-47 West Pointe a la Hache Marsh Creation NRCS |Marsh Creation Bill Feazel Plaquemines YES YES YES NO NO Not Eligible
1 | 16 |PO-34 Alligator Bend Marsh Restoration and Shoreline Protection NRCS |Marsh Creation Bill Feazel Orleans YES NO YES YES YES NO
1 11 |TE-48 cu2 |Raccoon Island Shoreline Protection/Marsh Creation NRCS |Shoreline Protection, Mars|Dustin White Terrebonne YES YES YES YES NO Not Eligible
2 9 |[TE-39 cu2 |[S. Lake Decade FW Introduction NRCS [Water Diversion Bill Feazel Terrebonne YES YES YES YES NO Not Eligible
2 21 |PO-133 LaBranche Central MC NRCS |Marsh Creation Devyani Kar St. Charles NO NO Pending NO NO Not Eligible
2 19 |PO-75 LaBranche East Marsh Creation NRCS |Marsh Creation Bill Feazel St. Charles NO NO YES NO NO Not Eligible
3 | 14 |BS-12 White Ditch Resurrection and Outfall Management NRCS |Water Diversion, Outfall M|Brad Miller Plaquemines NO YES YES NO NO Not Eligible
3 | 13 |TV-20 Bayou Sale Shoreline Protection NRCS [Shoreline Protection Bill Feazel St. Mary NO YES YES YES NO Not Eligible
3 3 |BA-O4c West Pointe a la Hache Outfall Management NRCS |Water Diversion Bill Feazel Plaquemines NO YES YES NO NO Pre-Cashflow
1 | 20 |TE-83 Terrebonne Bay Marsh Creation - Nourishment Project USFWS [Marsh Creation Andrew Beall Terrebonne YES NO 3 YES NO NO Not Eligible
1 | 20 |CS-54 Cameron-Creole Watershed Grand Bayou Marsh Creation USFWS [Marsh Creation Andrew Beall Cameron YES NO YES NO NO Not Eligible
1 | 19 |TE-72 Lost Lake Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration USFWS [Marsh Creation Andrew Beall Terrebonne YES NO YES NO NO Not Eligible
1 6 |TE-32a North Lake Boudreaux Basin Freshwater Introduction and HydroldUSFWS |Water Diversion Andrew Beall Terrebonne NO YES 5 YES YES YES Pre-Cashflow
2 21 |BA-125 Northwest Turtle Bay USFWS [Marsh Creation Devyani Kar Jefferson NO NO Pending NO NO Not Eligible
2 | 20 |PO-104 Bayou Bonfouca Marsh Creation Project USFWS [Marsh Creation Andrew Beall St. Tammany NO NO YES NO NO Not Eligible

Footnotes
1 We tried to deauthorize this project, due to high costs and low benefits.

2 Consistent with MP, but not consistent with CWPPRA policy on shoreline protection for Navigation Channels.

3 Potential to be deemed unconstructable

4 While Maurepas and Rockefeller are both supported by the Master Plan, they are likely too expensive to be funded under CWPPR/

5 Construction money is in-hand

6 An agreement was recently reached to transfer partial control from the Corps to USFWS to facilitate the final construction cycles

*

*

*



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Approved Date: 2000 Project Area: 285 acres
Approved Funds: $1.49 M  Total Est. Cost: $35.6 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 241 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Shoreline Stabilization

PPL#: 9

The project is located in Vermilion Parish, Louisiana, along
the eastern bank of the Freshwater Bayou Canal between
Freshwater Bayou Lock and Belle Isle Bayou.

In 1960, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers was authorized
to construct a navigation channel from mile 161.2 of the
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway south to the Gulf of Mexico. The
present channel is 600 feet wide because of wakes from boat
traffic. In the reach of the canal between Freshwater Bayou
Lock and Belle Isle Bayou, breaches in the bank have
developed at numerous locations.

The breaches are allowing boat wakes and hydrologic action
to adversely affect the interior marsh east of the canal.
Turbid, higher salinity water is entering the interior marsh,
causing marsh loss and decreasing coverage of submerged
aquatic vegetation. The wakes from passing vessels and
tidal action are causing the export of organic material from
the project area. A large area of interior marsh in the northern
part of the project area is breaking apart and turning into
open water. The effects of shoreline erosion are a direct
conversion of marsh to open water and an increase in the
introduction of higher salinity waters to formerly fresh and
intermediate marshes.

The objective of the project is to halt bank erosion through
the construction of a stone dike on the eastern bank of
Freshwater Bayou Canal between Belle Isle Bayou and
Freshwater Bayou Lock. The dike would reduce the amount
of water exchange between the canal and interior marshes
and protect the marshes from erosion.

A 40,000 foot-long rock dike is being constructed. The dike
will be continuous except for openings left at the mouths of
several oil well canals where the dike will be tied into the
bank on both sides of each canal.

Looking north up Freshwater Bayou Canal toward Humble Canal.

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force approved funding for engineering
and design at the January 2000 Task Force meeting. A 30%
design review was held in June 2002.

This project is on Priority Project List 9.

For more project information, please contact:

Federal Sponsor:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans, LA

(504) 862-1597

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736
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Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

October 2003
Cost figures as of: November 2012

Delta Building Diversion North

of Fort St. Philip (BS-10)

Project Status Restoration Strategy

Approved Date: 2001 Project Area: 2,254 acres A series of channel armor gaps will be strategically located and
Approved Funds: $1.44 M Total Est. Cost: $6.64 M constructed along the east descending bank of the Mississippi in the
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 501 acres vicinity of Fort St. Philip to restore wetlands in the Mississippi

River delta. The channel will be constructed mainly through shallow
open water and will hydrologically connect to Fort Bayou. Several
openings will be made along the diversion channel to direct flows
PPL #: 10 into the shallow water areas. The size of the diversion channel will
be designed to allow enough sediment through to create about 624

Status: Engineering and Design
Project Type: Water Diversion

Location acres of marsh over the project life. This project will significantly
The project is located in Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana. increase sediment input into the benefited wetlands through the

diversion of about 2,500-5,000 cubic feet per second of Mississippi

River water. The diversion of fresh water and sediments is expected
Problems

to re-create natural landscape features found throughout the delta to
The wetlands in the area are deteriorating from erosion, include riverbank ridges, emergent marsh, and mudflats. The project
subsidence, and insufficient sediment input. Some delta building will also reduce the loss of existing marsh in the 2,252-acre project
is occurring in the downstream end of the project area from area. In addition, it is expected that the project will enhance the
Mississippi River overbank flow. However, most of the project integrity of the delta system through the restoration and protection
area is deteriorating from a lack of sediment. of these integrated ecosystem Components‘

The project area contains all four marsh types: saline, brackish,
intermediate, and fresh. Most of the project area is saline marsh Progress to Date
and open water. The proximity of open, shallow, estuarine water
to the Mississippi River, coupled with the low level of
development and infrastructure at this site, presents a rare
opportunity to construct a major sediment diversion project for a
reasonable construction cost.

Modeling is in progress to examine the size and location of the
proposed diversion channel.

This project is on Priority Project List 10.

Opyster leases in the project area and in nearby Breton Sound
may be impacted by the project. Also, oil and gas well canals
and pipeline canals may experience increased siltation, causing
access problems for companies operating in the area.

For more project information, please contact:

H Federal Sponsor:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Us Army Corps ~ New Orleans, LA
of Engineers.. (504) 862-1597

New Orleans District

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736

Deteriorating wetlands in the Fort St. Philip area.

www.LaCoast.gov




gﬂ.mhnﬁﬁm wown QJRINDOOE BIE]
9TI-TT-€00T DUMN-SOSN a1 dep
£00T ‘6 Joquuaydag :ayeq dejy

afuexpeng) apend) ojoqdoquo 1S §661
Arefewy pumaudyoeg

O PIAL] UOLRICISTY [RISB00)
IUS0) YATEISTY SPUBHIAM [BUOHEN
faamng [po30j03D ‘SN

oLy 2t yo jusmmaedac *g
:Ag paonpoid dep

—
sRpPUIRy S0 0 £'0

sammyeay pasodoad saj0up
Axepunog 333foaqg

» [PUURYD) UOISIIAL(

« deoy pajowry

(01-S9)
diyq 1§ 304
JO YJION UOISJI2AI(Q
3urppng eypq

e

JuIog uooddey




Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

M

=
2
H
3
Kllll

Approved Date: 2003 Project Area: 7,233 acres
Approved Funds: $2.22 M Total Est. Cost: $19.1 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 143 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Water Diversion

PPL #: 12

The project is located in the Avoca Island area in St. Mary
Parish, Louisiana.

In.this;;erial view facing southwest, Avoca Island surrounds Avoca Lake in
the center of the photograph. Bayou Boeuf is seen in the foreground with
The Avoca Island area lost approximately 5,000 acres of Bayou Shaffer in the background.
marsh between 1932 and 1990. Natural overbank flooding
into the area has been eliminated by channelization and
construction of flood protection levees, thereby preventing
the input of fresh water, sediment, and nutrients.

The goal of this project is to rebuild eroded wetlands in the
area through the diversion of fresh water, sediment, and
nutrients. A diversion structure will be installed through
the Avoca levee to allow water from Bayou Shaffer to
enter Avoca Lake at a rate of 1,000 cubic feet per second.
A natural bayou will be used as the primary outfall
channel for the diversion. Outfall management measures
will be evaluated and incorporated to increase benefits to
aquatic habitats in the island system.

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and

Restoration Task Force approved funding for engineering For more project information, please contact:

and design at the January 2003 Task Force meeting. The

project work plan for the engineering and design phase Fegeral Spé’"“" Enai
was submitted for program review in May 2003. US Army Corps ~ New Orﬂnggn; rfzo naineers

Engineer@ng datq coll'ection, .including site surveys and a of Engineers.  (504) 862-1597
geotechnical boring, is ongoing.

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736

This project is on Priority Project List 12.
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Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

June 2004
Cost figures as of: November 2012

Spanish Pass Diversion (MR-14)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2004 Project Area: 1,580 acres
Approved Funds: $1.42M  Total Est. Cost: $14.2 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 433 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Water Diversion

PPL #: 13

Location

The project is located south of The Jump on Grand Pass
near Venice in Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana.

Problems

Marsh in the project area is not receiving sediment and is
converting to open water. The principal hydrologic
changes in the area are caused by the dredging of canals
for the Venice Oil Field, roads, and other infrastructures.
These changes have caused Spanish and Red Passes to be
cut off from the influence of the Mississippi River, thus
starving the area of fresh water, sediments, and nutrients.
These processes have resulted in the loss of more than
3,900 acres of fresh marsh and swamp.

Restoration Strategy

The primary goal of this project is to gain emergent marsh
to the maximum extent possible by diverting river water
and sediments into an otherwise open water environment.

The project involves constructing a diversion channel
capable of diverting 7,000 cubic feet of water per second
from Grand Pass (a distributary of the Mississippi River)
into the large open-water receiving area shown on the
project map. The construction of the 1,300-linear-foot
diversion channel and its containment levees will
necessitate placement of a bridge at Tidewater Road,
which is included in the project’s budget. Outfall
management measures will be evaluated and incorporated
to increase benefits to aquatic habitats in the system.

www.LaCoast.gov

The const on of a diversion channel for a similar project, West Bay Sediment
Diversion (MR-03), is shown above.

Progress to Date

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force approved engineering and design funding at their
January 2004 meeting. The project delivery team has been
assembled, and a kickoff meeting and site visit was held in
March 2004. The work plan was submitted to the CWPPRA
Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee in April 2004. The
project delivery team is in the process of obtaining right of
entry to collect survey and water elevation data.

This project is on Priority Project List 13.

For more project information, please contact:

LM Federal Sponsor:

=l U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
US Army Corps New Orleans, LA
of Engineers. (504) 862-1597

New Orleans District

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736
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Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

February 2005
Cost figures as of: November 2012

White Ditch Resurrection

and Outfall Management (BS-12)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2005 Project Area: 8,224 acres
Approved Funds: $1.59 M  Total Est. Cost: $14.8 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 189 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Water Diversion and Outfall Management
PPL #: 14

Location

The project area is located east of the Mississippi River in
the vicinity of Belair, Louisiana, in Plaquemines Parish.

Problems

The historically intermediate to brackish marshes in the
area have completely converted to a brackish
classification. These marshes are deteriorating due to a
lack of freshwater input. A siphon built in 1963 at White
Ditch that used to deliver the fresh water and sediment
needed to maintain the area’s wetlands has ceased
operation due to age and various other complications. The
natural banks of River Aux Chenes block any fresh water
that may be provided by the Caernarvon Freshwater
Diversion, a water control structure north of the project
area. Currently, rainfall provides the only source of
freshwater input to the area.

This project will help restore the highly degraded marshes of the area.

www.LaCoast.gov

Restoration Strategy

The goal of this project is to reduce the erosion rate by
introducing fresh water, nutrients, and sediment into the marsh.

This will be accomplished through the rehabilitation or
replacement of the existing siphon at White Ditch and the
construction of an additional siphon of similar size. Each
siphon will be capable of delivering approximately 250 cubic
feet per second (cfs) of fresh water for a combined total of 500
cfs of fresh water entering into the project area. The project’s
proposed strategies also include installing a water control
structure in the White Ditch outfall channel at the junction with
River Aux Chenes in order to force water into the interior
marsh.

The project area is subdivided into Areas A and B in order to
delineate zones of direct and indirect impact from the siphons.
Area A, which will be directly impacted, is estimated to have
the land loss rate reduced by 50 percent, whereas the indirect
impact in Area B is estimated to yield a 30 percent reduction of
land loss.

Progress to Date

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force approved engineering and design funding at their
February 2005 meeting.

This project is on Priority Project List 14.

For more project information, please contact:

Federal Sponsor:
\ J Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, LA
Matural Resources (31 8) 473-7756

Conservation Service

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736
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Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

February 2010
Cost figures as of: November 2012

Bohemia Mississippi River

Reintroduction (BS-15)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2007 Project Area: 5,210 acres
Approved Funds: $1.35M  Total Est. Cost: $6.92 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 637 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Freshwater Diversion

PPL #: 17

Location

The project is located in the Breton Sound basin in
Plaquemines Parish along the east bank of the Mississippi
River approximately eight to nine miles southeast of Pointe a
la Hache, Louisiana, just northeast of, and across the river
from, Port Sulfur.

Problems

The proposed project area is characterized by very low
wetland loss rates, which may be attributed to the land-
building effects of the existing, nearby Bohemia diversion
and the seasonal flooding of the Mississippi River, among
other things. The proposed project is designed to help offset
wetland losses elsewhere in the State by enhancing deltaic
growth in the area characterized by lower wetland loss rates.

04/05/2007

Existing marsh adjacent to Nestor Canal.

www.LaCoast.gov

Restoration Strategy

The project will restore natural delta-building capacity by re-
introducing Mississippi River water and sediments into
shallow, open water and existing wetlands. This will be
achieved through the construction of a diversion with a
capacity of approximately 10,000 cubic feet per second.
Dredged material from channel improvements will be used
to fill in existing oil and gas canals to create an estimated 14
acres of marsh. Three acres of trees will be planted on new
spoil banks of the improved diversion channel. Aquatic
vegetation in interior marsh ponds and channels is expected
to increase naturally. An estimated 640 net acres of marsh
will be created over the 20-year life of the project.

Progress to Date

The project is currently in Phase I, Engineering and Design.

This project is on Priority Project List 17.

For more project information, please contact:

Federal Sponsor:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Dallas, TX

(214) 665-7255

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736




SNSNY (JO §E 2)RINooe vie(]
DUMN-$OSN al depy
LO0T 80 Jaquiaaop] e depy

a[EueIpeng) J2peng) 0joqdoyuio) [ENSI S00Z
[AraSewr] punolsyoeg

v "aBnoy uojeg
HonEl§ PaL] UOHRIo)SaY [EIseo))
J2)U2)) Y2IRAsaY SPULPA AL [RUOIEN]
faaing [eatSojoan ‘g7
Jowaquy 2ty Jo juatmedag -
1Aq paonposd depy

s ——
€0 ST0 0 sC0

R —_

§0SC0 0 STO

BURISINO|

sainjeaj pasodoad sajouap,

Lrepunog palorg

s UOHEAL) YEIEJY
« AvQagog
« JuRAcrdur] PUeYy) HoISIAK]

» an|g

dvg
ssvd 128

(€1-S9)
uonINPO.NURY
JATY 1ddisSISSIIA
viuyog




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

2012 REPORT TO CONGRESS FINAL DRAFT
For Report:

The U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and EPA
have been leading the 2012 Report to Congress efforts and will present the final draft of
the 2012 Report to Congress.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

COASTWIDE REFERENCE MONITORING SYSTEM (CRMS) REPORT
For Report:

Ms. Dona Weifenbach will provide a report on CRMS.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

WEEKS BAY MARSH CREATION AND SHORE PROTECTION/COMMERCIAL
CANAL FRESHWATER REDIRECTION PROJECT (TV-19)

For Report:

At the October 11, 2012 meeting, the Task Force voted to initiate deathorization
procedures for the Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shoreline Protection/Commercial
Canal Freshwater Redirection Project with a final decision at the June 2013 Task Force
meeting. The Task Force requested a presentation at the January 2013 meeting on the
suggested adjustments to the project’s scope and design. Mr. O’Neil Malbrough from
Shaw will provide a status update.



Motion from 11 October 2012 Task Force Meeting

Mr. Honker made a motion to initiate de-authorization of the Weeks Bay MC/SP/Commercial
Canal/FW Redirection (TV-19) Project, with the project team giving a presentation on the
project at the January Task Force meeting and the Task Force not making a final decision until

the June 2013 Task Force meeting. Mr. Doley seconded. The motion was passed by the Task
Force.



Weeks Bay/GIWW Shoreline Protection
Feasibility Study

E Iberia Parish and Vermilion Parish CIAP

Shaw* a world of Solutions’

J
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* Introduction

» Design Alternatives and Cost
* Scope of Project

» Potential Additional Benefits
* USGS & USACE Study

» Conclusion

Shaw" a world of Solutions’

|

12/13/2012



gNo. 00002010

Introduction

'+ Contracted by Iberia & Vermilion Parishes as part of a

study through CIAP Grant.

* Land bridge separating GIWW and Weeks Bay has steadily
suffered shoreline erosion and habitat shift

» Subject of numerous Federal and State studies
— Shoreline erosion
— Salinity change

* Previous studies have resulted in range of conclusions and
a variety of proposed projects

* Purpose was to evaluate Prior Studies and New
Alternatives to show viability of project

Shaw" a world of Solutions

Design Alternatives & Costs

* Rock Dike
¢ Sheet Pile Wall
¢ Concrete Panel Wall

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



12/13/2012
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- !oncrete Panel Wall Example BA-27

TiackngNo. 00002010

Shaw* a world of Solutions’
- |

Shaw" a world of Solutions’
|




Trackng No. _00.00.2010

Panel Wall Installation

Shaw" a world of

=

Scope of Project

“Re-Scope” from Shoreline Protection/Marsh Creation to
Freshwater/Sediment Diversion, and Sediment Trap.

Innovative Design
— Similar in size and feasibility of prior project
— Concrete Panel Wall on Weeks Bay Side

— Project will work similar to shoreline restoration and freshwater
diversion along GIWW

“The goal of the project is to provide a recommendation for
the most efficient and effective alternative to maintain
shoreline integrity, capture sediments, and stabilize critical
areas of the actively eroding shoreline.”

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



00002010

Proposed Alignment

Shaw" a world of Solutions’

Potential Additional Benefits

Atchafalaya River West flow historically contained in the
GIWW instead of short circuiting to Weeks Bay

With the project sediment, nutrients, and freshwater flow
will move through GIWW into adjacent marshes.

Potential opportunity to beneficially use Atchafalaya River
flow to benefit Teche-Vermillion Basin

Cost effective “diversion”

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



Teche / Vermillion Basin

Teche - Vermilion Basin
1890 Wetland and Lan @

Shaw" a world of Solutions

1921 and 1937 Shoreline Surveys

Shereline Boundaries
w2
1937 .
Sy

N ‘f'a? oy

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



USGS Study

USGS Professional Paper 1672
— By Christopher Swarzenski

Study focused the effect of GIWW at transporting
Atchafalaya River Water and Sediment East and West

West water flow from River - towards project area
— Water/Sediment move 30-50 miles

— Average Flow to the West ~9460 CFS

— Average Flow at Cypremort Point ~2,100 cfs

— Maximum Flow at Cypremort Point ~4,900 cfs
Noted that more sediment is going West than East

Shaw" a world of Solutions

Key Points of Study

“the GIWW effectively distributes freshwater and sediment
from the Lower Atchafalaya River and Wax Lake Outlet to
points into Coastal LA 30-50 miles east and west of Morgan
City”

“The freshwater and sediments, some of which originate
indirectly from the Mississippi River, are the building blocks
for wetlands and could prove valuable in ongoing efforts to
restore coastal Louisiana.”

The Weeks Bay project could have the ability to effectively
increase sediment and water flow West along GIWW

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



Existing Flow

Trackng No. _00.00.2010

Shaw" a world of

Flow with Project

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



CPRA Modeling
Southwest Coastal Model

Dr. Ehab Mesehle running a computer model — Southwest
Coastal Model

Modeling the use of the GIWW to transport Atchafalaya
River Water and Sediment West

Starting with “best case scenario” (no gaps in the channel)
to test feasibility

Should have results soon

Shaw" a world of Solutions

Conclusion

Continue to Research and Develop Project Benéefits.

Project fits in with 2012 Coastal Master Plan - Shoreline
Protection, Bank Stabilization, and Conveyance Channel

Potentially Re-scope with freshwater transport benefit

Allow for consideration of secondary benefits
— Navigation
— Potential future marsh creation site
— Protection of valuable infrastructure (weeks island)
— Salinity Benefits

Shaw" a world of Solutions

12/13/2012



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

STATUS OF THE NON-ROCK ALTERNATIVE TO SHORELINE PROTECTION
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT (LA-16)

For Report:

The final design (plans and specifications) and final cost estimates for five alternative
shoreline protection systems at each of three sites will be submitted by previously
approved Offerors to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) on December
12,2012. Those submittals will be evaluated and a final ranking of the alternative
systems will be available in January 2013. At that time, NRCS and CPRA will make a
recommendation and funding request for a specific number of alternative systems at a
specific number of sites. Mr. Quin Kinler will provide a status update for the Non-Rock
Alternatives to Shoreline Protection Demonstrations Project (LA-16).



Non-Rock Alternatives to Shoreline
Protection Demonstration Project
(LA-16)

Project Update

CWPPRA Technical Committee Meeting
December 12, 2012

Project Purpose

Research, select, install, and monitor
various shoreline protection alternatives in
an area(s) of the state where physical,
logistical and environmental limitations
preclude the use of current adopted
methods.

12/11/2012



12/11/2012

Site Selection
» Considered 27 possible locations

» Factors considered

«Erosion Rate (Uniform)

Soil Conditions
Fetch Length
Shoreline Length / Condition

Reasonable Proximity to Boat landing
Minimal Hindrances (pipelines, oyster
leases, etc.)

Others

* Three Sites Selected
» Shark Island, Vermilion Bay, Iberia Par.
* Lake Salvador, Jefferson Parish
» Bayou Perot, Lafourche Parish

Non-Rock Alserastives to Shoreline Protecsion

= ' - Demonziration Project (LA-18)
Shark Eland =

Theria Pari:h, Lowisana e

150 300 600 200 1,200




Lake Salvador

1 NonRock Alternatives o Shoreline Profection
J Demonstration Project (LA-16)

Jefferson Parish, Lonisiana

0 380 740 1,520 2,280

3.040
Feet

Non-Rock Alternatives  Shoreline Protection
Demonstration Project (LA-16)
Bayou Perot
Lafourche Parich, Louisiana

D 250 500 1,000 1.500

2,000
F

Legend

12/11/2012
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Site Specific Data Collection

* Field Surveys

» Geotechnical Investigation / Report

Three Phase Approach

* Phase | -- Request and Evaluate
Proposals to design, fabricate, transport
and install a non-rock shoreline protection
system.

Phase Il — Detailed Site-Specific Design
and Final Cost for up to 7 products (Actual
=5).

Phase Ill — Construction / Monitoring for up
to 5 products.
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Phase |
» Request for Proposals — Received 17

» Pre-selection Criteria
Not previously tested / evaluated in coasta
Louisiana

Rock could not be a primary component

» Evaluation Criteria
Engineering and Design
Personnel
Risk Management
Past Performance
Cost

» Engineering and Design Criteria (examples)
Erosion Rate Reduction
Wave Dissipation

Phase | (continued)

» Engineering and Design Criteria (cont.)
Versatility / Applicability
Life Expectancy
Foundation Displacement
Anchoring method
Access Requirements
Fisheries Access
Site Impact / Disturbance
Navigation Hazard

» Selected 5 systems for Phase Il




12/11/2012

Phase Il

Detailed Site-Specific Design and Final
Cost for up to 7 products

Five contracts awarded for design and cost

Submittals are due today

Evaluations / Ranking to be conducted
through early January 2013

Phase Il

Request Funding for Construction and
Monitoring for up to 5 products (see
subsequent slide).

Amend CSA, Escrow Deposit, MIPR.

Access Dredging, if needed, to be
performed under contract by NRCS

Award individual contract to selected
offerors.

3-yr Monitoring
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Based on Preliminary Estimates from Five Offerors

LA-16 Cumulative Phase 3 Cost Analysis w/ Wave
Monitoring

5 4 3 2
513,471,540 511,142,825 $7,184,651 54,621,511
$9,253,207 $7,777,780  $4,950,265  $3,444,508
$4,827,650 $4,091,805 $2,587,273 51,819,395
*Above costs include Contingency of 15% 115
*Above values include the cost for the following:
Survey Monitoring (3 yrs @ 6 mth

Access Channel Dredging intervals)
Supervision & Inspection Wave Manitoring (2 - 1 mth sessions)

LA-16 Budget Situation

Current

Budget Expended Available
E&D and Lands 510,184 478,543 31,641
Construction (S&l,
cont.) 1,159,869 697,040 462,829
Monitoring 10,787 0 10,787
OMRR&R 215,964 0 215,964
USACE 9,433 1,893

1,906,237 1,177,476




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

For Report/Decision:

The Environmental Workgroup Chairman will present an overview of the ten PPL 22
candidate projects and four PPL 22 candidate demonstration projects. The Technical

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

22NP PRIORITY PROJECT LIST

Committee will vote to make a recommendation to the Task Force for selecting PPL 22
projects, including demonstration projects, for Phase I Engineering and Design.

Region Basin PPL 22 Nominees Agency
2 Breton Sound | Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing NMFS
2 Breton Sound | Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar USFWS
2 Barataria Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation 3 EPA
2 Barataria NE Turtle Bay Marsh Creation & Critical Area Shoreline Protection | NRCS
2 Barataria Elmer’s Island Restoration NMFS
3 Terrebonne North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation NRCS
3 Terrebonne Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing USFWS
3 Teche-Vermilion | South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings and Terracing NMFS
4 Mermentau Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing NRCS
4 Calcasieu-Sabine | Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation and Terracing NMFS

PPL 22 Demonstration Project Nominees Agency
DEMO Hay Bale Demo USACE
DEMO Reconnection of Hydrologically Isolated Wetlands NMFS
DEMO CREPS: Coastal Restoration and Energy Production System CPRA
DEMO Bioengineering of Shorelines and Canal Banks using Live Stakes EPA




CWPPRA PPL 22 Technical Committee VOTE

12-Dec-12

- Projects are sorted by: (1) "No. of Votes" and (2) "Sum of Point Score"

Cumulative
Sun.1 of Cumulative Phase ll Phase ll
No. of | Point |phaseIFully] Phase 1 Fully] Fully  |Fully Funded
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS |NMFS |[NRCS| votes | Score |Funded Cost|Funded Cost|Funded Cost Cost
3 |North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation 6 5 5 5 6 6 6 33 $3,216,194 $27,138,815
2 |Terracing & Marsh Creation South of Big Mar 2 1 6 2 1 5 12 $2,308,599 $21,384,106
2 |Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Marsh Creation 3 6 6 1 4 4 17 $3,415,930 $34,863,233
4 |Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation & Terracing 1 4 3 4 4 12 $3,108,025 $24,577,795
3 |Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement & Terracing 3 2 4 3 4 12 $3,206,177 $27,138,815
Northeast Turtle Bay Marsh Creation & Critical Area
2 |Shoreline Protection 5 2 5 3 12 $3,474,110 $37,020,012
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation & Terracing 4 3 3 3 10 $3,198,248 $28,178,782
2 |Elmer's Island Restoration 1 4 5 3 10 $3,974,176 $31,771,024
4 |Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction & Terracing 3 2 2 5 $1,954,290 $11,668,133
3 |South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings & Terracing 2 1 2 3 $777,158 $5,729,763
Total
NOTES:




CWPPRA PPL 22 Technical Committee VOTE

12-Dec-12

Cumulative
Sun.1 of Cumulative Phase ll Phase ll
No. of | Point |phaseIFully] Phase 1 Fully] Fully  |Fully Funded
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS |NMFS |[NRCS| votes | Score |Funded Cost|Funded Cost|Funded Cost Cost
3 |Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement & Terracing 1 1 1 3 3 $3,206,177 $27,138,815
4 |Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation & Terracing 1 1 1 3 3 $3,108,025 $24,577,795
Total
NOTES:

- Projects are sorted by: (1) "No. of Votes" and (2) "Sum of Point Score"




CWPPRA PPL 22 Technical Committee VOTE

12-Dec-12

Cumulative
Sun.1 of Cumulative Phase ll Phase ll
No. of | Point |phaseIFully] Phase 1 Fully] Fully  |Fully Funded
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS |NMFS |[NRCS| votes | Score |Funded Cost|Funded Cost|Funded Cost Cost
4 |Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation & Terracing 1 1 1 1 4 4 $3,108,025 $24,577,795
3 |Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement & Terracing 1 1 2 2 $3,206,177 $27,138,815,
Total
NOTES:

- Projects are sorted by: (1) "No. of Votes" and (2) "Sum of Point Score"
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CWPPRA

Priority Project List 22

Candidate Project Evaluation Results

Technical
Committee Meeting

December 12,2012
Baton Rouge, LA

Overview of Project Nomination
and Selection Process

* Regional Planning Team meetings were held January 24-
26,2012 (Abbeville, Morgan City, and New Orleans) to
accept project ideas from the public and government
participants.

* Regional Planning Teams voted on February 15,2012 ata
Coastwide Voting Meeting to select 21 nominee projects
and 4 demonstration projects.

* The Technical Committee selected 10 candidate projects
and 4 demo candidates for detailed evaluation on April 19,
2012.
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Project Evaluation Procedures

* Interagency site visits were conducted with landowners
and local governments.

* The Environmental Workgroup conducted Wetland Value
Assessments (WVA) to estimate wetland benefits.

* The Engineering Workgroup reviewed project designs and
cost estimates for each candidate and demonstration
project.

* The demonstration projects were also evaluated by the
Environmental and Engineering Workgroups.

* The Economics Workgroup developed fully-funded costs
for engineering and design, construction, and 20 years of
operation, maintenance, and monitoring for each project.

S

Region 2

* Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing
¢ Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar
* Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Marsh Creation 3

* Northeast Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Critical Area
Shoreline Protection

* Elmer’s Island Restoration

11/30/2012



Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing
(PPL22 Candidate)

560 ac of marsh creation

Restore approx. 3 mi of
lakeshore rim

Construct terraces (21,000 ft)
Lake Lery borrow site
403 net acres

$31,377,030

11/30/2012
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CWPPRA

334 ac of marsh creation

Restore western shoreline of
Lake Lery

Construct terraces (65,000 ft)
Lake Lery borrow site

302 net acres

Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar

(PPL22 Candidate) ZUSGS || $23,692,705
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415 ac of marsh creation

Create marsh and tidal
creeks

Mississippi River borrow
site

383 net acres

s cuaano muses|  $38,279,163
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NE Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Critical
Shoreline Protection (PPL22 Candidate)
o Chsnmel Liner *
AN Sharvting Prutection *
7] Manh Creation *
Marsh Nowrishment *
Project Beamtary
* et g fratners
e e 1
Sk

759 ac of marsh creation

Protect approx. 2,335 ft of
critical shoreline

Prevent further enlargement
of 2 primary water
exchange points

Turtle Bay borrow site
492 net acres

$40,494,122

-

X

Gulf of Mexice

Elmer’s Island Restoration
(PPL22 Candidate)

Cubverts *
7] Mank Creation =
| Duune Hepuir *
L] Bresch Cloare

Pruject Remndary
B e L
——
——

er—

304 ac of marsh creation

Approx. 5,400 ft of dune
repair (with plantings)

Breach closure (with
plantings)

Installation of 4 culverts

Dredging from the ebb shoal
of Barataria Pass for dune
and breach repairs

Offshore borrow site for
marsh creation

2772 net acres

$35,745,200

11/30/2012
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Region 3

* North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation
* Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing

* South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings and Terracing




Catfish Lake

] Marh Creation *

iz
Pruject Beundary

(TS

North Catfish Lake Marsh Creatio
(PPL22 Candidate)

666 ac of marsh creation
Restore rim of Catfish Lake
Shoreline plantings

Catfish Lake borrow site
401 net acres

$30,385,887

Grand Bayou

(PPL22 Candidate)
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ey Fregorn Hemnary =
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gn——
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i s T 0. -

Increase flow of freshwater from
the GIWW from approx. 600 to
1,600 cfs

Redirect freshwater from Grand
Bayou Canal (GBC) into the
marshes east and west

176 ac of marsh creation
Construct terraces (183,000 ft)
665 net acres

$30,344,992
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Create approx. 26,000 ft of
distributary channels

Create approx. 22,000 ft of
earthen terraces

Increase sediment deposition to
create emergent marsh base

Vegetative plantings to stabilize
approx. 46,695 ft of shoreline
and create 14 acres of marsh

South Vermilion Bay Terraces and Planting

(PPL22 Candidate) =USGS

et

i ) 93 net acres
MRS A AN Vesetathe Plantiegs +
gt oo $6,506,921

it

Region 4

* Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing

* Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation and Terracing

11/30/2012



Front Ridg‘u .Fn:;lmlle.r Introduction and Terrl(:ilg
(PPL22 Candidute)

.

CWPPRA

Approx. 181,500 ft of
terracing and freshwater
introduction

Majority of necessary
infrastructure exists

Construct an outlet structure
at Front Ridge

134 net acres

$13,622,423

11/30/2012
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Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation and Terracing
(PPL22 Candidate)

ZUSGS

e

AN

352 ac of marsh creation

Gulf of Mexico borrow site

Construct 35,000 ft of

terraces

Cleaning out over 30,000 ft of

canals

265 net acres

$27,685,820

s,

PPL 22 Candidate Project Evaluation Matrix
Average
Project | Annual Average Cost Cost
Project Mame Region Parish Area Habitat .ﬁ:‘::s Flm:u:‘"r :""‘Irs:‘lmg ;‘ﬂ:::rg::t Annual Cost | Effectiveress| Effectiveness
(acres) Units {AAC) (AACIAAHL) | (CostNet Acre)
(AAHLY
Lake !_er\l IE.MBI‘SII 2 St. Bernard 859 184 403 [S$31,377,030| 53,188,248 | $28,178,782 | 52,263,028 $12,298 $77,859
(Creation and Terracing
Terracing and Marsh Creation
South of Big Mar 2 Plaguemines | 1,395 a0 302 |523692,705| $2.308,599 521,384,106 | 51,717,202 521,468 §78,453
[Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery- Plaguemines/
Marsh Creation 3 2 ferson 415 166 383 [S38278,163| $3.415930 | $34,863233 | 52.735823 $16.481 $09,946
Mortheast Turtle Bay Marsh
(Creation and Critical Area 2 Jetferson Teo 282 492 | 540,494,122 $3,474,110 | $37,020,012 | 52,867 273 $10,274 $82,305
|Shareline Protection
[Elme+r's Island Restoration 2 Jefferson 494 148 272 |$35T45200) $3.074176 | $31,771,024 | 52,549,848 $17 485 $131.418
oA CRMLOAR Mt 3 | uatourche | 688 | 256 | 401 |sa03sses7| sa2ie104 | s27tevece | s2.201005| s8.598 75,775
Grand Bayou Freshwater " L g 2z 4 . . n "
Enha and Taracing 3 Lafourche | 28510 607 855 |530344902| $3208177 | S27138315 | 52078687 | 53435 548328
[South Litte Vermilion Bay
F g% and Tarmacing 3 Verrnilion o2 7 a3 6,508,021 §777.158 §5,720783 5438858 $25,608 $60,987
Front Ridge Freshwater
Introduction and Teracing 4 Verrnilion 4,083 277 134 513622423 $1,054200 | $11,868133 | 5920110 $332 $101,6680
[Cameron Meadows Marsh
Creakion and Temacing 4 Cameron asg 106 265 |S27.685820| S$3.108,025 | S24,577.795 | 51974281 $16,625 $104,475

11/30/2012
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Candidate Demonstration Projects

Hay Bale Demo

Reconnection of Hydrologically Isolated Wetlands

CREPS: Coastal Restoration and Energy Productions
System

* Bioengineering of Shoreline and Canal Banks using Live
Stakes

S

Hay Bale Demo

e Goals: (1) Deploy and test various approaches for restoring eroding
marsh/banks/shorelines. (2) Demonstrate the versatility of hay bales in
restoration, as an alternative to traditional methods.

» Features: “Barriers” of 800-1b round bales of hay will be constructed to
suppress the erosive effects of wave action on shorelines forming a more
“natural” barrier compared to traditional methods. Approximately 1500 ft of
double row hay bales would be placed in a linear “barricade alignment” near
shore, with 3 replicate 500-foot sections and 20-foot gaps in between each
section. In addition, the utilization of hay bales as containment for dredged
material will also be evaluated. This treatment is intended to investigate a
different method of containment in areas unsuitable for earthen dike
construction. Three 0.9-acre cells consisting of a double wall of hay bales will
be constructed.

 Cost: The total fully funded cost is $2,126,843.

12



ay Bale Demo

Placements Near Shore:

Figure 1: Nearshore Barricade- Double Row (3 reps = 750 bales total)

"-——"\“\_d_‘/ Round Hay Bales

Shoreline ST
{ L

Placements in Open Water Areas:

Figure 2: Double Row for Containment (3 reps = 1200 bales)

G5B IS 54 (GAF 13N AR 130 6L aF
ESAF S IS 0 AT G S 30 S

Dredged
Sediment for
Marsh
Platform

200° x 200° = 400 bales
(0.9 acres)

530 53 L S i S i A

§

&)
8
B
3

il
§/

5 3¢ K 4 K T T30 SO 0 6

B 5 st S0 0 0 0

PRt

Reconnection of Hydrologically
Isolated Wetlands

* Goals: (1) Assess the size or number of connections necessary to re-establish
the hydrology within an isolated wetland and improve the connectivity to the
surrounding marsh in order to restore ecological function. (2) Improve the soil
chemistry by decreasing soil waterlogging. (3) Reduce stress on vegetation. (4)
Improve fisheries access.

» Features: Re-establish the connectivity to the surrounding wetlands by
opening hydrologic pathways. Itis anticipated that 1-3 impounded locations
will be used, each with a reconnected and non-reconnected control.
Approximately 500 linear feet (ft) of gaps (or spoil bank degradation) would
be constructed at each of the locations for a total of 3,000 ft. The gap lengths
tested would include the present minimum standard of 25 ft being used on
CWPPRA projects. Additional size and/or number of gaps or degrading would
be tested.

e Cost: The total fully funded cost is $1,724,012.

11/30/2012
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Reconnection of Hydrologically
Isolated Wetlands

Upsaiyier gage

Figure 1. Example of an impounded site (surrounded by spoil banks) in an intermediate marsh in
Terrebonne Parish. The red arrows indicate possible locations to gap (or degrade spoil banks) to s
re-gstablish hydrologic connectivity.

‘r

Reconnection of Hydrologically
Isolated Wetlands

12 The Isalated (or pardy lmpounded) marsh has reduced
exchange at lower water levels. Goal is to create
enoaigh openings to allow exchange and drainage of
the marsh so that the carves alio mach at low water
Tevels.

. H by EE I 'Il'ﬁ r wh‘l‘ NM*'\ S
] IJ' \‘ﬁll ].I N :/ It
LY} , .

i Opu waler |
.‘1

‘Water level (m)

04 T } v } T + T + T + ' # i
Q5011991 0151991 05291991 06121991 06261991 0T/I01%91 OTZ401991 0807191

Time
Data sources B, M, Swenson, LU

Figure 2. Example of marsh water levels (red) in an impounded marsh and in the adjacent open
water (blue) at an intermediate marsh site in Terrebonne Parish (Figure 1). The site floods and
drains during high water level events but drainage is limited (by spoil banks) at lower water
levels leading to increased waterlogging.

11/30/2012

14



CREPS: Coastal Restoration & Energy
Production System

* Goals: (1) Demonstrate the potential use of the CREPS diversion
technology for supplying degraded wetlands with fresh water and
sediment. (2) Investigate the potential capture and utilization of
hydroelectric power from the diversion.

» Features: CREPS consists of a 30-inch pipe horizontally drilled under a
levee system (>8 ft below the levee), with input on the river side and
the output outside of the levee. Because the average level of the river is
higher in elevation than the wetlands, hydrostatic forces will force
river water through the pipe. A hydrokinetic turbine will be fixed to
the output and generate power. This electricity can then be used to
power pumps to further direct the diverted river water or uploaded to
the transmission grid to generate revenue.

* Cost: The total fully funded cost is $3,357,745.

CREPS: Coastal Restoration & Energy
Production System

Commtrel Vaben s tewd
Legend . e =P - *

e

Option 1 i

Diversion is allowed to
flow freely beyond the
turbine, with 100% of the
power generated
uploaded to the power
grid.

Ogtion 2
Power generated by the
turbine powers a pump
which further directs the

Power generated by the
turbine powers a cutter
head which increases the
sediment concentration.

11/30/2012
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Bioengineering of Shoreline & Canal
Banks using Live Stakes

e Goal: Demonstrate an alternative to traditional shoreline protection techniques
- an ecological engineering approach to stabilization of existing shoreline

features and attenuation of shoreline retreat.

» Features: The stabilization materials have a variety of application possibilities
that can be adjusted to best suit many different types of coastal environments.
A staggered terrace-like orientation can break up wave action, reduce
turbidity, and allow sediment to settle, potentially accreting and creating
marsh. The use of native woody materials ensures the use of native plants and
provides a relatively inexpensive source of plant materials. In combination
with the erosion control materials, a variety of configurations in planting the
shallows, shoreline, and near shore areas will begin the reestablishment of a
native plant community. The demonstration would include the selection of 3
diverse application sites for treatment. Each treatment would include 3
replicate 500-foot sections for a total project installation of 4,500 linear feet.

 Cost: The fully funded cost is $2,562,494.

PRE-CONSTRUCTION
(EXISTING CONDITIONS)

POST-CONSTRUCTION
(DESIGN)

i’ e =
—— = o W
\4 !ln e 4
W—=1
t Ly 1
| m— 1
DCRMANT WELOW WATTLE DORMANT WHLLOW POLE
RN Ly
TR CURBY oG I 3O STAAES -8 FEET LOMD - PONTED O ONE B
- TR WITH HGAWY COM
ey o  EXTRA HEAY CATY GOMR FABIC
SCALE SCHEMATIC OF BIOENGINEERED SLOPE

i) 125 25 5 (FRESHWATER/INTERMEDIATE)
e o g | [

£ NORMANDEAU ASSOCIATES

5 =

Bioengineering of
Shoreline & Canal Banks
using Live Stakes

11/30/2012
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PPL 22 Demonstration Project Evaluation Matrix

[Paramatas sfiect: 1 = lowr 2 = madurs. 3 = igh!
Parameter F.)
Py P, Py [ Py P
\ppicabilty Potential Env | Recognized toed| Poseesal tor | Tota | Averaging
Load Tetsl Fully Translwrabity | Efectversss |  Benalts for iy Tecndlogeal | Score | of Agency
Demonsirastion Project Name Agency | Funded Cont Scores
Hay Bale Demo USACE 52,126,843 2 2 2 2 2 1 " 16
Reconnection of Hydrologically
isolated Wetlands NMFS 17402 1 2 2 3 1 1 "0 10

JCREPS: Coastal Restoration & -

[Energy Production System RS, L 2 1 1 2 1 H 9 89
Bioengineering of Shorelines &

fcanal Banks using Live Stakes | E7% | SRS 2 2 z B H 1 n | s

“Totad Score” culculntion:

=Aversging of Agency Scores™
calculation:

[Demonstration Praject Parameters
(]

Individusl pasameter scores were determined from the score having the majority of the vote.
Escarmgile - if 4 agencies cast a vole of "3* and 3 agencies cast a vote of 2", then a score of *3° was given.

Calculated by versging the Total Scores from each Agency.

i ogy that has not been Aoutine ol coastal Loulsana of in cetan
regions of . I natura i o other previowsly bested techniques for
‘which e results are known. Technigues which are simiar to o athar pr scores than those which are.
Aruily unigue and innovatie.

1P Applcabilty or projects nology 0 cthar Howaver, this doss
ot impiy that ] -l of the: tal Techriques, whech can onky orn

reghons, are acceptable but may receive kewer noores Than techniques with brosd applicabliy

P

The obyectres.
cont-aMactvanets of sadtionsl methods. i other wards, Sechniques which provide substantial cost savings over trasitional methods should receive higher s<ores than

those with ss

Iowest scoms. Information supporting sy claims of potessal cost savings thould be provided,

(P Potentil

trasitional methods, bo pr the

35 than tradtcnal methods? abov

- Does the

the ' wcual 1o tradiSonsl methods? somewhal
Techniques with bemelts o

Rechnigued ihould recene the higheat scoms.

(Py) Recognired . ® infomsation baing
investigated? Demonsiration propects which povide information on techaiques foe which thers is a great need should recels the highest stons.

Py Potential for - projact signéicantly advance tchnology
objectves? Those techniques which have & high potential for completet atn kowve cont benefis should

recese e highest scomes

PRt

Project Selection

» Today’s CWPPRA Technical Committee meeting

» 4 projects will be selected by agency vote for Phase 1
(E&D) funding

»1 demonstration project may be selected for funding

* CWPPRA Task Force meets on January 24 in New
Orleans at the Corps of Engineers.

» Project selection by the Technical Committee is
usually accepted

11/30/2012
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APPENDIX A
PRIORITY PROJECT LIST 22 SELECTION PROCESS
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
Guidelines for Development of the 22" Priority Project List

Final

Development of Supporting Information

A. COE staff prepares spreadsheets indicating status of all restoration projects
(CWPPRA Priority Project Lists (PPL) 1-21; Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA)
Feasibility Study, Corps of Engineers Continuing Authorities 1135, 204, 206; and
State only projects). Also, indicate net acres at the end of 20 years for each
CWPPRA project.

B. OCPR/USGS staff prepare basin maps indicating:

1) Boundaries of the following projects types (PPLs 1-21; LCA Feasibility Study,
COE 1135, 204, 206; and State only).

2) Locations of completed projects.

3) Projected land loss by 2050 including all CWPPRA projects approved for
construction through January 2012.

4) Regional boundary maps with basin boundaries and parish boundaries
included.

Project Nominations

A. The four Regional Planning Teams (RPTs) will meet individually by region to
examine basin maps, discuss areas of need and Coast 2050 strategies, and accept
project nominations by hydrologic basin. Project nominations that provide
benefits or construct features in more than one basin shall be presented in the
basin receiving the majority of the project’s benefits. The RPT leaders, in
coordination with the project proponents and the P&E Subcommittee, will
determine which basin to place multi-basin projects. Alternatively, multi-basin
projects can be broken into multiple projects to be considered individually in the
basins which they occur. Project nominations that are legitimate coast-wide
applications will be accepted separate from the nine basins at any of the four RPT
meetings.

Proposed project nominees shall support Coast 2050 strategies. Nominations for
demonstration projects will also be accepted at any of the four RPT meetings.



The RPTs will not vote to select nominee projects at the individual regional
meetings. Rather, voting will be conducted during a separate coast-wide RPT
meeting. All CWPPRA agencies and parishes will be required to provide the
name and contact information during the RPT meetings for the official
representative that will vote at the coast-wide RPT meeting.

B. One coast-wide RPT meeting will be held after the individual RPT meetings to
vote for nominees (including basin, coast-wide and demonstration project
nominees). The RPTs will select three projects in the Terrebonne, Barataria, and
Pontchartrain Basins based on the high loss rates (1985-2006) in those basins.
Two projects will be selected in the Breton Sound, Teche/Vermilion, Mermentau,
Calcasieu/Sabine, and Mississippi River Delta Basins. Because of the relatively
low land loss rates, only one project will be selected in the Atchafalaya Basin. If
only one project is presented at the Region II RPT Meeting for the Mississippi
River Delta Basin, then an additional nominee would be selected for the Breton
Sound Basin.

A total of up to 20 basin projects could be selected as nominees. Each officially
designated parish representative in the basin will have one vote and each federal
CWPPRA agency and the State will have one vote. If coast-wide projects have
been presented, the RPTs will select one coast-wide project nominee to compete
with the 20 basin nominees for candidate project selection. Selection of a coast-
wide project nominee will be by consensus, if possible. If voting is required,
officially designated representatives from all coastal parishes will have one vote
and each federal CWPPRA agency and the State will have one vote. The RPTs
will also select up to six demonstration project nominees at this coast-wide
meeting. Selection of demonstration project nominees will be by consensus, if
possible. If voting is required, officially designated representatives from all
coastal parishes will have one vote and each federal CWPPRA agency and the
State will have one vote.

C. Prior to the coast-wide RPT voting meeting, the Environmental and
Engineering Work Groups will screen each coast-wide project nominated at the
RPT meetings to ensure that each qualifies as a legitimate coast-wide application.
Should any of those projects not qualify as a coast-wide application, then the RPT
leaders, in coordination with the project proponents and the P&E Subcommittee,
will determine which basin the project should be placed in.

Also, prior to the coast-wide RPT voting meeting, the Environmental and
Engineering Work Groups will screen each demonstration project nominated at
the RPT meetings. Demonstration projects will be screened to ensure that each
meets the qualifications for demonstration projects as set forth in the CWPPRA
Standard Operating Procedures (SOP), Appendix E.

D. A lead Federal agency will be designated for the nominees and demonstration
project nominees to prepare preliminary project support information (fact sheet,



III.

IV.

maps, and potential designs and benefits). The RPT Leaders will then transmit
this information to the P&E Subcommittee, Technical Committee and other RPT
members.

Preliminary Assessment of Nominated Projects

A. Agencies, parishes, landowners, and other individuals informally confer to
further develop projects. Nominated projects shall be developed to support Coast
2050 strategies and goals.

B. The lead agency designated for each nominated project will prepare a brief
Project Description that discusses possible features. Fact sheets will also be
prepared for demonstration project nominees.

C. Engineering and Environmental Work Groups meet to review project features,
discuss potential benefits, and estimate preliminary fully funded cost ranges for
each project. The Work Groups will also review the nominated demonstration
projects and verify that they meet the demonstration project criteria.

D. P&E Subcommittee prepares matrix of cost estimates and other pertinent
information for nominees and demonstration project nominees and furnishes to
Technical Committee and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA).

Selection of Phase 0 Candidate Projects

A. Technical Committee meets to consider the project costs and potential wetland
benefits of the nominees. Technical Committee will select ten candidate projects
for detailed assessment by the Environmental, Engineering, and Economic Work
Groups. At this time, the Technical Committee will also select up to three
demonstration project candidates for detailed assessment by the Environmental,
Engineering, and Economic Work Groups.

B. Technical Committee assigns a Federal sponsor for each project to develop
preliminary Wetland Value Assessment (WVA) data and engineering cost
estimates for Phase 0 as described below.

Phase 0 Analysis of Candidate Projects

A. Sponsoring agency coordinates site visits for each project. A site visit is vital
so each agency can see the conditions in the area and estimate the project area
boundary. There will be no site visits conducted for demonstration projects.

B. Environmental and Engineering Work Groups and the Academic Advisory
Group meet to refine project features and develop boundaries based on site visits.
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C. Sponsoring agency develops a draft WVA and prepares Phase 1 engineering
and design cost estimates and Phase 2 construction cost estimates. Sponsoring
agency should use formats approved by the applicable work group.

D. Environmental Work Group reviews and approves all draft WVAs.
Demonstration project candidates will be evaluated as outlined in Appendix E of
the CWPPRA SOP.

E. Engineering Work Group reviews and approves Phase 1 and 2 cost estimates.

F. Economics Work Group reviews cost estimates and develops annualized (fully
funded) costs.

G. Corps of Engineers staff prepares information package for Technical
Committee and CPRA. Packages consist of:

1) updated Project Fact Sheets;

2) a matrix for each region that lists projects, fully funded cost, average
annual cost, Wetland Value Assessment results in net acres and Average
Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs), and cost effectiveness (average annual
cost/AAHU); and

3) a qualitative discussion of supporting partnerships and public support.

H. Technical Committee will host two public hearings to present the results from
the candidate project evaluations. Public comments from the public will be

accepted during the meeting and in writing.

Selection of 22™ Priority Project List

A. The selection of the 22" PPL will occur at the Winter Technical Committee
and Task Force meetings.

B. Technical Committee meets and considers matrix, Project Fact Sheets, and
public comments. The Technical Committee will recommend up to four projects
for selection to the 22" PPL. The Technical Committee may also recommend
demonstration projects for the 22™.

C. The CWPPRA Task Force will review the Technical Committee
recommendations and determine which projects will receive Phase 1 funding for
the 22" PPL.



22" Priority List Project Development Schedule (dates subject to change)

December 2011
December 13, 2011

January 19, 2012

January 24, 2012
January 25, 2012
January 26, 2012
February 15, 2012

March 9, 2012

March 20-21, 2012

March 22, 2012

April 19, 2012

May/June/July
June 5, 2012

July/August/
September
September 12, 2012
October 11, 2012

October 18, 2012

November 14, 2012
November 15, 2021

December 12, 2012

January 24, 2013

Distribute public announcement of PPL 22 process and schedule

Winter Technical Committee Meeting, approve Phases I and 11
(Baton Rouge)

Winter Task Force Meeting (New Orleans)

Region IV Planning Team Meeting (Abbeville)

Region III Planning Team Meeting (Morgan City)
Regions I and II Planning Team Meetings (New Orleans)
Coast-wide RPT Voting Meeting (Baton Rouge)

Agencies prepare fact sheets for RPT-nominated projects

Engineering/ Environmental Work Groups review project features,
benefits & prepare preliminary cost estimates for nominated projects
(Baton Rouge)

P&E Subcommittee prepares matrix of nominated projects showing
initial cost estimates and benefits

Spring Technical Committee Meeting, select PPL 22 candidate project
(Baton Rouge)

Candidate project site visits
Spring Task Force Meeting (Lafayette)

Env/Eng/Econ Work Group project evaluations

Fall Technical Committee Meeting, O&M and Monitoring funding
recommendations (Baton Rouge)

Fall Task Force meeting, O&M and Monitoring approvals (New
Orleans)

Economic, Engineering, and Environmental analyses completed for
PPL 22 candidates

PPL 22 Public Meeting (Abbeville)
PPL 22 Public Meeting (New Orleans)

Winter Technical Committee Meeting, recommend PPL 22 and Phase [
and II approvals (Baton Rouge)

Winter Task Force Meeting, select PPL 22 and approve Phase 11
requests (New Orleans)



Candidate Projects Located in Region 2



PPL22 Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Dedicated Dredging, to Create, Restore, or Protect Wetlands; Maintenance of Gulf, Bay and
Lake Shoreline Integrity; and, Vegetative Planting (Coastwide Common Strategies)

Project Location:
The project is located in Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, St. Bernard Parish, along the northern
and eastern rim of Lake Lery.

Problem:

The marshes forming the northern and eastern shoreline of Lake Lery and directly to the north
and east of the former lake shoreline were severely damaged by Hurricane Katrina. Wind-
induced waves within Lake Lery could further damage the shoreline and cause accelerated
interior marsh loss. Without directly rebuilding these marshes, the lake itself will likely continue
to grow and will coalesce with Bayou Terre aux Boeufs and newly open waters north of the lake.

Goals:

The primary goals of the project are to 1) Create/nourish 560 acres of marsh through dedicated
dredging, 2) Restore/stabilize approximately 3 miles of Lake Lery shoreline, and 3) Construct 15
acres of terraces.

Proposed Solution:

The project would create 422 acres and nourish an additional 138 acres of marsh along the
northern and eastern shore of Lake Lery using material dredged from Lake Lery. The marsh
creation/nourishment will restore approximately 3 miles of the lake shoreline. The target
elevation for the marsh creation areas will correspond with the elevation of healthy marsh in the
surrounding area (1.4 feet NAVD 88 according to PPL21 Lake Lery Candidate project WVA).
No planting is included for the creation or nourishment. The project will construct 21,000 feet
(15 acres) of terraces in a 299-acre area north of the lake rim. Terraces would be constructed to
an elevation of +2.5 feet NAVD 88, with a 15-feet crown width, and would be planted with
suitable marsh vegetation 2.5 feet apart with two rows on the crown and each slope.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 403 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 31,377,030.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:

Kimberly Clements, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (225) 389-0508, ext 204
Kimberly.Clements@noaa.gov

Patrick Williams, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (225) 389-0508, ext 208
Patrick. Williams@noaa.gov
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PPL22 Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide Common Strategies: Dedicated dredging to create, restore, or protect wetlands;
Terracing.

Region 2 Regional Ecosystem Strategies: Restore and Sustain Marshes; Manage outfall of
existing diversions.

Project Location:
Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, Plaquemines Parish, south of Big Mar and west of Lake Lery

Problem:

From 1932 to 1990, the Caernarvon Mapping Unit lost 14,240 acres of its marsh. Prior to
Hurricane Katrina, the greatest lost documented occurred between 1956 and 1974 and coincided
with Hurricane Betsy and extensive canal building. Hurricane Katrina devastated the area
resulting in substantial marsh loss. According to USGS Open File Report (2006-1274),
approximately 39 square miles of marsh around the upper and central portions of Breton Sound
were converted to open water by ripping of the marsh or by marsh submergence. Because the
framework of the marsh has been devastated, suspended sediments provided by the diversion
move through the system and fall out where velocities are reduced such as in Big Mar and Lake
Lery.

Goals:

The primary goal is to create terraces in the shallow open water areas south of Big Mar within
the Caernarvon Diversion outfall area. Terraces will reduce wave fetch in the large open water
areas and promote conditions conducive to growth of marsh vegetation and submerged aquatic
vegetation. Additional benefits may be achieved through capturing suspended sediments. Marsh
creation is also proposed to reestablish the western shoreline of Lake Lery in association with the
Lake Lery Shoreline Restoration Project (BS-16).

Proposed Solutions:

Approximately 65,000 linear feet of terraces (37 acres) will be constructed with in-situ material
to reduce fetch and turbidity and capture suspended sediment. Sediments will be hydraulically
dredged from Lake Lery and pumped via pipeline to create and restore approximately 334 acres
of marsh in the project area.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 302 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 23,692,705.

Preparer(s) of Fact Sheet:
Angela Trahan, USFWS, 337/291-3137, angela_trahan@fws.gov
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PPL22 Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3

Coast 2050 Strategy:

Coastwide Common Strategies: Dedicated dredging to create, restore, or protect wetlands;
Offshore and riverine sand and sediment resources.

Region 2 Regional Ecosystem Strategies: Restore and Sustain Marshes.

Project Location:

Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson and Plaquemines Parishes. The borrow location will be in
the Mississippi River. The project is immediately adjacent to the Mississippi River Sediment
Delivery System project (BA-39).

Problem:

Wetlands in the Barataria Basin were historically nourished by the fresh water, sediment and
nutrients delivered by the Mississippi River and its many distributary channels. Following the
creation of levees along the lower river for flood control and navigation, these inputs ceased. In
addition, numerous oil and gas canals in the area contributed significantly to wetland loss.
Recent information suggests that actual subsurface oil and gas withdrawal was a major cause of
wetland loss. From 1932 to 1990, the Barataria Basin lost over 245,000 acres of marsh, and
from 1978 to 1990, it experienced the highest rate of wetland loss in coastal Louisiana.

Goals:

The primary goal of this project is to create/nourish approximately 415 acres of emergent
intermediate marsh using sediment from the Mississippi River. Specific goals include: 1) Create
approximately 402 acres of intermediate marsh; 2) Nourish approximately 13 acres of existing
intermediate marsh; and 3) Create approximately 2500 linear feet of tidal creeks.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed project consists of features to create/nourish 415 acres of marsh adjacent to the
Mississippi River Sediment Delivery System — Bayou Dupont (BA-39) project, again using
sediment from the Mississippi River. The target elevation of +1.3 feet is estimated to be met at
year 10. Approximately 50% of created marsh will be planted using intermediate marsh plant
species. Approximately 2500 linear feet of tidal creeks will be created throughout the project
area.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 383 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 38,279,163.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:

Ken Teague, EPA, (214) 665-6687; Teague.kenneth@epa.gov

Paul Kaspar, EPA, (214) 665-7459; kaspar.paul@epa.gov

Adrian Chavarria, EPA, (214) 665-3103; Chavarria.adrian(@epa.gov
Chris Llewellyn, EPA, (214) 665-7239; Llewellyn.chris@epa.gov
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PPL22 Northeast Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Critical Area Shoreline
Protection

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Dedicated Dredging to Create Marsh on the Landbridge; Preserve Bay and Lake Shoreline
Integrity on the Landbridge; Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging for Wetland Creation.

Project Location:
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson Parish, northeast of Turtle Bay

Problem:

Historic wetland loss in the area occurs in the form of shoreline erosion along Turtle Bay and
interior marsh loss. The interior loss is caused by subsidence, sediment deprivation, and
construction of access and pipeline canals. Based on an analysis conducted by USGS, loss rates
in the area are estimated to be -0.615% per year for the period 1984 to 2011. Shoreline erosion
along the northwest shore of Turtle Bay, in the area proposed to be addressed by this project is
approximately 3 to 4 feet per year.

Goals:

The goals of the project are to 1) create approximately 505 acres of marsh and nourish
approximately 254 acres of marsh (759 acres total) with dredged material from Turtle Bay, 2)
protect approximately 2,335 feet of critical shoreline, and 3) prevent further enlargement of two
primary water exchange points.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed project would create approximately 505 acres and nourish approximately 254 acres
of marsh using sediment dredged from Turtle Bay. Two types of containment will be utilized for
this project: semi-contained and fully contained. For the semi-contained portion, there will be
approximately 49 acres of marsh creation and 108 acres of marsh nourishment. For the fully
contained portion, there will be approximately 456 acres of marsh creation and 146 acres of
marsh nourishment. Containment dikes will be degraded as necessary to reestablish hydrologic
connectivity with adjacent wetlands. Approximately 2,335 feet of critical shoreline would be
protected and two channel liners would be installed to prevent further enlargement of two
primary water exchange points. Maintenance of the shoreline protection feature and channel
liners would be included. In case the area does not re-vegetate on its own, the maintenance cost
estimate includes funds to plant 25% of the created marsh at Year 3.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 492 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 40,494,122.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:
Quin Kinler, USDA-NRCS, 225-382-2047, quin.kinler@la.usda.gov
Jason Kroll, USDA-NRCS, 225-389-0347, jason.kroll@la.usda.gov
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PPL22 Elmer’s Island Restoration

Coast 2050 Strategy:

Coastwide: Dedicated dredging to create, restore, or protect wetlands; Maintenance of Gulf, bay,
and lake shoreline integrity;

Regional: Restore/maintain barrier headlands, islands and shorelines

Project Location:
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson Parish

Problem:

As part of an erosional headland, Elmer’s Island is dominated by marine processes including
overwash. The island has narrowed and decreased in elevation escalating the rate of overwash
and breaching along the headland as well as the spit along Caminada Pass. The island was
breached after hurricanes in 2005, 2008, and 2012. The Caminada Headland has receded
approximately 970 feet over the last 100 years with about -8 ft/yr along Elmer’s Island. The land
loss rate in the area is estimated at -0.634 percent/year based on USGS data from 1985 to 2011.

Goals:

The primary project goal is to create salt marsh habitat behind the dune and maintain shoreline
integrity and prevent breaching for 20 years as an interim measure until the implementation of a
larger beach nourishment/dune restoration projects. This would include primary focus on
substantial marsh creation to increase the planform width and conduct interim repairs of portions
of the dune and spit. The objective is to create a net positive of back barrier marsh and headland
habitat over the project life. Additional goals include avoiding adverse impacts to existing
infrastructure and sediment transport to Grand Isle. Additive considerations would be to assess
and maintain the lagoon hydrology and assess the spit from a geomorphic, habitat, sediment,
hydrology, and protection perspectives.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed features consist of four primary elements (1) 304 acres of marsh creation (with
planting), (2) approximately 5,400 feet of dune repair (with planting), (3) breach closure (with
planting), and (4) installation of four culverts. Approximately 130,400 cubic yards of sand
would be dredged from the ebb shoal of Barataria Pass for the dune and breach repairs.
Approximately 2.2 million cubic yards of sediment would be dredged for marsh creation from an
offshore location that would not impact the Caminada Headland or Grand Isle.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 272 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $35,745,200.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:
Patrick Williams, NOAA Fisheries, (225) 389-0508, ext 208
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Candidate Projects Located in Region 3
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PPL22 North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide Strategy: Dedicated dredging to create, restore, or protect wetlands.
Region 3, Strategy 11: Maintain Shoreline Integrity/Stabilize Critical Areas.

Project Location:
Region 3, Terrebonne Basin, Lafourche Parish, Northern Shoreline of Catfish Lake

Problem:

Eastern Terrebonne Basin is significantly isolated from the riverine influences of the Mississippi
and Atchafalaya Rivers. Consequently, both subsidence and erosion of shorelines have occurred
at some of the highest rates in Louisiana. The northern half of the Catfish Lake shoreline has
experienced an average erosion rate of approximately 9.8 ft with some areas losing as much as
40 ft per year. Interior marsh loss along the lake rim has also formed a large pond on the east
side of the lake shoreline that has breached and threatens to greatly accelerate wetland loss in the
area.

Goals:

The goal of the project is to strategically create marsh and reduce shoreline loss by
reconstructing the marsh along the lake rim of Catfish Lake, one of the most prominent interior
lakes in the eastern Terrebonne Basin.

Proposed Solutions:

The project will create marsh along the lake rim of the northern half of Catfish Lake and plant
smooth cordgrass along the lake shore-face to reestablish a healthy and stable lake rim marsh
community. Sediments will be hydraulically dredged from Catfish Lake and pumped via
pipeline to create approximately 415 acres of marsh habitat and nourish an additional 251 acres
of marsh habitat.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 401 net acres over the 20 year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 30,385,887.

Preparer(s) of Fact Sheet:

Archie Chaisson, Lafourche Parish, (985) 632-4666, chaissonap@lafourchegov.org
Ron Boustany, NRCS, (337) 291-3067, ron.boustany@la.usda.gov

John Jurgensen, NRCS, (337) 473-7694, john.jurgensen(@la.usda.gov
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PPL22 Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide Strategy: Maintain estuarine gradient to achieve diversity; Diversions and riverine
discharge; Management of diversion outfall for wetland benefits.

Region 3 Strategy: Enhance Atchafalaya River water influence to Central Terrebonne Marshes;
Restore and Sustain Marshes.

Project Location:
Region 3, Terrebonne Basin, Lafourche Parish, Marshes east and west of Grand Bayou Canal
(GBC) from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIW W) to just south of Margaret’s Bayou.

Problem:

Project area salinities are increasing due to the loss of marshes south of the project area.
Freshwater inflows into this area originate from the GIWW along the northern project boundary.
The freshwater inflow from the GIWW is restricted by small channel cross-sections along the
northern section of GBC. Margaret’s Bayou is also plugged keeping fresh water from moving
east into the broken marshes. The project area encompasses 26,533 acres of which 10,018 acres
were marsh and the remaining 16,515 acres were open water as of 2010. Land loss rates west of
GBC are estimated at -0.328 percent/year and -0.583 percent/year east of GBC.

Goals:

The primary goals of this project are to increase the flow of fresh water down GBC from the
GIWW and create/nourish marsh using material dredged from the enlargement of GBC and from
the creation of terraces. Specific project goals include: (1) increase the flow of fresh water from
the GIWW from approximately 600 cfs to 1,600 cfs; (2) redirect much of the fresh water from
GBC into the marshes east and west; (3) create 135 acres and nourish 41 acres of intermediate
marsh; and (4) create 183,000 linear feet of terraces (97 acres of marsh) near the southern Point
aux Chenes boundary and near the Lafourche Parish flood protection levee.

Proposed Solution:

Enlarge the cross-sectional area of GBC by hydraulically dredging and placing approximately
612,674 cubic yards of sediments into an open water area to create/nourish 176 acres of
intermediate marsh. Construct a fixed crest weir (with barge bay) in GBC south of Margaret’s
Bayou. Reconnect Margaret’s Bayou with GBC and enlarge Margaret’s Bayou. Replace a rock
plug along GBC with a water control structure. Create 183,000 linear feet of earthen terraces
south of Margaret’s Bayou.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 655 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 30,344,992.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Robert Dubois, FWS, (337) 291-3127; robert_dubois@fws.gov
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PPL22 South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings and Terracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Maintain shoreline integrity and stabilize critical areas (Regional Ecosystem Strategy); Terracing
and Vegetative Plantings (Coastwide Common Strategy)

Project Location:
Region 3, Teche/Vermilion Basin, Vermilion Parish, Northeastern shore of Vermilion Bay
extending from Mud Point, around Little Vermilion Bay to State Wildlife Refuge.

Problem:

Continuous wind-wave energy is preventing sediments from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway
through Freshwater Bayou and Schooner Bayou from becoming sub-aerial features, and is also
responsible for shoreline erosion. Continued shoreline retreat in Vermilion Bay is threatening
the integrity of Bay rim, which if compromised would expose surrounding marsh to open bay
energies.

Goals:

The primary goals of the project are to: 1) Create approximately 26,000 LF of distributary
channels in Little Vermilion Bay, 2) Create approximately 22,000 LF of earthen terraces (17
acres), 3) Increase sediment deposition to create emergent marsh base, 4) Stabilize
approximately 46,695 linear feet of bay shoreline through five years of intensive vegetative
plantings (63 acres), 5) Create an additional 14 acres of emergent marsh through the expansion
of vegetative plantings. Abate wind-driven wave erosion along Vermilion Bay.

Proposed Solution:

The project features includes terracing and intensive shoreline vegetation plantings. Terraces
would be constructed to diminish waves in Little Vermilion Bay, helping to increase sediment
deposition and reduce the rate of shoreline erosion. A pattern of channels would be dredged
100-feet wide and 6-feet deep to beneficially distribute sediment from the GIWW through the
Freshwater and Schooner bayous. Dredged sediments would be used to construct 22,000 LF of
earthen terraces. Terraces would be constructed to +2.8 feet NAVDS&8 with a crown 20 feet
wide. The slopes of the terraces would be planted with smooth cordgrass plugs. The project
design follows that of the Little Vermilion Bay Sediment Trapping Project (TV-12).

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 93 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 6,506,921.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:

John Foret, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (337) 291-2107 John.Foret@noaa.gov
Kimberly Clements, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (225) 389-0508, ext 204
Kimberly.Clements@noaa.gov
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Candidate Projects Located in Region 4
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PPL22 Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide Common Strategies: Maintain, Protect, or Restore Ridge Functions; Terracing
accompanied by vegetative planting, is an effective means of marsh habitat creation.

Regional Strategy 4: Move water from Lakes Subbasin across Highway 82 including outfall
management and flood protection where needed. Restore historic hydrologic and salinity
conditions throughout Region 4 to protect wetlands from hydrologic modification.

Project Location:
Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish, east of Pecan Island and south of Highway 82.

Problem:

Virtually all of the project area marshes have experienced increased tidal exchange, saltwater
intrusion, and reduced freshwater retention associated with Freshwater Bayou and Humble
Canals. Highway 82 traverses cheniers wherever possible; however, low spots between cheniers
historically allowed drainage from the Lakes Subbasin south into the Chenier Subbasin.
Currently, Highway 82 forms a hydrologic barrier that isolates those subbasins.

Goals:

The project goals are two-fold: 1) to evacuate excess water from the Lakes Subbasin; and 2) to
provide freshwater to the Chenier Subbasin. The project would restore/improve hydrologic
conditions and promote the expansion of emergent marsh vegetation throughout the project area.
The terracing will be designed to reduce wave energies and promote growth of submerged
aquatic vegetation.

Proposed Solution:
The project proposes approximately 181,500 linear feet of terracing and freshwater introduction.

The proposed freshwater introduction would restore/improve hydrologic conditions by allowing
water from the Lakes Subbasin to drain south across Highway 82 into the Chenier Subbasin.
The majority of the necessary infrastructure exists and would require minimal
improvement/cleanout and the construction of an outlet structure at Front Ridge.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 134 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 13,622,423.

Preparers of Fact Sheet

Troy Mallach, NRCS, (337) 291-3064, troy.mallach@]la.usda.gov

Wayne Henderson, (225) 922- 4600, whenderson@pncpa.com

Judge Edwards, Vermilion Corps, (337) 893-0268, vermilioncorporation@connections-lct.com
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PPL22 Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation and Terracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:

Restore and Sustain Wetlands (Regional Ecosystem Strategy); Dedicated Dredging for Wetlands
Creation, Terracing, and Vegetative Plantings (Coastwide Common Strategy); Restore
Hydrology in the Burton-Sutton Canal (Mapping Unit Strategy)

Project Location:

Region 4, Calcasieu/Sabine Basin, Cameron Parish, approximately 18 miles west of Cameron, 5
miles north of the Gulf of Mexico, northeast of Johnsons Bayou, south of Cameron Meadows
Gas Field.

Problem:

Significant marsh loss is attributed to rapid fluid and gas extraction beginning in 1931,
Hurricanes Rita, Gustav and Ike. Rapid fluid and gas extraction resulted in a surface down
warping along distinguished geologic fault lines. In the decades that followed, organic matter
filled the low area and an emergent marsh community became established. During the
hurricanes of 2005 and 2008, the physical removal of the marsh coupled with low rainfall has
resulted in the conversion of intermediate to brackish marsh to approximately 7,000 acres of
open water. In addition to these direct losses, significant marsh loss has resulted from saltwater
intrusion and hydrologic changes associated with storm damage and blocked drainages.

Goals:

Restore coastal marsh habitat by creating approximately 352 acres of marsh with dredge material
and constructing terraces. Reverse the conversion of wetlands to shallow open water in the
project area through reestablishment of hydrologic connectivity.

Proposed Solution:

Construct 334 acres of marsh, reestablishing Old North Bayou, utilizing dredged material from
the Gulf of Mexico. Construct 35,000 linear feet of terraces (18 acres) to reduce wind generated
wave fetch. Terraces would be constructed to +2.5 feet NAVD 88, 15 feet crown width, and
planted. Project features would include cleaning out over 30,000 linear feet of canals (South
Line and/or B1) to re-establish drainage patterns filled in as a result of the hurricanes. The marsh
creation areas would be planted with appropriate species of wetland vegetation.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 265 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 27,685,820.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:

John Foret, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (337) 291-2107 John.Foret@noaa.gov
Kimberly Clements, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (225) 389-0508, ext 204
Kimberly.Clements@noaa.gov
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PPL22 Hay Bale Restoration Demonstration Project

Coast 2050 Strategies:

Coastwide strategies: Maintenance of bay and lake shoreline integrity; Vegetative Planting;
Terracing. Regional Ecosystem strategies: Restore Swamps; Restore/Sustain Marshes; Protect
Bay and Lake Shorelines; Restore and Maintain Barrier Islands; Maintain Critical Landforms.

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
Coastwide

Problem:

With the construction of the levee system, the integrity of the natural flow of the Mississippi
River has been compromised. The use of hay bales in restoration efforts needs to be investigated
as an all “natural” solution to help put back what the construction of the levees has taken away
(i.e. return of sediment input from waterways back to the land to help counter land
subsidence/add nutrients).

Goals:
Deploy and test various approaches for restoring the eroding marsh/banks/shorelines.
Demonstrate the versatility of hay bales in restoration, as an alternative to traditional methods.

Proposed Solutions:

“Barriers” of 800-1b round bales of hay, wheat, and/or rice straw will be constructed to suppress
the erosive effects of wave action on shorelines and trap sediment, forming a more “natural”
barrier or buffer compared to traditional methods used for erosion control. Approximately 1500
ft of double row hay bales would be placed in a linear “barricade alignment” near shore, with 3
replicate 500-foot sections and 20-foot gaps in between each section (Figure 1). In addition, the
utilization of hay bales as containment for dredged material will also be evaluated. This
treatment is intended to investigate a different method of containment in areas unsuitable for
earthen dike construction. Three 0.9-acre cells consisting of a double wall of hay bales will be
constructed (Figure 2).

Project Benefits:

Benefits include: 1) cost effective when compared to other traditional means of erosion control
(e.g., rock); 2) all-natural and expected to be non-toxic to the environment (biodegradable); 3)
reduces wave energy to help with soil stabilization/soil creation; 4) would serve to protect new
vegetative plantings as well as existing vegetation; 5) excellent source of shelter for
nesting/colonization by birds and other animals; 6) attract fish and other aquatic species; and 7)
creates a market for wheat and rice straw that currently does not exist.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 2,126,843.

Preparer(s) of Fact Sheet:
Susan Hennington, USACE, 504-862-2504, Susan.M.Hennington@usace.army.mil
Scott F. Wandell, USACE, 504-862-1878, Scott.F.Wandell@usace.army.mil
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Placements Near Shore:

Figure 1: Nearshore Barricade- Double Row (3 reps = 750 bales total)
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PPL22 Reconnection of Hydrologically Isolated Wetlands to Improve
Ecological Function Demonstration Project

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Regional: Improve hydrology, restore hydrology

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
Coastwide swamps, intermediate, brackish, and salt marshes

Problem:

The juxtaposition of canal spoils banks often results in the impoundment or partial impoundment
of coastal wetlands thus reducing the exchange between these wetlands and the surrounding
areas. This reduced exchange results in fewer but longer flooding and drying events. The
increased flooding may be enough to increase the soil waterlogging to a point where plants may
become stressed due to soil chemistry changes ultimately leading to plant death and wetland loss.
Excessive inundation of swamps has been shown to lead to increased stress, resulting in
mortality to less flood tolerant species and eventually to loss of tree density.

Goals:

(1) Assess the size or number of connections necessary to re-establish the hydrology within an
isolated wetland and improve the connectivity to the surrounding wetland in order to restore
ecological function. (2) Improve the soil chemistry by decreasing soil waterlogging. (3) Reduce
stress on the vegetation. (4) Improve fisheries access.

Proposed Solution:

Re-establish the connectivity to the surrounding wetlands by opening hydrologic
pathways. It is anticipated that 1-3 impounded locations will be used, each with a
reconnected and non-reconnected control. Approximately 500 linear feet (ft) of gaps (or
spoil bank degradation) would be constructed at each of the locations for a total of 3,000
ft. The gap lengths tested would include the present minimum standard of 25 ft being
used on CWPPRA projects. Additional size and/or number of gaps or degrading would
be tested.

Project Benefits:
1. Re-establishment of a natural hydrologic regime.
2. Lower (or eliminate) plant stress due to waterlogging.
3. Increase connectivity (water, material and organisms) to surrounding wetlands.
4. Provide data on transient fish and invertebrate species access to the marsh.
5. Determine optimal sizes of gaps that may be useful for marsh creation projects.

Project Costs
The total fully funded cost is $1,724,012.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Patrick Williams, NOAA Fisheries, 225-389-0508, patrick.williams@noaa.gov
Erick Swenson, Louisiana State University, (225)578-2730, eswenson@lsu.edu
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Figure 1. Example of an impounded site (surrounded by spoil banks) in an intermediate marsh in
Terrebonne Parish. The red arrows indicate possible locations to gap (or degrade spoil banks) to
re-establish hydrologic connectivity.
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Figure 2. Example of marsh water levels (red) in an impounded marsh and in the adjacent open
water (blue) at an intermediate marsh site in Terrebonne Parish (Figure 1). The site floods and
drains during high water level events but drainage is limited (by spoil banks) at lower water
levels leading to increased waterlogging.
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PPL22 Coastal Restoration and Energy Production System (CREPS)
Demonstration Project

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Management of Pump and Gravity-flow Outfall for Wetland Benefits; Diversions
and Riverine Discharge

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
Plaquemines Parish, St. Bernard Parish, Orleans Parish, Jefferson Parish, St. Charles Parish, St.
John the Baptist Parish, or St. James Parish.

Problem:

Over a century of leveeing and river management has isolated the Mississippi River from the
wetlands that have historically depended on its periodic inputs of nutrients, sediment, and
freshwater.

Goals:

The goal of this project is to demonstrate the potential use of the CREPS diversion technology
for supplying degraded wetlands with fresh water and sediment. Specifically, the project will
compare the efficiency and cost effectiveness of CREPS technology with existing diversions.
Another goal of the project is investigate the potential capture and utilization of hydroelectric
power from the diversion.

Proposed Solution:

CREPS consists of a 30inch pipe horizontally directional drilled under a levee system (>80ft
below the levee), with the input under water on the river side and the output outside of the levee
(Figure 1). Because the average level of the river is higher in elevation than the wetlands,
hydrostatic forces will force river water through the pipe. A hydrokinetic turbine will be fixed to
the output and generate power. This electricity can then be used to power pumps to further direct
the diverted river water or uploaded to the transmission grid to generate revenue.

Proposed Benefits:

CREPS technology would introduce nutrient and sediment-rich freshwater into coastal wetlands.
It is similar in cost to install as a major diversion on a cfs basis, but can be constructed in a
fraction of the time. It also minimizes the induced shoaling threat to the maritime industry, and
does not hinder existing residential, commercial, or industrial operations during construction or
operation.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ 3,357,745.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Stuart Brown, CPRA, 225-342-4596, stuart.brown@la.gov
Kodi Collins, CPRA, 225-342-4106, kodi.collins@la.gov
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PPL22 Bioengineering of Shorelines and Canal Banks using Live Stakes
Demonstration Project

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Maintain bay and lake shorelines. Terracing and plantings.

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
Coastwide

Problem:

Louisiana’s coastal shorelines have experienced high levels of retreat. The typical approach to
reducing shoreline erosion has been to use rock dikes or sheetpile structures. These structures
require the use of materials that are not native to the Louisiana coast and when procured
elsewhere, cause damage to other environments (quarry). In addition, rock is often not
physically compatible with native coastal soils - rocks often sink into the fine-grained and highly
organic coastal wetland soils.

Goals:

The proposed project would demonstrate an alternative to traditional shoreline protection
techniques. In particular, this project would demonstrate an ecological engineering approach to
stabilization of existing shoreline features and attenuation of shoreline retreat.

Proposed Solution:

The stabilization materials have a variety of application possibilities that can be adjusted to best
suit many different types of coastal environments. A staggered terrace-like orientation can break
up wave action, reduce turbidity, and allow sediment to settle, potentially accreting and creating
emergent marsh. The use of native woody materials ensures the use of native plants and
provides a relatively inexpensive source of plant materials. In combination with the erosion
control materials, a variety of configurations in planting the shallows, shoreline and near shore
areas will begin the reestablishment of a native plant community. The demonstration would
include the selection of 3 diverse application sites for treatment. Each treatment would include 3
replicate 500-foot sections for a total project installation of 4,500 linear feet.

Project Benefits:

Benefits include: 1) absorb and deflect wave energy; 2) protect and enhance existing or planted
shoreline vegetation; 3) allow ingress and egress of aquatic species; 4) collect sediment by
reducing wave energy; 5) reduce interior marsh loss; and 6) use of native materials.

Project Costs
The fully-funded cost is $2,562,494.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:

Paul Kaspar, EPA, 214-665-7459, kaspar.paul@epa.gov

Ken Teague, EPA, 214-665-6687, Teague.kenneth@epa.gov
Adrian Chavarria, EPA, 214-665-7255, chavarria.adrian(@epa.gov
Chris Llewellyn, EPA, 214-665-7239, Llewellyn.chris@epa.gov
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Public Comments



CEMVN-PM-C (10-1-7a) 14 Nov 12

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Notes from the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
(CWPPRA) PPL 22 Public Meeting, Wednesday, 14 Nov 12, Abbeville, LA 7:00 p.m.
Abbeville Courthouse

1. Mr. Brad Inman, United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), opened the
meeting at 7:05 p.m. Mr. Inman introduced Mr. Kevin Roy, United States Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS). Members of the public and agency attendees introduced
themselves. A sign-in sheet is included as Enclosure 1. The agenda for the meeting is
included as Enclosure 2. PPL 22 Candidate Project Packets were handed out to meeting
attendees and are included as Enclosure 3.

2. Mr. Roy explained the CWPPRA process. He presented a PowerPoint presentation
(included as Enclosure 4) that included the PPL 22 process and the ten (10) candidate
projects (one slide per candidate project). The slides for each project included: project
map, project location, project description, net acres of marsh that would be created in the
project area, and the fully-funded cost estimate. Projects were presented in the following
order: Region 2, 3, and 4. There are no candidate projects in Region 1. Mr. Roy
explained the spreadsheet that would be used to select which candidate projects will
continue to Engineering and Design (E&D). Four (4) demonstration projects were also
proposed this year. Mr. Roy went over the four demonstration projects. He explained the
scoring process for demonstration projects and presented the current scores for these
projects.

3. Public comments were given after the presentation of each project:
Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing

e Mr. Sherrill Segrera, Vermilion Parish, asked about the depth of Lake Lery and
the cost of creating marsh versus building terraces. Mr. Roy responded that even
though the lake is shallow, building terraces is much less expensive than creating
marsh.

Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery-Marsh Creation 3

e Mr. W.P. Edwards III, Vermilion Corporation, asked why the tidal creeks were
included in this project. Mr. Roy and Mr. Paul Kaspar, Unites States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), responded that the purpose of the
tidal creeks is to maintain natural tidal hydrologic flow and prevent impoundment.
CWPPRA does not want all of the marshes to be surrounded by containment
dikes, but would rather build areas that mimic the natural conditions. The total
acreage that would have tidal creeks would be small. Mr. Edwards stated that in



most places in Louisiana where tidal creeks exist, 20 years later this area is open
water. He is not in favor of project features that will contribute to erosion and
eventually wash away the land. Mr. Edwards asked whether CWPPRA had a
study that showed that tidal creeks are nourishing marshes. Mr. Roy responded
that there are many healthy, functioning marshes with tidal creeks, and that
environment is what CWPPRA is trying to reproduce. Also, the material used in
this project is river sand and should be able to withstand a little tidal exchange.

Northeast Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Critical Area Shoreline Protection

Mr. Segrera asked about the use of contained marshes versus uncontained
marshes. Mr. Roy stated that the Natural Resources Conservation Service
(NRCS) has built marsh cells without containment dikes in this area previously
and these projects have been successful. Mr. Segrera agreed with the use of
uncontained marsh for this project and expressed his approval that CWPPRA
agencies are moving away from the idea that every marsh creation cell must have
containment dikes. Mr. Roy stated that containment dikes are needed where there
are landowner issues and in larger open water areas.

Elmer’s Island Restoration

Mr. Segrera asked about the sustainability of this project. Mr. Roy responded that
these types of projects are probably the most susceptible to storm damage. For
most of these types of barrier island restoration projects, at the end of 20 years,
only 50 to 60 percent of what was built will likely remain. The 272 net acres is
the amount of additional marsh that will be in this area if this project is built
compared to not building it.

Mr. Edwards pointed out that Barataria Pass is seven (7) miles from this area. He
asked whether there is a closer borrow area that would reduce cost. He suggested
Caminada Pass as an alternative. Mr. Stuart Brown, Louisiana Coastal Protection
and Restoration Authority (CPRA), stated that Caminada Pass is a sediment
source for Grand Isle, so mining it would reduce the material available for Grand
Isle, which would lead to large scale objections. Mr. Edwards asked about the
possibility of offshore dredging, since Barataria Pass is a sediment source for
other barrier islands such as Grand Terre. Mr. Brown stated that an offshore
borrow site is still a possibility. Mr. Roy stated that the borrow area at Barataria
Pass is already approved, and the process of getting an offshore area approved
could add years to the project planning process. Although a representative of the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) was not at the meeting, Mr. Roy
stated that the amount of material is minimal and NMFS would not have chosen
Barataria Pass as a borrow site if taking material from there would negatively
impact other barrier islands.



Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing

Mr. Edwards asked if the plans included dredging the canal all the way to the
open water of the Gulf of Mexico. Mr. Roy responded that dredging is only
included for the upper reach and indicated the location where dredging would
occur on the map. Mr. Edwards asked if the canal is open all the way to the
south. Mr. Roy responded yes. Mr. Edwards asked what would prevent all of the
freshwater from leaving the system through the canal. Mr. Roy stated that the
purpose of the structure in Grand Bayou Canal is to prevent the loss of freshwater.
Mr. Edwards then asked how CWPPRA calculated the benefits of adding
freshwater to the system. Mr. Roy said they have a freshwater introduction model
that can estimate the benefits of freshwater based on the amount of freshwater to
be introduced and the sediment and nutrient concentration in the freshwater. Mr.
Chris Allen, CPRA, added that estimating these benefits is very difficult. The
ability to accurately use the model depends on the particular features of the area
and the project. Mr. Edwards asked about adding a similar structure to the Four
Mile Canal as part of the Weeks Bay Project, and said that feature would make
the Weeks Bay Project very similar to this project. Mr. Roy responded that the
model that they use to estimate benefits of freshwater is designed for areas where
the flow is more certain. Mr. Allen added that CWPPRA is currently trying to
model the Weeks Bay Project.

South Little Vermilion Bay Plantings and Terracing

Mr. Segrera said he that he would like to see something in this project that would
protect Four Mile Canal. Mr. Roy responded that features could be changed once
they get into the E&D phase. Mr. Segrera said that the erosion rates in this area
are very high, so this is a good project. He added that other terraces in Little
Vermilion Bay are working very well. Mr. Roy said that the CWPPRA analysis
shows that no land has been lost with these terraces. Mr. Segrera responded that
land is accreting at these terraces.

Mr. Edwards asked if the results seen at the Vermilion Bay terraces are indicative
of terracing projects in other areas of the State. He asked if CWPPRA has studied
the factors that make some terraces successful and others unsuccessful, especially
since there are several candidate projects that include terracing. Mr. Roy
responded that terraces are certainly more successful in some places than others.
One reason for this could be the material used in construction, but CWPPRA has
not looked at them in as much detail as Mr. Edwards is requesting. Many existing
terracing projects are not old enough to have sufficient data yet. Mr. Allen added
that the ones that are working have dedicated sediment sources, such as the Jaws.
Mr. Edwards said that the sediment source for these proposed terraces would be
the eroding marshes along the shoreline of Four Mile Canal.



Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing

Mr. Segrera said that if nothing is done to Freshwater Bayou, this area will have
more water than this project will introduce, but it will not be fresh water. Water is
currently circumventing the locks and going into the basin. Mr. Segrera asked
where the bridges would be located, and Mr. Edwards said the bridges would
replace existing culverts, which are too small. Mr. Edwards said there are several
terracing projects in this area that have been in place for several years and are
holding up well. Mr. Segrera said there is an existing terracing project just west
of this project that was built using Community Development Block Grant funds.

Wayne Henderson, representing the landowners for this project, spoke in support
of this project. He stated that moving freshwater to this area is part of the 2012
State Master Plan. This project will create marsh and prevent erosion of Highway
82. Right now this area is just open lake, and this project will preserve some land
and create marsh. He has seen a strong south wind and high tides push water
across Front Ridge Road, and this phenomenon is endangering a residential area
north of the road.

Mr. Segrera said that this is Vermilion Parish’s number one project. Mr. Edwards
said Vermilion Corporation is also in favor of this project, and he hopes there are
no landowner issues for this project.

Demonstration Projects

Mr. Segrera said that he does not think the Hay Bale Restoration Demonstration
Project could be used for shoreline protection. The wave energy on the shoreline
would be too high and the hay bales would have to be anchored. The original
purpose of this demonstration project was for marsh containment in a situation
where the hay bales would biodegrade so that CWPPRA would not have to breach
or degrade containment dikes. Mr. Roy responded that hay bales could perhaps
be used in place of rock in low energy areas with poor soil conditions. Some
anchoring is included in the cost estimates.

Mr. Edwards asked about the type of marsh that would surround the impounded
marshes used in the Reconnection of Hydrologically Isolated Wetlands to
Improve Ecological Function Demonstration Project. Mr. Roy stated that in the
example, all of the marsh is intermediate marsh. Mr. Edwards suggested asking
the question, “Which came first, the canal or the fish?” If the canal came first,
CWPPRA should not introduce more water into the area.

Mr. Segrera asked about whether the cost of the Coastal Restoration and Energy
Production System (CREPS) Demonstration Project includes the cost of the
turbine. Mr. Kaspar responded that it does not. Mr. Segrera pointed out that the
cost is over $2 million. Mr. Roy said that limiting demonstration projects to less



than $2 million is an unwritten rule, but the Task Force could decide to fund a
demonstration project with a higher cost if the project is a great project.

e Mr. Edwards stated that he was disappointed that the CREPS Demonstration
Project did not get a higher score. Mr. Roy explained that, in order to get a
significant flow to the wetlands, the structure would have to be located so far up
the River to get enough head that the surrounding areas do not need diversions.
Mr. Allen said that the analysis showed that this method was less cost effective
than traditional siphons. The directional drilling is expensive and the pipes that
go under the levee are much smaller than siphons.

e Mr. Edwards asked for confirmation that the Bioengineering of Shorelines and
Canal Banks using Live Stakes Demonstration Project is intended for low energy
environments. Mr. Roy confirmed this assumption. Mr. Segrera suggested using
hay bales on this project.

4. Mr. Roy described the remaining steps in the PPL 22 process. He explained that the
Technical Committee will meet on December 12, 2012 to review the projects, including
public comments, and make a recommendation to the Task Force as to which four (4)
projects should proceed into the E&D phase. One demonstration project may be selected.
The Task Force will meet on January 24, 2013 to select projects for PPL 22. Written
comments can be mailed, faxed, or emailed to the USACE at the addresses shown in the
PPL 22 Candidate Project Packet.

5. Mr. Roy thanked everyone for attending. The meeting was adjourned at 8:25 pm.



CEMVN-PM-C (10-1-7a) 15 Nov 12

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Notes from the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
(CWPPRA) PPL 22 Public Meeting, Wednesday, 15 Nov 12, New Orleans, LA 7:00 p.m.
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) New Orleans District

1. Mr. Brad Inman, USACE, opened the meeting at 7:05 p.m. Mr. Inman explained what
would be covered at the meeting. He stated that the goal of the meeting is to go over the
Priority Project List (PPL) 22 process and present the PPL 22 candidate and
demonstration projects, and then open the floor for public support and/or comments. He
asked members of the public to come to the microphone to make comments or ask
questions. CWPPRA agency personnel introduced themselves. A sign-in sheet is
included as Enclosure 1. The agenda for the meeting is included as Enclosure 2. PPL
22 Candidate Project Packets were handed out to meeting attendees and are included as
Enclosure 3.

2. Mr. Kevin Roy, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) gave an overview of the
CWPPRA process. He presented a PowerPoint presentation (included as Enclosure 4)
that included the PPL 22 process and the ten (10) candidate projects (one slide per
candidate project). The slides for each project included: project map, project location,
project description, net acres of marsh that would be created in the project area, and the
fully funded cost estimate. Projects were presented in the following order: Region 2, 3
and 4. There are no candidate projects in Region 1. Mr. Roy explained the spreadsheet
that would be used to select which candidate projects will continue to Engineering and
Design (E&D). Four (4) demonstration projects were also proposed this year. Mr. Roy
went over the four demonstration projects. He explained the scoring process for
demonstration projects and presented the current scores for these projects. Mr. Roy then
went over the remaining steps in the PPL 22 process. He explained that after the public
meetings, the Technical Committee will meet on December 12, 2012 to review the
project results and make a recommendation to the Task Force as to which four (4)
projects should continue into E&D. One demonstration project may be selected. The
Task Force will then meet on January 24, 2013 to select projects for PPL 22. Written
comments can be mailed, faxed, or emailed to the USACE at the addresses provided in
the PPL 22 Candidate Project Packet.

3. The floor was opened for public comments:
Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing
e Mr. Nicholas Alfonso, landowner at Delacroix Island and commercial fisherman,
stated that this is a fantastic project. Lake Lery used to be seven feet deep, but

now it is only 2.5 feet deep. The land is still there, but it is in the Lake under the
water.



Terracing and Marsh Creation South of Big Mar

Mr. Alfonso asked where the mud would come from for this project. Mr. Roy
responded that this project would use the same borrow area as the Lake Lery
Shoreline Marsh Creation and Terracing Project. Mr. Alfonso stated that when he
was younger, he used to be able to walk on this land, and they trapped furs in this
area. Before the Caernarvon Freshwater Diversion was constructed, this was
sturdy land. There was land separation, but not land erosion. In the areas where
land separation occurs, when a hurricane hits the area the land disappears. The
reason this occurs is that the fresh water kills the root system of the plants. Mr.
Alfonso said that building land is a great thing. Without this land, Mr. Alfonso’s
career as a commercial fisherman would be over and the Louisiana coast would
be like the Mississippi coast with just a beach. Louisiana’s coastal area protects
the inland areas from storms. After a hard northwestern wind, land is visible
because it is only half of a foot under water, not four feet under water. From the
air, it just looks like open water, but the land is still there. Mr. Alfonso does not
believe in freshwater diversions. He compared the freshwater diversion to placing
a water hose in a garden and running it constantly for three months. The result
would be killing all of the plants in the garden. Mr. Alfonso is in favor of
building land.

Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery-Marsh Creation 3

Ms. Marnie Winter, Jefferson Parish Environmental Department, stated that other
similar CWPPRA projects have shown that this project will work. There may be
a concern about availability of sediment in the River because of the Coastal
Impact Assistance Program (CIAP) Long Distance Sediment Pipeline Project.
This project is supposed to start construction in 2013. It usually takes a
CWPPRA project two to three years to move from Phase I to Phase II, so it is
possible that the CIAP project would be in place by then and would decrease the
cost of this CWPPRA project.

Northeast Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Critical Area Shoreline Protection

Ms. Winter stated that this project is in a critical area where CWPPRA has
already done a lot of work. The dedicated dredging on the Barataria Basin
Landbridge Project looks really good. The Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation
Project is in Phase I, so the addition of this project would provide complete
protection to this critical area between Bayous Rigolettes and Perot and Turtle
Bay. Bayou Rigolettes and Bayou Perot are so wide that they are basically a lake
now.

Elmer’s Island Restoration

Ms. Winter stated that this is a very important project because breaches occur
after every storm. This would protect Louisiana Highway 1, which is the only



route to Grand Isle, and the residents of Caminada. Elmer’s Island is a state
wildlife refuge and a tourist destination, so the public would be able to see the
CWPPRA project. Marsh behind the beach area would fortify the beach so that
breaches would not occur after every storm.

4. Mr. Roy thanked everyone for attending.

5. The meeting was adjourned at 7:50 pm.



Carol Albritton Biedenharn
5444 1-55 North Frontage Road
Jackson, MS 39211

November 6, 2012

Colonel Edward Fleming
District Engineer, New Orleans
c/o: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

Reference: CWPPRA Technical Committee
Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish, east of Pecan Island
and south of Highway 82.

Subject: Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing
Dear Colonel Fleming:

This letter is to indicate my support for the above referenced project being
considered for funding by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical Committee. It is vital to restore as much of
the marsh area basin as possible in this southern section of Louisiana where
storms have eroded the once productive lands into underperforming and less
desirable acres. As a child, | spent many memorable days in the area that was
once vibrant with vegetation and wildlife. Today, the vegetation is nearly gone
and what little wildlife left is just a small percentage that once abounded here.

Virtually all of the area marshes have experienced grader tidal exchange,
saltwater intrusion, and less fresh water is retained in the Freshwater Bayou and
Humble Canals. Highway 82 that runs through the area forms a hydrologic barrier




that impacts the Lakes and Chenier Sub basins reducing the drainage that
otherwise would naturally occur it the area. The proposed project would restore
hydrologic conditions and enhance the emergent marsh vegetation within the
project area.

The proposed terracing project would introduce again freshwater by allowing
water from the Lakes Subbasin to drain across the Highway 82 into the Chenier
Subbasin. Minimal infrastructure work is required to restore and improve this
watershed in the Pecan Island area.

The CWPPRA consideration of this project would be greatly appreciated. As a
landowner with fading memories, | would love to see the area restored to its prior
glory for my children and grandchildren to experience.

Sincerely,

Oyl AhHro Bl

Carol Albritton Biedenharn



ASA PROPERTIES LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

DBILD INTERLINE AVE, STE 1.
BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 70809
OFFICE: 2258.387.86S4.

TFaAX: 225.387.0862

November 7, 2012

Colonel Edward Fleming

District Commander

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District
Executive Office

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

Reference: CWPPRA Technical Committee
Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish, east of Pecan Island and south of Highway 82.

Subject: Front Ridge Fresh Water Introduction and Terracing
Dear Colonel Fleming:

This letter is in support of the subject project being considered for marsh creation in the Pecan Island Area of
Vermilion Parish, Louisiana.

I'have personally been involved with the management of the subject area in sections 8, 9 and 10 of T16S-R1E since
1977. This area is reclaimed marshlands that were converted to pasturelands and used as such during my
involvement. The area has been pumped down for at least 35 years so that cattle could graze and rainwater would
not collect. The south levees prevented salt water intrusion and wave action against the Front Ridge Road.

Hurricanes Rita and lke breached the south levees and salt water to creep up to the Front Ridge Road thereby
making this reclaimed marsh unusable. The subject project will allow fresh water to once again be introduced into
the area and will allow vegetation to grow. In Addition, terracing and grass planting will help prevent erosion and
recreate the marsh. This will save approximately 134 acres from becoming a wasteland. If left in the current status,
the saltwater intrusion and wave action will further erode the Front Ridge Road and endanger more lands to the
north. S

A line needs to be drawn somewhere to prevent this loss of marsh and land. This would be a good start. | urge you
to approve this worthwhile project.

Sincerely,

uharl d. aentlen

Michael S. Albritton, Manager
ASA Properties, L.P.

5

o (%a



Attention: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160
Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Re: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3

Dear Technical Committee Members,

The Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3 project is on the agenda at the
upcoming Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical
Committee meeting. At this meeting, this project along with 10 others will be competing for
Phase I engineering and design funds.

The project features are detailed below.

Project Features

- Approximately 415 ac marsh creation/nourishment
- Creation of tidal creeks and ponds
- Planting of intermediate marsh species
- Utilizes renewal sediment resources of the Mississippi River
- Builds upon existing the Bayou Dupont Project

- Reinforces the Barataria Landbridge & Parish Levee System

-Increases protection of existing marsh to the north as was seen by the difference
in marsh destruction on either side of the existing projects from Hurricane Issac
I represent one of the primary landowners within the proposed project area and want to express
our full support for this project as it will be a substantial benefit the degraded wetlands of the
Barataria Basin. We respectfully ask that you approve this project for Phase I engineering and
design funds.

Sincerely,

Michael Jeansonne
River Rest, LLC



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Inman, Brad L MVN

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2012 8:01 AM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Subject: FW: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Marsh Creation #3 (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

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

From: Rufus Brown [mailto:rufusmbrown@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, December 09, 2012 11:15 AM

To: Inman, Brad L MVN

Cc: shawnkill@gmail.com

Subject: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Marsh Creation #3

Attention: Brad L. Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans

Post Office Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160

Re: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Marsh Creation #3

Dear Technical Committee Members:

The Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Mash Creation #3 project is on the agenda at the
upcoming Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical
Committee meeting. It is my understanding this project, along with ten others, will compete
for Phase 1 engineering and design funds.

The project features in detail are:

1) Approximately 415 acre marsh creation and nourishment

2) Creation of tidal creeks and ponds

3) Planting of intermediate marsh species

4) Utilizes renewal sediment resources of the Mississippi River

5) Builds upon the existing Bayou Dupont Project

6) Reinforces the Barataria Landbridge and Parish Levee System

As a landowner within the proposed project area, I wish to express my full support for this
project, as it will substantially benefit the restoration of the heavily degraded Barataria
Basin wetlands. I respectfully request you approve this project for Phase 1 engineering and
design funds.

Sincerely,

Rufus M. Brown



Shawn S. Killeen
1556 Webster St
New Orleans, La. 70118
December 10, 2012

Attention: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160
Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Re: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3
Dear Technical Committee Members:

The Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3 project is on the agenda at the
upcoming Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical
Committee meeting. At this meeting, this project along with ten others will be competing for
Phase | engineering and design funds.

The project features are detailed as follows:
- Approximately 415 ac marsh creation/nourishment
- Creation of tidal creeks and ponds
- Planting of intermediate marsh species
- Utilizes renewal sediment resources of the Mississippi River
- Builds upon existing the Bayou Dupont Project
- Reinforces the Barataria Landbridge & Parish Levee System

As a lessee and now a landowner through Wildlife Lands, LLC, | have been witnessing the
erosion and sinking of the marsh for over 45 years. The area has undergone an incredibly sad
transformation especially over the last decade. Little ponds surrounded by healthy marsh are
now large lakes. Because of the fragile nature of this particular marsh, the problem has become
exponential in nature, and | fear that the land surrounding the proposed project will totally be
lost within the next few years, if nothing is done.

Accordingly, | wish to express my full support for this project as it will be a substantial benefit

the degraded wetlands of the Barataria Basin. | respectfully ask that you approve this project for
Phase | engineering and design funds.

Respectfully,

Sosr f HtE—

Shawn S. Killeen

Wildlife Lands, LLC



CHRISTIAN T. BROWN
416 VINCENT AVENUE
METAIRIE, LOUISIANA 70005

December 8, 2012

Attention: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160
Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Re: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3
Dear Technical Committee Members:

The Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3 project is on the agenda at the
upcoming Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical
Committee meeting. At this meeting, this project along with ten others will be competing for
Phase I engineering and design funds.

The project features are detailed as follows:

- Approximately 415 ac marsh creation/nourishment
- Creation of tidal creeks and ponds
- Planting of intermediate marsh species
- Utilizes renewal sediment resources of the Mississippi River
- Builds upon existing the Bayou Dupont Project
- Reinforces the Barataria Landbridge & Parish Levee System

As a lessee and now a landowner through Wildlife Lands, LLC, I have been enjoying the use of
much of this marshland continuously since I was six years old. I am now in my fifties. The area
has undergone an incredibly sad transformation especially over the last decade. Little ponds
surrounded by healthy marsh are now large lakes. Because of the fragile nature of this particular
marsh, the problem has become exponential in nature, and I fear that the land surrounding the
proposed project will totally be lost within the next few years, if nothing is done immediately.
Accordingly, I wish to express my full support for this project as it will be a substantial benefit
the degraded wetlands of the Barataria Basin. I respectfully ask that you approve this project for
Phase I engineering and design funds.

Very truly yours,

=N

Christian T. Brown



Attention: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160
Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Re: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3

Dear Technical Committee Members,

The Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3 project is on the agenda at the
upcoming Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical
Committee meeting. At this meeting, this project along with 10 others will be competing for
Phase | engineering and design funds.

The project features are detailed below.

Project Features

- Approximately 415 ac marsh creation/nourishment
- Creation of tidal creeks and ponds
- Planting of intermediate marsh species
- Utilizes renewal sediment resources of the Mississippi River
- Builds upon existing the Bayou Dupont Project
- Reinforces the Barataria Landbridge & Parish Levee System

| represent one of the primary landowners within the proposed project area and want to
express my full support for this project as it will be a substantial benefit to the degraded
wetlands of the Barataria Basin. | respectfully ask that you approve this project for Phase |
engineering and design funds.

Sincerely, |
\/7/5 D m‘»

Jt%lian D Kelly}
Landowner
Wildlife Lands, LLC



CHARLES W. BOUSTANY, JR., MD o WASHINGTON, DC OFFICE:

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS

7TH DISTRICT, LOUISIANA 1431 LoneWORTH House OFFICE BUILDING
WasHingTon, DC 20515

(202) 225-2031

LAFAYETTE DISTRICT OFFICE:
SUBCOMMITTEES:

CHAIRMAN ON OVERSIGHT

800 LAFAYETTE STREET
SeLecT Revenue MEASURES

HumAN RESOURCES @:ﬂngreﬁ'g Ut thB aﬂniteh %tatgg LAFA\?;::E,F:[;USN

(337) 235-6322

Houge of Representatives LAKE CHARLES DISTRICT OFFICE:
Washington, DE 20515-0304 T
Laxe CHaRLES, LA 70629
(337) 433-1747
November 26, 2012

Colonel Edward Fleming
District Engineer, New Orleans
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

Dear Colonel Fleming:

As the Member of Congress representing Southwest Louisiana, [ write in regards to the Front
Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing project proposed on the PPL-22 list. The project is
located in Region 4 in Vermilion Parish, east of Pecan Island and south of Highway 82.

One important component of the project is to restore and improve hydrologic conditions by
allowing water from the Lakes Subbasin to drain south across Highway 82 into the Chenier
Subbasin. It is my understanding the majority of the necessary infrastructure exists and would
require minimal cleanout and construction of an outlet structure under the gravel road at Front
Ridge. Another important goal of the project is the proposed terracing which would protect
Front Ridge and Highway 82 from storm and wave impacts.

The project is an important component of the region’s strategy to restore historic hydrologic and
salinity conditions throughout Region 4 to protect wetlands from hydrologic modification and
will result in approximately 134 net acres over the 20-year project life. 1 respectfully request
your support for the Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing project.

Sincerely,

Cirs

Charles Boustany Jr., MD
Member of Congress



[\ Postlethwaite RNl
& Netterville PM@Bos)

A Professional Accounting Corporation =
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www.pncpa.com

November 6, 2012

Colonel Edward Fleming

District Commander

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District
Executive Office

P. 0. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

Reference: CWPPRA Technical Committee
Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish, east of Pecan Island and south of
Highway 82.

Subject: Front Ridge Freshwater Introduction and Terracing
Dear Colonel Fleming:

This letter is in support of the subject project being considered for marsh creation in the Pecan Island
Area of Vermilion Parish, Louisiana.

| have personally been involved with the management of the subject area in sections 8, 9 and 10 of
T16S-R1E since 1977. This area is reclaimed marshlands that were converted to pasturelands and used
as such during my involvement. The area has been pumped down for at least 35 years so that cattle
could graze and rainwater would not collect. The south levees prevented salt water intrusion and wave
action against the Front Ridge Road. ‘

Hurricanes Rita and lke breached the south levees and allowed salt water to creep up to the Front Ridge
Road thereby making this reclaimed marsh unusable. The subject project will allow fresh water to once
again be introduced into the area and will allow vegetation to grow. In Addition, terracing and grass
planting with help prevent erosion and re-create the marsh. This will save approximately 134 acres from
becoming a wasteland. If left in the current status, the saltwater intrusion and wave action will further
erode the Front Ridge Road and endanger more lands to the north.

Aline needs to be drawn somewhere to preveht this loss of marsh and land. This would be a good start.
| urge you to approve this worthwhile project.

Sincerely,

pppb S

Wayne Henderson
Land Manager for MLAL Enterprises, LLC

« Bafon Rouge, LA 70809 « Tel: 225.922.4600 « Fax: 225.922.4611

8550 United Plaza Blvd, Suite 1001



Colonel Edward R. Fleming
District Commander, New Orleans
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

(Sent via e-mail c/o: Brad Inman)

Dear Col. Fleming:

APACHE LOUISIANA MINERALS LLC
(985) 879-3528 TEL - (985) 876-5267 FAX

Mailing Address:
Post Office Box 206, Houma, LA 70361-0206

Deliveries Only:
1913 LaTerre Court, Houma, LA 70363-7525

November 12, 2012

RE:  PPL-22 Project Nominee; Grand Bayou Freshwater
Enhancement and Terracing Project; Lafourche
Parish, Louisiana

Please allow this letter to express Apache Louisiana Minerals LLC’s support for the Grand Bayou
Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing Project in Lafourche Parish. This project has the potential for
possible Phase | Engineering and Design, Coastal Wetlands Planning and Protection Act (CWPPRA)

funding.

Apache is a large, coastal landowner with a vested interest in this particular project. We endorse

the project design to allow an increased flow of freshwater into the salinity intruded marshes of Lafourche
and Terrebonne Parishes, areas that are starved for the nutrients and sediments that the marshes thrive on.
The benefits of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) are so close at hand, yet are not currently getting
to the marshes in need. This project will fix that. In addition, the creation of 60,000 linear feet of terraces
in the Point Aux Chenes area will result in valuable marsh habitat for fish and wildlife.

The Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing Project would increase the flow of
freshwater headed south from the GIWW to enter the marshes east and west of Grand Bayou. This would
lower the salinities and aid in marsh recovery in the area. We believe the Grand Bayou Freshwater
Enhancement and Terracing Project would be a cost-effective and efficient method of marsh restoration,
and encourage Phase | Engineering and Design funding from CWPPRA.

Please do not hesitate to contact me for questions or further comments.

Sincerely,

APACHE LOUISIANA MINERALS LLC

Timothy J. Allen, P.L.S.
General Manager



OFFICE OF THE PARISH PRESIDENT

TERREBONNE PARISH CONSOLIDATED GOVERNMENT
P. O. Box 6097
HOUMA, LOUISIANA 70361-6097

MIGHEL H. GLAUDET ) (985) 873-6401

PARISH PRESIDENT max: (985) 873-6409
E-MAIL: mhclajdet@ipcg.org

November 12,2012

Colonel Edward R. Fleming
District Commander, New Orleans
c¢/o: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

RE: PPL-22 Project Nominee: Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement & Terracing
Col. Fleming:

According to information recently published by the United States Geological Survey in
Land area change in coastal Louisiana Jrom 1932 to 2010, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana has
been losing wetlands at an average rate of a football field every five hours, since 1932. We
understand that this wetland loss is largely due to the absence of a substantial, perpetual source
of fresh water and sediment into the Terrebonne Hydrologic Basin. In Terrebonne Parish, we are
continuously developing innovative ways to increase the volume of fresh water in our basin to
combat the nearly infinite supply of salt water inundating us from the Gulf of Mexico, which is
destroying our wetland vegetation at such an alarming rate.

One such project that will combat this problem in the eastern section of the Terrebonne
Basin is the Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement & Terracing project currently in the running
for Phase I Engineering & Design CWPPRA funding. This project would increase the flow of
freshwater from the GIWW down Grand Bayou southward into the wetlands between Bayeu
Terrebonne and Bayou Lafourche. It would also create 60,000 linear feet of terraces in the
project area which would not only aid in retaining the newly introduced fresh water, but would
also slow the northern movement of salt water and provide emergent wetland habitat.

In addition to these benefits, and although PPL-22 projects are not required to be
consistent with the 2012 Louisiana Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast, this
project is directly connected with the project entitled Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Eastern
Terrebonne (Sediment Diversion), which is included in the 1% implementation period of the
approved plan. This is a project which benefits both Terrebonne Parish and Lafourche Parish,
and will work with other currently planned projects to help fulfill the need of fresh water in an
area of the basin which is incredibly difficult to address. With these factors in mind, I would like
to express the full support of Terrebonne Parish for this project and respectfully request that it



receive Phase I Engineering & Design funding from the CWPPRA Task Fo
any questions about this project, please feel free to contact Nicholas
Coastal Restoration & Preservation for Terrebonne Parish Consolidate
873-6889 or by email at npmatherne @tpce.org.

rce. Should you have
Matherne, Director of
d Government at (985)

Sincerely,

Michel H. Claudet
Parish President



P.O. Box 2048-NSU - Thibodaux, Louisiana 70310 - (985) 448-4485 - Fax (985) 448-4486
Email: simone.maloz@nicholls.edu - www.restoreorretreat.org

November 12, 2012

Colonel Edward Fleming
District Engineer, New Orleans
c/o: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

Email: Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Re: PPL 22- Project Nominee: Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing
Dear Colonel Fleming,

Restore or Retreat, Inc. is a non-profit coastal advocacy group created by coastal Louisiana residents and stakeholders who recognize
the Barataria and Terrebonne basins are the two most rapidly eroding estuaries on earth. Representing over 200 businesses,
individuals, and stakeholders from our region, Restore or Retreat (ROR) would like to respectfully submit the following comments of
support for PPL 22- Project Nominee “Grand Bayou Freshwater Enhancement and Terracing,” currently under consideration within
the Coastal Wetlands Planning and Protection Act (CWPPRA) program.

The proposed project would increase freshwater flow from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) southward down Grand Bayou
Canal into the wetlands of the Bully Camp area, which are some of the most freshwater starved marshes in coastal Louisiana.
Additionally, this project would also create 60,000 linear feet of terraces in the Pointe-Aux-Chenes area. Our organization
wholeheartedly supports these goals and this project because of its location in an exceptionally vulnerable area of the Terrebonne
Basin and its ability to provide freshwater into an area which is currently only receiving freshwater flows via precipitation events and
an inadequate supply from the GIWW. We believe an investment into this area would also closely adhere to the State’s targeted
strategic restoration plan for this area, as outlined in the 2012 Louisiana Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast, falling
under the project of “Increasing Atchafalaya flow into Eastern Terrebonne Sediment Diversion.”

In summary, Restore or Retreat respectfully requests your favorable consideration of this project for funding. Thank you for your time
and consideration in this matter, and we look forward to hearing the outcome of the process. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to call our office at (985) 448-4485.

Sincerely,
Restore or Retreat, Inc.

N
v i Phede
Simone Theriot Maloz
Executive Director

Executive Committee
Mike Plaisance, President (Plaisance Dragline and Dredging) - Ted Falgout, Vice President (Ted M. Falgout and Associates)
Henri Boulet, Secretary (LA 1 Coalition, Inc.) - Robert Naquin, Treasurer (Capital One) - Timothy Allen (Apache Louisiana Minerals)
Charlotte Bollinger (Bollinger Shipyards, Inc.) - C. Berwick Duval Il (Duval, Funderburk, Sundbery, Lovell & Watkins) - Dr. J.J. JONES (Jones Dermatology)


mailto:Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

From: Susan Bergeron

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; Inman, Brad L MVN

Cc: RuckstuhlC@usgs.gov; GuilbeauD@usgs.gov; mfarizo@delacroixcorp.com
Subject: FW: ppl22 comment

Date: Thursday, November 15, 2012 8:40:09 AM

Hi Allison and Brad,

Below is an email comment provided by Mr. Farizo. Written comments may be provided to the CWPPRA
Task Force by mail, fax or email to:
(Deadline: November 28, 2012)

Colonel Edward Fleming
District Engineer, New Orleans
c/o: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

Fax: 504-862-2572 (ATTN: Brad Inman)
Email: Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil <mailto:Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Kind regards,
Susan

PR L L N

Susan Testroet- Bergeron

BergeronS@usgs.gov

Education Specialist, CWPPRA Outreach Coordinator
Five Rivers Services, LLC

at the USGS National Wetlands Research Center
700 Cajundome Blvd.

Lafayette, LA 70506

Phone: 337-266-8623

Fax: 337-266-8513

www.LACoast.gov <http://www.lacoast.gov/>

~*_k_*k_k_k_*

To: "Susan Bergeron" <bergerons@usgs.gov>, "Cole Ruckstuhl" <ruckstuhlc@usgs.gov>
From: "LaCoast.gov" <lacoast@nwrccom.cr.usgs.gov=>

Date: 11/15/2012 08:03AM

Subject: FW: ppl22

Here's a comment sent to LaCoast.gov.

David Guilbeau

www.LaCoast.gov

————— Original Message-----

From: Mike Farizo [mailto:mfarizo@delacroixcorp.com]


mailto:bergerons@usgs.gov
mailto:Allison.Murry@usace.army.mil
mailto:Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil
mailto:RuckstuhlC@usgs.gov
mailto:GuilbeauD@usgs.gov
mailto:mfarizo@delacroixcorp.com
mailto:Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil
http://www.lacoast.gov/
mailto:mfarizo@delacroixcorp.com

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 6:24 AM
To: lacoast@nwrccom.cr.usgs.gov
Subject: ppl22

As land manager for the Delacroix Corp. | am in full of support of the
terracing and land creation project that is being introduced by Angela
Trahan. The marsh in the Lake Lery area is in desperate need of
attention if it is to survive.

Michael Farizo
Land Manager
Delacroix Corp.
504-583-8192
mfarizo@delacroixcorp.com



P.O. Box 2048-NSU - Thibodaux, Louisiana 70310 - (985) 448-4485 - Fax (985) 448-4486
Email: simone.maloz@nicholls.edu - www.restoreorretreat.org

November 12, 2012

Colonel Edward Fleming
District Engineer, New Orleans
c/o: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

Email: Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Re: PPL 22- Project Nominee: North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation Project
Dear Colonel Fleming,

Restore or Retreat, Inc. is a non-profit coastal advocacy group created by coastal Louisiana residents and stakeholders who recognize
the Barataria and Terrebonne basins are the two most rapidly eroding estuaries on earth. Representing over 200 businesses,
individuals, and stakeholders from our region, Restore or Retreat (ROR) would like to respectfully submit the following comments of
support for PPL 22- Project Nominee “North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation Project,” currently under consideration within the Coastal
Wetlands Planning and Protection Act (CWPPRA) program.

The northern Catfish Lake shoreline has experienced an average erosion rate of approximately 10 feet annually, with some areas
losing as much as 40 feet per year. Additional interior marsh loss also threatens to greatly accelerate land loss in this exposed area of
the basin. The proposed project would create marsh along the lake rim of the northern half of Catfish Lake by using a hydraulic
dredge and plantings to reestablish a healthy and stable lake rim. With the goal of strategically creating 212 acres of marsh and
nourishing another 196 acres, the project could reduce further shoreline and interior marsh loss in one of the most prominent interior
lakes in the vulnerable eastern Terrebonne Basin, goals fully supported by our organization.

In summary, Restore or Retreat respectfully requests your favorable consideration of this project for funding. Thank you for your time
and consideration in this matter, and we look forward to hearing the outcome of the process. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to call our office at (985) 448-4485.

Sincerely,
Restore or Retreat, Inc.

Emm'&mm“”}{

Simone Theriot Maloz
Executive Director

Executive Committee
Mike Plaisance, President (Plaisance Dragline and Dredging) - Ted Falgout, Vice President (Ted M. Falgout and Associates)
Henri Boulet, Secretary (LA 1 Coalition, Inc.) - Robert Naquin, Treasurer (Capital One) - Timothy Allen (Apache Louisiana Minerals)
Charlotte Bollinger (Bollinger Shipyards, Inc.) - C. Berwick Duval Il (Duval, Funderburk, Sundbery, Lovell & Watkins) - Dr. J.J. JONES (Jones Dermatology)


mailto:Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil

Alfred W. Brown, I1I

4 Pepper Field Road
Avery Island, Louisiana 70513

December 11. 2012

Attn: Mr. Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans
P.O. Box 60267
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

Re: Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3

Dear Committee Members:

The Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery — Marsh Creation #3 project is on the agenda at the upcoming
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Technical Committee meeting. At
this meeting, this project along with ten others will be competing for Phase | engineering and design
funds.

The project features are detailed as follows:
- Approximately 415 acre marsh creation/nourishment
- Creation of tidal creeks and ponds
- Planting of intermediate marsh species
- Utilizes renewal sediment resources of the Mississippi River
- Builds upon existing Bayou Dupont Project
- Reinforces the Barataria Landbridge & Parish Levee System

For over 50 years | have witnessed firsthand the massive erosion as it has devastated this small area of our
wetlands. Where there was lush marsh and small ponds there is now just open water. This particular
marshland is truly a perfect candidate for immediate restoration and would compliment the successful
project you recently completed on adjacent lands. As a property owner I am eager to have our marsh be a
part of this valuable project.

Please approve the Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery - Marsh Creation #3 for Phase I engineering and
design funds.

With sincere regards,

Alfred W. Brown, 111
Owner. Wildlife Lands. LLC



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 12, 2012

REQUEST FOR PHASE I AUTHORIZATION AND APPROVAL OF PHASE 11
INCREMENT 1 FUNDING
For Report/Decision:

The Technical Committee will consider requests for Phase II authorization and approval
of Increment 1 funding for cash flow projects for recommendation to the Task Force.
Due to limited funding, the Technical Committee will recommend a list of projects for
Task Force approval within available program construction funding limits. Each project
listed in the following table will be discussed individually by its sponsoring agency.
Following presentations and discussion on individual projects, the Technical Committee
will rank all projects to aid in deciding which to recommend to the Task Force for Phase
IT authorization and funding.

. Total Fully Net
Agency Plg]ect PPL Project Name Corle: piaccl Phase II Cost | Funded Cost | Benefit AT (ST
0. Start Date Cost per Acre
Est. Acres
EPA | TE-47 | 11 | ShipShoal: Whiskey West |y 614 | §3740053 | $63,820.773 | $67,562.826 | 195 | $346.476
Flank Restoration
FWS | ME-20 | 11 | South Grand Chenier Dec 2013 | $2,358,420 | $19,574,666 | $21,933,085 | 427 | $51,366
EPA | MR-15 | 15 | venice Ponds Marsh Sep2013 | $1,074,522 | $21,112,602 | $22,187,124 | 318 | $69,771
Creation & Crevasses
Alligator Bend Marsh
NRCS | PO-34 | 16 | Restoration & Shoreline Sep 2013 | $1,660,985 | $38,665,259 | $40,326,244 | 192 | $210,033
Protection
Chenier Ronquille Barrier
NMFS | BA-76 | 19 : Oct2013 | $3,419.263 | $34,968,751 | $38,388,014 | 308 | $124,636
Island Restoration
FWS | TE-72 | 19 | LostLakeMarshCreation [, w1013 | 3300214 | $32,306,514 | $34,626,728 | 452 | $76,608
& Hydrologic Restoration
FWS | PO-104 | 20 | Bavou Bonfouca Marsh Jan 2014 | $2,567,244 | $25,456,740 | $28,023,984 | 478 $58,628

Creation




CWPPRA Technical Committee Ranking for Phase Il Approval, Dec 2012

Phase I,
) Sum of Increment 1 | Cumulative Phase
Project No. of Weighted Funding 11, Increment 1
PPL No. Project COE EPA FWS NMFS | NRCS | STATE |Agency Votes| Score Request Funding
20 PO-104 |Bayou Bonfouca Marsh Creation 4 2 4 3 1 5 14 $25,456,740 $25,456,740
19 TE-72 |Lost Lake Marsh Creation & Hydrologic Restoration 1 3 2 4 2 5 12 $32,306,514 $57,763,254
1 ME-20 |[South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation 3 1 3 3 4 10 $19,574,666 $77,337,920
15 MR-15 |Venice Ponds Marsh Creation & Crevasses 2 4 2 1 4 9 $21,112,602 $98,450,522
19 BA-76 |Chenier Ronquille Barrier Island Restoration 1 4 4 3 9 $34,968,751 $133,419,273
16 PO-34 |Alligator Bend Marsh Restoration & Shoreline Protection 2 1 2 3 $38,665,259 $172,084,532
1 TE-47 |Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration 3 1 3 $63,820,773 $235,905,305
$235,905,305

NOTES:
- Projects are sorted by: (1) Agency Support or "Number of Yes Votes" and (2) "Sum of Weighted Score"
- The "Number of Yes Votes" and the Sum of the Total Point Score will be used by the Technical Committee to furmulate a recommendation to the Task Force within available funding limits.

RUN MACRO "sort" TO AUTOMATICALLY COMPLETE STEPS

STEP 1: Information from "VOTE" sheet is automatically copied into "SORT-Final Vote".

STEP 2: Sort columns A..P, descending, first by "No. of Yes Votes" (Column J) and second by "Sum of Point Score" (Column K).
STEP 3: Once projects are sorted, add in formula to add funding requests cumulatively (Column M)
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Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank
Restoration (TE-47)



CWPPRA
Ship Shoal: Whiskey Island
West Flank Restoration (TE-47)
Phase II Request

Technical Committee Meeting

== December 12, 2012

O »
i "7 5 Baton Rouge, LA '
S CPRA

Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority of Louisiana

Project Overview

Project Location: Region 3 - Terrebonne Basin, Terrebonne
Parish, Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge, western spit of
Whiskey Island.

Problem: The Isles Dernieres, considered one of the most
rapidly deteriorating barrier shorelines in the US, is losing its
structural framework functions for the coastal/estuarine
ecosystem including storm buffering capacity and protection
for inland bays, estuaries and wetlands, human populations,
and infrastructure. Island breakup is due to both storm action
and loss of nourishing sediment from the natural system.
Whiskey Island changes from 1978 to 1988 include loss of
31.1 acres per year.







Project Benefits & Costs

* The project would benefit a total of 500 acres of barrier
island and 203 acres shallow water habitat.

* At the end of 20 years, there would be a net of 195 acres
of island habitat over the without-project condition.

» Wetland Value Assessment: 269 Net AAHUs

* The Fully Funded Cost for the project is: $67,562,826
Phase 2 request is: $63,631,540
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November 26, 2012

Mr. Thomas A. Holden

Deputy District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New Orleans District

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267

RE:  Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Project (TE-47)
Request for Phase II Construction Authorization

Dear Mr. Holden;

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Louisiana Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority (CPRA), hereby request approval to begin construction of the Ship Shoal:
Whiskey West Flank Project (TE-47). This project was authorized January 2002 by the
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force (Task Force) under the
authority of the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA). This is
the eighth submittal for Phase Il funding for this project. This request is submitted in accordance
with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP).

Enclosed please find all of the information required for Phase II construction funding
request and approval, pursuant to Appendix C of the SOP. If you have any questions or need

additional information about this project, please contact Paul Kasparat/214-665-7459.

Karen McCo&ick
Chief
Marine & Coastal Section
Enclosures
cc:  Mr. Brad Inman, USACE Mr. Kevin Roy, USFWS
Mr. Darryl Clark, USFWS Ms. Rachel Sweeney, NMFS
Mr. Richard Hartman, NMFS Mr. John Jurgensen, NRCS
Mr. Britt Paul, NRCS Mr. Chris Allen, CPRA
Mr. Kirk Rhinehart, CPRA Mr. Brad Miller, CPRA

Recycled/Recyclabie « Printed with Vegetable Oll Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Postconsumer)



Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Project (TE-47)

Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process and Issues — CPRA (at the time, LDNR) contracted with the
company of DMJM Harris for the Engineering and Design (E&D). DMJM Harris conducted the following
tasks:

. Delineated a borrow area on Ship Shoal by conducting a geophysical investigation.

. Surveyed the project area.

. Applied the appropriate modeling to optimize the cross section and to ensure the project
does not have a negative impact on adjacent areas.

. Developed project Plans, Specifications, Permit Drawings and Design Report.

Compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was addressed in two separate
tracks. To address potential impacts to the dredging borrow site, the MMS completed an Environmental
Assessment (EA) dated April 2004 addressing both this project and the Morganza to the Gulf Levee
project. That EA included information regarding cultural resources obtained from the remote sensing
survey completed by EPA in December 2003. NEPA compliance regarding the island fill site was
addressed in a separate EA developed by EPA. The Draft EA was posted along with the 95% E&D
documents, and the NEPA documentation was completed with the issuance of a Finding of No Significant
Impact dated December 1, 2005. LDNR and EPA investigated the potential for cultural resource areas and
determined there are not any in the delineated borrow area or the project footprint.

The project site was affected by hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005. EPA and LDNR surveyed
the island via aerial flights after each event and LDNR and EPA re-surveyed the island in August 2006 and
December 2010. While the storms disturbed the existing sediments, the quantities were not significantly
affected. However, the cost estimates based on current market conditions have been revised. The original
fact sheet and project map are provided in Attachment 1.

Description of Phase II Candidate project — The overall project objectives as enumerated in the
95% E&D report are:

L Demonstrate the feasibility of moving Ship Shoal sand to the Isles Dernieres for future
restoration projects;
1L Restore the integrity of the West Flank of Whiskey Island to retain its structural function;

1. Add offshore sediment to the West Flank of Whiskey Island from Ship Shoal to increase
sediment supply and strengthen island formation;

Iv. Rebuild the natural structural framework within the coastal ecosystem to provide for
separation of the gulf and the estuary;

V. Create a continuous protective barrier for back bays and inland marshes;

VL Reduce wave energies thereby helping to reduce land loss;

VII.  Strengthen the longshore transport system of sediment for continuous island building;

VIII.  Provide a unique and sustainable barrier island habitat for numerous biological species;
and,

IX. Restore roughly 500 acres of barrier island habitat on the island’s West Flank.

The proposed restoration template would restore the west flank of Whiskey Island through the
direct creation of approximately 415 acres of new intertidal, supratidal, and dune habitat plus 134 acres of
subtidal habitat. Information gathered during the initial phase of this project indicated the project may
concentrate over-wash toward existing marsh. Based on this information, it was decided to extend the
dune feature to protect this existing marsh. The project extension to the east will create approximately 85
acres of additional new intertidal, supratidal, and dune habitat plus 69 acres of additional subtidal habitat.
The preferred alternative (Alternate “B” Extended) will create 500 acres of new intertidal, supratidal, and



Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Project (TE-47)

. Restore roughly 400 acres of barrier island habitat into the island’s West Flank

B. A cooperative agreement between EPA Region 6 and the State of Louisiana Department
of Natural Resources was initially executed in January, 27, 2003, then revised February 25, 2004
to perform the Phase 1 Engineering & Design.

C. The project property is owned by the State of Louisiana and is managed by the Louisiana
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF). A landrights agreement between the Louisiana
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources was
sign and approved on October 26, 2005. See Attachment III

D. A favorable 30% design review was held on November 8, 2004, in Baton Rouge.
Attendees included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other
interested parties. All comments and questions were addressed in the 95% design report. In an
email dated January 12, 2005, EPA and LNDR informed the Technical Committee of the results
of the 30% E&D and our intent to move forward with this project. See Attachment IV.

E. A favorable 95% design review was held on September 28, 2005. Attendees included
representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other interested parties. All
attendee comments and questions were addressed during the meeting. See Attachment IV.

F. The NEPA documentation was completed with the issuance of a "Finding of No
Significant Impact" dated December 1, 2005. See Attachment V.

G. The final ER was posted as required prior to the 95% Design review. The document
stated the following:

Based on information gathered from similar restoration projects, engineering designs and
related literature, the proposed strategies in the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration
project will likely achieve all of the desired goals. It is therefore recommended that this
project progress towards construction following a favorable 95% Design Review. However,
prior to construction the following needs to be addressed.

It is believed that the sandy material used to create the back barrier marsh component
will experience minimal settlement and consolidation over the life of the project.
However, a settlement analysis may be useful to determine how long the restored area
will remain at the intertidal target elevation range of 1.0-2.0 feet NAVD-88.

1. Answer: The mash construction elevation ranges from +2” NAVD 88 to a +1’
NAVD. Instantaneous settlement of this high quality sand will occur prior to
construction being complete. If the material settles beyond the range of
marsh elevation more material can be placed to offset this settlement. Other
barrier island processes such as island rollover and cross shore sediment
transport will far out weigh settlement of the underlying materials. The
guestion concerning settlement was raised after the field data was collected.
The design team did not feel the cost to remobilize equipment out weighted the
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benefits from the data. Permitting and regulations prevent LDNR from
constructing marsh platforms at significantly higher elevations than +2’ in
the anticipation of settlement of the underlying materials. Also, with no
money for maintenance or re-nourishment, settlement of the marsh can not be
addressed once it settles out of the healthy marsh range. Based on the quality
of material being placed, and the minimal amount of material being placed
(less than 2’ on average) the design team did not feel a geotechnical
investigation on the marsh platform was warranted.

H. A 404 permit was issued on July 18, 2007. See Attachment VI

I. EPA and LDEQ databases were reviewed to determine the potential for hazardous
material sites within the project area. No hazardous material sites were found along the project
area or alternative alignments, including the borrow area. Based on this information, EPA
Region 6 has determined that a Hazardous, Toxic, and Radiological Waste (HTRW) assessment
is not needed for this project.

J. This project is consistent with the requirements of Section 303(e) of CWPPRA. The
Commander of the USACE New Orleans District granted section 303e approval on
November 27, 2006. See Attachment VII.

K. In a letter dated August 26, 2005, NRCS concluded that overgrazing is not of concern in
this area. See Attachment VIII.

L. A revised fully funded cost estimate of $68,089,549 has been reviewed and approved by
the economic work group. Also included is a Phase I Funding Request and a Project Cost
Schedule. See Attachment IX.

M. A revised WVA was completed by EPA and reviewed by the Environmental Work
Group. As a result of that effort, EPA received revised benefit numbers from the chairman of the
Environmental Work Group in an email dated August 25, 2005. See Attachment X
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ENCLOSURES

Enclosure A: Phase 1 Approved Fact Sheet and Map
Enclosure B: Phase 2 Request Fact Sheet and Map

Enclosure C: Letter from CPRA concurring with EPA on favorable conclusion of 30%

Design and desire to proceed to 95% Design

Enclosure D: Letter from CPRA concurring with EPA on favorable conclusion of 95%

Design and desire to proceed to Phase Il Request
Enclosure E: Permit Applications
Enclosure F: 303(e) Certification Package submitted to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Enclosure G: Overgrazing Determination
Enclosure H: Fully Funded Cost Estimate, including cost schedule
Enclosure I: Revised Wetland Value Assessment (WVA) and AAHU calculations

Enclosure J: Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)



Enclosure A:

Phase 1 Approved Fact Sheet and Map



11™ PRIORITY PROJECT LIST REPORT

PREPARED BY:

LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS CONSERVATION AND RESTORATION
TASK FORCE

JULY 2003



Project Name - Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration

Coast 2050 Strategy - Regional Ecosystem Strategy #14: Restore and maintain the Isles
Dernieres barrier island chain.

Project Location - Region 3 - Terrebonne Basin, Terrebonne Parish, west spit area
Whiskey Island.

Problem - The Isles Dernieres Chain, which has been considered one of the most rapidly
deteriorating barrier shorelines in the U.S., is losing its structural framework functions for
the coastal/estuarine ecosystem including storm buffering capacity and protection for
inland bays, estuary and wetlands, human populations and infrastructure. Chain breakup
has resulted from both major storm actions and from loss of nourishing sediment from the
natural system due to human alterations. Whiskey Island changes from 1978 to 1988
include loss of 31.1 acres per year.

Goals - 1) restore the integrity of the west flank of Whiskey Island to retain its structural
function to the coastal/estuary ecosystem; 2) add new offshore prime quality sediment into
the west flank; 3) initially restore approximately 387 acres of barrier island habitat to the
western flank.

Proposed Solution - The project entails mining and placing Ship Shoal sand from the
Minerals Management Service Block 88 by cutterhead or hopper dredge to rebuild the west
flank of Whiskey Island, a distance of about 8 miles. The area to be restored includes 57
acres of dunes 7 feet high and 150 feet wide, 114 acres supratidal habitat at 4 feet in
elevation, 208 acres intertidal habitat at a 2-foot elevation, and 8 acres subtidal habitat
from 0 to minus 1.5 feet in elevation. All areas would be planted and sand fencing placed
to trap wind-blown sediment.

Project Benefits - Benefits include prevention of loss of sediment from the system into
deeper Gulf waters or into bayside deeper water. The project would benefit a total of 398
acres of barrier island and shallow water. At the end of 20 years, there would be a net of
182 acres of island over the without-project condition.

Project Costs - The fully funded first cost is $38,985,100 and the total fully funded cost is
$39,302,900.

Risk/Uncertainty and Longevity/Sustainability - There is a moderate degree of risk
associated with this project due to greater storm effects in this area of the coast and
difficulty in engineering and construction. Benefits should continue for more than 20
years due to the high quality and compatibility of Ship Shoal sand.

Sponsoring Agency/Contact Persons - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Jeanene Peckham (225) 389-0736; peckham.jeanene@epa.gov

Wes Mcquiddy (214) 665-6722; mcquiddy.david@epa.gov

Brad Crawford (214) 665-7255; crawford.brad@epa.gov
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Enclosure B:

Phase 2 Approved Fact Sheet and Map



Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration

Eleventh Priority Project List
of the
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

Proposed by

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
and

LA Department of Natural Resources

Contacts: Brad Crawford - US EPA - (214) 665-7255
Kenneth Teague - US EPA - (214) 665-6687
Brad Miller - LDNR - (225) 342-4122



Project Name - Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration

Coast 2050 Strategy - Regional Ecosystem Strategy #14: Restore and maintain the IslesDernieres barrier
island chain.

Project Location - Region 3 - Terrebonne Basin, Terrebonne Parish, west spit area
Whiskey Island.

Problem - The Isles Dernieres Chain, which has been considered one of the most rapidly deteriorating
barrier shorelines in the U.S., is losing its structural framework functions for the coastal/estuarine
ecosystem including storm buffering capacity and protection for inland bays, estuary and wetlands,
human populations and infrastructure. Chain break up has resulted from both major storm actions and
from loss of nourishing sediment from the natural system due to human alterations. Whiskey Island
changes from 1978 to 1988 include loss of 31.1 acres per year.

Goals - 1) Demonstrate the feasibility of moving Ship Shoal sands to the Isles Dernieres for future
restoration projects; 2) Restore the integrity of the West Flank of Whiskey Island to retain its structural
function; 3) Add offshore sediment to the West Flank of Whiskey Island from Ship Shoal to increase
sediment supply and strengthen island formation; 4) Rebuild the natural structural framework within the
coastal ecosystem to provide for separation of the gulf and the estuary; 5) Create a continuous protective
barrier for back bays and inland marshes; 6) Reduce wave energies thereby helping to reduce land loss;
7) Strengthen the long shore transport system of sediment for continuous island building; 8) Provide a
unique and sustainable barrier island habitat for numerous biological species; and, 9) Restore roughly 500
acres of barrier island habitat into the island’s West Flank.

Proposed Solution - The proposed conceptual restoration template would restore the west flank of
Whiskey Island through the direct creation of approximately 415 acres of new intertidal, supratidal, and
dune habitat plus 134 acres of subtidal habitat. In order to control flow training effects on the western
most existing marsh lobe, the project footprint includes an extension the dune feature eastward. The
project extension to the east would create approximately 85 acres of additional new intertidal, supratidal,
and dune habitat plus 69 acres of additional subtidal habitat. Therefore, the total acreage created for the
preferred alternate (Alternate “B”’-Extended) would be 500 acres of new intertidal, supratidal, and dune
habitat plus 203 acres of subtidal habitat.

Project Benefits - Benefits include evaluation of the feasibility of using Ship Shoal sand for coastal
restoration as well as, adding sediment to the longshore transport system. The project would benefit a
total of 703 acres of barrier island and shallow water. At the end of 20 years, there would be a net of 195
acres of island over the without-project condition.

Project Costs - The fully funded first cost is $51,683,571 and the total fully funded cost is $51,853,787.

Risk/Uncertainty and Longevity/Sustainability - There is a moderate degree of risk

associated with this project due to greater storm effects in this area of the coast and difficulty in
construction. Benefits should continue for more than 20 years due to the high quality and compatibility
of Ship Shoal sand.

Sponsoring Agency/Contact Persons - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Brad Crawford, P.E., (214) 665-7255; crawford.brad@epa.gov

Kenneth Teague (214) 665-6687: teague.kenneth@epa.gov

Brad Miller (225)342-4122
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Enclosure C:

Letter from CPRA concurring with EPA on favorable conclusion of 30% Design and
desire to proceed to 95% Design



-

KATHLEEN BABINEAUX BLANCO SCOTT A. ANGELLE

GOVERNOR SECRETARY
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
OFFICE OF COASTAL RESTORATION AND MANAGEMENT
December 28, 2004
Mr. Wes McQuiddy Via Facsimile
Acting Chief
Marine and Wetlands Section (6WQ-EM) (214} 665-6689

Environmental Protection Agency
1445 Ross Avenue
Dallas, Texas 75202

Re: 30% Design Review for Ship Shoal Whiskey Island West Flank, (TE-47)
Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence

Dear Mr, McQuiddy:

We are in receipt of your November 29, 2004 letter regarding the captioned project. In that letter you indicated
that EPA has concluded the project is still viable and is recommending the advancement of the project to the 95
Percent level. Questions were asked in the Ecological Review concemning the projects goals and objectives; these
issues will be addressed in the 95 Percent Design report prior to holding the 95 Percent Design Review.

Based on our review of the technical information compiled to date, the Ecological Review, the preliminary land
ownership investigation, and the preliminary designs, we, as local sponser, are in concurrence with proceeding
to final design. We have instructed the engineering and design firm (DMJIM+Harris) to bring the project to the
95 Percent level.

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures manual, we request that you forward
this letter of concurrence along with the revised project cost estimate to the Technical Committee and the Planning
and Evaluation Subcommitfee,

Please do not hesitate to call if I may be of any assistance.

Sincerely,

Christopher P. Knotts, F. E. fﬁ
Director

CPE:LCW:dpg

cct John Hodnett, Engineer Manager
Chris Williams, Project Manager
Luke Le Bas, Engineer Manager
COASTAL ENGINEERING DIVISION
P. 0. BOX 44027 « BATON ROUGE, LA 70804-4027 » 617 N. THIRD STREET » 10TH FLOOR = BATON ROUGE, LA 70802

PHONME (225) 342-T308 = PAX (225) 342-9417 » WEB http:/fwww.dnr.state.la.us
AN EQUAL QPFORTUNITY EMPFLOYER



Enclosure D:

Letter from CPRA concurring with EPA on favorable conclusion of 95% Design and
desire to proceed to Phase II Request



KATHLEEN BABINEAUX BLANCO SCOTT A. ANGELLE

GOVERNOR SECRETARY
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
OFFICE OF COASTAL RESTORATION AND MANAGEMENT
October 20, 2005
Mr. Wes McQuiddy Via Facsimile
Team Leader
Marine and Wetlands Section (6 WQ-EM) (214) 665-6689

Environmental Protection Agency
1445 Ross Avenue
Dallas, Texas 75202

Re: 95% Design Review for Ship Shoal Whiskey Island West Flank, (TE-47)
Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence

Dear Mr. McQuiddy:

We are in receipt of your October 11, 2005 letter regarding the captioned project. In that letter you indicated that
EPA has concluded the project is still viable and is recommending the advancement of the project to construction.

Based on our review of the technical information compiled to date, the Ecological Review, the preliminary land
ownership investigation, and the preliminary designs, we, as local sponsor, are in concurrence with proceeding
to construction. We have instructed the engineering and design firm (DMJM-+Harris) to generate the final
construction bid documents.

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures manual, we request that you forward
this letter of concurrence along with the revised project cost estimate to the Technical Committee and the Planning
and Evaluation Subcommittee.

Please do not hesitate to call if I may be of any assistance.

Sincerely,
Christopher P. Knotts, P. E.
Director

CPK:LCW:dpg

ce! John Hodnett, Engineer Manager
Chris Williams, Project Manager
Luke Le Bas, Engineer Manager

COASTAL ENGINEERING DIVISION
P. 0. BOX 44027 « BATON ROUGE, LA 70804-4027 - 617 N. THIRD STREET » 10TH FLOOR « BATON ROUGE, LA 70802
PHONE (225) 342-7308 » FAX (225) 342-9417 - WEB http://fwww.dnr.state.la.us
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Enclosure E:

Permit Applications



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 60267
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA 70160-0267

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF: i U |

Operations Division JUL

Central Evaluation Section

SUBJECT: MVN-2006-4206-CY
Gentlemen:

Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
2415 Darnall Road
New Iberia, Louisiana 70560

Enclosed is a permit dated this date, subject as above, authorizing work under the
Department of the Army permit program.

You are again reminded that any work not in accordance with the approved plans is
subject to removal regardless of the expense and the inconvenience that such removal may
involve and regardless of the date when the discrepancy is discovered.

Your attention is directed to all the terms and conditions of the approval. In order to have
the work approved in accordance with the issued permit, all terms and conditions of the permit
and plans shown on the drawings attached thereto must be rigidly adhered to.

It is necessary that you notify the District Engineer, Attention: Central Evaluation
Section, in writing, prior to commencement of work and also upon its completion. The
notification must include the permittee’s name, as shown on the permit, and the permit number.
Please note the expiration date on the permit. Should the project not be completed by that date,
you may request a permit time extension. Such requests must be received before, but no sooner
than six months before, the permit expiration date and must show the work completed and the
reason the project was not finished within the time period granted by the permit.

A copy of Page 1 of the permit (ENG Form 1721) must be conspicuously displayed at the
project site. Also, you must keep a copy of the signed permit at the project site until the work is
completed. :

Sincerely,

MM.,;A{M%

Martin S. Mayer
Chief, Central Evaluation Section

Enclosure




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT

Permittee: Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
Permit No. MVN-2006-4206-CY
Issuing Office: New Orleans District

NOTE: The term "you" and its derivatives, as used in this permit, means the permittee or any future
transferee. The term "this office" refers to the appropriate district or division office of the Corps of
Engineers having jurisdiction over the permitted activity or the appropriate official of that office acting under
the authority of the commanding officer.

You are authorized to perform work in accordance with the terms and conditions specified below.

Project Description: Implement the Ship Shoal: Whiskey Island West Flank Restoration Project (CWPPRA
TE-47) by dredging for material and access and creation of dune and marsh habitat to restore the western

end of Whiskey Island, in accordance with the drawings enclosed in eight sheets dated June 29, 2005 and
one revision dated June 29, 2005.

Project Location: In Terrebonne Parish, Sections 44, 45 and 46, T24S-R16E, at the western end of Whiskey
Island and the borrow area located in the Guif of Mexico, offshore Louisiana.

Permit Conditions:
General Conditions:

1. The time limit for completing the work authorized ends on June 30, 2012. If you find that you need more time to
complete the authorized activity, submit your request for a time extension to this office for consideration at least 1
month before the above date is reached.

2. You must maintain the activity authorized by this permit in good condition and in conformance with the terms and
conditions of this permit. You are not relieved of this requirement if you abandon the permitted activity, although you
may make a good faith transfer to a third party in compliance with General Condition 4 below. Should you wish to
cease to maintain the authorized activity or should you desire to abandon it without a good faith transfer, you must
obtain a modification of this permit from this office, which may require restoration of the area.

3. Ifyou discover any previously unknown historic or archeological remains while accomplishing the activity authorized by
this permit, you must immediately notify this office of what you have found. We will initiate the Federal and State
coordination required to determine if the remains warrant a recovery effort or if the site is eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places.

ENG FORM 1721, Nov 86 (33 CFR 325 (Appendix A))
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4. If you sell the property associated with this permit, you must obtain the signature of the new owner in the space provided and
forward a copy of the permit to this office to validate the transfer of this authorization.

5. If a conditioned water quality certification has been issued for your project, you must comply with the conditions specified in the
certification as special conditions to this permit. For your convenience, a copy of the certification is attached if it contains such
conditions.

6. You must allow representatives from this office to inspect the authorized activity at any time deemed necessary to ensure that it is
being or has been accomplished in accordance with the terms and conditions of your permit.

Special Conditions: Page 4.

Further Information:

1. Congressional Authorities: You have been authorized to undertake the activity described above pursuant to:

(X) Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403).
(X)  Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344).
() Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413).
2. Limits of this authorization. |
a. This permit does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, State, or local authorizations required by law.
b. This permit does not grant any property rights or exclusive privileges.
c. This permit does not authorize any injury to the property or rights of others.

d. This permit does not authorize interference with any existing or prop;osed Federal project.

3. Limits of Federal Liability. In issuing this permit, the Federal Government does not assume any liability for the following:
a. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of other permitted or unpermitted activities or from natural causes.

b. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of current or future activities undertaken by or on behalf of the
United States in the public interest.

c. Damages to persons, property, or to other permitted or unpermitted activities or structures caused by the activity authorized by
this permit.

d. Design or construction deficiencies associated with the permitted work.

ENG FORM 1721, Nov 86 (33 CFR 325 (Appendix A))




e. Damage claims associated with any future modification, suspension, or revocation of this permit.

4. Reliance on Applicant's Data: The determination of this office that issuance of this permit is not contrary to the public interest was
made in reliance on the information you provided.

5. Reevaluation of Permit Decision. This office may reevaluate its decision on this permit at any time the circumstances warrant.
Circumstances that could require a reevaluation include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. You fail to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit.

b. The information provided by you in support of your permit application proves to have been false, incomplete, or inaccurate (See 4
above).

c. Significant new information surfaces which this office did not consider in reaching the original public interest decision.

Such a reevaluation may result in a determination that it is appropriate to use the suspension, modification, and revocation procedures
contained in 33 CFR 325.7 or enforcement procedures such as those contained in 33 CFR 326.4 and 326.5. The referenced
enforcement procedures provide for the issuance of an administrative order requiring you to comply with the terms and conditions of
your permit and for the initiation of legal action where appropriate. You will be required to pay for any corrective measures ordered by
this office, and if you fail to comply with such directive, this office may in certain situations (such as those specified in 33 CFR
209.170) accomplish the corrective measures by contract or otherwise and bill you for the cost.

6. Extensions. General condition 1 establishes a time limit for the completion of the activity authorized by this permit. Unless there
are circumstances requiring either a prompt completion of the authorized activity or a reevaluation of the public interest decision, the
Corps will normally give favorable consideration to a request for an extension of this time limit.

Your signature below, as permittee, indicates that you accept and agree to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit.

X ot JSoe~ X 7-9.2007
(PERMITTEE) (DATE)

This permit becomes effective when the Federal official, designated to act for the Secretary of the Army, has signed below.

ma»vb /<{ Maﬁw 1?7 Juk 2003
v (DATE)
Martin S.Mayer, Chief Central Evaluation Section

for Richard P. Wagenaar, District Commander

When the structures or work authorized by this permit are still in existence at the time the property is transferred, the terms and
conditions of this permit will continue to be binding on the new owner(s) of the property. To validate the transfer of this permit and the
associated liabilities associated with compliance with its terms and conditions, have the transferee sign and date below.

(TRANSFEREE) (DATE)




SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 2006-4206-CY

7. The permitted activity must not interfere with the public's right to free navigation on all
navigable waters of the United States.

8. The permittee must install and maintain, at the permittee's expense, any safety lights, signs,
and signals prescribed by the U.S. Coast Guard, through regulations or otherwise, on the
permittee's authorized facilities.

9. The Chitimacha Tribe of Louisiana has stated that the project area is part of the aboriginal
Chitimacha homelands. If during the course of work at the site, prehistoric and/or historic
aboriginal cultural materials are discovered, the permittee will contact the Chitimacha Tribe of
Louisiana at P.O. Box 661, Charenton, LA 70523, and the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, New
Orleans District (CEMVN) Regulatory Branch. CEMVN will initiate the required federal, state,
and Tribal coordination to determine the significance of the cultural materials and the need, if
applicable, for additional cultural resource investigations.

10. If the proposed project, or future maintenance work, involves the use of floating construction
equipment (barge mounted cranes, barge mounted pile driving equipment, floating dredge
equipment, dredge discharge pipelines, etc.,) in the waterway, you are advised to notify the

U.S. Coast Guard so that a Notice to Mariners, if required, may be prepared. Notification, with a
copy of your permit approval and drawings, should be mailed to the U.S. Coast Guard, Sector
New Orleans Command Center, 201 Hammond Highway, Metairie, Louisiana 70005, about

1 month before you plan to start work. Telephone inquiries can be directed to (504) 846-5923.

11. The time limit to perform dredging to maintain navigability and obtain material for island
maintenance, unless specifically revoked or suspended by this office, expires 10 years from the
effective dated of this approval.

12. The permittee shall limit dredge and fill activities to areas essential to the project. If the
proposed project requires any additional work not expressly permitted herein, or impacts any
wetlands other than the areas indicated on the attached drawings, the permittee must apply for an
amendment to this authorization prior to commencement of work.
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Enclosure F:

303(e) Certification Package submitted to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers



SCOTT A. ANGELLE
SECRETARY

KATHLEEN BABINEAUX BLANCO
GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
OFFICE OF COASTAL RESTORATION AND MANAGEMENT

December 28, 2005

Mr. Wes McQuiddy

U. 8. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 6

1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200

Dallas, TX 75202-2733

Re:  Ship Shoal - Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47
DWF Letter Agreement
Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana

Dear Mr. McQuiddy:

Enclosed for your records is a certified original of the captioned document between the
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
for the above captioned project. This document has been recorded and certified by the Terrebonne

Parish Clerk of Court.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at 225-342-5068.

A
. Montgomery /
RD Land Specialist ITT

MM
¢:{w/o attachment)  Chris Williams, CRD Project Manager
Final distribution letter agreement dwf.wpd

COASTAL RESTORATION DIVISION
F. O, BOX 44027 « BATON ROUGE, LA 70B04-4027 » 617 N, THIRD STREET » 10TH FLOOR = BATON ROUGE, LA 70802
PHOME (225) 342-7308 » FAX (225) 342-9417 « WEB hittp:/fwww.dnr.ztate 1a.us
AN EQUAL OPFORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Terrebonne Parish Recording Page

I. Robert "Bobby" Boudreaux
Clerk Of Court
P.O. Box 1569
Houma, La 70361-1569
(985) 868-5660

Received From :
COLLING, DAN & CPL & ASSOCIATES INC

P.O. BOX 68773
BATON ROUGE, LA 70886

First VENDOR
[LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES I

First VENDEE
[LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES |

Index Type : Conveyances File # : 1224363

Type of Document : Agreement
Book : 1944 Page : 639

Recording Pages : 13
Recorded Information
| hereby certify that the attached document was filed for registry and recorded in the Clerk of Court's office for

Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana

Clerk OF Court
i CLERK OF COURT
On {Recorded Date) : 11/23/2005 | ROBERT "GOBEY" BOUDREAUX
. Parish of Terrebonne
At (Recorded Time) : 11:11:34:000 AM | certify that this is a true copy of the attached

document that was filed for registry and
Recarded 11/23/2005 at 11:11:34

ORI R Sk A
Flba Mumber 1224363

¢ 1l

Doc ID - 004420600013
Daputy Clerk

Retum To :
COLLINS, DAN S CPL & ASSOCIATES INC

P.O. BOX 66773
BATON ROUGE, LA 708596

Do not Detach this Recording Page from Original Document



SCOTT A. ANGELLE
SECRETARY

KATHLEEN BABINEAUX BLANCO
GOVERNORE

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
OFFICE OF COASTAL RESTORATION AND MANAGEMENT

August 23, 2005

Mr, Dwight Landreneau, Secretary
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
Post Office Box 98000

Baton Rouge, La. 70898-9000

RE: Letter Agreement
Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47
Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge
Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana

Dear Mr. Landreneau:

When executed by vou, this letter shall constitute an agreement (the “Agreement™) by and
between the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources (“DNR™) and the Louisiana Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries (“DWF”") whereby DWF authorizes DNR to conduct construction and monitoring
operations for the Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47 (“Project™) being a portion of
the Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge (“IDBIR™) as shown on Exhibit B attached hereto and made a
part hereof.

DWF has no objection to DNR, or its assigns, proceeding with the proposed Project for the
purposes authorized by Federal (16 U.5.C. 3951, et seq.) and State (R.S. 49:213-214) law within the
Project area shown on Exhibit A and pursuant to the Project Activity Summary on Exhibit C, both
attached hereto and made a part hereof, provided however, that DNR complies with the following
stipulations:

1. This Agreement pertains to the IDBIR as shown on Exhibit B.

2. Prior to any activities on the IDBIR, DNR shall contact Mr. Ed Mouton, or his assignee
{Programs Manager), at (337) 373-0032 to coordinate Project details.

3. DNR shall abide by the IDBIR regulations as set forth in Exhibit B, attached hereto and made a
part hereof, unless otherwise agreed to by DWF.

COASTAL RESTORATION DHVISION
PB. . BOX 44027 « BATON ROUGE, LA 70804-4027 » 617 N. THIRD STREET » 10TH FLOOR = BATON ROUGE, LA TD&(2
PHOMNE (225) 342-T308 » FAX (225) 342-9417 « WEB http:/fwww.dnr.state.]n.og
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47
DWF Letter Agreement

Page 2

10.

11

All equipment and routes shall be approved by the Programs Manager.

No activities will be allowed within 1500 feet of nesting bird colonies unless approved by the
Programs Manager.

It shall be the responsibility of DNR to repair any damages which may occur as a result of the
Project.

DNR agrees to defend, indemnify and hold DWF harmless from and against any and all claims,
demands, expense and liability arising out of injury or death to any person or the damage, loss or
destruction of any property which may occur or in any way grow out of the proposed Project.

This agreement allows DNR to make minor medifications to the Project, but only insofar as
changes pertain to materials for project features and minor changes to project features locations,
as may be deemed necessary to fully and properly implement and maintain the Project, Further,
DNR will notify DWF of such modifications and allow DWTF to comment on the modifications
prior to the implementation of such modifications, and shall, when practicable, consider and
include any comments by DWF.

DNR is responsible for all maintenance and repair of all project features. In the event DWF
notifies DNR that project features require maintenance or repair, DNR will provide such
maintenance or repair in a time frame that ensures that the objectives of the Project are not
compromised.

DNR agrees that any use of mechanized equipment must be pre-approved by the DWF Programs
Manager referenced in number 2 above.

DNR will provide a fulltime, onsite construction inspector ‘to ensure compliance with the project
plans, specs, and the terms and conditions of this Agreement. If, in the opinion of DWF, DNR’s
operations conflict with the plans, specs andfor the terms of this Agreement, DWF shall contact
DNR fully describing what is in conflict. DNR will immediately contact the contractor to remedy
said conflict. If the conflict is not remedied to DWF’s satisfaction within 2 days, DWF may
suspend DNR's operations until such time that conflict can be appropriately addressed and
remedied.



Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47

DWTF Letter Agreement
Page 3

12.  In the event any change or condition should develop that affects IDBIR and that would affect
DNR’s ability to perform the activities granted under this Agreement, DWF agrees to notify DNR
at the following address:

Department of Natural Resources
Coastal Restoration Division
P. O. Box 44027

Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4027
Phone:  225-342-7308
Fax: 225-342-9417

13.  The final plans will require approval by DWF and DNR, prior to construction.

The terms of this Agreement, where applicable, and except for Paragraph 7 above, are subject to
the availability of funds as stated in the CWPPRA Task Force Standard Operation Procedures. Should
funds not be available to comply with the terms of this Agreement, DNR agrees to use its best efforts to
secure funding to meet the terms stated herein.

This Agreement shall become effective upon the signature of DWF and shall remain in effect for
twenty (20) vears from the date hereof unless sooner terminated by the mutual consent of DNR and

DWF,

DNR may assign or transfer, in whole or in part, any or all of its rights hereunder, but only to the
extent necessary to implement the purposes of the Project on the said Lands.

This Agreement shall be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of, the parties hcret;u, their
successors in interest, transferees and assigns,

If the foregoing accurately reflects your understanding of the agreement between DNR and DWF
relative to the referenced Project activities on the IDBIR, please evidence your approval by signing the
three (3) originals and returning the executed originals to this office. The documents will be recorded in
the public records of Terrebonne Parish, and a certified duplicate will be returned to your office upon
completion. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.



Ship Shoal - Whiskey 1sland West Flank Project TE-47

DWF Letter Agreement
Page 4

Very truly ;

sC Al ANGELLE

g

ame; : Fi ) S8EC RY
L DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL
P . Wi _ RESOURCES
Print Name:[%tz M\TD—L' MQ

ACCEPTED AND APPROVED THISSIG” DAY OF Litsber 2005,

WITNESSES:
J
LANDRENEAU
Print Namacﬁ'{-‘?’ 5. Gf&ﬁﬁah Title: SECRETARY

Print Name: - usan C. Falcon



Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47

D'WF Letter Agreement
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
STATE OF LOUISIANA

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, duly commissioned and qualified in and for said Parish
and State aforesaid, on this_%whday of _ OcAx A 2004 personally came and appeared Scott
A, Angelle, to me known, who declared that he is the Secretary of the Department of Natural
Resources, State of Louisiana, that he executed the foregoing instrument on behalf of said State Agency
and that the instrument was signed pursuant to the authority granted to him by said State Agency and that
he acknowledged the instrument to be the free act and deed of said State Agency.

. Mo

Bront Vel John F. Parker
Identification Number: 01117 NOTARY PUBLIC
My commission expires: __ with life
(SEAL})




Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47
DWF Letter Agreement
Page 6

STATE OF LOUISIANA
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, duly commissioned and qualified in and for said
Parish/County and State aforesaid, on this 26™  day of &fober , 2005 , personally came and
appeared Dwight Landreneau, to me known, who declared that he is the Secretary of the Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries, State of Louisiana, that he executed the foregoing instrument on behalf of said
State Agency and that the instrument was signed pursuant to the authority granted to him, by said State
Agency and that he acknowledged the instrument to be the free act and deed of said §

=

Print Name:
ﬁgtirﬂyn?r;lgsﬁzi expires: ___with life mlﬁtgf%'ﬁﬁw
el  ovmby . T

o My Commlesion Expires At Death
State

State Bar
My Commission Expires At Death

c: DWF: Greg Linscombe
DNE: Herbert Juneau, Helen Hoffpauir

FAUSERSLANDAProjects\ TEVTE4 TshipshoalwhiskeyAgreemnents\DWF letter agreement. doc
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List of Exhibits
Exhibit A Project Area
Exhibit B Regulations for Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge

Exhibit C Project Summary
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Exhibit A

Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flani
Restoration
(TE-47)

Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana
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EXHIBIT B

Lewisiana Register Vol. 25, Mo. 5 May 20, 1998 {PAGE }
DECLARATION OF EMERGENCY
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge
(LAC 76:111.321 and 331)

The Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby
establish emergency regulations for the management
of the Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge which
includes Wine Island, East Island, Trinity Island,
Whiskey Island, and Raccoon Island, Formerly, three
of these islands, Le., Wine, Whiskey, and Raccoon
Islands, were included within the Terrebonne Barrier
Islands Refuge and were regulated under provisions
of LAC 76:II1.321. By promulgation of this
declaration of emergency, the Terrebonne Barrier
Islands Refuge regulations found at LAC 76:111.321
are hereby repealed,
A declaration of emergency is necessary to
" regulate public access to the Isles Demieres Barrier
Islands Refuge in order to ensure that those members
of the public utilizing the public use area on Trinity
[sland enjoy a clean and healthful environment and in
order to minimize contact with the numerous species
of colonial seabirds that utilize the islands as nesting
habitat in the spring and summer months. This
declaration of emergency will become effective on
May 6, 1999 and shall remain in effect for the
maximum period allowed under the Administrative
Procedure Act or until adoption of the final rule.
Title 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
Part I11. State Game and Fish Preserves and
Sanctuaries
Chapter 3. Particular Game and Fish Preserves
and Commission
§321. Terrebonne Barrier Islands Refuge

Repealed.

AUTHORITY  MNOTE:  Promulgated  in
accordance with R.5. 56:6(18), R.5. 56:76] and R.5
56:785.

HISTORICAL MWOTE: Promulgated by the
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Wildlife and
Fisheries Commission, LR 19910 (July 1993), repealed LR
23
§331. Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands Refuge

A, Regulations for Isles Dernieres Barrier Islands
Refuge

1. Regulations for Wine [sland, East Island,
Whiskey Island, and Raccoon Island a. Public access
by any means to the exposed land areas, wetlands and
interior waterways of these islands iz prohibited.

¢. Disturbing, injuring, collecting, or attempting to

Requests to access exposed land areas, wetlands and
interior waterways shall be considered on a case-by-
case basis and may be permitted by the Secretary or
his designee in the interest of conducting research on
fauna and flora, of advancing educational pursuits
related to barrier islands, or of planning and
implementing island restoration projects.
b. Disturbing, injuring, collecting, or attempting to
disturb, injure, or collect any flora, fauna, or other
property is prohibited, unless expressly permitted in
writing by the Secretary or his designee for the uses
provided for in Paragraph 1.a. above.
c. Boat traffic iz allowed adjacent to the islands in
the open waters of the Gulf and bays; however, boat
traffic is prohibited in waterways extending into the
interior of the islands or within any land-locked open
waters or wetlands of the islands,
d. Fishing from boats along the shore and wade
fishing in the surf areas of the islands is allowed.
e. Littering on the islands or in Louisiana waters or
wetlands is prohibited.
f. Proposals to conduct oil and gas activities,
including seismic exploration, shall be considered on
a case-by-case basis and may be permitted by the
Secretary or his designee, consistent with provisions
of the Act of Donation executed by the Louisiana
Land and Exploration Company on July 24, 1997,

2. Regulations for Trinity Island
a. Public access is allowed in a designated public use
area, An area approximately 3,000 linear feet by 300
linear feet is designated as a public use area, the
boundaries of which will be marked and maintained
by the Department. The designated public use area
shall extend westward from the western boundary of
the servitude area reserved by Louisiana Land and
Exploration Company in the Act of Donation a
distance of approximately 3,000 linear feet and
northward from the southem shoreline within this
area by a distance of approximately 300 linear feet.
Public recreation such as bird-watching, picnicking,
fishing and overnight camping is allowed in this area.
Travel on or across this area shall be limited to foot
aor hicycle traffic only. Mo use of all-terrain vehicles
or other vehicles powered by internal combustion
engines or electric motors shall be allowed.
b, Public access to all exposed land areas of Trinity
Island, other than the public use area, is prohibited.
Requests to access these exposed land areas shall be
considered on a case-by-case basis and may be
permitted by the Secretary or his designee in the
interest of conducting research on fauna and flora, of
advancing educational pursuits related to barrier
islands or of planning and implementing island
restoration projects.

disturb, injure, or collect any flora, fauna, or other
property is prohibited, unless expressly permitted in
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writing by the Secretary or his designee for the uses
provided for in Paragraph 2.b. above.

d. Any member of the public utilizing the designated
public use area shall be required to have a portable
waste disposal container to collect all human wastes
and to remove same upon leaving the island.
Discharge of human wastes, including that within the
disposal container, onto the island or into Louisiana
waters or wetlands is prohibited.

e. Littering on the island or in Louisiana waters or
wetlands is prohibited.

f. Carrying, possessing, or discharging firearms,
fireworks, or explosives in the designated public use
ar¢a is prohibited.

g. Boat traffic is allowed adjacent to the island in
open waters of the Gulf and bays and within the man-
made canal commonly known as California Canal for
its entire length to its terminus at the bulkhead on the

B. Violation of any provision of these regulations
shall

be considered a Class Two Violation, as described in
B.S.

56:115(D), 56:764, and 56:787.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with
k5.

30:6018), B8, 56:109, and R.S. 56:781 et seq.
HISTORICAL MOTE: Promulgated by the Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission,
LR 25:

Bill &. Busbice, Jr.
Chairman
GOS80 1

western end of the canal. No boat traffic is allowed in
other man-made or natural waterways extending into
the interior of the island or in any land-locked open
waters or wetlands of the island.

h, Fishing from boats or wade fishing in the surf
areas of the island is allowed.

i. Houseboats may be moored in designated areas
along the California Canal. An annual permit shall be
required to moor a houseboat in the canal. The
required permit may be obtained from the
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries Mew Iberia
Office.

j. Proposals to conduct oil and gas activities,
including seismic exploration, shall be considered on
a case-by-case basis and may be permitted by the
Secretary or his designee, consistent with provisions
of the Act of Donation executed by the Louisiana
Land and Exploration Company on July 24, 1997,



Exhibit “C”

Project Summary

Ship Shoal — Whiskey Island West Flank Project TE-47

Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana

Location
The project is located on Whiskey Island, a barrier island in the Isles Demieres chain in south Terrebonne
Parish, Louisiana. The Whiskey West Flank project will extend Whiskey Island westward.

Problems

The Isles Dernieres barrier island chain, which is considered one of the most rapidly deteriorating barrier
shorelines in the United States, is losing its structural functions for the coastal/estuarine ecosystem. Chief
among these ig the chain's storm buffering capacity and the protection it provides human populations, oil
and gas infrastructure, inland bays, estuaries, and wetlands, Chain breakup has resulted from both major
storm actions and, due to human alterations, the loss of nourishing sediment from the natural system.
Whiskey Island changes from 1978 to 1988 include the average loss of 31.1 acres per year.

Restoration Strategy

The project's objectives include: 1) restoring the integrity of the west flank of Whiskey Island to retain its
structural function; 2) adding new offshore sediment into the west flank; and 3) restoring roughly 387 acres
of barrier island habitat into the island's western flank.

One approach to the problem includes mining and importing offshore Ship Shoal sediment into the
Louisiana coastal ecosystem to increase the sediment supply and strengthen island formation. Other
approaches involve rebuilding the natural structural framework within the coastal ecosystem to provide for
separation of the gulf and the estuary, and creating a continucus protective barrier for back bays and inland
marshes to reduce wave energies, thereby helping to reduce land loss and restore the longshore transport
system. One final approach towards meeting these goals is to provide a unique and sustainable barrier
island habitat for numerous biological species, several of which are endangered, in areas that are presently
open water,

Ship Shoal sand would be mined by a cutterhead hydraulic dredge and/or hopper dredge. It would then be
transported approximately 8 miles to Whiskey Island. Restored areas will include: 1) 52 acres of 7-foot
high, 150-foot wide dunes; 2) 114 acres of above-tide habitat at an elevation of 4 feer; 3) 208 acres of
intertidal habitat at an elevation of 2 feet; 4) 8 acres of subtidal habitat. All areas will be planted and have
sand fencing placed in order to trap wind-blown sediment.

Details for pipes and booster pumps or additional equipment for hopper dredge operations will be analyzed
during engineering and design. Conventional equipment is expected to be used for earth moving to obtain
island design elevations, widths, and slopes, Approximate design features for the west flank restoration
include beach platform, dune, and marsh platform.

Maintenance is not proposed for this project. If a disastrous storm event should cause significant damage, a
restoration project would be proposed.



Progress to Date

This project was selected for Phase [ (engineering and design) funding at the January 2002 Breaux Act
Task Force meeting. It is included as part of Priority Project List 11,
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REPLY TO Al

Office of Counsel

Mr. William K. Honker

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 6

1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200

Dallas, TX 75202-2733

Dear Mr. Honker:

We have reviewed your request for Section 303(e) approval for the Ship Shoal:
Whiskey West Flank Restoration Project TE-47, Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA).

Our Office of Counsel has examined the October 17, 2005, package for this project.
The package includes a letter of no objection from the State Land Office and a letter agreement
between the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and the Louisiana Department
of Wildlife and Fisheries (DWF) as well as an overgrazing determination from the Natural
Resources Conservation Service,

Please be advised that prior to construction of the project, appropriate land rights,
subject to such terms and conditions as necessary to ensure that wetlands restored, enhanced or
managed through this project will be administered for the long-term conservation of the lands
and waters and the dependent fish and wildlife populations, must be acquired from all persons
or entities with ownership or other property interests of affected land, including oyster
leaseholders whose leases will be adversely affected by the project.

If any existing pipeline or utility will be adversely affected by the project, requiring any
relocation, alteration, or lowering of the pipeline, the appropriate land rights must be acquired
from the owners of such facilities, including the subordination of their rights, title, and interests
in their facilities to the interests necessary for the construction, operation and maintenance of
the CWPPRA project.

Additionally, please note that the letter agreement includes an indemnification clause.
This indemnification responsibility cannot be passed on to the United States, including The
Environmental Protection Agency or any other federal agency. Therefore, by accepting this
indemnification clause, DNR is accepting all associated risks.




We further note that the letter agreement sets forth a 20 year term. If it is deemed
necessary to extend this term in order to meet the long-term conservation objectives, you will
need to coordinate such extension with DNR.

We also have considered the determination that overgrazing does not occur on the
project lands or lands affected thereby. If overgrazing should occur in the future, a grazing
plan must be established for the project.

Accordingly, by the authority delegated to me by the Secretary of the Army, and given
compliance with the provisions set forth above, I approve the project in accordance with
Section 303(e) of CWPPRA.

Sincerely,

Richard P. Wagenaar
Colonel, U.S. Army
District Commander

Copies Furnished:

/ Ms. Helen Hoffpauir
Coastal Restoration Division
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
Post Office Box 44027
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4027

Mr. William Rhinehart

Coastal Restoration Division

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
Post Office Box 44027

Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4027




Enclosure G:

Overgrazing Determination



United States Department of Agriculture

ONRCS |

Matural Aesoyrces Conservation Service
3737 Govarnment Straat }
Alexandria, L& 71302 :

August 26, 2005

Mr. Brad Crawford

Environmental Protection Agency

Region VI

Water Quality Protection Division r{ﬁWQ-EMC}
1445 Ross Avenue i

Dallas, Texas 75202-2733 :

Dear Mr. Crawford: .
RE: Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration (TE-47)

I
I am in receipt of your request for an overgrazing determination for the Ship Shoal: Whiskey
West Flank Restoration (TE-47). ] contacted our local district conservationist and our state
resource conservationist to d:scuss] the grazing in the pr{)]&ct area. Currently, livestock are not
grazing in the arca, nor do we see 4 potential for grazing once the project is installed. Therefore,
it is our opinicn, overgrazing is nﬁl a problem in this project arca. If you have any questions
please let me know.

Sincerely, !

/A

W. Britt Paul i

Assistant State Conservationist |

for Water Resources and Rural Ddvelopment
|

cc: Randolph Joseph, Area Consedvationist, NRCS, Lafayette, Louisiana
Michael Trusclair, District Cohservationist, NRCS, Thibodaux, Louisiana
Johanna Paic, State Grazing Lhnds Specialist, NRCS, Alexandria, Louisiana
John Jurgensen, Civil Eugm::ea NRCS, Alexandria, Lovisiana

The Matural Recairis: Cunj:rvatmn Sarvice provides leadersiip 0 8 partnership effort 1o help people
COMSRra, I'lh':lllﬂfarl'l and lmarave aur natural resyurtes and anvirenment,

! An Equal Dpportunity Frovider and Employer
|



Enclosure H:

Fully Funded Cost Estimate, including cost schedule



Enclosure I:

Revised Wetland Value Assessment (WVA) and AAHU calculations



Enclosure J:

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 6
1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
DALLAS, TX 75202-2733

O agenct

‘h‘?t anu(ec;o

December L, 2005

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

To All Interested Agencies and Public Groups:

In accordance with the environmental review guidelines of the Council on Environmental
Quality at 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 1500, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
"(EPA) has performed a Supplemental Environmental Assessment for the following proposed
action under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
(CWPPRA) of November 1990, House Document 646, 101* Congress (Public Law 101-646).

Project Name: Ship Shoal Whiskey Island West Flank Restoration (TE-47)

Sponsors: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources

Total estimated funding B  $42,175,800

Phase 1 (Engineering and Design) funding $ 2,999,000

Phase 2 (Construction) funding $39,176,800
Location: The proposed projeét is located on Whiskey Island in the Isles Dernieres

Barrier Island chain, centered at approximate coordinates 29° 03' 45”
north latitude, and 90° 49’ 41 west longitude. The proposed sand borrow
site is located approximately 10 miles south-southwest of Whiskey Island
in the Gulf of Mexico, entirely within Block 88 of Ship Shoal.

Introduction. The EPA prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) in December1993 for the
restoration of Isles Derniers Barrier Island which included Racoon Island, Whiskey Island,
Trinity [sland and East Island. On September 4, 1997, EPA issued an addendum to the EA and a
Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI) for the Whiskey Island Barrier Island Restoration and
Coastal Wetland Creation (TE-27) project, addressing the direct creation of approximately 355
acres (ac) of emergent marsh platform, and four major breach closures, including the Coupe
Nouvelle. The Statement of Findings was issued on November 6, 1997. In April 2004, the U.S.
Department of the Interior, Minerals Management Service (MMS), prepared an EA analyzing
the proposed action to dredge sand within Block 88 in the Ship Shoal area for placement on the
west flank of Whiskey Island (TE-47). Based on the EA, the MMS concluded that the proposed
action would not significantly affect the quality of the human environment and that preparation
of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was not warranted.

Proposed Action. The objective of project TE-47 is to continue the restoration of Isles
Demieres. Offshore Ship Shoal sand would be excavated and transported a distance of

Intemet Address (URL) - http://www.epa.gov/earth { 6/
Recycled/Recyclable - Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)
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approximately 10 miles to restore the west flank of Whiskey Island. The restoration includes a
600-foot (ft) wide berm at +3 ft North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD), and 300-ft
wide at +6 ft NAVD, and will require about 2.8 million cubic yards (cy) of sand. There is an
existing east flank restoration area which includes a 450-ft wide berm at +3 ft NAVD, and a 100~
ft wide dune transitioning from the west flank’s +6 ft NAVD to the east flank’s +4 ft NAVD.
Approximately 1.1 million cy of sand will be required for the transition. The existing back
barrier marsh habitat will be protected during the transition into the adjacent east dune to
mitigate overwash-breaching (i.e., western marsh lobe) and to retain the island structural
function. ;

‘Afiter the: construction, the west flank would be restored to approximately 415 ac of

" intertidal; supratidal, and dune'habitat, and the extension to the east would be restored to
approximately 85 ac of additional intertidal, supratidal, and dune habitat, for a total of 500 ac.
The total benefits from: the project would be the direct creation of approximately 85 ac of dune
platform, a net increase of 98 ac of supratidal and a net increase of 131 ac of intertidal habitats.
All areas will be planted and sand fcncmg placed to trap wind-blown sediment.

The proposed TE-47 project is part of and consistent with the Louisiana Coastal
Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force, and the Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Authority ecosystem strategy to restore barrier islands and gulf shorelines.
CWPPRA provides Federal funds for planning and implementing projects that create, protect,
restore and enhance wetlands in coastal Louisiana. Under CWPPRA, the project cost is shared
by the Federal sponsoring agency and the State of Louisiana. The Federal government provides
85 percent of the prOJect cost and the Loulslana Department of Natural Resources (LDNR)
pmvxdes the remammg 15 percent )

Finding.. On the basxs of this: Supplemental EA performed by the EPA of the proposed project,
and other findings and available information, the Regional Administrator has determined that the
proposed project is not.a major Federal action significantly adversely affecting the quality of the
human environment, and that preparation of an EIS is not warranted. This preliminary FNSI will
become final 30 days after the issuance of the public notice if no new information is received to
alter this finding. ‘No administrative action will be taken on this decision during the 30-day
comment period. Comments regarding this preliminary-decision not to prepare an EIS, requests
for copies of the EA, or review of the Administrative Record containing the information
supporting this decision, may be submitted in/writing to the U.S, Environmental Protection
Agency; Office of Planning and Coordination (GEN-XP), 1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200; Dallas,
Texas 75202-2733, or by telephone at (214) 665-8150.

Responsnble Official, -

ohn Blevins

‘Director -
Compliance Assurance

and Enforcement Division




South Grand Chenier (ME-20)



South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation Project
N (ME-20) :
Phase II Construction Request

_~Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection & Restoration Act
Technical Committee Meeting
. December: 1‘2,l2_0_12 —=

-
- ——
L4

-

- 2 %

Project Management Team

Darryl Clark (USFWS), Andrew Beall
Rudy Simoneaux, Darrell Pontiff, David Lindquist,
V. J. Marretta, Troy Barrilleaux (CPRA)
Charles Slocum, Dale Garber, John Jurgensen, Jason Kroll (NRCS)
Guthrie Perry, Tom Hess (LDWF), Miller Family

0 NRC Natural Resources
Y Conservation Service

. T o

1 I - B g
“wm-. __ Project Background = "+

= Phase I approved —January 2002.

= Modest scope change to remove Area A
freshwater introduction component — Nov. 2009.

= Construction funding approval — Jan. 2010.

= Funding returned due to landrights issues — Jan.
2012.

Landrights issues resolved - April 2012

Scope change to remove freshwater introduction
component — Dec. 2012.




Soffth G nmd C henurllw.ln logic ReStoration Project (ME-20)

Viciiigy Map

Grand Lake

Hog Bayou Watershed Problems

Altered Hydrology — Saltwater intrusion (Mermentau River™™™
Ship Channel), agricultural impoundments (levees, & roads);
& subsidence.

Marsh Loss s = Ak g .

P E5R t,. st T gy
Watershed-T1og Bayou Watershed (32, 000 acres)
marsh loss (9,222 acres) [1932716.1990, (0.65 %/yr)]
Moderate loss projected to 2050 (-0.13 %lyr).

Project Area — Moderate current loss =-0.16%/year; Higher
historic loss - 4%/year (1978 to 1988); 2.45%/yr (1985-2006).
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~  Current Souﬁﬁand Chen%
Marsh Creation Project
Goals & Features

* Goals — Restore marsh (453 acres), Reduce
marsh loss & improve marsh productivity.

* Features - Restore 176 acres W of Second
s =.L.ake & 277 acres E of Second Lake
~ with Gulf dredged material. Degrade
retention levees, revegetate, &
construct tidal creeks post
construction.

~ Eastern Marsh Creation Area -




Project Phase Average Annual ) Cost
Habitat Units Effectiveness
(AAHUSs)

2009 Revised $29.04 M $69,991/acre

Project

Current Project 744 $21.9M $51,366/acre

$19,232,723

—effectiveness (§51,366/acre; $8,900/AAHU).

« RestoresA53 acres. initially;-4277acres over 20
years. :

Restores & protects eastern part of Hog Bayou

Watershed with significant historic land loss.

Helps mitigate Hurricanes Rita & Ike marsh
-damages to Hog Bayou Watershed.

Helps provide Grand Chenier storm protection.




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

646 Cajundome Blvd.
Suite 400
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506

November 28, 2012

Mr. Thomas Holden, Chairman
CWPPRA Technical Committee
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267

Dear Mr. Holden:

The Fish and Wildlife Service and Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority would
like to submit the Bayou Bonfouca Marsh Creation Project (PO-104), the Lost Lake Marsh
Creation and Hydrologic Restoration Project (TE-72), and the South Grand Chenier Marsh
Creation Project (ME-20) for Phase 2 approval. Those projects were approved for Phase 1
funding by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Task
Force as part of the 20™ Priority Project List (PPL), the 19™ PPL, and the 11" PPL, respectively.
The enclosed packets include all information required for a Phase 2 authorization request, per the
CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures. These Phase 2 authorization requests were also sent
electronically to all CWPPRA Technical Committee and Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee
members.

Each project has received favorable 30% and 95% Design Reviews, and are, to our knowledge,
without controversy. The ME-20 project has received a favorable National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) review and we anticipate favorable NEPA reviews for the PO-104 and TE-72
projects as well.

If you have any questions regarding this letter and submittal, please contact Mr. Darryl Clark of
this office at (337) 291-3111.

Sincerely,

o

Jeffrey D. Weller
Supervisor
Louisiana Field Office

Enclosures



cc: via email
Britt Paul, NRCS, Alexandria, LA
Kirk Rhinehart, LA CPRA, Baton Rouge, LA
Karen McCormick, EPA, Dallas, TX
Richard Hartman, NMFS, Baton Rouge, LA
Chris Allen, LA CPRA, Baton Rouge, LA
Brad Inman, COE, New Orleans, LA
Rachel Sweeney, NMFS, Baton Rouge, LA
John Jurgensen, NRCS, Alexandria, LA
Paul Kaspar, EPA, Dallas, TX
Andrew Beall, LA CPRA, Baton Rouge, LA



South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation Project (ME-20)
Phase Il Authorization Request Information

November 28, 2012

Phase I Project Description

The project was approved for Phase I by the Task Force on January 16, 2002, as part of
Priority Project List 11. It was slightly revised in November 2009 to remove the western
fresh water introduction feature and was approved for c<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>