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CWPPRA

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

AGENDA

December 13, 2011, 9:30 a.m.

Location:
LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
Louisiana Room
2000 Quail Dr.
Baton Rouge, LA

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 (Gay Browning, USACE) 9:40
a.m. to 9:50 a.m. Ms. Gay Browning will provide an overview of the status of CWPPRA accounts
and available funding in the Planning and Construction Programs.

3. Report: Request Approved by Task Force Fax Vote for a Scope Change for the PPL 15 --
Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses Project (MR-15) (Karen McCormick, EPA) 9:50
a.m. to 9:55 a.m. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Louisiana Office of Coastal
Protection and Restoration (CPRA) requested approval for a change in scope for the Venice Ponds
Marsh Creation and Crevasses Project (MR-15). The project originally included 178 acres of marsh
creation, divided into three different areas between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass and north of Pass
Tante Phine, construction of four crevasses and enhancement of three crevasses, and hydrologic
features. During Phase 1, it was determined that the Phase 0 proposal was not feasible and redesign
was necessary. The project now consists of approximately 187 acres of marsh creation and 4 acres
of marsh nourishment located between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass, the creation of one crevasse on
Grand Pass, one crevasse on Tiger Pass, and the enhancement of two crevasses on Tiger Pass. At
Phase 0, the total project cost was $7,175,319, and after completion of engineering and design
during Phase 1, the total project cost is now $19,737,075. On October 21, 2011, the Technical
Committee voted via email to recommend the proposal for Task Force fax vote. The Task Force
voted via fax vote on November 7, 2011 to approve the requested scope change.



10.

11.

12.

Report: 2012 Report to Congress Outline (Karen McCormick, EPA) 9:55 a.m. to 10:05 a.m.
At the October 12, 2011 meeting, the Task Force approved utilizing the $110,000 placeholder to
create the 2012 Report to Congress, which will be a concise (10-15 pages) document concentrating
on projects and providing monitoring information. 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 a draft outline for the 2012 Report to Congress.

Report: Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (CRMS) Report (Dona Weifenbach, CPRA)
10:05 a.m. to 10:20 a.m. At the October 13, 2011 meeting, the Task Force directed that a CRMS
report be presented at every meeting. Ms. Dona Weifenbach will provide a report on CRMS.

Report/Discussion: Decision Structure for Projects Reaching 20-Year Life Span (Brad Inman,
USACE) 10:20 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. At the October 13, 2011 meeting, the Task Force directed the
Technical Committee to develop a decision structure (a course of action for the CWPPRA Standard
Operating Procedure) to be used as a tool for making logical decisions for projects reaching their 20-
year life span. The Planning & Evaluation (P&E) Committee will report on their initial discussion
about the decision structure.

Report/Discussion: Standard Operating Procedure for Project Transfers Between Federal
Agencies (Brad Inman, USACE) 10:30 a.m. to 10:40 a.m. At the June 8, 2011 meeting, the Task
Force directed the Technical Committee to develop a standard operating procedure to address the
situation where a project is transferred from one Federal Sponsor to another. The Corps will provide
a recommendation for the Technical Committee to consider.

Report: Status of the PPL 8 — Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Project (CS-28) (Scott Wandell,
USACE) 10:40 a.m. to 10:50 a.m. Mr. Scott Wandell will provide a status update on the PPL 8§ —
Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Project (CS-28).

Report: Status of the PPL 11 — River Reintroduction into Maurepas Swamp (PO-29) Gap
Analysis (Karen McCormick, EPA) 10:50 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. Ms. Karen McCormick will provide
a status update on the PPL 11 — River Reintroduction into Maurepas Swamp (PO-29) Gap Analysis.

Report: Status of the PPL 1 — West Bay Sediment Diversion Project (MR-03) (Nick Sims
USACE) 11:00 a.m. to 11:10 a.m. Mr. Nick Sims will provide a status update on the West Bay

Work Plan and Closure Plan. Final results from the Engineering Research and Development Center
(ERDC) study will be presented.

Report/Decision: Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection/Commercial Canal
Freshwater Redirection Project (TV-19) (Brad Inman, USACE) 11:10 a.m. to 11:20 a.m. The
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and CPRA received a report from Vermillion and Iberia
Parishes providing project alternatives. The agency engineers reviewed the alternative analysis and
will recommend a path forward. The Technical Committee will vote on a recommendation to the
Task Force on a path forward for the Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection/Commercial
Canal Freshwater Redirection Project (TV-19).

Decision: Request for Scope Change of the PPL 14 -- South Shore of the Pen Shoreline
Protection and Marsh Creation Project (BA-41) (Britt Paul, NRCS) 11:20 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and CPRA request a change in project scope
for the South Shore of the Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation Project (BA-41). The



13.

14.

15.

16.

change would remove the northern marsh creation site of BA-41 so that it can be built by USACE as
a Risk Reduction project (Barataria Basin Landbridge). The Risk Reduction project was authorized
by the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and
Hurricane Recovery of 2006 (P.L. 109-234, Title II, Chapter 3, Investigations), commonly known as
the Fourth Supplemental. The balance of the BA-41 project, which consists of 11,750 feet of
shoreline protection and the southern marsh creation (63 acres) and nourishment (14 acres) will now
constitute the CWPPRA project at a fully funded cost of $21,639,575. Phase Il approval has already
been granted for these components and construction is ongoing. The Technical Committee will
consider and vote to make a recommendation to the Task Force to approve the requested scope
change for the South Shore of the Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation Project (BA-41).

Decision: Request for a One-Year Construction Time Extension for the PPL 11 -- South
Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20) (Darryl Clark, FWS; Kirk Rhinehart,
Andrew Beall, CPRA) 11:30 a.m. to 11:40 a.m. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and
CPRA request a one-year time extension for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration
project (ME-20) for the completion of major landowner landrights. Project construction was
approved by the Task Force in January 2010 at a fully funded cost of $29,046,128, for a benefit of
352 net acres. Most landrights approvals from the major landowner have been received and project
sponsors are confident that the remaining major landowner landrights can be acquired in early 2012.
The Technical Committee will consider and vote to make a recommendation to the Task Force to
approve this time extension.

Decision: Request for Approval to Initiate Deauthorization of the PPL 10 -- Benneys Bay
Diversion Project (MR-13) (Scott Wandell, USACE) 11:40 a.m. to 11:45 a.m. USACE and
CPRA are requesting formal deauthorization procedures be initiated for the Benneys Bay Diversion
Project (MR-13) based on the high cost of dredging associated with the project. The Technical
Committee will vote on a recommendation to the Task Force to initiate deauthorization of the
Benneys Bay Diversion Project (MR-13).

Decision: Request for Approval for Final Deauthorization of the PPL 14 — Riverine Mining —
Scofield Island Restoration Project (BA-40) (Rachel Sweeney, NMFS) 11:45 a.m. to 11:50 a.m.
NMEFS and CPRA request approval for final deauthorization of the Riverine Mining — Scofield
Island Restoration project (BA-40). The project was authorized for engineering and design on PPL
14. A Preliminary Design Review was held on March 16, 2010. Currently, CPRA intends to
construct the Scofield Island project using State funds. The Technical Committee will vote on a
recommendation to the Task Force to approve the final deauthorization of the Riverine Mining —
Scofield Island Restoration project (BA-40).

Report/Decision: 21% Priority Project List (Kevin Roy, USFWS) 11:50 a.m. to 12:20 p.m. The
Environmental Workgroup Chairman will present an overview of the ten PPL 21 candidate projects
and three PPL 21 candidate demonstration projects. The Technical Committee will vote to make a
recommendation to the Task Force for selecting PPL 21 projects, including demonstration projects,
for Phase I Engineering and Design.

Region Basin PPL 21 Nominees
1 Pontchartrain Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing
1 Pontchartrain LaBranche Central Marsh Creation
2 Breton Sound Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation
2 Breton Sound White Ditch Marsh Creation Sediment Delivery




2 Barataria Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection
2 Barataria Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation
2 Barataria Bayou L’Ours Terracing
3 Teche-Vermilion Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation and Nourishment
3 Teche-Vermilion Cole’s Bayou Marsh Creation and Restoration
4 Calcasieu-Sabine Oyster Bayou Restoration
PPL 21 Demonstration Project Nominees
DEMO Automated Marsh Planting (formerly called “Alternative to Manual Planting”)
DEMO Deltalok
DEMO Habitat Enhancements through Vegetation Plantings Using Gulf Saver Bags

17. Report/Decision: Request for Phase II Authorization and Approval of Phase II Increment 1

Funding (Brad Inman, USACE) 12:20 p.m. to 12:50 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
IT authorization and funding.

. Total Fully Net
Agency Pl;? ect PPL Project Name Construct Phase 1 Phase II Cost | Funded Cost | Benefit Total Cost
0. Start Date Cost per Acre
Est. Acres
EPA | TE-47 | 11 | ShipShoal: Whiskey West |\ 5013 | $3742,053 | $62,347,496 | $66,089,549 | 195 | $338,921
Flank Restoration
Venice Ponds Marsh
EPA MR-15 15 Creation & Crevasses Apr 2012 $1,074,522 | $21,081,770 | $22,156,292 318 $69,674
Alligator Bend Marsh
NRCS PO-34 16 | Restoration & Shoreline Oct 2012 $1,660,985 | $56,006,898 | $57,667,883 192 $300,354
Protection
South Lake Lery Shoreline
FWS BS-16 17 and Marsh Restoration $2,665,993 | $36,747,067 | $39,413,060 507 $77,738
NMFS | BA-6g | 1g | Srand Liard Marsh & $3,271,287 | $39,308,320 | $42,579,616 | 370 | $115,080
Ridge Restoration
NMFS | BA-76 | 19 | Chenier Ronquille Barrier $3,419,263 | $33,308,188 | $36,727,451 | 308 | $119,245
Island Restoration
NRCS LA-39 20 | Coastwide Planting $156,945 $12,532,780 | $12,689,725 779 $16,290
Freshwater Bayou Bank
COE TV-11b 9 Stabilization — Belle Isle $1,498,968 | $34,135,100 | $35,634,068 241 $424,215
Canal to Lock

18. Discussion: CWPPRA Program Funding Capacity (Tom Holden, USACE) 12:50 p.m. to 1:05
p-m. The Technical Committee will discuss the CWPPRA program’s future funding capacity and

implications for future project priority lists. This discussion will provide the P&E Committee

guidance on developing action items by the next Technical Committee meeting.




19. Additional Agenda Items (Tom Holden, USACE) 1:05 p.m. to 1:10 p.m.
20. Request for Public Comments (Tom Holden, USACE) 1:10 p.m. to 1:15 p.m.

21. Announcement: Priority Project List 22 Regional Planning Team Meetings (Brad Inman,
USACE) 1:15 p.m. to 1:20 p.m.

January 24, 2012 1:00 p.m.  Region IV Planning Team Meeting  Abbeville

January 25, 2012 9:00 a.m. Region III Planning Team Meeting  Morgan City
January 26, 2012 9:00 a.m.  Region II Planning Team Meeting =~ New Orleans
January 26, 2012 1:00 p.m. Region I Planning Team Meeting New Orleans
February 15, 2012 10:00 am. RPT Voting Meeting Baton Rouge

22. Announcement: Date of Upcoming CWPPRA Program Meeting (Brad Inman, USACE) 1:20
p-m. to 1:25 p.m. The Task Force meeting will be held January 19, 2012 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).

23. Announcement: Scheduled Dates of Future Program Meetings (Brad Inman, USACE) 1:25
p.m. to 1:30 p.m.

2012
January 19, 2012 9:30 a.m. Task Force New Orleans
January 24, 2012 1:00 p.m.  Region IV Planning Team Meeting  Abbeville
January 25, 2012 9:00 a.m. Region III Planning Team Meeting  Morgan City
January 26, 2012 9:00 am.  Region II Planning Team Meeting ~ New Orleans
January 26, 2012 1:00 p.m. Region I Planning Team Meeting New Orleans

February 15,2012  10:00 a.m. RPT Voting Meeting Baton Rouge
April 19, 2012 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee New Orleans
June 28, 2012 9:30 am.  Task Force Lafayette

September 12,2012 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee Baton Rouge
October 11, 2012 9:30 a.m. Task Force New Orleans

November 14, 2012 7:00 p.m. PPL 23 Public Comment Meeting  Abbeville
November 15,2012 7:00 pm.  PPL 23 Public Comment Meeting ~ New Orleans
December 12,2012  9:30 a.m. Technical Committee Meeting Baton Rouge

24. Decision: Adjourn



a.
b.
C.

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

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 13, 2011

STATUS OF BREAUX ACT PROGRAM FUNDS AND PROJECTS
For Report:

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



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Browning, Gay B MVN
Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 11:08 AM
To: Holden, Thomas A MVN; Inman, Brad L MVN; darryl_clark@fws.gov; Britt Paul

(britt.paul@la.usda.gov); Kirk Rhinehart (kirk.rhinehart@la.gov); Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov); richard.hartman@noaa.gov

Cc: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; kevin_roy@fws.gov; john.jurgensen@la.usda.gov; Chris

Allen (chris.allen@la.gov); Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov; rachel.sweeney@noaa.gov
Subject: CWPPRA: DOI 9 Dec 2011 Funding Update - Good News and Bad News (UNCLASSIFIED)
Attachments: Funding Packet_Updated 9 Dec 2011 to Tech Committee.pdf

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

All,

I just received DOI's 9 December 2011 funding update this morning. As I try to stress to
everyone, estimates fluctuate between each update. The December update is usually to the
penny what we receive for the FY.

Bad news: The July 2011 update estimated that we would receive $84,785,539 for the total
program (Planning & Construction). The Dec 2011 update has that we will receive
$79,239,646.73; a $5.5M decrease.

Good news: Looks like future year estimates for FY13 through FY15 show decreases, but from
Fyl6 through FY20, these years show increases.

Bottom line: even though we will take a hit for FY12, the total through FY20 shows a
$31,655,513 increase from the July 2011 forecast.

The FY12 decrease will have an impact on the amount of funds going into tomorrow's meeting
for funding approvals. I will create the new funding summary spreadsheet today and try to
get it to you. If you want a ballpark figure, decrease the $69.2M (remaining balance after
12 Oct 2011 Task Force approvals) by the $5.5M Fed + 15% for N/F funds.

Attached is a funding packet that let's you see all the yearly funding, past and future.

Gay

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



14-Dec-11

Construction Program Funding Requests for 13 December 2011 Tech Committee Recommendations

ESTIMATE FUNDING
Request TC? Request TC? Fed Non-Fed
1. Funds Available:
FY12 Estimated Funding  [$74,239,646.73] $0
Current Estimate $2,609,399,730
Total $2,609,399,730 $62,720,329 $0 $0
2. Potential Project Funds to be Returned to Construction Program:
Deauthorized Projects $4,900,000 $4,900,000 $4,165,000 $735,000
Projects Completed Construction $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $17,000,000 $3,000,000
$0 $0
Total $24,900,000 $24,900,000 $21,165,000 $3,735,000
3. Funding Set Aside by Task Force at 19 Jan 2011 Meeting
West Bay (MR-03) [PPL 1] [COE] [O&M] $15,000,000 $12,750,000 $2,250,000
$0 $0
Total $0 $15,000,000 $0 $0
4. Agenda ltem 3: Dec 2011 - Report on Task Force Approved FAX Votes
Venice Ponds MC & Crevasses (MR-15), PPL 15, EPA [Scope Change &
Current Estimate Increase] $10,744,120 | Y $0 $0
$0 $0
Total $10,744,120 $0 $0 $0
5. Agenda Item 11: Dec 2011 - Initial Deauthorization Recommendation:
\Weeks Bay (TV-19) [COE] ($28,797,968)| Y $0 $0
Total ($28,797,968) $0 $0 $0
6. Agenda ltem 13 & 14: Dec 2011 - Projects to Move to "Suspended"” Category Recommendation:
South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration (ME-20) [USFWS] ($26,687,708)] Y ($24,921,491)] Y ($21,183,267) ($3,738,224)
Benneys Bay Diversion (MR-13) [COE] ($29,220,777)| Y $0 $0
Freshwater Bayou-Belle Isle Canal (TV-11b), PPL 9, COE (6) ($34,135,101)] Y $0 $0
Total ($90,043,586) ($24,921,491) ($21,183,267) ($3,738,224)
7. Agenda Item 15: Dec 2011 - Final Deauthorization Rcommendation:
Riverine Mining-Scofield Island Restoration (BA-40), PPL 14, NMFS ($41,322,749)| Y $0 $0
$0 $0
Total ($41,322,749) $0 $0 $0

cash flow \ CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM FUNDING_(1) Tech Comm Approved Recommendations_13 Dec 2011\ TC RECOMMEND to TF_12 Oct 2011

12/15/2011 7:19 AM




Construction Program Funding Requests for 13 December 2011 Tech Committee Recommendations

ESTIMATE FUNDING
Request TC? Request TC? Fed Non-Fed
8. Agenda Iltem 16: Dec 2011 - PPL 21 Project Recommendation:
Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing $4,080,095 $4,080,095 $3,468,081 $612,014
LaBranche Central Marsh Creation $3,885298 | Y $3,885298 | Y $3,302,503 $582,795
Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation $3,277,356 $3,277,356 $2,949,620 $327,736
\White Ditch Marsh Creation Sediment Delivery $2,807,119 $2,807,119 $2,386,051 $421,068
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation $3,572,873 $3,572,873 $3,036,942 $535,931
Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation $2,354,788 | Y $2,354,788 | Y $2,001,570 $353,218
Bayou L'Ours Terracing $903,617 $903,617 $768,074 $135,543
Southeast Marsh Island MC & Nourishment $2,273,834 $2,273,834 $1,932,759 $341,075
Cole's Bayou Marsh Creation and Restoration $3,136,805 Y $3,136,805 Y $2,666,284 $470,521
Oyster Bayou Restoration $3,165,322 | Y $3,165,322 Y $2,690,524 $474,798
Total $29,457,107 $29,457,107 $3,468,081 $612,014
9. Agenda ltem 17: Dec 2011 - Phase Il Incr 1: January 2012 Phase Il Incr 1 Requests (Construction + 3 years OM&M)
Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Rest (TE-47), PPL 11, EPA (7)) $62,347,496 $62,186,707 $52,858,701 $9,328,006
Freshwater Bayou-Belle Isle Canal (TV-11b), PPL 9, COE (6) $34,135,100 $30,668,583 $26,068,296 $4,600,287
Venice Ponds Marsh Creation & Crevasses (MR-15), PPL 15, EPA (1) $21,081,770 $19,930,492 $16,940,918 $2,989,574
Alligator Bend Marsh Restoration & SP (PO-34), PPL 16, NRCS (1) $56,006,898 $41,761,744 $35,497,482 $6,264,262
South Lake Lery (BS-16), PPL 17, USFWS (1) $36,747,067 $36,518,340 $31,040,589 $5,477,751
Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge Restoration (BA-68), PPL 18, NMFS (1) $39,308,329 Y $38,823,875 Y $33,000,294 $5,823,581
Chenier Ronquille Barrier Island Restoration (BA-76), PPL 19, NMFS (1) $33,308,188 $32,504,233 $27,628,598 $4,875,635
Coastwide Planting (LA-39), PPL 20, NRCS (1) $12,532,780 Y $4,433,718 Y $3,768,660 $665,058
Total $295,467,628 $266,827,692 $0 $266,827,692
(1) Funds Available for 12 December 2011 Recommendations |  $2,609,399,730 $62,720,329
(2) Potential Funds to be Returned to Construction Program $24,900,000 $24,900,000
(3) Set Aside Funds $0 $15,000,000
13 Dec 2011 Requests for Recommendation $271,363,308
(5,6,7,8,9) 13 Dec 2011 Approved Recommendations ($95,780,981) $30,878,315
Available Funds Surplus/(Shortage)|  $2,488,718,749 $31,842,014

cash flow \ CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM FUNDING_(1) Tech Comm Approved Recommendations_13 Dec 2011\ TC RECOMMEND to TF_12 Oct 2011

12/15/2011 7:19 AM




Total Funding Required (projects for which construction has started)

Constr + 20 yrs OM&M Total Cost (Current Estimate)

for PPL 1-20 & Ping thru 2019:
$2,555.5M

Potential future need
_] thru FY19 $160.7M

/

1Total Funding into
Program thru FY19: $1,068.3M

$2,394.8M

$1,487.2M

o
c
L
=

Approved Estimate Sep 2011 Budget Increases and Returned Funds




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

REQUEST APPROVED BY TASK FORCE FAX VOTE FOR A SCOPE CHAGNE FOR
THE PPL 15 - VENICE PONDS MARSH CREATION AND CREVASSES PROJECT
(MR-15)

For Report:

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Louisiana Office of Coastal
Protection and Restoration (CPRA) requested approval for a change in scope for the
Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses Project (MR-15). The project originally
included 178 acres of marsh creation, divided into three different areas between Grand
Pass and Tiger Pass and north of Pass Tante Phine, construction of four crevasses and
enhancement of three crevasses, and hydrologic features. During Phase 1, it was
determined that the Phase 0 proposal was not feasible and redesign was necessary. The
project now consists of approximately 187 acres of marsh creation and 4 acres of marsh
nourishment located between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass, the creation of one crevasse on
Grand Pass, one crevasse on Tiger Pass, and the enhancement of two crevasses on Tiger
Pass. At Phase 0, the total project cost was $7,175,319, and after completion of
engineering and design during Phase 1, the total project cost is now $19,737,075. On
October 21, 2011, the Technical Committee voted via email to recommend the proposal
for Task Force fax vote. The Task Force voted via fax vote on November 7, 2011 to
approve the requested scope change.



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Monday, November 07, 2011 7:30 AM

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

Cc: britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Karen McCormick

(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov); kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov;
Wingate, Mark R MVN; Inman, Brad L MVN; Chris Allen (OCPR); Jurgensen, John - NRCS,
Alexandria, LA; Rachel Sweeney; Kevin_Roy@fws.gov; Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov;
Llewellyn.Chris@epamail.epa.gov; Browning, Gay B MVN; Cecelia.Linder;
stuart.brown@la.gov; Enger Kinchen
Subject: RE: CWPPRA Task Force FAX VOTE: Venice Ponds (MR-15) Request for Scope Change
Attachments: Venice Ponds Fax Votes.pdf

Task Force,

We have a fax vote concurrence to approve EPA and CPRA's request for a change in scope for
the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses project (MR-15).

Thank you all for rapid responses.

————— Original Message-----

From: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 7:18 AM

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

Cc: 'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov'; 'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov';
Wingate, Mark R MVN; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'Chris Allen (OCPR)'; 'Jurgensen, John - NRCS,
Alexandria, LA'; 'Rachel Sweeney'; 'Kevin_Roy@fws.gov'; 'Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov';
"Llewellyn.Chris@epamail.epa.gov'; Browning, Gay B MVN; 'Cecelia.lLinder’;
'stuart.brown@la.gov'; 'Enger Kinchen'

Subject: CWPPRA Task Force FAX VOTE: Venice Ponds (MR-15) Request for Scope Change

Task Force Members,

Please see the attached memorandum from the Chairman of the Task Force requesting a fax vote
to approve EPA and CPRA's request for a change in scope for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation
and Crevasses project (MR-15).

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 Friday, November 4, 2011. Please note this is an extension
of the date provided in the attached memo.

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



FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agancy NAME/CFFICE SYMEBOL OFFICE TELEFHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO,

[FrRoG#

USDA-NRCS W. Britt Paul, Acting STC (318) 473-7751 (318) 473-7626
o

USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-25T72
CWPPRA Program Manager
T Classmcaton | anca D. 3 e Neleaser s SIgnatre
incluging Header

REMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee's recommendation to approve the EPA and
CPRA requested scope change for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses project (MR-15).

Pleage check one of the following:

1 1approve the motion as stated above.

[ 1do NOT approve the motion as stated above.

Signed,

W. Britt Paul E Acting STC

117272011

Enct 2



FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

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

puisiana Office of the Govern] Garret Graves 225-342-7669 225-342-1991

o -
USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
- Classmcation Precedence No. Pages Date/ime Feleasers signature
Including Header

REMARKS:

The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve the EPA and
CPRA requested scope change for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses project (MR-15).
Please check one of the following:

L_:___x_—_____—l I approve the motion as stated above.

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

/411
Date

Encl 2




FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

Agency NAME/QFFICE SYMBOL OFFICE TELEPHONE NO. OFFICE FAX NO.
[FROM
Dept. of Interior, USFWS Darryl Clark (alternate) 337-291-3111 291-3139
]
USACE Brad Inman (504) 862-2124 (504) 862-2572
CWPPRA Program Manager
" Classmcaton Precedence No. Pages Datefime Releasers Signature
including Header
REMARKS:
The Motion:

Signed,

Please check one of the following:

Ok Wb

Darryl Clark (Allérnate)

| approve the motion as stated above.

[ 1 1doNOT approve the motion as stated above.

M., 241

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve the EPA and
CPRA requested scope change for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses project (MR-1 5).

Encl 2




FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL HEADER SHEET

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

FROM

NOAA Fisheries Christopher 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 eleaser's Signature
Including Header

REMARKS:
The Motion:

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve the EPA and
CPRA requested scope change for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses project (MR-15).

Please check one of the following:

|I| | approve the motion as stated above.

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

Date

Christopher

Encl 2



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Task Force Members,

Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Wednesday, November 02, 2011 7:18 AM

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

'britt.paul@la.usda.gov'; 'Holden, Thomas A MVN'; 'Karen McCormick
(McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov)'; 'kirk.rhinehart@la.gov';
'Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov'; Wingate, Mark R MVN; Inman, Brad L MVN; 'Chris Allen
(OCPRY)'; 'Jurgensen, John - NRCS, Alexandria, LA"; 'Rachel Sweeney';
'Kevin_Roy@fws.gov'; 'Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov'; 'Llewellyn.Chris@epamail.epa.gov';
Browning, Gay B MVN; 'Cecelia.Linder'; 'stuart.brown@]la.gov'; 'Enger Kinchen'
CWPPRA Task Force FAX VOTE: Venice Ponds (MR-15) Request for Scope Change
Signed MEMO Venice Ponds Scope Change Request.pdf; ENCL 2_Venice Ponds Scope
Change Request.xlsx; Encl 1_Report, factsheet, and map.pdf

Please see the attached memorandum from the Chairman of the Task Force requesting a fax vote
to approve EPA and CPRA's request for a change in scope for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation
and Crevasses project (MR-15).

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 Friday, November 4, 2011. Please note this is an extension

of the date provided in the attached memo.

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



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

REPLY TQ
ATTENTION OF

CEMVN-PM-B . & oMoy o2

MEMORANDUM FOR Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

SUBJECT: Recommendation to approve the Scope Change Request for the PPL 15 — Venice
Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses (MR-15)

1. The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Louisiana Office of Coastal
Protection and Restoration (CPRA) are requesting approval for a change in scope for the Venice
Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses project (MR-15). The project originally included 178 acres
of marsh creation, divided into three different areas between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass and
north of Pass Tante Phine, construction of four crevasses and enhancement of three crevasses,
and hydrologic features. During Phase 1, it was determined that the Phase 0 proposal was not
feasible and redesign was necessary. The project now consists of approximately 187 acres of
marsh creation and 4 acres of marsh nourishment located between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass,
the creation of one crevasse on Grand Pass, one crevasse on Tiger Pass, and the enhancement of
two crevasses on Tiger Pass. At Phase 0, the total project cost was $7,175,319, and after
completion of engineering and design during Phase 1, the total project cost is now $19,737,075.
The fact sheet detailing reasons for the increase in costs and the change in benefits is enclosed
(encl 1). EPA and CPRA intend to request Phase 2 funds at the December 2011 Technical
Committee meeting. Given the short time remaining to execute Phase 2 requests, a fax vote is
requested. On 21 October 2011, via an email, the Technical Committee recommended the
proposal for Task Force fax vote.

2. On behalf of EPA, I request a fax vote from the Task Force regarding the recommended
approval of the scope change request. Please consider the following motion:

- The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee’s recommendation to
approve the EPA and CPRA requested change in scope for the Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and
Crevasses project (MR-15).

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 Wednesday, 2 November 2011.
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CEMVN-PM-B
SUBJECT: Recommendation to approve the Scope Change Request for the PPL 15 — Venice
Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses (MR-15)

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

2 Encls
as

Colonel, EN
Commanding

CF via email (w/encls):

Mr. Garret Graves, LA Office of the Governor

Mr. William Honker, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Jim Boggs, 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. Thomas Holden, US Army Corps of Engineers
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October 21, 2011

Colonel Edward R. Fleming

Chairman

Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Task Force
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New Orleans District

P.O. Box 70267

New Orleans, LA 70160

Re: Scope Change Request for Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses (MR-15) project
Dear Colonel Fleming:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Louisiana Office of Coastal
Protection and Restoration (CPRA) are requesting the initiation of CWPPRA Task Force fax
vote procedures to approve a scope change for the MR-15 project. Section 6.e.(3) of the
CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) manual (Revision 18; July 9, 2010), states that
if “a project undergoes a major change in scope or a change in scope resulting in a variance of 25
percent from the original approved design, in either: (1) total project cost, (2) the number of
acres benefited, or (3) the ratio of total project cost to the number of acres benefited, the Federal
or Local Sponsor will submit a report the Technical Committee explaining the reason(s) for the
scope change, the impact on cost and benefits, and a statement from the Local Sponsor endorsing
the Change. The Technical Committee will review the report and recommend to the Task Force
approval or rejection of the change.”

We wish to inform the Task Force that after completing the selection of our preferred design
alternative, the resulting project costs and changes in benefits trigger the requirement for a scope
change request. The request for a change in scope has already been made to the Technical
Committee. The Technical Committee recommends to approve the change in scope request for
the MR-15 project. We have including a brief narrative describing the changes in benefits and
costs as well as maps depicting the MR-15 project at Phase 0 and Phase 1.

As originally envisioned and accepted at Phase 0, MR-15 included 178 acres of marsh creation,
divided into three different areas between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass and north of Pass Tante
Phine, construction of four (4) crevasses and enhancement of three (3) crevasses, and hydrologic
features (culverts and gapping existing spoil bank). During Phase 1, it was determined

the Phase 0 proposal was not feasible and a redesign was necessary due to land owner concerns
and pipeline issues.

Encl 1 Recycled/Recyclable s Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Postconsumer)



The project now consists of approximately 187 acres of marsh creation and 4 acres of marsh
nourishment located between Grand Pass and Tiger Pass, the creation of one (1) crevasse on
Grand Pass and one (1) crevasse on Tiger Pass, and the enhancement of two (2) crevasses on
Tiger Pass. We feel these changes alone result in a project scope change but there was also a
change greater than 25% in project costs and benefits that resulted from the change in the
location and number of project features. The engineering cost estimate is being reviewed by the
Engineering Workgroup and has been submitted to the Economic Workgroup to be fully funded.
The Wetland Value Assessment has also been completed and submitted to the Environmental
Workgroup. Comments received from the Environmental Workgroup have been incorporated
into the current WVA. The changes in benefits and costs have been cataloged in the table below.

Percent
Fully Net Net Total Cost Effectiveness
Total Cost | b/ ded Cost | AAHU’s | Acres ($/ AAHU) Fotal Cost
Increase
Phase 0 $7,175,319 $8,992,955 152.16 51 $47,156 | eemeeee-
Phase 1 $19,737,075 In progress 78.02 319 $ 252,975 175%

When MR-15 was accepted during the PPL15 process in 2005, the total project estimated cost
was $7,175,319. MR-15 is nearing Phase 1 completion and the total project cost is now estimated
to be $19,737,075. This is an increase of approximately 175% from the Phase 0 estimate. The
Phase 0 fully funded cost estimate was $8,992,955. The Phase 1 total project cost has been
submitted to the Economic Workgroup and a Fully Funded Cost Estimate is pending. The
increase in total project cost is a result of increases in Phase 2 costs. In general, the costs
associated with restoration projects have risen dramatically since 2005, when MR-15 received
Phase 0 approval. For instance, dredge mobilization and demobilization increased
approximately 466%, unit costs for dredging increased approximately 96% per yd® and
excavation for the crevasses increased approximately 97% per yd°. At Phase 0, the project was
designed to include unconfined marsh creation but at Phase 1 it was decided to construct earthen
containment around the marsh creation cells. Cypress tree plantings and borrow area debris
removal have also been added to the estimate. The latter was added based on previous project
experience with debris in the borrow area at the EPA sponsored Bayou Dupont Sediment
Delivery project (BA-39). These items are detailed in the table below. The Phase 0 costs
associated with the placement of culverts, creation of gaps in Pass Tante Phine, timber access
restrictions and 2 crevasse construction and 1 crevasse enhancement excavations were removed
from the Phase 1 cost estimate.

Dredge Dredge Total Borrow Area | Avg. Cost Cypress
: B Earthen
Mob / Volume Dredging Debris per Containntent Tree
Demob (yd)) Costs Removal Crevasse Plantings |
Phase 0 $520,000 1,507,660 | $3,390,965 | = ------- S S I T
Phase 1 $2.941,000 | 2,025,804 | $9,116,118 $500,000 $58,688 $893,620 $117,884

Encl 1



An assessment of project benefits was performed during Phase 0 in 2005 with a Wetland Value
Assessment (WVA) model and determined that there would be 511 net acres of benefits and
152.16 AAHU’s. A revised WVA has been run on the Phase 1 proposed project. It is estimated
that the currently proposed MR-15 project will create 319 net acres and 78.02 AAHU’s. One of
the reasons for the sharp decline in AAHU’s is due to a decrease in the total project area. At
Phase 0, the total project area evaluated included 1,944 acres. The total project area evaluated at
Phase 1 only included 917 acres.

Itis EPA’s and CPRA’s intent to request Phase 2 funds at the December 2011 Technical
Committee meeting. All required items for Phase 2 approval are nearing completion. Based
upon the information presented above, we wish to state that the resultant cost increase was
necessary given updated costs associated with performing restoration in Louisiana and updated
design information. We feel that the Phase 1 proposed MR-15 project is the most suitable and
best performing alternative following discussions with land owners and pipeline companies.

The EPA and CPRA respectfully request that the Task Force review the recommendation of the
CWPPRA Technical Committee and approve this request by a fax vote, given the short time
remaining to execute Phase 2 requests. The information presented in this report is the most
current available and the costs are not anticipated to change, pending approval from the
Engineering Workgroup. Thank you for your consideration of our scope change request. Should
you require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (214) 665-7239.

Sincerely,

Ch.ZE

Chris Llewellyn, Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Attachments:

Phase 0 Project Feature Map

Phase 1 Project Feature Map

Local Sponsor (CPRA) Endorsement

Cec: Members of the CWPPRA Task Force
Members of the CWPPRA Technical Committee
Members of the CWPPRA Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee
Brad Miller, Project Manager, CPRA

Encl 1
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GOVERNOR

CPRA

Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority of Louisiana

September 1, 2011

Karen McCormick, Chief

Marine and Coastal Protection Section
EPA R6 (WQ-EC)

1445 Ross Avenue

Dallas, TX 75202-2733

Re:  30% Design Review for MR-15 Venice Ponds Marsh Creation & Crevasses
Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence

Dear Ms. McCormick:

The 30% Design Review meeting for MR-15 Venice Ponds Marsh Creation & Crevasses Project
was held on June 29, 2011. Based on our review of the technical information compiled to date,
and the preliminary designs, the Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration, as the local
sponsor, concurs to proceed with the design of the above mentioned project.

In accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures, we request that you forward
this letter of concurrence to the Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation
Subcommittee and proceed to 95% design level. Please be sure to copy me on all future
correspondences concerning this project.

Please feel free to contact me at (225) 342-4122, if you have any questions.

Sincerely, M/

Brad Miller
CPRA Project Manager

¢e: Robert Routon, P.E., CPRA Project Management Administrator
Kirk Rhinehart, CPRA Planning Administrator
Alex Gonzalez-Rodlies, E.I., CPRA Project Engineer
MR-15 Project File

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/
Encl 1 An Equal Opportunity Employer



Venice Ponds Marsh Creation and Crevasses (MR-15)
October 20, 2011
Approved Date: 2006 Project Area: 917 acres
Approved Funds: $1.07 M for Engineering and Design
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 319 acres
Status: Engineering and Design
Project Type: Marsh Creation and Crevasse Creation

Location: The project area is located in the CWPPRA Mississippi River Delta Basin in
Plaquemines Parish south of Venice, Louisiana, adjacent to Tiger and Grand Pass.

Problems: Between 1932 and 1974, the mapping unit lost 38,400 of 59,640 acres of marsh as a
result of subsidence, tropical storm activity, canal creation and maintenance, and hydrologic
modification. Between 1974 and 1990, another 13,260 acres of land was lost. It is estimated that

without restoration efforts, more than 91 percent of the remaining land will be lost by the year
2050.

Restoration Strategy: The project will create marsh in open water areas that were nearly solid
wetlands in 1956 by depositing material acquired through dedicated dredging and by
constructing crevasses. It is anticipated that approximately 190 acres of marsh will be created by
hydraulically dredging material from Grand Pass. The dredged material will be pumped into two
fill areas surrounded by containment dikes along the existing marsh boundaries. Containment
dikes will be gapped 20 feet wide every 500 feet. Four crevasses will be constructed to convey
the sediment-laden waters of Grand and Tiger Passes into the benefitted areas. One crevasse will
be created and two existing crevasses off of Tiger Pass will be enhanced through deepening in
order to promote deltaic splay growth and nourishment of existing marsh. Another crevasse will
be constructed off of Grand Pass to promote deltaic splay growth and introduce sediment laden
water into the marsh creation areas.

Progress to Date: The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

approved funding for engineering and design in February 2006. The project will be holding a
95% Design Review Conference on October 25, 2011.

Encl 1
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

2012 REPORT TO CONGRESS
For Report:

At the October 12, 2011 meeting, the Task Force approved utilizing the $110,000
placeholder to create the 2012 Report to Congress, which will be a concise (10-15 pages)
document concentrating on projects and providing monitoring information. 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 a draft outline for the
2012 Report to Congress.



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov
Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 9:51 AM
To: britt.paul@la.usda.gov; Darryl Clark; Holden, Thomas A MVN; kirk.rhinehart@la.gov; Cecelia

Linder; Chris Allen; Inman, Brad L MVN; John Jurgensen; Kevin Roy;
Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov; Rachel Sweeney; Browning, Gay B MVN; Hennington,
Susan M MVN; Wandell, Scott F MVN; Sims, Nick MVN; stuart.borown@]a.gov
Cc: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor; Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov; Inman, Brad L MVN
Subject: Draft Outline for 2012 Report to Congress for your review

Dear CWPPRA Technical Committee and P&E - please find below a "Draft Table of Contents" for
the upcoming 2012 CWPPRA Report to Congress which will be discussed briefing at tomorrow's
Tech Meeting. I wish to thank USGS, Donna and Greg and especially Darryl Clark for assisting
me. If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thanks

Hope that the 2012 Report to Congress will be @ 15 pages or less.... .than is my goal!
Contents
1. Executive Summary

Will include Gulf Task Force and Louisiana State Master Plan information....... how it

ties to CWPPRA

2. Introduction
3. The CWPPRA Program Overview
4. Project Types
5. CWPPRA Projects Approved Since the 2009 Report to Congress - CWPPRA Map of

Regions...brief descriptions of each project in regions
6. CWPPRA Effectiveness and Progress

Coast Wide reference monitoring System (CRMS) or site specific monitoring.

Note: Each Agency can recommend (1-2) projects per agency
7. Conclusion (Wrap Up)
8. References

Links Available via webpage (www.lacoast.gov <http://www.lacoast.gov> ) will all approved
CWPPRA Projects

Rough Draft by March.......Final by June.

Karen McCormick, Chief
Marine and Coastal Section
EPA R6 (WQ-EC)

1445 Ross Avenue

Dallas, TX 75202-2733



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

COASTWIDE REFERENCE MONITORING SYSTEM (CRMS) REPORT
For Report:

At the October 13, 2011 meeting, the Task Force directed that a CRMS report be
presented at every meeting. Ms. Dona Weifenbach will provide a report on CRMS.



Excerpt from the 12 October 2011 CWPPRA Task Force Meeting Minutes:

Mr. Doley expressed support for CRMS, but with the reservation that the data coming
from CRMS be used as envisioned. He suggested that a CRMS discussion be added to the Task
Force meeting agenda on a regular basis to be more heavily utilized for planning, prioritization,
and evaluating CWPPRA Program success. Mr. Steyer agreed that CRMS data should be used in
planning, engineering, design, operation and maintenance (O&M), and monitoring, but that it is
not currently being utilized by all agencies. He suggested more participation in the CRMS
dataset trainings.

Mr. Doley asked to see how CRMS data is working with project specific monitoring to
evaluate the bigger picture perspective.

Colonel Fleming directed that a CRMS report be on every Task Force meeting agenda
starting with the January meeting. He stressed that he does not want a report of details, but rather
an overall report regarding trends, objectives, and the success of the Program. Mr. Doley and Mr.
Honker agreed.

Colonel Fleming opened the floor to comments from the public.



12/9/2011

Y(RMS

~ Wetlands
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USGS National Wetlands Research Center
Dona Weifenbach,
And
Gregory D. Steyer
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
December 13, 2011

‘ $54,477,419 throu?h FY 18-19, and

through FY 13-14 for CRMS. The
progress made to evaluate projects and
meeting.

Milestones:
Monitoring Work Group met Nov. 4 in Lafayette
© Aerial photography product comparison and applicability to CWPPRA
project/program analysis
“ CRMS Report Card, Basin and Coastwide scales

Training on SONRIS and CRMS data access: Held Dec 6 — 7 in Baton
Rouge
Annual CRMS roadshow with CWPPRA agencies to demonstrate recent
additions to website (CRMS site and project report cards) and refine indices
and a coastal report card are scheduled

EPA Jan 10

NMFS Jan 17

NRCS Jan 18

USFWS Jan 31
COE TBD
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Reporting:
20 Project-Specific OM&M reports in 2011

NRCS: TV-04, ME-04, CS-11b, BS-03a, BA-03c and BA-26 (combined), BA-20, BA-23, TE-28
USFWS: ME-19, TE-41, TV-13a

COE: TV-14, CS-28, PO-17, PO-22

NMFS: TV-18, BA-37, TE-22, TE-26

EPA: TE-40

14 reports scheduled in 2012

NRCS: BA-04c, PO-06, CS-30, TE-48

USFWS: BS-11, ME-16, CS-32

COE: MR-06, CS-22

NMFS: CS-27, TV-15, TE-25 and TE-30 (combined)
EPA: BA-39

2012 Report to Congress in progress, project specific results and CRMS
draft provided to EPA

Basin and Coastwide Report Cards in draft formats pending completion of
land/water analysis and comments from federal sponsors. Posted to
website in early March.

Land loss in the area has been caused by several factors including
subsidence, shoreline erosion, and rapid tidal fluctuations.

Project goals were to create a lower energy environment by reducing the
larger openings that penetrate fragile interior marsh and act as direct
conduits for increased tidal influences and provide shoreline protection in
the most critical areas.

Initial construction was completed in 1999. Maintenance events were
ggr&pleted in 2001, 2005, & 2007 with another one to be completed in early




School Bus
Bayou

The project consisted of low level weirs at Mud Bayou,
Humble-F Canal, Bayou Long, Bayou Carlin, Humble
Canal, Jackson Bayou and British American Canal.
Approximately 3,500 L.F. of PVC shoreline protection
was constructed along the southern boundary.

Problems with the design of the PVC wall became
apparent early on during construction. A change order
was issued correcting the issues.

12/9/2011
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Humble Canal
Structure

‘ATypical Breaches

E. Cote Blanche

Bay
\West End Breach

Louisiana Depariment of Natural Resaurcas

Shoreline Erosion:

Map shorelines over time to
compare change rates over
time among shoreline
reaches with and without
protection.

Marsh Loss:

Calculate land loss rates
from Land to Water analyses
since project construction to
compare to historical and
regional rates.
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TV-04 Sondes (1997 - 2004)
2 Project Sondes
1 Reference Sonde

CRMS Sondes (2006 - 2010)
2 Project Sondes
Collective of Reference Sondes (3)

Calculated a daily water-level range
for each sonde:

Ml T 201 1B

WL Range = Max WL — Min WL h

The difference in water-level x : : i i I :
ranges between project and Jun-97  Jun-98  Jun-99  Jun-00 Jun-01 Jun-02 Jun-03 Jun-04
reference sondes on a daily basis:

0.50

Post Construction- Post Construction -
Pre Construction Pre Hurricane Lili Post Hurricane Lili
5 A 1997-1999 1999-2002 2002-2004
Diff = Proj; - Ref 03 -

Relative to the reference, water-
level range decreased at the
project sondes after project
construction.

-0.2

-0.3
B

WTV04-02/22

@TV04-03
-0.6 - Z

04 |

Difference in Water-level Range (ft)
1<)

-0.5 -




Water-level variability 075 !
decreased substantially at 05D o _h i . .
Humble Canal sonde Nov-06 May-07 Nov-07 May-08 Nov-08 May-09 Nov-09 May-10 Nov-1(
(CRMS0544) after the SBB Pre SBB Post SBB - ;
structures were installed. Comsuucton Pro o Cosav - Post s Custav Post ) Corstucion
03 -
0% -
()
The hydrology at Humble B Og
Canal and Mud Bayou sonde % 1
(CRMS0545) is also connected 3 |
to a smaller bayou that 0F |
reaches WCBB. 03 1 uCRMS0544
2% | BCRMS0545
_0;8 E |
=]

s Existing Wooden Bulkhead
=e=man Shoreline Profection Measure
Shoreline Movement 1998-2010
Change Rate (miyr)

—_—12-6
—_— .3
3-0
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East Cote Blanche Bay

Dats Source: -
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| Ny it e 2, 0 —— 1998 Shoreline
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gusas Cote Blanche Hydrologic Restoration (TV-04)

0k e vrmar LSt

TV-04 Project
Area

January 1997 84.4
December 2002  82.0
December 2009  83.2

- Toseruigoasce.

it o s

== IO OGS

ot Map (s oo

Final Scheduled Aerial Photography - 2015

area when surrounding conditions are within the design specification such
as being free from hurricanes and water not bypassing around the weirs.

» Shoreline protection measures have significantly reduced erosion relative to
unprotected shorelines.

» The rate of marsh loss has decreased by two-thirds in the TV-04 project
area since construction relative to the historical (1957-1990) land-loss rate.

Reducing the cross section of large pipeline canal and bayou openings
decreases daily hydraulic energy which reduces daily export of vulnerable
organic soils and allows the marsh interior to recuperate following storm-surge
disturbances.

12/9/2011
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land gains and losses are occurring within the project area.

Lessons Learned

~  PVC walls, designed properly, provide shoreline protection but are difficult to
maintain.

~ Marsh areas around structures should be paved with large rock at an
elevation that will allow significant tidal events to pass around the structure
without scouring the bank.

~ The rock dike at School Bus Bayou still reduced erosion relative to
unprotected shoreline reaches although it settled to below design
specifications.

I 1
CRAG Sines &

[ [ CwPPRA Prajects
¥ Constrocted
1 ot Conviructed

Sate ID: TV-04
Name: Cote Blanche Hydrologic Restontion
i OCPR

Type: Hydrologic Restoration Infrastracturs
Limks: None avadatie. Pl !5 Lagend
Olrjectives: 2
» Reduce water exchange between marshes of Cote Blanche and West and Exst Cote Blanche Toem T TU-04 ¥
Bays to prevent scowing of inteniar marsh and protect approxmately 31,637 ac (12,803 ha) of I
fresh marsh, L1 Hyeio Susies
® Prodect shoreine on southern boundary betvween Humble and Beish- Amencan canats from M vegetation =
wave ermon, ¥ Lo Water =

Goalks:

o Dacraiss vanabiity in water kevel within the project aned.

® Reduce eroson rate of shorekne along southern project boundary,
* Detrease rate of marsh loss,

@ =USGS




CRMS 5ites ()
i O] CWPPRA Projects = v
¥l Constructed

[ et Construsted

Tu-04 2010 Report Carg

Index
2010 Index score  [Category Bl 15 Legena

Hydrologic
Flonstic Qualty

Submergence NA
Vulnerabdity

Landscape

Single-click inside a red polygon
on the map to view CWPPRA
Praject information,

Beta: Fulicreen

DISCLAIMER: AL DATA SUBJECT TO REVI

—#— CRMS Average within Project
—0— CRMS Refarenca Sitas
=8= CFMS Project Sites
[0 > 75th Percentile
25th - T5th Percentile
I < 25tk Percantila

Hydrologic Index Score

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Year

Figure 7. HI scores of CRMS sites within a project are shown over time relative to all other CRMS sites within the same vegetation type and hydrologic basi
Project and reference site scores are the mean (£ SE) HI scores by year for all brackish and intermediate sites within Teche / Vermilion Basin. Blue stars re,
the average of all CRMS sites located within the project boundary. An average HI score is displayed when mare than three CRMS sites exist within the proje
boundaries
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* Multi-year and multi-metric
classification of CRMS sites

For more information

http://www.lacoast.gov/crms2/Home.aspx
http://www.nwrc.usgs.gov/
http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/ocpr.asp

Steyer, G.D. 2010. Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (CRMS): U.S.
Geological Survey Fact Sheet 2010-3018, 2p.

Steyer, G.D. and others 2003. A Proposed Coast-wide Reference Monitoring
System for Evaluating Wetland Restoration Trajectories in Louisiana.
Environmental Monitoring and Assessment. 81:107-117.

12/12/2011
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

DECISION STRUCTURE FOR PROJECTS REACHING 20-YEAR LIFE SPAN
For Report/Discussion:

At the October 13, 2011 meeting, the Task Force directed the Technical Committee to
develop a decision structure (a course of action for the CWPPRA Standard Operating
Procedure) to be used as a tool for making logical decisions for projects reaching their
20-year life span. The Planning & Evaluation (P&E) Committee will report on their
initial discussion about the decision structure.



Excerpt from the 12 October 2011 CWPPRA Task Force Meeting Minutes:
Colonel Fleming opened the floor to comments from the Task Force.

Mr. Honker cautioned that there is a longer-term issue here. As older projects approach
their 20-year life, decisions will have to be made as to whether to continue funding such projects.
He suggested charging the Technical Committee with developing a decision structure to be used
as a tool for making logical decisions on such projects in the future.

Mr. Clark asked what year 20 for this project is. Mr. Paul answered, 2017. Mr. Clark
clarified that USFWS was conducting operations of the structures, but that the USFWS refuges
have lost funding and staff and no longer have the resources to continue those activities. He
added that he has a letter from the refuge complex manager outlining these reasons for Task
Force review.

Mr. Doley asked who will conduct the actual maintenance. Mr. Burkholder responded
that the work will be bid to a contractor.

Colonel Fleming stated that he has directed the Technical Committee to plan a course of
action as to how to address projects that are reaching their 20-year life span so that some
recommendations can be made as to how to move forward on such projects. The Technical
Committee will need to look at options and be aware of safety, funding, and authority issues.
While not applicable to this project, future action will need to be taken.

Colonel Fleming opened the floor to comments from the public. There were no public
comments.



CWPPRA

20-yer Project Life
Decision Structure

The P&E Committee held a teleconference on
Dec 1, 2011 to discuss a potential decision structure
for projects reaching their 20-year life span.

Initial Tasks:

« Identify time frame for effort (must be complete by
2013 to implement for initial projects)

« Analyze projects close to 20-year
= Break down by project type

» Review CSAs for trends

« Draft outline of process (see following slide)

Upcoming 20-year life completions
Type Proj No. Project 20 year Life
Marsh Creation PO-17 Bayou LaBranche 7-Apr-14
Cameron Prairie National Wildlife Refuge
Shoreline Protection ME-09 SP 9-Aug-14
Sabine National Wildife Refuge Erosion

Shoreline Protection CS-18 Protection 1-Mar-15
Shoreline Protection TV-09 Vermilion Bay/Boston Canal SP 30-Nov-15
Shoreline Protection TV-03 Vermilion River Cutoff Bank Protectioin 11-Feb-16
Hydrologic Restoration PO-16 Bayou Sauvage #1 30-May-16
Marsh Management CS-20 East Mud Lake Marsh Management 15-Jun-16
Marsh Creation BA-19 Barataria Bay Waterway Wetland Cretion 15-Oct-16
Hydrologic Restoration CS-17 Cameron Creole Plugs 28-Jan-17
Shoreline Protection CS-22 Clear Marais 3-Mar-17
Shoreline Stabilization TE-22 Point au Fer Canal Plugs 8-May-17
Hydrologic Restoration PO-18 Bayou Sauvage #2 28-May-17
Barrier Island Restoratio TE-29 Raccoon Islands Breakwaters Demo 31-Jul-17
Hydrologic Restoration CS-04a |Cameron-Creole Maintenance 30-Sep-17
Sediment Diversion MR-06 Channel Armor Gap Crevasse 2-Nov-17
* An additional 19 projects will reach their 20-year life span by October 2020

12/12/2011



Project Completion Report

Potential Issues To Document in a Report:

« Report Completion Timeline and responsible
party for preparation

« CSA Language Impact

- Real Estate Agreement Language

- Removal of structures

- Liability

« Authorization, SOP and 20-year Project life

- Additional O&M, Monitoring impacts to Budget
Capacity

- Verification of Project Goals

CWPPRA

Decision Structure

Completed Project Evaluation
Report

Yes successful? No

Was the
project

B Were project S
Yes goals met? No g
project
closure
L > W' as the process
project cost
Yes effective? No

el [s additional
maintenance

Yes needed? No
_— q 3
Is funding S Can funding
Yes available? No be identified? No

@ Proceed with Q

additional Yes
maintenance

12/12/2011
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20-year Project Life
Decision Structure

« Request additional guidance from Technical
Committee as to the approach and deliverable
for review.




CWPPRA

20-yer Project Life
Decision Structure

The P&E Committee held a teleconference on
Dec 1, 2011 to discuss a potential decision structure
for projects reaching their 20-year life span.

Initial Tasks:

« Identify time frame for effort (must be complete by
2013 to implement for initial projects)

« Analyze projects close to 20-year
= Break down by project type

» Review CSAs for trends

« Draft outline of process (see following slide)

Upcoming 20-year life completions
Type Proj No. Project 20 year Life
Marsh Creation PO-17 Bayou LaBranche 7-Apr-14
Cameron Prairie National Wildlife Refuge
Shoreline Protection ME-09 SP 9-Aug-14
Sabine National Wildife Refuge Erosion

Shoreline Protection CS-18 Protection 1-Mar-15
Shoreline Protection TV-09 Vermilion Bay/Boston Canal SP 30-Nov-15
Shoreline Protection TV-03 Vermilion River Cutoff Bank Protectioin 11-Feb-16
Hydrologic Restoration PO-16 Bayou Sauvage #1 30-May-16
Marsh Management CS-20 East Mud Lake Marsh Management 15-Jun-16
Marsh Creation BA-19 Barataria Bay Waterway Wetland Cretion 15-Oct-16
Hydrologic Restoration CS-17 Cameron Creole Plugs 28-Jan-17
Shoreline Protection CS-22 Clear Marais 3-Mar-17
Shoreline Stabilization TE-22 Point au Fer Canal Plugs 8-May-17
Hydrologic Restoration PO-18 Bayou Sauvage #2 28-May-17
Barrier Island Restoratio TE-29 Raccoon Islands Breakwaters Demo 31-Jul-17
Hydrologic Restoration CS-04a |Cameron-Creole Maintenance 30-Sep-17
Sediment Diversion MR-06 Channel Armor Gap Crevasse 2-Nov-17
* An additional 19 projects will reach their 20-year life span by October 2020
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Project Completion Report

Potential Issues To Document in a Report:

« Report Completion Timeline and responsible
party for preparation

« CSA Language Impact

- Real Estate Agreement Language

- Removal of structures

- Liability

« Authorization, SOP and 20-year Project life

- Additional O&M, Monitoring impacts to Budget
Capacity

- Verification of Project Goals

CWPPRA

Decision Structure

Completed Project Evaluation
Report

Yes successful? No

Was the
project

B Were project S
Yes goals met? No g
project
closure
L > W' as the process
project cost
Yes effective? No

el [s additional
maintenance

Yes needed? No
_— q 3
Is funding S Can funding
Yes available? No be identified? No

@ Proceed with Q

additional Yes
maintenance

12/12/2011
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20-year Project Life
Decision Structure

« Request additional guidance from Technical
Committee as to the approach and deliverable
for review.




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE FOR PROJECT TRANSFERS BETWEEN
FEDERAL AGENCIES

For Report/Discussion:

At the June 8, 2011 meeting, the Task Force directed the Technical Committee to develop
a standard operating procedure to address the situation where a project is transferred from
one Federal Sponsor to another. The Corps will provide a recommendation for the
Technical Committee to consider.



PROJECT TRANSFERS TO AN ALTERNATE FEDERAL AGENCY

(1) If the Federal Sponsor and the Local Sponsor agree that it is necessary to transfer a
project to an alternate Federal Sponsor prior to construction, then they shall submit a
request to the Technical Committee for approval by the eligible voting members of the
Task Force, in conformity with the Appointments Clause, Article II, sec. 2, cl. 2, of the
Constitution, as stipulated in the President’s November 29, 1990, signing statement of
the Wetland and Coastal Inland Waters Protection and Restoration Programs Bill, to
transfer the project and explaining the reasons for the transfer.

If the Federal Sponsor and the Local Sponsor do not agree to transfer a project prior to
construction, then either party may submit a letter to the Technical Committee
requesting approval by the eligible voting members of the Task Force to transfer the
project to an alternate Federal Sponsor and explaining their reasons for the transfer.

(2) The Technical Committee will forward to the eligible voting members of the Task Force
a recommendation concerning transfer of the project. Nothing herein shall preclude the
Federal Sponsor, Local Sponsor, or a receiving lead agency from bringing a request for
transfer to the Task Force irrespective of the recommendation of the Technical
Committee.

(3) Upon submittal of a request for transfer to the Technical Committee, all parties shall
suspend all future obligations and expenditures as soon as practicable, until the issue is
resolved.

(4) Upon receiving preliminary approval from the Task Force to transfer a project to an
alternate Federal Sponsor, the receiving Federal Sponsor shall notify all senior parish
officials in the parish (es) where the project is located, any landowners whose property
would be directly affected by the project, and any interested parties.

(5) If the Task Force determines that a project should be transferred to another lead agency,
the original Federal Sponsor and Local Sponsor shall provide a chronological summary
of all work completed to date; identify any outstanding issues; and provide all project
information to the receiving Federal Sponsor, including acquired data, engineering and
design analyses, and project documents. In cases where the project has undergone
significant engineering and design efforts, it is anticipated that significant quantities of
hard copy and digital information will be provided. The transferring Federal Sponsor,
along with the Local sponsor shall host an information transfer meeting with appropriate
representatives of the receiving Federal Sponsor. The purpose of the meeting is to
review project status and details regarding work accomplished to date.

(6) When the Task Force determines that a project should be transferred to an alternate
Federal Sponsor, responsibility for all expenditures and obligations shall be assumed
immediately by the receiving Federal Sponsor or as soon as practicable after information
is transferred according to paragraph 6.p(5) to the alternate lead agency. The
assumption of all obligations and expenditures will be acknowledged in the newly
developed cost share agreement between the receiving Federal and Local Sponsors.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

STATUS OF THE PPL 8 — SABINE REFUGE MARSH CREATION PROJECT CYCLE 2
(CS-28)

For Report:

Mr. Scott Wandell will provide a status update on the PPL 8 — Sabine Refuge Marsh
Creation Project (CS-28).



Technical Committee Meeting — September 30, 2003

Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Project
Status of Cycle 2

CWPPRA Technical Committee Meeting
December 13, 2011

Presented by:

Scott Wandell
Project Manager, USACE

Current Work Update

Cycle 2 Permanent Pipeline
Permanent Pipeline construction was completed in 2010

Before pipeline can be used during Calcasieu River and
Pass Maintenance Dredging events, an O&M manual must
be approved (including a pipeline checklist that would be
provided to potential dredging contractors)

Initial draft of O&M manual is currently being assembled
by State and Federal Partners for review.

Target completion date for submittal of final draft is Jan
2012




Technical Committee Meeting — September 30, 2003

Cycle 2 Beneficial Use Opportunity

BACKGROUND

* In 2008, the Task Force voted to eliminate Cycle 2 marsh creation
site from project scope

* Construction of the original marsh creation site was completed
during FY09 dredging event and paid for with State Surplus Funds

» We propose to construct a new Marsh Creation site under the existing
Cost Share Agreement for the Cycle 2 project (would require an
amendment for new location along with an approved scope change)

* Potentially meets schedule for implementation during FY'12
Calcasieu River and Pass dredging maintenance event.




Technical Committee Meeting — September 30, 2003

Potential Advantages of this
Proposal

» Opportunity to use constructed permanent pipeline
for intended purpose

Potentially provides only known option for
beneficial use of Calcasieu dredged material for
FY12

Otherwise, material will be placed in designated
confined disposal sites along banks of Calcasieu
River

Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Project
Status of Cycle 2

It is understood that other items that include but are not
limited to engineering the marsh creation containment
dikes, a supplemental EA for the new area, agreement with
agencies on the location, an O&M estimate approval, and
approval of an O&M manual, and so dredging contractors
can respond to an RFP, must be completed to match up
with a 2012 dredging event.

Simply, we ask for the State’s concurrence of the proposal
to modify the Cost Share Agreement to show a location
change in the Sabine Cycle 2 CWPPRA project.




Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

September 2010 (rev)
Cost figures as of: December 2011

Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation

Cycle Il (CS-28-2)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2004 Project Area: 0 acres *
Approved Funds: $16.5M  Total Est. Cost: $16.5 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 261 acres

Status: Construction

Project Type: Marsh Creation

PPL #: 8

Location

Region 4, Cameron Parish, The project is located on
the Sabine National Wildlife Refuge, west of
Highway 27, in large open water areas northeast of
Brown's Lake.

Problems

The project area is experiencing marsh degradation
due to saltwater intrusion and freshwater loss. This
has resulted in the conversion of vegetated
intermediate marsh to large shallow open water areas.
Salinity migrates into the region from the Calcasieu
River. Southeast winds push saline waters into the
project area through canals and bayous. Wind driven
waves cause further loss of the remaining marsh
fringe.

Restoration Strategy

A permanent dredged material disposal pipeline,
measuring 3.57 miles in length, will be constructed in
Cycle II. The pipeline will commence near Mile 13.2
of the Calcasieu River Ship Channel and terminate at
the northeastern corner of the Sabine National
Wildlife Refuge. Much of the right of way required
for the pipeline was previously impacted by the
construction of a temporary pipeline used during the
construction of Cycle I. The pipeline is to be used for
future marsh creation projects in conjunction with the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers maintenance dredging
of the Calcasieu River Ship Channel.

www.LaCoast.gov

= A

Marsh created from dredged material from the Calcasieu River Ship Channel.

Progress to Date

The Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Project was
originally approved as part of the Project Priority List 8
in 1999. The project was later broken into 5 cycles. In
2004, additional funds for engineering and design and
construction were approved for Cycle II. The pipeline is
constructed and will be available for use during the 2011
maintenance dredging of the Calcasieu River Ship
Channel.

For more project information, please contact:

Federal Sponsors:

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

(504) 862-2309

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Lafayette, LA
(337) 291-3100

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, La.

(225) 342-4736
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

STATUS OF THE PPL 11 — RIVER REINTRODUCTION INTO MAUREPAS SWAMP
(PO-29) GAP ANALYSIS

For Report:

Ms. Karen McCormick will provide a status update on the PPL 11 — River Reintroduction
into Maurepas Swamp (PO-29) Gap Analysis.



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

October 2002 (rev.)
Cost figures as of: December 2011

River Reintroduction into

Maurepas Swamp (PO-29)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2001 Project Area: 36,121 acres
Approved Funds: $6.78 M Total Est. Cost: $165. M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: * See below

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Water Diversion

PPL#: 11

Location

The proposed project is located south of Lake Maurepas in the
upper Pontchartrain Basin. The waters diverted from the
Mississippi River will affect St. John the Baptist, St. James, and
Ascension Parishes, Louisiana.

Problems

Since the construction of the Mississippi River flood control
levees, the Maurepas swamp has been virtually cut off from any
fresh water, sediment, or nutrient input. Thus, the only soil
building has come from organic production within the wetlands.
Subsidence in this area is classified as intermediate, but when
coupled with minimal soil building, it has produced a net
lowering of ground surface elevation. This, in turn, has led to a
doubling in flood frequency over the last four decades that
leaves the swamps persistently flooded. Without restoration, the The Maurepas Swamp in decline.
factors and processes that are contributing to stress and

deterioration of the south Maurepas swamps will continue. The

result would be the loss of the swamp, eventually followed by a Progress to Date
succession to open water.

This project was selected for Phase 1 (engineering and design)
funding at the August 2001 Breaux Act Task Force meeting. The
project is on Priority Project List 11.

Restoration Strategy

The goal of the south Maurepas diversion project is to restore

and protect the health and productivity of the swamps south of * The project will enhance an area of swamp (36,121 acres) that
Lake Maurepas by reintroducing sediment- and nutrient-laden would be substantially degraded without the project.

water from Mississippi River.

The specific objectives of the Maurepas project are to: restore

natural swamp hydrology; increase sediment and nutrient

loading to the project area; increase substrate accretion; retain For more project information, please contact:
and increase existing areas of swamp vegetation, including

overstory cover; and reduce salinity levels. Federal Sponsor:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Baton Rouge, LA

The project's main structural features will include: two 10x10 (225) 389-0735

box culverts capable of diverting 2,000 cubic feet of water per
second; a 100x100 foot receiving pond reinforced with a 20-inch
layer of riprap; and a 50-foot wide, 10-foot deep outflow
channel roughly 27,500 feet long that will run from the river to
U.S. Interstate 10.

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736

www.LaCoast.gov
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

STATUS OF THE PPL 1 - WEST BAY SEDIMENT DIVERSION PROJECT (MR-03)
For Report:

Mr. Nick Sims will provide a status update on the West Bay Work Plan and Closure Plan.
Final results from the Engineering Research and Development Center (ERDC) study will
be presented.



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

June 2004 (rev.)
Cost figures as of: September 2011

West Bay Sediment Diversion (MR-03)

Project Status

Approved Date: 1992 Cost: §50.8 M
Project Area: 12910 acres  Status Completed

Net Benefit After 20 Years: 9,831 acres November 2003
Project Type: Water Diversion

Location

The diversion site is located on the west bank of the
Mississippi River, in Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana, 4.7
miles above Head of Passes. The project diverts
Mississippi River water and sediments into West Bay.

Problems

Marshes along the lower Mississippi River are subsiding
and converting to open water because of a lack of riverine
sediment inputs and fresh water.

Restoration Strategy

The objective of the project is to restore vegetated
wetlands in an area that is currently shallow open water.
The project diverts sediments to create, nourish, and
maintain approximately 9,831 acres of fresh to
intermediate marsh in the West Bay area over the 20-year
project life.

The project consists of a conveyance channel for the large-
scale diversion of sediments from the river. The
conveyance channel is being constructed in two phases:
(1) construction of an initial channel with an average
discharge of 20,000 cubic feet per second (cfs); (2) after a
period of intensive monitoring, enlargement of the channel
to a 50,000 cfs discharge. Material from the construction
of the initial channel was used to create wetlands in the
diversion outfall area.

The diversion may induce shoaling in the main navigation
channel of the Mississippi River and the adjacent
Pilottown anchorage area. Dredging of the main channel is
accomplished under the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’
ongoing Operations and Maintenance Program for the
river, but additional dredging of the anchorage area would
be an added feature and cost of the project. The material
dredged from the anchorage area will be used to create
wetlands in the West Bay diversion outfall area.

www.LaCoast.gov

The conveyance channel allows fresh water and sediment to flow from the
Mississippi River (bottom of picture) to restore vegetated wetlands in an area
that is currently shallow open water.

Progress to Date

An Environmental Impact Statement was completed in March
2002. Final project plans and specifications were approved in
September 2002. Project construction began in September
2003 and was completed in November 2003. Monitoring of
the channel and receiving area is currently underway.

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force approved proceeding with the project
at the current price of $22 million at their January 2001
meeting. Most of the increase in the project cost is for
dredging of the anchorage area and the relocation of a 10-inch
oil pipeline.

This project is on Priority Project List 1.

For more project information, please contact:

of Engineers..
New Orleans District

Federal Sponsor:

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

(504) 862-1597

Local Sponsor:

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-7308
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

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

For Report/Decision:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and CPRA received a report from
Vermillion and Iberia Parishes providing project alternatives. The agency engineers
reviewed the alternative analysis and will recommend a path forward.

The Technical Committee will vote on a recommendation to the Task Force on a path
forward for the Weeks Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection/Commercial Canal
Freshwater Redirection Project (TV-19).



CWPPRA

Weeks Bay Alternatives
Analysis

(TV-19) Project

CWPPRA

Review of Weeks Bay
Alternative Analysis

At the September 2011 Tech Comm meeting, USACE and CPRA
were tasked to review the Alternative Analysis Report (alignment
and design of recommended Concrete Panel Wall Alternative with
potential marsh creation)

Alternatives Analysis Report projected benefits of 60 acres with
only wave barrier design criteria for concrete panel wall at cost of
$12,590,624

Projected benefits of 260 acres were calculated based upon design
criteria for wave barrier and construction of a potential marsh
creation site

USACE and CPRA have conducted reviews of geotechnical,
topographic and bathymetric surveys, tidal datum, wave and
hydrostatic loading, structural analysis and estimated project _....
costs. £ L,

12/12/2011



CWPPRA

Preliminary Results from Review of
Weeks Bay Alternatives Analysis Report

» Some discrepancies were found in design criteria and cost
analysis

* Recommended alternative was deemed inadequate in the
report for containment of material for potential marsh
creation site due to poor soil conditions

+ Since inadequate for design, cost was not applied to full
design (wave barrier only)

» Cost effectiveness of project with reported costs is
$209,843/acre (without marsh creation)

CWPPRA

USACE & CPRA Recommendation

» Based upon limited benefits and high cost/acre, in
concurrence with CPRA, it is recommended that this
project be deauthorized due to cost ineffectiveness and
presumed unconstructability of recommended alternative.

12/12/2011



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Approved Date: 2000 Project Area: 0 acres e . ;A ; B2 X -
Approved Funds: $1.22M  Total Est. Cost: $30.0 M L s B 5 TE b b -
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 278 acres : O . k
Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Marsh Creation and Shoreline Protection

This project is located in Iberia Parish, Louisiana, in the
northeastern area of Vermilion and Weeks Bays.

Shoreline and bank erosion is occurring within this area as
a result of heavy wind and wake activity. Openings along
the Shorehne’ along V.VIt}.l the dredg.lng of Commercial Weeks Island and Commercial Canal, the North-South waterway in upper left corner,
Canal, have resulted in increased tidal energy and adverse are shown on infrared.

saltwater intrusion into interior wetlands. These openings
also prevent the Atchafalaya River’s sediment-laden fresh
water from reaching marshes within the western portion of
the Teche/Vermilion Basin.

Project components will include constructing retention
levees, dedicating placement of dredged material, re-
vegetating critical areas along the north shoreline, and
armoring shore and bank areas.

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force approved funding for engineering

and_ dGSIgn' Vlbrac_ore soil Samples have been ta_kgn mn the Shoreline and bank erosion occurring in Weeks Bay between Mud Point and Weeks
project area to verify foundation conditions. Initial review Island.
of these samples confirms that the bearing capacity of the
bay bottom is very limited. Hydrographic surveys are For more project information, please contact:
currently underway to support hydrologic circulation
modeling and design studies. | Federal Sponsor:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

. . . .. . . US Army C New Orleans, LA

This project is on Priority Project List 9. of Enginoers. (504) 862-1597

New Orleans District

Local Sponsor:

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-7308
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

REQUEST FOR SCOPE CHANGE OF THE PPL 14 - SOUTH SHORE OF THE PEN
SHORELINE PROTECTION AND MARSH CREATION PROJECT (BA-41)

For Decision:

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and CPRA request a change in
project scope for the South Shore of the Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation
Project (BA-41). The change would remove the northern marsh creation site of BA-41 so
that it can be built by USACE as a Risk Reduction project (Barataria Basin Landbridge).
The Risk Reduction project was authorized by the Emergency Supplemental
Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Hurricane Recovery of
2006 (P.L. 109-234, Title II, Chapter 3, Investigations), commonly known as the Fourth
Supplemental. The balance of the BA-41 project, which consists of 11,750 feet of
shoreline protection and the southern marsh creation (63 acres) and nourishment (14
acres) will now constitute the CWPPRA project at a fully funded cost of $21,639,575.
Phase II approval has already been granted for these components and construction is
ongoing.

The Technical Committee will consider and vote to make a recommendation to the Task
Force to approve the requested scope change for the South Shore of the Pen Shoreline
Protection and Marsh Creation Project (BA-41).



South Shore of The Pen Shoreline
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Change in Project Scope
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South Shore of The Pen Shoreline
Protection and Marsh Creation (BA-41)

Change in Project Scope

Current | Revised
Project | Project

$27.9 M | $21.6M




South Shore of The Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation (BA-41)
Change in Project Scope
Report to the Technical Committee
November 29, 2011

The original (PPL14) South Shore of The Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation Project (BA-41)
consisted of about 11,900 linear feet of shoreline protection along the south Shore of The Pen and about 180
acres of marsh creation and nourishment areas.

In November 2007, the Task Force approved a change in project scope. Based on that change in scope, the
current BA-41 CWPPRA project consists of approximately 11,750 feet of foreshore rock dike, and
approximately 175 and 132 acres of marsh creation and nourishment, respectively. See Figure 1.

However, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has requested that the northern marsh creation site of
BA-41 be transferred to USACE as a Risk Reduction project (Barataria Basin Landbridge). The Risk
Reduction project was authorized by the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global
War on Terror, and Hurricane Recovery of 2006 (P.L. 109-234, Title II, Chapter 3, Investigations), commonly
known as the Fourth Supplemental. This proposed change in project scope would remove the northern marsh
creation / nourishment area from the CWPPRA BA-41 project.

The balance of the BA-41 project, which consists of 11,750 feet of shoreline protection and the southern marsh
creation (63 acres) and nourishment (14 acres) will now constitute the CWPPRA Project. See Figure 2. Phase 11

approval has already been granted for these components and construction is ongoing.

A summary of current and revised costs and benefits is provided below.

Current Project | Revised Project (after Scope %Change
Change)
Fully-funded Cost $27,895,605 $ 21,639,575 (already approved) -22%
Net Acres @year 20 211 106 -50%
AAHUs 84 44 -48%




Figure 1. Current project map for South Shore of The Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation (BA-41).



Figure 2. Proposed revised project map for South Shore of The Pen Shoreline Protection and Marsh Creation (BA-41).



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

March 2010 (rev)
Cost figures as of: December 2011

South Shore of The Pen Shoreline Protection

and Marsh Creation (BA-41)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2005 Project Area: 348 acres
Approved Funds: $19.8 M Total Est. Cost: $21.6 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 211 acres

Status: Construction

Project Type: Shoreline Protection and Marsh Restoration
PPL #: 14

Location

The project area is located in Jefferson Parish, Louisiana,
in the vicinity of Bayou Dupont and the Barataria Bay
Waterway.

Problems

The triangular landmass bounded by the southern shoreline
of The Pen (an abandoned land reclamation effort), the
Barataria Bay Waterway (Dupre Cut), and the Creole Gas
Pipeline Canal is deteriorating because of shoreline
erosion (ranging from 5 to 30 feet per year) and interior
marsh loss. Loss of this protective landmass would provide
a more direct connection between the marine/tidal
processes of the lower and the freshwater-dominated upper
Barataria Basin.

Shoreline erosion along the south shore of The Pen.

www.LaCoast.gov

Restoration Strategy

The goals of this project are to stop shoreline erosion and to
create and nourish marsh located between The Pen and
Barataria Bay Waterway.

For shoreline protection, approximately 11,750 feet of foreshore
rock dike will be constructed along the south shore of The Pen
and Bayou Dupont. Two existing bayous will remain open, and
a site-specific opening to The Pen will be incorporated at the
eastern marsh creation site. Dedicated dredging will be used to
create approximately 175 acres of marsh and nourish an
additional 132 acres of marsh within the triangular area bounded
by the south shore of The Pen, the Barataria Bay Waterway
(Dupre Cut), and the Creole Gas Pipeline Canal. Containment
dikes constructed for marsh creation and nourishment will be
degraded upon completion of construction.

It is estimated that the project will prevent the loss of 56 acres
of marsh caused by shoreline erosion, as well as create 175
acres of marsh, and nourish 132 acres of intermediate marsh.
Over the 20-year project life, it is estimated that the project will
produce 211 net acres.

Progress to Date

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force approved funding for engineering and design at
their February 2005 meeting contingent upon funds becoming
available by the end of the 2005 fiscal year. When funds
became available in July 2005, the project was added to
Priority Project List 14. The construction contract was
advertised in November 2009, and construction is anticipated to
begin in Spring 2010.

For more project information, please contact:

ONRCS

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Federal Sponsor:

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, La.

(318) 473-7756

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, La.

(225) 342-4736
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

REQUEST FOR A ONE-YEAR CONSTURCTION TIME EXTENSION FOR THE PPL
11 - SOUTH GRAND CHENIER HYDROLOGIC RESTORATION PROJECT (ME-20)

For Decision:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and CPRA request a one-year time
extension for the South Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration project (ME-20) for the
completion of major landowner landrights. Project construction was approved by the
Task Force in January 2010 at a fully funded cost of $29,046,128, for a benefit of 352 net
acres. Most landrights approvals from the major landowner has been received and
project sponsors are confident that the remaining major landowner landrights can be
acquired in early 2012.

The Technical Committee will consider and vote to make a recommendation to the Task
Force to approve this time extension.



Revised Technical Committee South Grand Chenier Agenda Item No. 13

The FWS and State wish to revise our “one-year time extension” request to a project
“suspension” and return of construction funds.

Decision: Request to Suspend and Return Construction Funding for the South
Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration Project (ME-20) (Darryl Clark, FWS; Kirk
Rhinehart, Andrew Beall, CPRA). The FWS and CPRA request to suspend the South
Grand Chenier Hydrologic Restoration project and return unexpended funds to the
program due to the failure to receive landowner approval from 2 of the 7 principal family
members (29%). The likelihood is that such agreement would not be received in the next
6 months. We request return of the $24,921,491 M Phase II construction funds. The
total fully funded budget is $29,046,128; consisting of $2,358,420 for Phase I E&D and
$26,687,708 for Phase 2.

About $1 M in funds are remaining in Phase [ E&D and will need a small reserve to
cover the State CPRA In Kind credits for 2010/2011. When those credits are recorded,
additional funding will be returned. We request that the project remain on the CWPPRA

project list and when landrights are finalized, we will again request construction funding.



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Inman, Brad L MVN

Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 5:46 PM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Subject: Fw: South Grand Chenier Agenda ltem No. 13

Attachments: So Grand Chenier_Ph Il Rev_Cost_Template 24 Nov 2009.xls

Message sent via my BlackBerry Wireless Device

From: Darryl Clark@fws.gov [mailto:Darryl Clark@fws.gov]

Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 ©5:40 PM

To: Richard.Hartman@NOAA.gov <Richard.Hartman@NOAA.gov>; Britt.Paul@la.usda.gov
<Britt.Paul@la.usda.gov>; Rachel.Sweeney@NOAA.gov <Rachel.Sweeney@NOAA.gov>;
John.Jurgensen@la.usda.gov <John.Jurgensen@la.usda.gov>; Kirk.Rhinehart@la.gov
<Kirk.Rhinehart@la.gov>; Holden, Thomas A MVN; Kevin Roy@fws.gov <Kevin Roy@fws.gov>;
McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov <McCormick.Karen@epamail.epa.gov>; Chris.Allen@la.gov
<Chris.Allen@la.gov>; Inman, Brad L MVN; Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov
<Kaspar.Paul@epamail.epa.gov>

Cc: Browning, Gay B MVN; Andrew.Beall@la.gov <Andrew.Beall@la.gov>; Cynthia.Wallace@LA.GOV
<Cynthia.Wallace@LA.GOV>; VictorM@dnr.state.la.us <VictorM@dnr.state.la.us>; Walther, David
Subject: South Grand Chenier Agenda Item No. 13

Technical Committee and P&E,

Due to the failure to receive landowner approval from 2 of the 7 Miller family principals
(29%), and the likelihood that such agreement would not be received in the next 6 months, we
will request a suspension of the South Grand Chenier project and return of the $24,921,491M
Phase II construction funds at tomorrow's Technical Committee meeting. We will request the
agenda item be changed from a one-year time extension to project suspension and return of
construction funding.

We have about $1 M remaining in Phase I E&D and will need a small reserve to cover the State
CPRA In Kind credits for 2010/2011. When those credits are recorded, additional funding will
be returned.

The total fully funded budget is $29,046,128; $2,358,420 for Phase I E& and $26,687,708 for
Phase 2 (see attached cost template).

We request that the project remain on the CWPPRA project list and when landrights are
finalized, we will again request construction funding.

Darryl
337-291-3111

(See attached file: So Grand Chenier_Ph II Rev_Cost_Template_24 Nov 2009.x1s)



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

August 2007 (rev)
Cost figures as of: December 2011

South Grand Chenier Hydrologic

Restoration (ME-20)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2002 Project Area: 5,321 acres
Approved Funds: $27.2M  Total Est. Cost: $29.0 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 352 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Hydrologic Restoration

PPL#: 11

Location

The project is located south of Grand Chenier in Cameron
Parish, Louisiana, between Louisiana Highway 85 and
Hog Bayou.

Problems

The major problem in the Hog Bayou Unit is land loss
caused by failed agricultural impoundments and pump-
offs. Other problems include saltwater intrusion from the
Mermentau Ship Channel construction and a gulf
shoreline erosion rate of 40 feet per year. Over a period of
60 years, 9,230 acres (38% of the original marsh) was
lost, with the greatest amount of land lost between 1956
and 1974.

The major contributors to land loss in the Hog Bayou
Watershed are subsidence, compaction, and the
oxidization of marsh soils in the former pump-offs and
leveed agricultural areas between Hog Bayou and
Highway 82. Large areas of marsh south of Highway 82
were “force drained” during the 1960s, 1970s, and 1980s.
Many of these same areas now consist of open water with
very little wetland vegetation. The largest area of current
loss is in a failed impoundment in the southern portion of
the project area.

Restoration Strategy

The project's goals are to: 1) create 400 acres of emergent

marsh and 2) nourish and enhance an additional 4,000 acres

of emergent marsh with fresh water, nutrients, and
sediments.

One approach to achieve the project's goals is to restore
the Hog Bayou watershed hydrology through the use of
dredged material to create two 200-acre cells that will
impede water movement and saltwater intrusion in the
eastern project area. Another approach the project will

www.LaCoast.gov

Looking west along the northern levee.

take is to reduce intermediate and brackish marsh loss (and
hence, protect fish and wildlife wetland habitats) by
introducing fresh water, sediment, and nutrients from the
Mermentau River at Upper Mud Lake at a rate of
approximately 125 cubic feet per second whenever the river is
fresher than the project area marshes.

Progress to Date

This project was selected for Phase I (engineering and design)
funding at the January 2002 Breaux Act Task Force meeting.
It is included as part of Priority Project List 11.
Hydrodynamic modeling was completed in September 2005.
Surveying and engineering and design are continuing.

For more project information, please contact:

Federal Sponsor:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Lafayette, LA

(337) 291-3100

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO INITIATE DEAUTHORIZATION OF THE PPL 10 -
BENNEYS BAY DIVERSION PROJECT (MR-13)

For Decision:

USACE and CPRA are requesting formal deauthorization procedures be initiated for the

Benneys Bay Diversion Project (MR-13) based on the high cost of dredging associated
with the project.

The Technical Committee will vote on a recommendation to the Task Force to initiate
deauthorization of the Benneys Bay Diversion Project (MR-13).



Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

October 2003
Cost figures as of: December 2011

Benneys Bay

Sediment Diversion (MR-13)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2001 Project Area: 21,518 acres
Approved Funds: $1.07 M  Total Est. Cost: $30.2 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 5,706 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Water Diversion

PPL #: 10

Location

The diversion site is located on the east bank of the
Mississippi River, in Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana, 7.5 miles
above Head of Passes. The project would divert Mississippi
River water and sediments into Benneys Bay.

Problems

The project area has lost over 15,000 acres of emergent
wetlands since 1932, mainly because of subsidence and
sediment deprivation. The 1983-90 land loss rate was 2.4%
per year.

Restoration Strategy

The objective of the project is to restore vegetated wetlands
in an area that is currently shallow open water. The project
would divert sediments in an effort to create, nourish, and
maintain approximately 5,828 acres of fresh to intermediate
marsh in the Benneys Bay area over the 20-year project life.

A dredge is being used to create marsh in the lower delta for the West Bay Sediment
Diversion (MR-03) project. Work similar to this will take place during construction

The project consists of a conveyance channel for the large- of the Benneys Bay project.

scale diversion of water and sediments from the river. The

conveyance channel would be constructed in two phases: (1) Progress to Date

construction of an initial channel with an average discharge . . L .

of 20,000 cubic feet per second (cfs); (2) after a period of Approximately one third of the design is complete. Final

engineering will rely on information gained from the West Bay

intensive monitoring, enlargement of the channel to a 50,000 Sediment Diversion project (MR-03).

cfs discharge. Material from the construction of the channel
would be used to create wetlands in the diversion outfall area. . . . . .
This project is on Priority Project List 10.

The diversion would induce shoaling in the main navigation

channel of the Mississippi River. Dredging of the channel is For more project information, please contact:

accomplished under the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’

ongoing Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Program for ot Federal Sponsor: .

the river. The Pilottown anchorage area is not maintained U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
’ g US Army Corps New Orleans, LA

under the O&M Program. The additional dredging of the of Engineers. (504) 862-1597
induced shoaling in the navigation channel and anchorage ew Orleans Distit

area would be an added feature and cost of the project. The
dredge material removed from these areas will be used to
create wetlands where possible.

Local Sponsor:

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-4736

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

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

CEMVN-PM-BC

MEMORANDUM FOR Deputy District Engineer for Project Management, US Army Corps of
Engineers (CEMVN-PPMD)

SUBJECT: RE: Benneys Bay Sediment Diversion Project (MR-13)

1. Please accept this correspondence as the US Army Corps of Engineers’(USACE) official
request to deauthorize the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection Restoration Act Benneys Bay
Sediment Diversion project (MR-13) based on the significant costs associated with maintaining
the project over its twenty year life. This is due to the maintenance responsibilities related to the
projected shoaling impacts from the diversion. Current estimates suggest that maintenance costs
would exceed the assigned cost limitations agreed upon by the Federal and local project
sponsors, thereby rendering the project unfeasible for construction and beyond the funding
capabilities of the program. This memorandum has been reviewed by the Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority of Louisiana, the local sponsor, and they have concurred.

2. Please direct questions regarding this matter to the USACE Project Manager, Scott Wandell
(504) 862-1878.

DA 2 S

Brad L. Inman
Senior Program Manager, CWPPRA
US Army Corps of Engineers

CF:  Richard Hartman, NMFS, Baton Rouge, LA
Britt Paul, NRCS, Alexandria, LA
Karen McCormick, EPA, Dallas, TX
Darryl Clark, USFWS, Lafayette, LA
Kirk Rhinehart, CPRA, Baton Rouge, LA
Scott Wandell, USACE Project Manager



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL FOR FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION OF THE PPL 14 -
RIVERINE MINING - SCOFIELD ISLAND RESTORATION PROJECT (BA-40)

For Decision:

NMES and CPRA request approval for final deauthorization of the Riverine Mining —
Scofield Island Restoration project (BA-40). The project was authorized for engineering
and design on PPL 14. A Preliminary Design Review was held on March 16, 2010.
Currently, CPRA intends to construct the Scofield Island project using State funds.

The Technical Committee will vote on a recommendation to the Task Force to approve
the final deauthorization of the Riverine Mining — Scofield Island Restoration project
(BA-40).



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

ATTENTION OF DEC 12 20m

Programs and Project Management Division
Projects and Restoration Branch

Honorable David Vitter

United States Senate

516 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-1805

Dear Senator Vitter:

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force is initiating
procedures to deauthorize the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act
(CWPPRA) Riverine Sand Mining/Scofield Island Restoration Project (BA-40) as requested by
the project sponsors. Alternative funding has been provided to the State of Louisiana that will
allow construction of the project outside of the CWPPRA program (see enclosure 1).

This 14th Priority Project List project (Fact Sheet enclosure 2) is located in the Barataria
Basin east of lower Scofield Bayou along the Plaquemines barrier shoreline in Plaquemines
Parish about 10 miles southwest of Venice, Louisiana. The goals for this project are to repair
breaches and tidal inlets in the shoreline, reinforce the existing shoreline with sand, and increase
the island width with back barrier marsh creation to increase longevity. Project features include
the construction of 429 acres of dune areas and marsh platform collectively, with installation of
about 12,700 feet of double-rowed sand fencing along the dune, and tidal pond construction in
the marsh area, with vegetative plantings in both dune and marsh areas.

Prior to making a final decision, the Task Force will consider written comments on the
request to deauthorize the project. Written comments should be provided within 30 days of the
date of this letter to the following address:

Colonel Edward R. Fleming

District Commander

US Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District

Attention: Projects and Restoration Branch, CWPPRA Manager
PO Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267



If you need further information, please contact Mr. Thomas A. Holden Jr., P.E., CWPPRA

Technical Committee Chairman, at (504) 862-2204 or Mr. Brad Inman, CWPPRA Program

Manager, at (504) 862-2124.

Enclosures
Copies Furnished (w/enclosures):

Mr. Garret Graves

Director, Office of Coastal Activities
1051 North Third Street

Capital Annex Building, Suite 138
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802

Mr. William K. Honker

Deputy Director, Water Quality Protection
Division

Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
1445 Ross Avenue

Dallas, Texas 75202-2733

Mr. Jim Boggs

Field Supervisor

US Fish and Wildlife Service
Louisiana Field Office

646 Cajunland Boulevard, Suite 400
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506

Mr. Kevin Norton

State Conservationist

Natural Resource Conservation Service
3737 Government Street

Alexandria, Louisiana 71302

Sincerely,

,/;/:f[, ,/[im’"l/\,\f N

Edward R. Fleming /
Colonel, US Army
District Commander

Mr. Christopher Doley
Director, National Oceanic

and Atmospheric Administration
National Marine Fisheries Service
1315 East-West Highway, Room 14853
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Honorable Mary L. Landrieu
United States Senate

328 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington DC 20515-1802

Honorable Jeffrey Landry

United States House of Representatives
206 Cannon House Office Building
Washington DC 20515-1803

Honorable A.G. Crowe
Louisiana Senate

646 Carnation Street
Slidell, Louisiana 70460

Honorable Ernest D. Wooton
Louisiana House of Representatives
8018 Highway 23, Suite 214

Belle Chase, Louisiana 70037



Copies Furnished Continued:

Plajquemines Parish Government
Mr. Billy Nungesser, President
8056 Highway 23, Suite 200
Belle Chase, Louisiana 70037

Plaquemines Parish Government
Mr. P.J. Hahn, Director of
Coastal Zone Management
8056 Highway 23, Suite 307
Belle Chase, Louisiana 70037

Plagquemines Parish Government

Ms. Albertine M. Kimble, Local
Coastal Program Manager

13& Edna LaFrance Road

Braithwaite, Louisiana 70040

Succession of May C. Devitt
C/O Matthew Bourdon Devitt, Jr.
P.0. Box 319

6747 Line Road

Ethel, LA 70730

Shingle Point, LLC

P.0. Box 7125

8311 Highway 23, Suite 104
Belle Chasse, LA 70037

The Rene' Leland Provosty, George H.
Prcvosty, and Yvette Nan Provosty Trust
1003 Scottland Drive

Mt Pleasant, SC 29464

C/0O Joan Rester Brown
P.(). Box 1188
Mansfield, LA 71052

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
1001 Louisiana Street

or

9 Greenway Plaza

Houston, Texas 77002-5089

Robinson Lumber Company

C/O Samuel G. Robinson, Manager
4000 Tchoupitoulas Street

New Orleans. LA 70115

C/O Peter Cooper Hitt, Jr.
8502 Huntspring Drive
Lutherville, MD 21093

Felice Exploration LLC

C/O A. Bruce Wallis

P.O. Box 750667

New Orleans, LA 70175-0667

C/0 Jacqueline Elizabeth Kirn LONG
P. O.Box 73
Meridian, CA 95957-0073

C/O Anne Schulze Nelson
345 Lake Avenue
Metairie, LA 70005

C/O Kathyrn Cartan Schulze
505 Helios Avenue
Metairie, LA 70005-3243

C/O Elaine Mary Schulze Colen
10272 Latney Road
Fairfax, Virginia 22032-3256

C/O Hermann John Schulze, Jr.
474 Spinnaker Drive
Marco Island, Florida 34145-2430



C/O Ann Gretchen Schulze Fontenot
1041 Westchester Drive
Baton Rouge, LA 70810-5229

C/0O Diane Mary Schulze Hill
10965 Good wood Blvd.
Baton Rouge, LA 70815-5220

C/0O Richard Rudolph Schulze
1812 Pasadena Avenue
Metairie, LA 70001-2542

C/O Rupolph Franz Schulze
P. O. Box 393

134 Cherry Street

Grand Coteau, LA 70541

C/0 Joanne Plough Guilbault
1219 Jim Street
Metairie, LA 70005

C/O Carolyn Plough Saunders
253 Audubon Boulevard
New Orleans, LA 70125

C/O Gerald Francis Plough
4426 S. Miro Street
New Orleans.LA 70125

Frank J. Stich, Jr. Testamentary Trust
C/O Jacquelyn R. Stich, Trustee

175 Quitman Perry Road

Carriere, Mississippi 39426

BCMO, LLC
701 Poydras Street, Suite 3600
New Orleans. LA 70139-7735

C/O Sam B. Marcus
14902 Preston Road, PMB 534-404
Dallas, TX 75240-9105

C/O Ann Elizabeth Levy Plassick Cox
#5 Laureston Place
Dallas, TX 75225

C/O Walter Milton Levy
5315 Rockclift Place
Dallas, TX 75209-2425

C/O Lester J. Levy, Jr.
3911 Beverly Drive
Dallas, TX 75205-2809

C/0O Elisabeth Ainsworth Rareshide
3840 Napoleon Avenue
New Orleans, LA 70125-4444

C/O Robert A. Ainsworth, III
77378 Donnie Road
Folsom, LA 70437

C/O Leslie Ainsworth Maggio
7609 Overbrook Drive
Tampa. FL 33634-2961

Fishman Family Louisiana, LLC
C/O Louis Yarrut Fishman

201 St. Charles Avenue, 46th Floor
New Orleans, LA 70170

C/O Linda Carroll D'Antoni Blicharz
20 Willow Oak Lane
St. Louis, Missouri 63122-4714



C/O Anita Marie D'Antoni Blanke
4912 Townsend Street
Metairie, LA 70006-1131

C/O Carla Ann D'Antoni Ratican
643 East Monroe Avenue
Kirkwood, Missouri 63122-6319

C/O Mona Claire D'Antoni Marsden
12225 Robyn Lane
Sunset Hills, Missouri 63127-1627

C/O Antonia Catherine Vaccoro Hanson
715 St. Louis Street
Pass Christian, Mississippi 39571-5001

C/O Margaret Lynn Perschall Fetherston
785 Dividing Ridge Road
Birmingham, AL 35244

C/0O Susan Mary Per GUARISCO
159 Hollywood Drive
Metairie, LA 70005

C/O Patricia Ann Perschall Loyacano
6009 Morton Street
Metairie, LA 70003

C/0O Clement Francis Perschall, Jr.
435 Fairway Drive

New Orleans, L

A 70124

C/O Ralph Brennan
310 Chartres St
New Orleans. LA 70130

C/O Lally Brennan
1403 Washington Ave
New Orleans, LA 70130

C/O Cynthia Brennan Davis
201 Royal St

New Orleans. LA 70130

Thomas Brennan
2 Country Club Park
Covington, LA 70433

J. A. Interests.Inc.

C/O John W. Backer, Jr., VP
830 Grassy Springs Road
Versailles, Kentucky 40383

Mildred Bryan Bancroft Trust
C/OICG

P. O. Box 810490

Dallas. TX 75361-0490

C/O Robinson Interest Company, LLC
C/O George A. Robinson, Manager
5005 Riverway Drive Suite 200
Houston, TX 77056

C/0 Bert A. Flanders III
927 Wild Forest Drive
Gaithersburg, Maryland 20879-3209

C/O Martha Anne Flanders Zimmer
2705 Canna Ridge Circle NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30345-1411

C/O Mary Cathrerine Flanders Berglund
7716 Sweetbriar Road
Richmond, Virginia 23229-6622

F.A. Wallis Properties, LLC
C/O Floyd A. Wallis

P.O. Box 750667

New Orleans. LA 70175-0667

C/O Nathaniel P. Phillps, Jr.
826 Union Street, Suite 200
New Orleans, LA 70112

*The addresses for landowners
were supplied by Kenneth
Bahlinger, Coastal Protection
Restoration Authority



Sate of Louiser ...

Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority of Louisiana

August 25, 2011

Mr. Thomas A. Holden Jr., P.E. Chairman
CWPPRA Technical Committee

US Army Corps of Engineers-NOD

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

RE: Riverine Sand Mining/Scofield Island Restoration (BA-40)
Dear Mr. Holden:

Please accept this correspondence as the State of Louisiana's official request to
deauthorize the CWPPRA Riverine Sand Mining/Scofield Island Restoration (BA-40). The
project attained CWPPRA 30% Design Review on March 16, 2010. Funding has been provided
to the State that will enable the project to be constructed outside CWPPRA. This letter has been
reviewed by NMFS, the Federal sponsor, and they have concurred.

Please direct questions regarding this matter to the OCPR Project Manager, Kenneth
Bahlinger (225-342-7362).

Sincerely,

William K. "Kirk" Rhinehart
Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration
Planning Administrator

c: Richard Hartman, NMFS, Baton Rouge,
LA Britt Paul, NRCS, Alexandria, LA
Karen McCormick, EPA, Dallas, TX
Darryl Clark, USFWS, Lafayette, LA
Kenneth Bahlinger, OCPR Project Manager

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



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmaoaspheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Silver Spring, MD 20210

August 26, 2011

Mr. Thomas A. Holden Jr., P.E.

Chairman, CWPPRA Technical Committee
US Army Corps of Engineers

New Orleans District

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

RE: Riverine Sand Mining/Scofield Island Restoration (BA-40)

Dear Mr. Holden:

In accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) Section (6)(p)(1), this
letter serves as the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s request to initiate
deauthorization procedures for the Riverine Sand Mining/Scofield Island Restoration project
(BA-40). This Project Priority List 14 project is currently in Phase One.

As the State indicates in the attached letter, funding has been provided that will enable the
project to be constructed outside CWPPRA.

Please direct questions regarding this matter to the NOAA Project Manager, Rachel Sweeney
(225-389-0508) or the OCPR Project Manager, Kenneth Bahlinger (225-342-7362).

Sincerely,

C,.»(_ YW, e e,
Cecelia Linder
NOAA CWPPRA Program Manager
Silver Spring, MD

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

@ Printed on Recycled Paper




Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

February 2005
Cost figures as of: September 2011

Riverine Sand Mining/

Scofield Island Restorafion (BA-40)

Project Status

Approved Date: 2005 Project Area: 746 acres
Approved Funds: $3.22 M  Total Est. Cost: $44.5 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years: 234 acres

Status: Engineering and Design

Project Type: Barrier Island Restoration

Location

The project area (called “Scofield Island” for the purpose
of this project) is located between Scofield Bayou and the
point where Bay Coquette has merged with the Gulf of
Mexico along the Plaquemines barrier shoreline in
Plaquemines Parish, approximately 10 miles southwest of
Venice, Louisiana.

Problems

A large shoreline breach developed early in 2003 after the
passage of Hurricane Lili in October 2002. The gulfside
erosion rate is approximately 13 feet per year. It is
expected that the shoreline erosion rates and percent loss
per year have increased since the passage of Hurricane Lili
in 2002 and the relatively high frequency of tropical
storms in 2003. Wetlands, dune, and swale habitats within
the project area have undergone substantial loss due to oil
and gas activities (e.g., pipeline construction), subsidence,
sea level rise, and marine- and wind-induced erosion
causing landward transgression and, more recently,
breaching and breakup.

P

This project will help to stabilize the eroding barrier shoreline, which is
shown above.

www.LaCoast.gov

Restoration Strategy

The goals of this project are to repair breaches and tidal inlets in
the shoreline, reinforce the existing shoreline with sand, and
increase the island width with back barrier marsh creation to
increase longevity. The design approach is to maximize surface
area habitat remaining after 20 years by preventing shoreline
breaching through the introduction of riverine sand and offshore
fine sediment that will be dredged (i.e., mined) and pumped in.

Project strategies include the construction of 429 acres of dune
area, including the dune itself, dune foreslope and backslope
(above-tide, sloping elevations in front of and behind the dune),
and marsh platform (areas behind the dune backslope where
marsh will be created). Of that acreage, approximately 278 acres
would settle to intertidal back barrier marsh. A double row of
sand fencing will be installed along the 12,700-foot length of
dune. A tidal pond will be constructed in the marsh platform,
and approximately three years after construction, containment
dikes (built from material removed from the borrow canal) will
be gapped as needed to ensure tidal exchange with the marsh
platform. Over three years, the dune and marsh platform will be
planted with bitter panicum (Panicum amarum), Gulf cordgrass
(Spartina spartinae), marshhay cordgrass (Spartina patens),
seaoats (Uniola paniculata), smooth cordgrass (Spartina
alterniflora), matrimony vine (Lycium barbarum), and black
mangrove (Avicennia germinans).

Previous barrier island work has found limited sand resources in
the nearshore Gulf of Mexico. Additional sand sources must be
identified to support barrier shoreline restoration in the
Barataria Basin. Dredgable sand resources appear to exist in the
Mississippi River in the form of relic sand bars and bed load.
Several possible sand sources for Scofield Island have been
identified in the vicinity of Empire, Louisiana.

Progress to Date

The Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force approved funding for engineering and design at
their February 2005 meeting. This project is on Priority Project
List 14.

For more project information, please contact:

/4 Wm‘%

Federal Sponsor:

National Marine Fisheries Service
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 389-0508

Local Sponsor:

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
Baton Rouge, LA

(225) 342-7308
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING

DECEMBER 13, 2011

215T PRIORITY PROJECT LIST

For Report/Decision:

The Environmental Workgroup Chairman will present an overview of the ten PPL 21
candidate projects and three PPL 21 candidate demonstration projects.

The Technical Committee will vote to make a recommendation to the Task Force for
selecting PPL 21 projects, including demonstration projects for Phase I Engineering and

Design.
Region Basin PPL 21 Nominees
1 Pontchartrain Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing
1 Pontchartrain LaBranche Central Marsh Creation
2 Breton Sound Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation
2 Breton Sound White Ditch Marsh Creation Sediment Delivery
2 Barataria Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation and Shore Protection
2 Barataria Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation
2 Barataria Bayou L'Ours Terracing
3 Teche-Vermilion Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation and Nourishment
3 Teche-Vermilion Cole’s Bayou Marsh Creation and Restoration
4 Calcasieu-Sabine Oyster Bayou Restoration
PPL 21 Demonstration Project Nominees
DEMO Automated Marsh Planting (formerly called “Alternative to Manual Planting”)
DEMO Deltalok
DEMO Habitat Enhancements through Vegetation Plantings Using Gulf Saver Bags




CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE

13-Dec-11

Cumulative
Sun.1 of Cumulative Phase Il Phase Il
No. of | Point |phase I Fully| PhaseIFully] Fully  |Fully Funded
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS |NMFS |[NRCS| votes | Score |Funded Cost|Funded Cost|Funded Cost Cost
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 3 6 3 2 6 4 6 24 $3,165,322 $26,616,033
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 6 4 1 2 3 5 16 $3,885,298 $38,273,910
2 |Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 5 8 5 6 4 19 $2,354,788 $20,843,969
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation 2 2 4 4 4 12 $3,277,356 $28,000,656
2 |Bayou L'Ours Terracing 1 4 2 5 4 12 $903,617 $4,543,902
3 |Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 4 8 8 2 4 12 $3,136,805 $23,494,419
1 |Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 5 6 1 3 12 $4,080,095 $42,000,658
3 |Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 1 6 1 3 8 $2,273,834 $20,258,471
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 |Terracing 1 5 2 6 $3,669,775 $44,997,107
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 5 1 5 $2,807,119 $27,713,363
Total
NOTES:

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

Tie Breaker




Sum of

No. of | Point
Project COE State EPA FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes | Score
Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh
Creation 2 1 1 3 2 1 6 10
Bayou L'Ours Terracing 1 3 3 1 1 3 6 12
Cole's Bayou Marsh
Restoration 3 2 2 2 3 2 6 14




CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE il
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS [ NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation (9 0 0
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation 2 0 0
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 Terracing 0 0
2 |Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 5 0 0
2 |Bayou L'Ours Terracing | 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 |Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration Lf 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote"” WORKSHEET

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

1. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.

. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

_Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.

© N OO A WN



CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 13-Dec-11
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes | Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing S/‘ 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation Z 0 0
2 White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 |Terracing 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
2 |Bayou L'Ours Terracing 7 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 1 0 0
. . z
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
4 Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration é 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).
_Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

0 ~N O A WN =

. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.

_In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).




RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET
The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

0 N O bk WON =

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form
. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).
. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).
. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

_In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.

CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 13-Dec-T1
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS [ NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation L\ 0 0
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation 0 0
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 5 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
P 2 |Terracing 1 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
2 [Bayou L'Ours Terracing 2— 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation b 0 0
3 |Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126




AN

CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 13-Dec-11
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes | Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing é 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation .Z 0 0
2 Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation lf 0 0
2 White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and 5‘
2 |Terracing 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 3 0 0
2 |Bayou L'Ours Terracing 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET
The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form
. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).

1
2
3
4
5. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).
6
7
8

. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.



CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 13-Dec-11
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS [ NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing / 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 32‘ ! 0 0
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation %ﬁ 0 0
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 Terracing 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation ; 0 0
2 Bayou L'Ours Terracing 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 3 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration <9 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET
The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form
. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

_In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
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5. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).
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. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE

13-Dec-11

Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 |Labranche Central Marsh Creation ), 0 0
2 Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation 0 0
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 |Terracing 0 0
2 |Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation o 0 0
: <
2 Bayou L'Ours Terracing NI 0 0
3 |Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation [ 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration ‘74 0 0
/ /
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration A 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126
RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET
The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting. {
. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used. \E{SA
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form L oY (
. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest). \'\"\\ \

_Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).
. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

o N o O WN =

. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.

_In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE AHEREAL
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0

—
@
o
o

Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation

2 White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and

2 Terracing 0 0

2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0

@7 Bayou L'Ours Terracing z 0 0

3 |Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
m Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 3 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

check 21 21 24 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.

. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 13-Dec-11
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation '21 0 0
2 White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 Terracing 0 0
2 [Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
2 Bayou L'Ours Terracing Z 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 2 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET
The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force: % / y/
4 ///

Y

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.

. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 13-Dec11 /
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes | Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0
@ Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation <. I 0 0
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 Terracing 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
@) Bayou L'Ours Terracing s 3 0 0
3 |Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
G) Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration % @2 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

1. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.

. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 18-Dec-T1
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0
2 Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation ﬁ 0 0
2 White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 Terracing 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
2 Bayou L'Ours Terracing \ 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration — 0 0
4 Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

0 N O A WON =

. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE 15-Dec-i
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS [ NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0
2 |Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation ﬂ M 0 0
2 White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 |Terracing 0 0
2 |Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
2 Bayou L'Ours Terracing / 0 0
3 Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration "Z" ﬁ M/ 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form

. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).

. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).

The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
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CWPPRA PPL 21 Technical Committee VOTE
Sum of
No. of Point
Region Project COE | State | EPA | FWS | NMFS | NRCS | votes Score
1 Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing 0 0
1 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 0 0
2 Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation [ 0 0
2 |White Ditch Marsh Creation 0 0
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and
2 |Terracing 0 0
2 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation 0 0
V)

2 |Bayou L'Ours Terracing \‘5 0 0
3 |Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation 0 0
3 Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration 5\2 0 0
4 |Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

RUN MACRO FROM "SORT-Final Vote" WORKSHEET
The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 21 to the Task Force:

check

21
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1. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.
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. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 6 projects. All votes must be used.
. Each agency will vote for their top projects, hand-written on the above ballot form
. A weighted score will be assigned (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1), to be used in the event of a tie. (6 highest...1 lowest).
. Initial rank will be determined based upon the number of votes received for a project (unweighted).
. The Technical Committee will vote on "up to four" projects for recommendation to the Task Force.

. In the event of a tie at the cutoff (up to 4), the weighted score may be used as a tie-breaker (if the Technical Committee decides to break the tie).
. The tied projects will be ranked based upon a sum of the weighted score.
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APPENDIX A
PRIORITY LIST 21 SELECTION PROCESS
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act
Guidelines for Development of the 21* Priority Project List

Final

Development of Supporting Information

A. COE staff prepares spreadsheets indicating status of all restoration projects
(CWPPRA Priority Project Lists (PPL) 1-20; 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 1-20; 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 2011.

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 21 Priority Project List

A. The selection of the 21 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 21* PPL. The Technical Committee may also recommend
demonstration projects for the 21% PPL.

C. The CWPPRA Task Force will review the Technical Committee
recommendations and determine which projects will receive Phase 1 funding for
the 21* PPL.



21* Priority List Project Development Schedule (dates subject to change)

December 2010
December 8, 2010

January 19, 2011

January 25, 2011
January 26, 2011
January 27, 2011
February 22, 2011
February 24 -
March 11, 2011

March 22-23, 2011

March 24, 2011

April 8, 2011

May/June/July
June 8, 2011

July/August/
September
September 20, 2011
October 12, 2011

October 26, 2011

November 16, 2011
November 17, 2011

December 13, 2011

January 19, 2012

Distribute public announcement of PPL 21 process and schedule

Winter Technical Committee Meeting, approve Phases I and II
(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 21 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 21 candidates

PPL 21 Public Meeting (Abbeville)
PPL 21 Public Meeting (New Orleans)

Winter Technical Committee Meeting, recommend PPL 21 and Phase [
and II approvals (Baton Rouge)

Winter Task Force Meeting, select PPL 21 and approve Phase 11
requests (New Orleans)



Candidate Projects Located in Region 1



PPL 21 FritchieMarsh Creation and Terracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated dredging to create, restore, or protect wetlands

Project L ocation:

Region 1, Pontchartrain Basin, St. Tammany Parish, located approximately 3 miles southeast of
Slidell, Louisiana. Portions of the project are located on Big Branch Marsh National Wildlife
Refuge.

Problem:

A significant portion of the Fritchie Marsh was lost due to Hurricane Katrina. Post storm
shallow open water areas dominate the landscape which reduces the effectiveness of the PO-06
project. Wetlands in the project vicinity are being lost at the rate -0.92%/yr based on the
extended boundary during 1984 to 2011. These marshes cannot recover without replacement of
lost sediment, which is critical if the northshore marshes are to be sustained. Marshes near the
intersection of Highways 433 and 90 are semi-impounded with substantially limited tidal
exchange.

Goals:

Project goals include restoring and nourishing marsh, maintaining the structural integrity of Salt
Bayou, creating edge and reducing wave erosion, and improving tidal exchange to created and
existing marshes south of Prevost Island. Specific goals of the project are: 1) create 580 acres of
marsh including 10,000 feet of tidal creeks and 10 acres of ponds; 2) nourish an additional 20
acres or marsh, and 3) create 36 acres of emergent habitat by constructing 50,000 linear feet of
earthen terraces.

Proposed Solution:

Approximately 4.5 million cubic yards of material would be placed into two marsh creation areas
to restore 580 acres and nourish 20 acres of brackish marsh. Material would be dredged from a
borrow site in Lake Pontchartrain. The borrow site would be designed to avoid and minimize
impacts to sensitive aquatic habitat and existing banklines. Tidal creeks and ponds would be
constructed prior to placement of dredged material and retention levees would be gapped to
support estuarine fisheries access to achieve a functional marsh. Culverts would be installed to
improve tidal exchange to marsh located south of Prevost Island. Approximately 50,000 linear
feet of earthen terraces would be constructed and planted.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 575 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $46,080,753.

Preparersof Fact Sheet:
Patrick Williams, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (225) 389-0508, ext 208

patrick.williams@noaa.gov
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Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing
(PPL21 Candidate)
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PPL 21 LaBranche Central Marsh Creation

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging for Wetland Creation

Project L ocation:

Region 4, Pontchartrain Basin, St. Charles Parish, bounded to the North by the railroad running
parallel to I-10, to the west by the marsh fringe just east of Bayou LaBranche, to the south by
Bayou Traverse and to the east by marsh fringe west of a pipeline canal.

Problem:

Dredging of access/flotation canals for construction of I-10 resulted in increased salinity &
altered hydrology that exacerbated conversion of wetland vegetation into shallow open water
bodies. Land loss is estimated to be -0.543 percent/year based on USGS data from 1984 to 2011
within the extended project boundary.

Goals:

The primary goal is to restore marsh that converted to shallow open water. Project
implementation would result in an increase of fisheries and wildlife habitat, acreage, and
diversity along with improving water quality. The proposed project would provide a protective
wetland buffer to the railroad and I-10, the region’s primary westward hurricane evacuation
route, and complement hurricane protection measures in the area.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed solution consists of the creation of 762 acres of emergent wetlands and the
nourishment of 140 acres of existing wetlands using dedicated dredging from Lake
Pontchartrain. The marsh creation area would have a target elevation the same as average
healthy marsh. It is proposed to place the dredge material in the target area with the use of
retention dikes along the edge of the project area. If degradation of the containment dikes has
not occurred naturally by TY3, gapping of the dikes will be mechanically performed. Successful
wetland restoration in the immediate area (PO-17 constructed in 1994) clearly demonstrates the
ability for these wetlands to be restored using material from a sustainable borrow area (outlet end
of Bonnet Carre Spillway). Engineering monitoring surveys of the marsh creation area and
borrow area are planned as well.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 731 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $42,159,208.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Jason Kroll, USDA-NRCS, 225-389-0347 jason.kroll@]la.usda.gov
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LaBranche Central Marsh Creation
(PPL21 Candidate)
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Candidate Projects Located in Region 2
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PPL21 Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging to Create, Restore, or Protect Wetlands; and, Maintenance of
Lake Shoreline Integrity.

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

Problem:

The marshes forming the northern and eastern shoreline of Lake Lery 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 recently
formed open water areas north of the lake. Based on USGS hyper temporal data analysis (1984
to 2011), land loss for the area is -1.42% per year. The subsidence rate is estimated at 1.1 to 2.0
ft per century (Coast 2050, Lake Lery mapping unit).

Goals:

The project area encompasses 589 acres. The primary goals of the project are to 1)
create/nourish 557 acres of marsh through dedicated dredging: and, 2) restore/stabilize
approximately 3 miles of Lake Lery shoreline.

Proposed Solution:

Create 432 acres and nourish 125 acres of intermediate marsh via dedicated dredging with
borrow from nearby Lake Lery. Containment dikes will be constructed in situ and will be
gapped within 3 years of construction to allow greater tidal exchange and estuarine fisheries
access. Restore 15,911 feet of the lake rim by constructing a lakeshore berm feature, designed to
reduce shoreline erosion. Approximately 17 acres will be constructed above water and will settle
to intertidal elevation by year 5. The berm will be vegetated to stabilize the feature and reduce
shoreline erosion.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 412 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $31,278,012.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:

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

Stuart Brown, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority; (225) 342-4596
stuart.brown@la.gov
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PPL 21 White Ditch Marsh Creation

Coast 2050 Strategy:

Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging to Create, Restore, or Protect Wetlands; Off-shore and Riverine
Sand and Sediment Resources.

Region 2 Regional Ecosystem Strategies: Restore and Sustain Marshes.

Project L ocation:
Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, Plaquemines Parish, South of the White Ditch Siphon canal

Problem:

The project area is an open water body immediately adjacent to the east bank of the Mississippi
River levee. The area is a failed former agricultural impoundment that has also been cut off from
the Mississippi River effectively eliminating any input of sediment or nutrients from the River.
Surrounding marshes have changed from fresh marsh and possibly swamp, to intermediate marsh
due to the elimination of freshwater inputs from the Mississippi River. High levels of subsidence
(2.1 to 3.5 ft/century) have further exacerbated land loss and have increased water depths
because of the lack of sediment input from the Mississippi River. The project area encompasses
380 acres. Land loss rates in the area are estimated at -0.79% per year between 1984 and 2011.

Goals:

The primary goal of this project is to create/nourish emergent intermediate marsh habitat using
dedicated renewable dredged sediment from the Mississippi River. Specific project goals
include (1) creating 357 acres of marsh habitat, (2) nourishing 23 acres of existing marsh habitat,
and (3) creating approximately 9,500 linear feet of tidal creeks.

Proposed Solution:

Hydraulically dredge and place approximately 2 million cubic yards of renewable sediments
from the Mississippi River to create 357 acres of marsh habitat, nourish 23 acres of existing
marsh habitat, create approximately 9,500 linear feet of tidal creeks, and plant 50% of the created
marsh area using the appropriate intermediate species. The project would complement the White
Ditch Resurrection and Outfall Management project (BS-12) intended to provide increased
freshwater inputs through the existing siphon at White Ditch. Freshwater input would work
synergistically to help sustain the marsh created via sediment delivery from the Mississippi
River.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 331 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $30,520,482.

Preparersof Fact Sheet:

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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PPL21 Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and Terracing
rev 12/01/11

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging for Wetland Creation

Project Location:
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Plaquemines Parish, near Lake Hermitage, along Bayou Grande
Cheniere ridge

Problem:

Significant marsh loss has occurred south of Lake Hermitage with the construction of numerous
oil and gas canals, subsidence, and sediment deprivation. Based on the hyper-temporal analysis
conducted by USGS for the extended project boundary, loss rates in the area are estimated to be
-0.66% per year for the period 1984 to 2011.

Goals:

The primary goal is to re-create marsh habitat in the open water areas and nourish marsh along
the eastern side of the Bayou Grande Cheniere ridge. Terraces are proposed to reduce fetch in
several large open water bodies and to capture suspended sediment delivered via the West Pointe
a la Hache siphons. Specific goals of the project are: 1) Create approximately 509 acres (383
acres of marsh creation and 126 acres of marsh nourishment) of marsh with dredged material
from the Mississippi River; 2) create 85,600 linear feet (55 acres of marsh) of terraces.

Proposed Solution:

Riverine sediments will be hydraulically dredged and pumped via pipeline to create/nourish
approximately 509 acres of marsh in the project area. Containment dikes will be constructed as
necessary. The proposed design is to place the dredged material to a fill height of +2.0 ft
NAVDS8S. Dewatering and compaction of dredged sediments should produce marsh elevations
conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh and within the intertidal range.

Approximately 85,600 linear feet of terraces (55 acres subaerial) will be constructed. The
terraces will be 500 to 700 feet long, have a 20 ft crown width, an initial constructed height of
+3.5 ft NAVDSS (settled height of +2.5ft), side slopes of 1(V):3(H), and 300 to 500-ft gaps
between terraces. Terrace rows will be staggered and 250 feet apart. The terrace slopes will be
planted with two staggered rows of smooth cordgrass, on 5-ft centers. The terrace crowns will
be planted with two rows of seashore paspalum on 5-ft centers.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 419 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $46,645,803.

Preparer of Fact Sheet
Kevin Roy, USFWS, (337) 291-3120, Kevin_Roy@fws.gov
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PPL21 Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging for Wetland Creation

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

Problem:

Historic wetland loss in the area stems from shoreline erosion along Turtle Bay and interior
marsh loss from subsidence, sediment deprivation, and construction of oil and gas canals. Based
on the hyper-temporal analysis conducted by USGS for the extended project boundary, loss rates
in the area are estimated to be -0.61% per year for the period 1984 to 2011.

Goals:

The primary goal is to re-create marsh habitat in the open water areas and nourish existing marsh
within the project area. The specific goal of the project is to create approximately 760 acres (423
acres of marsh creation and 337 acres of marsh nourishment) of marsh with dredged material
from Turtle Bay or Little Lake.

Proposed Solution:

The proposed project would create approximately 423 acres (90% of the 470 open water acres)
and nourish approximately 337 acres of marsh using sediment dredged from Turtle Bay or Little
Lake. Existing canal spoil banks, emergent marsh, and limited segments of containment dikes
will be used to guide the distribution of the dredged material. Containment dikes will be
degraded as necessary to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands.

Project Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 407 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $23,198,757.

Preparers of Fact Sheet

Kevin Roy, USFWS, (337) 291-3120, Kevin_Roy@fws.gov
Jason Kroll, NRCS, (225) 389-0347, Jason.Kroll@la.usda.gov
Quin Kinler, NRCS, (225) 342-2047, Quin.Kinler@]la.usda.gov
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PPL 21 Bayou L’OursTerracing

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Terracing, Vegetative Plantings, Maintain or Restore Ridge Functions
Local and Common Strategies: Maintain function of Bayou L’Ours Ridge

Project L ocation:
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Lafourche Parish, east of Galliano and south of Little Lake

Problem:

Areas located north and south of Bayou L’Ours and adjacent to the East Golden Meadow
Hurricane Protection Levee have experienced marsh loss in the range of 8,000 to 10,000 acres.
Because this location is a great distance from preferred sediment sources such as the Mississippi
River, Gulf of Mexico, and even large bays and lakes, the now-customary practice of marsh
creation using hydraulically dredged and deposited material presently does not seem feasible.
And the use of more local borrow sources has not gained significant support. Thus, this critical
area has been neglected from a restoration standpoint.

Goals:

The proposed project would re-establish landmass in an area where land mass is scarce. This
added landmass will help protect, extend the life expectancy, and help maintain the current
function of the Bayou L’Ours ridge. The proposed project would also offer a small degree of
protection to a portion of the Larose to Golden Meadow Hurricane Protection Levee.

Proposed Solution:
The proposed solution is to construct 93,250 linear feet of terraces. The terraces would have a
target elevation of +2.0 NAVDSS, 15-foot top width, and 5:1 side slopes. The terraces will be

planted with a row of plants on the crest and a row of plants on each side; spacing between plants will be
2.5 feet.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 58 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $ $5,447,519.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Quin Kinler, USDA-NRCS, 225-382-2047, quin.kinler@la.usda.gov
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Candidate Projects Located in Region 3
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PPL 21 Southeast Marsh Island M arsh Creation

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 L ocation:
Region 3, Teche-Vermillion Basin, Iberia Parish, Southeast end of Marsh Island Wildlife Refuge

Problem:

Areas of interior emergent marsh on Marsh Island have been converted to open water, primarily
due to hurricane activity and subsidence. Marsh Island has been projected to lose 12.9% of its
marsh habitat through 2050. Areas targeted by this project are those with the greatest historic
land loss and are proximal to East Cote Blanche Bay. The project area encompasses 610 acres.
Within the project area, 270 acres were marsh and the remaining 340 acres were open water as of
2010. Land loss rates in the area are estimated at -0.46 percent/year based on USGS data from
1985 —-2010.

Goals:

The primary goal of this project is to create/nourish brackish marsh habitat using dedicated
dredging of offshore sediment. Borrow material will be targeted from the state offshore area to
limit water quality impacts, avoid in Situ deltaic sediments, and minimize impacts to potential
oyster lease areas. Specific project goals include (1) creating 341 acres of marsh habitat, (2)
nourishing 269 acres of marsh habitat, and (3) creating approximately 10,000 linear feet of tidal
creeks.

Proposed Solution:

Hydraulically dredge and place approximately 1.3 million cubic yards of offshore sediments into
two marsh creation areas to create 341 acres of marsh habitat, nourish 269 acres of marsh habitat,
create approximately 10,000 linear feet of tidal creeks, and plant 50% of the created marsh area
using the appropriate brackish species. The project would complement the constructed Marsh
Island Hydrologic Restoration (TV-14) and the East Marsh Island Marsh Creation (TV-21)
projects.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 338 net acres over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $22,532,305.

Preparersof Fact Sheet:

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

Chris Llewellyn, EPA, (214) 665-7239; llewellyn.chris@epa.gov
Adrian Chavarria, EPA, (214) 665-3103; Chavarria.adrian@epa.gov
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PPL 21 Cole' s Bayou M arsh Restoration

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging to Create, Restore, or Protect Wetlands
Regional: Restore and Sustain Wetlands

Project L ocation:
Region 3, Teche/Vermilion Basin, Vermilion Parish, east of Freshwater Bayou Canal

Problem:

Project area wetlands are undergoing loss at -0.42 %/year based on 1983 to 2011 USGS data
from the extended boundary. Wetland loss processes in this area include subsidence/sediment
deficit, interior ponding and pond enlargement, and storm impacts resulting in rapid episodic
losses. In addition, significant interior marsh loss has resulted from salt water intrusion and
hydrologic changes associated with increasing tidal influence. As hydrology in this area has
been modified, habitats have shifted to more of a floatant marsh type, resulting in increased
susceptibility to tidal energy and storm damages. Habitat shifts and hydrologic stress reduce
marsh productivity, a critical component of vertical accretion in wetlands.

Goals:

Specific goals of the project are: 1) create 365 acres of brackish marsh in recently formed
shallow open water; 2) nourish 53 acres of existing brackish marsh; and, 3) increase freshwater
and sediment inflow into interior wetlands by improving project area hydrology.

Proposed Solution:

Create 365 acres and nourish 53 acres of brackish marsh via dedicated dredging with borrow
from nearby Vermilion Bay. Although this is not considered an “external” source of material,
significant sediment inflows into this area may result in some borrow area infilling. Half of the
marsh creation acres would be planted. Encourage additional freshwater nutrient and sediment
inflow from Freshwater Bayou Canal by dredging a portion of Cole’s Bayou; and, installing a
series of culverts throughout the project area. North structures are envisioned to allow the
ingress of sediment, water, and fisheries organisms into the semi-impounded project area, but
avoid backflow of water and potential loss of interior marsh sediment (i.e., north to south flow
only). Southern structures are envisioned to allow water to drain out of the marsh.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 398 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs:
The total fully-funded cost is $26,631,224.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
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

27



PPL 21 Oyster Bayou Mar sh Restoration

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Coastwide: Dedicated Dredging to Create, Restore, or Protect Wetlands

Project L ocation:
Region 4, Calcasieu-Sabine Basin, located west of the Calcasieu Ship Channel and south of the
west fork of the Calcasieu River

Problem:

Altered hydrology, drought stress, saltwater intrusion and hurricane induced wetland losses have
caused the area to undergo interior marsh breakup. Recent impacts from Hurricane Rita in 2005
and Hurricane Ike in 2008 have resulted in the coalescence of Oyster Lake with interior water
bodies increasing wave/wake related erosion. Based on USGS hyper temporal data analysis
(1984 to 2011), land loss for the area is -0.75% per year. The subsidence rate is estimated at 0.0
to1.0 ft per century (Coast 2050, Mud Lake mapping unit).

Goals:

The project boundary encompasses 809 acres. Specific goals of the project are: 1) create 510
acres of saline marsh in recently formed shallow open water; 2) nourish 90 acres of existing
saline marsh; 3) create 14,140 linear feet of terraces; and, 4) reduce wave/wake erosion.

Proposed Solution:

Approximately 510 acres of marsh would be created and 90 acres would be nourished. Sediment
needed for the fill would be mined approximately one and a half miles offshore in the Gulf of
Mexico. Half of the created acres would be planted. Tidal creeks and ponds would be
constructed prior to placement of dredged material and retention levees would be gapped to
support estuarine fisheries access to achieve a functional marsh. Approximately 14,140 linear
feet of earthen terraces would be constructed and planted.

Proj ect Benefits:
The project would result in approximately 489 net acres of marsh over the 20-year project life.

Project Costs.
The total fully-funded cost is $29,781,355.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Kimberly Clements, NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, (225) 389-0508, ext 204
kimberly.clements@noaa.gov
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Candidate Demonstration Projects
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PPL21 Automated Marsh Planting Demonstration Project
(formerly called “Alternative to Manual Planting”)

Coast 2050 Strategy:

Coastwide: Dedicated dredging for wetland creation; Wetlands Vegetation Plantings
Regional: Dedicated delivery of sediment for marsh building by any means feasible; Habitat
Diversification and Vegetation Planting

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
This demonstration project could be done at any dedicated or beneficial use of dredged material
site creating a marsh platform.

Problem:

Though wetland restoration with grass plugs is being done in some areas, success of re-
establishing vegetation is limited in many challenged sites. New technologies and applications
are needed to achieve greater stabilization, higher survivability, and integration of diverse
species back into these areas. Hand planting is costly and time consuming.

Goals:

The goal of this project is to demonstrate a possible alternative to manual plantings at dredged
material placement sites. Specific goals: 1) To test if “plant parts” (not limited to rhizomes,
seeds, stolons, stem cuttings, etc.) can survive passing through a dredge pipe; 2) To determine if
this method gives an acceptable distribution of plants; and, 3) To determine the optimal time to
input the “plant parts” for maximum growth and distribution.

Proposed Solution:

Install a hopper on the dredge pipe allowing “plant parts” to be carried to the dredged material
placement site through the pipeline. The demo would consist of 3 replicates of 4 separate
treatments: Concept 1 — three flagged-off areas of the dredged material placement site to be the
“natural recruitment” area; Concept 2 — three flagged-off areas of the dredged material
placement site to be the typical “hand planted” area; Concept 3 — three cells having dredged
material pre-loaded thru the dredge pipe with “plant parts” at “time/dredged quantity interval 1”’;
and Concept 4 — three cells having dredged material pre-loaded thru the dredged pipe with
“plant parts” at “time/dredged quantity interval 2”.

Project Benefits:
Potential project benefits include: 1) reduce the cost of planting and 2) increase habitat value.

Project Costs:
The total fully funded cost is $2,300,608.

Preparers of Fact Sheet:

Nathan Dayan, USACE. 504-862-2530, nathan.s.dayan@usace.army.mil

Susan Hennington, USACE, 504-862-2504, susan.m.hennington@usace.army.mil
John Petitbon, USACE, 504-862-2732, john.b.petitbon@usace.army.mil

Steve Roberts, USACE, 504-862-2517, steve.w.roberts@usace.army.mil
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PPL21 Deltalok® Coastline Stabilization Demonstration Project

Coast 2050 Strategy:

Coastwide Strategy: Maintain, Protect or Restore Ridge Functions; Vegetation Planting;
Regional Strategies: Protect Bay, Lake and Shorelines; Restore and Maintain Barrier Islands
and Critical Land Forms

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
Coastwide

Problem:

Marsh and wetland loss occurs throughout coastal Louisiana due to shoreline erosion. The loss
of vegetation has accelerated the rate of erosion, and reducing this loss is proving difficult and
costly. Shore stabilization is crucially needed to prevent the eroding marsh footprint. Though
wetland restoration with grass plugs is being done in some areas, it is limited in scope. Shoreline
and ridge stabilization is still needed to prevent the eroding marsh footprint.

Goals:

The goal of this project is demonstrate the successful use of the Deltalok® Terra-Soft Block™
(TSB) System to both armor and repair shorelines, and serve as a viable planting ground for
marsh vegetation.

Proposed Solution:

This project proposes shoreline protection and stabilization treatments with vegetative plantings
utilizing the Deltalok® TSB System. Two different applications of the Deltalok® Terra-Soft
Block™ (TSB) System will be constructed: 3-700ft Shoreline Protection treatments at 2 separate
locations/environments; and 3 Shoreline Repair treatments due to washouts. The Shoreline
Protection treatments will total 4,200 feet and be constructed to a height of 4 feet. The Shoreline
Repair treatments have designed cross-sections of 30 foot wide double-wall washout closures,
with a maximum depth of 4 feet in center, and an average depth of 3 feet, with the double wall to
be approximately 12-18 inches above water at average tide. Assumptions of water depth,
weather, and tide conditions will be subject to actual conditions once the project location is
chosen.

Project Benefits:

1) Reduce the cost of shoreline stabilization (2/3 the cost of riprap)

2) Rapid, efficient, and effective construction

3) Durable structure which resists differential settlement and seismic activity

4) Achieves 100% system strength on installation, does not rely on root strength/reinforcement

Project Costs
The total fully funded cost is $1,750,312.

Preparer of Fact Sheet:
Scott Wandell, USACE, 504-862-1878, scott.f.wandell@usace.army.mil
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PPL21 Gulf Saver Bags Demonstration Project

Coast 2050 Strategy:
Maintenance of Bay and Lake Shoreline Integrity; Vegetative Planting

Potential Demonstration Project Location:
Coastwide

Problem:

Shoreline erosion is one of the primary causes of loss in Louisiana's coastal marshes. Vegetative
plantings are frequently used to combat shoreline erosion, especially in areas where funding or
poor soils limit the use of hard structures (e.g., rock dikes). Though wetland restoration with
grass plugs is being done, success is limited in many challenged sites. New technologies and
applications are needed to achieve greater stabilization, higher survivability, and integration of
diverse species back into to these areas, particularly where invasive species like roseau cane
(Phragmites sp.) have become excessively dominant.

Goals:

The goal of this project is to demonstrate the applicability of Gulf Saver Bags for long term
stabilization and reestablishment of coastal vegetation. Specifically, the project goal is to
demonstrate the effectiveness of Gulf Saver Bags to provide a more efficient, reliable, and cost
effective vegetative planting technique for shoreline stabilization.

Proposed Solution:

The Gulf Saver Bag is a biodegradable burlap bag filled with an all natural humus mix. The
humus is a mixture of all natural organic nutrients that support maximum plant growth and
survivability and custom mixed to be site specific. The plants "plugged" into the Gulf Saver Bag
are native species such as smooth cordgrass.

Three shoreline stabilization treatments will be evaluated. The treatments will consist of
different alignments and spacing along the shoreline. Each treatment will be employed along
750 feet of shoreline and will consist of three replicates for a total of 6,750 feet. Plant growth,
survival, and shoreline position will be monitored.

Project Benefits:
Potential project benefits include; 1) establishment of vegetation in eroding areas, 2) reduction in
shoreline erosion, 3) increased habitat value through increased species diversity.

Project Costs:
The total fully funded cost is $1,053,181.

Preparers of Fact Sheet

Kevin Roy, USFWS, Kevin Roy@fws.gov

Don Blancher, Sustainable Ecosystem Restoration, LLC, blancher@restoreecosystems.com
P.J. Marshall, Restore the Earth Foundation Inc, pjm@gulfsaversolutions.com

Leslie Carrere, Gulf Saver Solutions, lc@gulfsaversolutions.com
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http://www.restoretheearth.org/Gallery/11-03-24_Pass-a-Loutre/pages/20.html
http://www.restoretheearth.org/Gallery/10-12-17_Pass-a-Loutre/pages/23.html
http://www.restoretheearth.org/Gallery/10-12-17_Pass-a-Loutre/pages/48.html
http://www.restoretheearth.org/Gallery/10-12-17_Pass-a-Loutre/pages/28.html
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Overview of Project Nomination and
Selection Process

* Regional Planning Team meetings were held January 25-27,
2011 (Abbeville, Morgan City, and New Orleans) for each Coast
2050 region to accept project ideas from the public and
government participants.

Regional Planning Teams voted on February 22, 2011 at a
Coastwide Voting Meeting to select 21 nominee projects and six
demonstration projects.

The Technical Committee selected 10 candidate projects and 3
demo candidates for detailed evaluation on April 8, 2011.




PPL21 Nominee Projects
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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 operations, maintenance, and monitoring
for each project.

Region 1

Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing

Labranche Central Marsh Creation




600 ac of marsh creation

Lake Pontchartrain
borrow site

50,000 ft of terraces

Culverts/tidal creeks
575 net acres

$46,080,753

902 ac of marsh creation

Lake Pontchartrain
borrow site

731 net acres

$42,159,208

Fritchie Marsh Creation and Terracing
(PPL2I Candidate)

=USGS
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LaBranche Central Marsh Creation
(PPL2T Candidate)
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Region 2

Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation
White Ditch Marsh Creation
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and Terracing
Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation

Bayou L’Ours Terracing

PPL21 Candidate Projects
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557 ac of marsh creation

Restore lakeshore rim

Lake Lery borrow site

412 net acres

$31,278,012

380 ac of marsh creation

Mississippi River borrow
site

331 net acres

$30,520,482

‘White Ditch A

rsh Creat iment Delivery
(PPL2T Candidate)




509 ac of marsh creation

Mississippi River borrow
site

85,600 ft of terraces

419 net acres

$48,646,882

760 ac of marsh creation

Little Lake borrow site
407 net acres

$23,198,757

Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh Creation and Terracing
(PPL2T Candidate)

=USGS
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Manh Creation * 1
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Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation
(PPL21 Candidate)




93,250 ft of terraces

Protection of Bayou
L’Ours ridge

58 net acres

$5,447,519

Bayou L"Ours Terracing

(PPL2I Candidate)
EUSGS
N
=) A e &
e

Region 3

Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation

Cole’s Bayou Marsh Restoration




610 ac of marsh creation

Gulf of Mexico borrow
site

338 net acres

$22,532,305

PPL21 Candidate Projects

Southeast Marsh Island Marsh Creation and Nourishment
APPL2T Candidate)
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418 ac of marsh creation
Vermilion Bay borrow site

Improve Cole’s Bayou

Structures to allow
freshwater input

398 net acres

$26,631,224

Cole's Bayon Restoration
(PPL21 Candidate)
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Region 4

Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration




600 ac of marsh creation
Gulf of Mexico borrow site
14,140 ft of terraces

489 net acres

$29,781,355

PPL21 Candidate Projects

@ 4

R2-HA-DG

Ohyster Bayou Restoration
(PPL2I Candidate)




PPL21 Candidate Project Evaluation Matrix
Fverage
Project | Annual o & E Average Cost Cost
Project Name Region|  Parish Area | Habitat ﬁ:':f,‘ FI:::;'L’;_ p:IL*'F :‘E:: ;!:*'FI'_‘"‘;:: Annual Cost Effect
(acres) | Units ® |Fundes besi] Fiase nase RSt (aAC) | (AACIAAHL) | (CostiNet Acre)
(AAHL)
':fe"-:::n';“"'" Creation and st Tammany| 2021 | 200 | 575 |sempso7ss| sapsoces | sezooosss | sassssr| swsooe 580,140
g:‘i’:ﬂ“ Carimal Mamh St Chades | 802 300 | 731 [s42150208| sasescos | 38273910 | ssoesees | seex $57673
gz_:? Shooshinn: Marst: 2 | 5t Bemard | ss0 172 412 |s327am2| s3277356 | s2s0008%6 | s2.271516 | $13.208 $75.618
[\White Ditch Marsh Creation 2 | Plaguemines| 280 18 | 201 |ssosen4s2| szeoriie | szmriases |szz11am| steses so2.207
Bayou Grande Cheniere Marsh | 5 | pyorines| 1720 | 180 | #19 |sesssssen| sasenrrs | ssomior |sasmre| swse | steioe
Creation and Terracing
;"::m"‘:ﬂ Wit Bl Marzh Jetferson 807 187 | 407 |s2310a757| s23se7ss | saosasgen | s1emz | seom $56,000
Bayou L'Curs Teracing 2 Lafourche 1,047 2 58 $5,447 519 £003.617 $4 543 902 5385620 $12.05 53,923
,S_“I};'::i“ Mah ki Naras Iberia 810 218 | 338 |s22532305| s2273s34 | s2s8471 | s1em:e15| ssss 66,664
Cole's Bayou Marsh Restoration | 3 | Vermiion | 3,840 234 | 308 |sasest224| sa138805 | s23404410 | s1922085 | 58218 565913
(Oyster Bayou Marsh Restoration 4 Cameron 809 2 480 | §20,781,355| 53165322 §26,616,033 | 52162912 59,353 5600803

Demonstration Projects

* Contain technology that has not been fully
developed for routine application in coastal
Louisiana or in certain regions of the coastal zone.

» Contain new technology which can be transferred
to other areas of the coastal zone.

 Are unique and are not duplicative in nature.




Demonstration Projects

* Demonstration Projects were nominated at the 4
Regional Planning Team meetings.

» Six demonstration nominees were selected at the
February 22, 2011 Coastwide Voting Meeting.

* The Technical Committee selected 3 candidate
demos on April 8, 2011.

Proposed Demonstration Projects
Automated Marsh Planting
Deltalok Coastline Stabilization

Gulf Saver Bags




Automated Marsh Planting

* Goal: Determine the effectiveness of delivering “plant parts” via
the dredge pipeline as an alternative to manual planting of marsh
creation sites.

Features: Rhizomes, seeds, stem cuttings, etc. will be delivered to
the marsh creation site through the dredge pipeline. A hopper will
be installed on the dredge pipe so that plant parts can be placed
directly into the dredged slurry. Four treatments will be
monitored: 1) natural recruitment; 2) manual plantings; 3) delivery
of plant parts via pipeline at time/quantity interval 1; 4) delivery of
plant parts at time/quantity interval 2.

» Cost: The total fully funded cost is $2,300,608.

. No Planting

. Hopper Release Time Interval 1
. Hopper Release Time Interval 2
. Manual Planting




Deltalok Coastline Stabilization

* Goal: Determine the effectiveness of the Deltalok Terra-Soft
Block System to armor/repair shorelines and serve as a suitable
substrate for vegetative plantings.

Features: The Deltalok Terra-Soft Block System will be used in
shoreline protection and shoreline repair treatments. Protection
treatments total 4,200 feet and are constructed to 4 feet in height.
Repair treatments will be designed to close washouts/breaches
along marsh shorelines. All treatments will be planted with the
appropriate vegetation.

» Cost: The total fully funded cost is $1,750,312.

M S&
System Components
KL \ AR
o = -ﬂ’ s Deltalok® Terra-Soft Block™
- (TSB)
Soft, earthen building block, Terra-Soft Block™

Made from geotextile material (5 ricron mesh)
Material filters soil particles

Water permeable and root friendly

* Deltalok® Interlocking Plate

F2Hs ready to install

100% recycled plastic, made in USA

Interlacks Daltalok® TS5BS

Provides mechanical connection to geogrid for
backfil reinforcement

Eraply TSE ready for fll mateis' Dedtalok Interlocking Plate

I2eltalok’




Construction

Deltalok® reinforced sk

e Surface is leveled

¢ A Deltalok® Interlocking Plate secures first layer of
Terra-Soft Blocks to the ground

e Build wall like a block & mortar wall

& Tamp TSB's down to engage with interlocking plate

il

Near vartical Deltsloh® wall

. A

Building a Deltalok® TSB Wall
IPeltalok’

Ems®

"

Riverbank protection - UK

Ieltalok’




Gulf Saver Bags

* Goal: Determine the effectiveness of Gulf Saver Bags as a cost
effective vegetative planting technique for shoreline stabilization.

Features: Gulf Saver Bags are biodegradable burlap bags filled
with an organic mix to support plant growth and maximize
survivability. Plants are plugged into the bags. Three potential
shoreline stabilization treatments to be evaluated include: 1) on-
shore treatment; 2) foreshore treatment; and 3) staggered rows.
Each treatment will address 750 ft of shoreline and consist of 3
replicates.

» Cost: The total fully funded cost is $1,053,181.

Gulf Saver Bags
Demonstration Project




Habitat Enhancement through Vegetative Plantings Using Gulf Saver Bags
Conceptual Treatments

Each treatment will be 750 ft long with 3 replicates

Marsh Shoreline

L]
] | —
—= — —
Shallow water-shoreline treatment
Single row of Guif Saver Bags Foreshore treatment Staggered row treatment
Along vegetated edge of shoreline Distance from shoreline-TBD

Spacing and distance from shoreline-TBD

3 bags stacked to increase height 3 bags stacked in outer row

e D By e ot

Final dimensions and spacing for treatments to be determined during engineering and design

PPL 21 Demonstration Project Evaluation Matrix

B\lmuﬂ as 1o effect:- 1 = low; 2 = mﬂhm:iim 1

Parametar (P.)
Py Py Py Py Py Py
Potertial Env | Recognized Need| Potential for Total
Lead Tatal Fully Transhurabiity | Efectivaness |  Bonefts for Info Score Jof Agency
Demonsiration Proect Name | Agency | Funded Cost Advancement Scoees
Automuted Mursh Planting
akea "Alemative to Manual COE £2,300,808 3 3 2 2 2 2 " 17

[Plamting™)

COE $1.760.312 2 3 3 2 2 2 " 138
Dehalok
Habstat Enhancement through
[Vegetative Plantings Using FWS | 51053181 2 3 1 2 2 2 12 "3
Cinlf Saver Bags
“Total Score” caleulntion: Individnal parameter scores wene determined from the score laving the majority of the vote.

Example - if 4 agencies cast o vole of "3 anid 3 agencies cast a vote of "2, then a score of 3" was given.
“Averaging of Agency
Seones” calculation: Caleulnted by averaging the Total Scores from each Agency.

Demonstration Project Parameters

P} Innovativeness - The demonsiration project showld contain mm that has pol hun Mumwe for reuun- lmm in coaital Leuisiana or in
‘oertain regians of the coastal zone. Th and ol mathods or cther previcusly tested
technigues for which the results are known luhnlqpn which are Ih&llll'lo tracticral MM o othe: previcutly tested techniques Should recens lowe! scores
fhan those which are truly unigue and innavative.

P projects should contain technalogy which can be ramsierred io other areas of the coastal zone. However,
ml:mmmmmnm-mmw masst be applicable to al areas of the coastal zone. Technigues. which can anly be applied in certain wetland types or in
cortsin coastal regions, are acceptable but may receive lower scores than technigues with broad applicabilty,

Py} Potential Cost = Thy U of the project’s methad of achieving project objectives should be compared
o the cout-eMectivoness of vadtional methods. T other words, technigues which provide sulmtantial cost savings cver Fadtional methods thould receive higher
52w than theas with lees substantial cost savings. Thowe Lechmigues which would be mere coally than traditicnsl methcds, 10 provice the sams level of

benefis. should receve the lowest seanes. Infoemation supperting any claimy Lavings should

(P4} Potential Borefts - D project have the potential 1o provide smironmentsl benefts equal to radional methads?
somewhat less Shan tracitional methods? above and beyond traditional methods? Techniques with the f F abave ard
provided by traditonal techniques thould receive the highest wates.

(Po) Recognized Need for the Information fo be Acquined - Within the resteration community, i4 there a recognized need for information on the technique
being imvestigated? Demonsiration projects which prowvide information on technigues for which there is a great need should receive the highest scores.

Py} Potential for - Would the ianal technology
schiove project obiechves? Thase techoiues which have @ high poteribel & completaty mhum an ulumg tuchnique ot 8 lowsr cost and witiout reducing
wetland benefts should receive the highest scores.




Project Selection

¢ CWPPRA Technical Committee meets on December 13 in
Baton Rouge at the LA Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries

— 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 19 in New
Orleans at the Corps of Engineers

— Project selection by the Technical Committee is usually accepted

Written Comments Should be Mailed
to the CWPPRA Task Force
(Deadline: November 28, 2011)

Colonel Edward R. Fleming

District Engineer, New Orleans

c/o: Brad Inman

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160

Or Fax to 504-862-2572

Attn: Brad Inman

Email: Brad.L.Inman@usace.army.mil




Public Comments



CEMVN-PM-C (10-1-7a) 16 Nov 11

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Notes from PPL21 Public Meeting, Wednesday, 16 Nov 11, Abbeville, LA
7:00 p.m. Vermilion LSU Agriculture Center

1. Mr. Brad Inman opened the meeting at 7:10 p.m. Mr. Inman went over the details of
what would be covered at the meeting. He stated that the goal of the meeting is to go
over the Priority Project List (PPL) 21 process and present the PPL 21 candidate and
demonstration projects, and then open the floor for public support and/or comments. A
sign-in sheet is included as Enclosure 1. The agenda for the meeting is included as
Enclosure 2. PPL 21 Candidate Project Packets were handed out to meeting attendees
and are included as Enclosure 3. Mr. Inman asked that written public comments be
provided to the CWPPRA Task Force no later than November 28, 2011, for consideration
by the Technical Committee at their December 13™ meeting.

2. Introductions around the room were made. Mr. Inman introduced Mr. Kevin Roy. Mr.
Roy went over a Powerpoint presentation (included as Enclosure 4) that included the
PPL 21 process and the ten (10) candidate projects (one slide per candidate project). The
slides for each project included: project map, project location, project description, acres
of marsh that would remain in the project area after 20 years, and the fully funded cost
estimate. Projects were presented in the following order: Region 1, 2, 3 and 4. There are
also three (3) proposed demonstration projects this year. Mr. Roy explained that
demonstration projects must demonstrate a new technique/technology that could be
applied on a coast-wide basis and they should be unique and not duplicative of existing
strategies. Mr. Roy went over these three projects (one slide each). Mr. Roy then went
over the remaining steps in the PPL 21 process. He explained that after the public
meetings, the Technical Committee will meet on December 13, 2011 to review the
project results and make a recommendation to the Task Force as to which projects should
receive further consideration. The Task Force will then meet on January 19, 2012 and
select projects for PPL 21.

3. The floor was opened for public comments:

Lake Lery Shoreline Marsh Creation

e Sherrill Sagrera, Vermilion Parish Landowner, asked how they intend to prevent
erosion of the Lake Lery shoreline with this project since it appears the project
would rebuild a feature that has already eroded away once. Mr. Roy answered that
the Lake shore will be built to the same or higher elevation for a standard
containment dike and that shoreline erosion is taken into account when
developing project benefits. Mr. Roy added that they hope to rebuild something
that is better than what was historically there with a shoreline that is higher,
wider, and slopes out into the Lake. Mr. Sagrera asked if what they intend to build



is expected to hold up better than what was there previously. Mr. Roy answered
that there is potential for decent material to be dredged from Lake Lery, but that
may not be the case. Mr. Chris Allen responded that Hurricane Katrina caused
much of the shoreline erosion in this area and that the project objective is to build
a bigger berm that would not erode away in one event.

\White Ditch Marsh Creation

W.P. Edwards III, representing Vermilion Corporation, asked how the cost of
dredge material from the Mississippi River compares with pumping material from
the Gulf of Mexico if the dredging distances were the same. Mr. Roy answered
that the cost difference for this project is approximately $5.00 to $8.00 per cubic
yard of material. Mr. Roy added that dredge material from the Gulf of Mexico is
the most expensive, followed by using material from the River, and then using an
adjacent bay or lake source.

Bayou L’ Ours Terracing

Randy Moertle, representing the Little Lake Land Company, spoke in support of
the Bayou L’Ours Terracing Project because it this is one of the larger remaining
east-west natural land bridges and this terracing project represents the best bang
for your buck. He pointed out that after the top candidate projects are chosen, this
project could also be added for a fairly cheap cost.

Archie Chaisson III, representing Lafourche Parish Government, spoke in support
of the Bayou L’Ours Project and stated that it is the number one priority project
for the Parish and has been for the past twelve PPL cycles because if this ridge is
not protected then the ridge will degrade and will open up the areas behind it.

Cole’ s Bayou Marsh Restoration

Sherrill Sagrera, Vermilion Parish Landowner, spoke in support of the Cole’s
Bayou Project and stated that it is the number one project for Vermilion Parish.
He pointed out that it is a good project because fresh water from the Mermentau
Basin comes out right at the project area and will help to create marsh and that it
would be a multi-benefit project that would really help out the area.

Randy Moertle, representing the Mcllhenny Company, stated that they are the
landowner of this area of Cole’s Bayou and fully support this project. He added
that the project seems to be very cost effective based on the evaluation matrix and
is ranked close to the top of the list of proposed projects and is a good project.

W.P. Edwards III, representing Vermilion Corporation, spoke in support of the
Cole’s Bayou project. He suggested that as these projects are evaluated, they
should be considered based on an overall strategy. Since they are all marsh
creation projects, they should consider what makes one better than others. He



pointed out that Cole’s Bayou is an important project strategically because: Little
Vermilion Bay is a dedicated dredging sediment source that is currently filling in
and therefore represents a renewable source; after Hurricanes Rita and lke, there
was significant breakup of marshes and this area is the closest to the Bay and
needs to be protected because if this area breaches then there will be more tidal
influx from the Bay into the interior marshes; and helping this area will buy time
for the interior marshes and if rebuilding this area works, then other areas of the
marsh can be rehabilitated.

e Mark Shirley, with the LSU Agriculture Center and the Louisiana Sea Grant,
spoke in support of the Cole’s Bayou Project. He stated that the Vermilion Parish
Coastal Advisory Committee meeting was held earlier this evening and that they
wish to reiterate the importance of this project to Vermilion Parish and that the
local government and police jury are very much in favor of this project and want
to see it move forward.

Demonstration Projects

e Sherrill Sagrera, Vermilion Parish Landowner, asked if the demonstration projects
should work everywhere, how the Deltalok Coastline Stabilization Demonstration
Project fit the category since it can only be used for projects with shore
stabilization components. Mr. Roy responded that demonstration projects do not
have to have universal applications, but just need to be applicable in multiple
locations throughout the coast rather than only one particular area. Mr. Sagrera
then asked if one demonstration project would be conducted this year. Mr. Roy
answered that the Technical Committee and Task Force can choose to select up to
one demonstration project, but that they are not required to select any.

e Mark Shirley, with the LSU Agriculture Center and the Louisiana Sea Grant,
pointed out that most of the candidate projects have some sort of pumping of
materials to create marsh and that the Automated Marsh Planting Demonstration
Project could be applied to most of the candidate projects, making it the best
choice of the three.

4. Mr. Inman thanked everyone for attending and stated that the schedule for next year’s
meetings is included in the PPL packet information.

5. Meeting was adjourned at 8:05 pm.



CEMVN-PM-C (10-1-7a) 17 Nov 11

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Notes from PPL21 Public Meeting, Thursday, 17 Nov 11, New Orleans, LA
7:00 p.m. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Headquarters.

1. Mr. Brad Inman opened the meeting at 7:05 p.m. Mr. Inman went over the details of
what would be covered at the meeting. He stated that the goal of the meeting is to go
over the Priority Project List (PPL) 21 process and present the PPL 21 candidate and
demonstration projects, and then open the floor for public support and/or comments. A
sign-in sheet is included as Enclosure 1. The agenda for the meeting is included as
Enclosure 2. PPL 21 Candidate Project Packets were handed out to meeting attendees
and are included as Enclosure 3. Mr. Inman asked that written public comments be
provided to the CWPPRA Task Force no later than November 28, 2011, for consideration
by the Technical Committee at their December 13™ meeting.

2. Introductions around the room were made. Mr. Inman introduced Mr. Kevin Roy. Mr.
Roy went over a Powerpoint presentation (included as Enclosure 4) that included the
PPL 21 process and the ten (10) candidate projects (one slide per candidate project). The
slides for each project included: project map, project location, project description, acres
of marsh that would remain in the project area after 20 years, and the fully funded cost
estimate. Projects were presented in the following order: Region 1, 2, 3 and 4. There are
also three (3) proposed demonstration projects this year. Mr. Roy explained that
demonstration projects must demonstrate a new technique/technology that could be
applied on a coast-wide basis and they should be unique and not duplicative of existing
strategies. Mr. Roy went over these three projects (one slide each). Mr. Roy then went
over the remaining steps in the PPL 21 process. He explained that after the public
meetings, the Technical Committee will meet on December 13, 2011 to review the
project results and make a recommendation to the Task Force as to which projects should
receive further consideration. The Task Force will then meet on January 19, 2012 and
select projects for PPL 21.

3. The floor was opened for public comments:
Bayou L’ Ours Terracing

e Archie Chaisson III, representing Lafourche Parish Government, spoke in support
of this project as it is cost effective and stated that it is Lafourche Parish’s number
one priority project. He pointed out that in the past a major problem with this
project was an uncooperative landowner to the south. However, there is now a
new landowner who has pledged support for the project.



Northwest Turtle Bay Marsh Creation

e Marnie Winter, representing Jefferson Parish, spoke in support of this project. The
project is very cost effective and represents the last plug in the land bridge west of
Barataria Bay Waterway. The project would complete the land bridge and keep
salt water from getting into Bayous Perot and Rigolettes and Lake Salvador. The
project is Jefferson Parish’s number one priority project.

e Vickie Duffourc, representing the Bayou Segnette Boater’s Association, spoke in
support of this project and added that a plug is needed at this location to prevent
flushing in of salt water to Lake Salvador and into Little Lake.

e Jason Smith, representing the Jefferson Parish Marine Fisheries Advisory Board,
spoke in support of this project because it is cost effective. Jefferson Parish has
been concentrating on two land bridges and trying to create a line of defense to
protect the metropolitan area and prevent salt water intrusion on the West Bank.
This project works with other shoreline protection and dredging projects to the
north and is well suited to this high erosion area. This project would help prevent
Little Lake and Bayous Perot and Rigolettes from becoming one big system.

Demonstration Projects

e Marnie Winter, representing Jefferson Parish, spoke in support of the Deltalok
Coastline Stabilization Project and added that Jefferson Parish has a site at Bayou
Villars with both shoreline protection and stabilization components that would be
a good site to test the Deltalok system if it is chosen.

e Vickie Duffourc, representing the Bayou Segnette Boater’s Association, spoke in
support of the Deltalok Coastline Stabilization Project and also supported testing
the system at the Bayou Villars site.

4. Meeting was adjourned at 7:40 pm.



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Inman, Brad L MVN

Sent: Monday, November 28, 2011 4:19 PM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Subject: FW: PPL 21 Project Nominee - Bayou L'Ours Terracing Project (UNCLASSIFIED)
Attachments: Scan0014.pdf

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

————— Original Message-----

From: Lin Kiger [mailto:lin@lafourchechamber.com]

Sent: Monday, November 28, 2011 3:26 PM

To: Inman, Brad L MVN

Cc: Archie P. Chaisson III

Subject: PPL 21 Project Nominee - Bayou L'Ours Terracing Project

Mr. Inman,

Please accept this nomination letter for the Bayou L’Ours Terracing Project from the
Lafourche Chamber of Commerce.

I appreciate your time in this matter; please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions or comments you may have.

Regards, Lin

Thank you for your time,

Lin Kiger <mailto:lin@lafourchechamber.com>

President/CEO

Lafourche Chamber of Commerce <http://www.lafourchechamber.com/>

P.0. Box 1462
Larose, LA 70373
985-693-6700
985-693-6702 fax

Don't forget about our School "ream of paper" Supply Drive!
<http://www.lafourchechamber.com/calendar.php?event id=76>

1




Lafourche

November 28, 2011

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 21 Project Nominee- Bayou L 'Ours Terracing Project
Dear Mr. Inman,

The Lafourche Chamber of Commerce is a membership driven, non-profit, business organization, representing members
along Bayou Lafourche as well as in Grand Isle and the Bayou Region of southern Louisiana. The Lafourche Chamber of
Commerce recognizes that the Barataria and Terrebonne basins are the two most rapidly eroding estuaries on earth.
Representing over 400 member businesses and individuals, the Lafourche Chamber of Commerce would like to
respectfully submit the following comments of support for PPL 21 Project Nominee “Bayou L 'Ours Terracing Project,”
currently under consideration within the Coastal Wetlands Planning and Protection Act (CWPPRA) program.

Our organization stands behind this project because of its location in the exceptionally vulnerable Barataria Basin and its
ability to provide protection to not only the communities along Bayou Lafourche, but to the Golden Meadow to Larose
Hurricane Protection Project and the strategic asset of the Clovelly Dome Oil Storage Terminal. The proposed project
would re-establish landmass in an area where land is scarce, and where traditional restoration resources such as
hydraulically dredged marsh creation and freshwater are not a viable option. We believe an investment into this area
would help protect, extend the life expectancy and help maintain the current function of the ridge.

The Lafourche Chamber of Commerce would appreciate your careful consideration of every favorable outcome possible
for this project. Thank you very much for your time and attention in this matter. 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) 693-6700, or email us at
admin(@lafourchechamber.com.

P.O.Box 1462 Larose, Louisiana 70373-1462 (985) 693-6700  Fax: (985) 693-6702
www.lafourchechamber.com admin@lafourchechamber.com



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Inman, Brad L MVN

Sent: Monday, November 28, 2011 4:19 PM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Subject: FW: Letter of Support- Bayou L'Ours (UNCLASSIFIED)
Attachments: Letter of Support- CWPPRA Bayou L'Ours 11 11.pdf

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

————— Original Message-----

From: Simone Maloz [mailto:simone.maloz@nicholls.edu]
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2011 8:21 AM

To: Inman, Brad L MVN

Cc: 'Archie P. Chaisson'

Subject: Letter of Support- Bayou L'Ours

Good morning, Brad!

Attached is a letter of support for CWPPRA PPL 21 Project, “Bayou L 'Ours Terracing” in
Lafourche Parish from Restore or Retreat (ROR.) Thank you for the opportunity to show our
support for this project, and please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions
or need more information.

Sincerely,

Simone Theriot Maloz
Executive Director
Restore or Retreat, Inc.
Office: 985.448.4485
Cell: 985.688.3290

www.restoreorretreat.org

www . facebook.com/restoreorretreat

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE



P.O. Box 2048-NSU - Thibodaux, Louisiana 70310 - (985) 448-4485 - Fax (985) 448-4486
Email: simone.maloz@nicholls.edu - www.restoreorretreat.org

November 28, 2011

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 21 Project Nominee- Bayou L "Ours Terracing Project
Dear Mr. Inman,

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 and individuals, Restore or Retreat (ROR) would like to respectfully submit the following comments of support for
PPL 21 Project Nominee “Bayou L 'Ours Terracing Project,” currently under consideration within the Coastal Wetlands
Planning and Protection Act (CWPPRA) program.

Our organization stands behind this project because of its location in the exceptionally vulnerable Barataria Basin and its ability
to provide protection to not only the communities along Bayou Lafourche, but to the Golden Meadow to Larose Hurricane
Protection Project and the strategic asset of the Clovelly Dome Qil Storage Terminal. The proposed project would re-establish
landmass in an area where land is scarce, and where traditional restoration resources such as hydraulically dredged marsh
creation and freshwater are not a viable option. We believe an investment into this area would help protect, extend the life
expectancy and help maintain the current function of the ridge.

In summary, Restore or Retreat respectfully requests your careful consideration of every favorable consideration possible for
this project. 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.

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)



P.O. Box 2048-NSU - Thibodaux, Louisiana 70310 - (985) 448-4485 - Fax (985) 448-4486
Email: simone.maloz@nicholls.edu - www.restoreorretreat.org

November 28, 2011

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 21 Project Nominee- Bayou L "Ours Terracing Project
Dear Mr. Inman,

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 and individuals, Restore or Retreat (ROR) would like to respectfully submit the following comments of support for
PPL 21 Project Nominee “Bayou L 'Ours Terracing Project,” currently under consideration within the Coastal Wetlands
Planning and Protection Act (CWPPRA) program.

Our organization stands behind this project because of its location in the exceptionally vulnerable Barataria Basin and its ability
to provide protection to not only the communities along Bayou Lafourche, but to the Golden Meadow to Larose Hurricane
Protection Project and the strategic asset of the Clovelly Dome Qil Storage Terminal. The proposed project would re-establish
landmass in an area where land is scarce, and where traditional restoration resources such as hydraulically dredged marsh
creation and freshwater are not a viable option. We believe an investment into this area would help protect, extend the life
expectancy and help maintain the current function of the ridge.

In summary, Restore or Retreat respectfully requests your careful consideration of every favorable consideration possible for
this project. 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.

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)



Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

From: Albertine Kimble [albertine_kimble@plaqueminesparish.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2011 11:29 AM

To: Murry, Allison MVN-Contractor

Subject: PPL 21

Allison, Plaquemines Parish Government regrets that we are unable to attend tonight’s pubic
meeting for the PPL 21. Plaquemines Parish Government’s top project for this PPL 21 are #1
White Ditch Marsh Creation Project. #2 Bayou Grand Cheniere Marsh Creation. We will see
you at the December meeting in Baton Rouge. Sincerely, Albertine M. Kimble



THE LOUISIANA LAND AND EXPLORATION COMPANY
806 BAYOU BLACK DRIVE
HOUMA, LOUISIANA 70360

November 22, 2011

Colonel Edward Fleming

District Engineer, New Orleans

C/O: Brad Inman

US Army Corps of Engineers — NOD
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

RE: R2-BA-06 PPL 21 Project
Bayou L'Ours Terracing Project
Lafourche Parish, Louisiana

Dear Colonel Fleming,

The Louisiana Land & Exploration Company (LL&E) and ConocoPhillips is the
major landowner in which the above referenced project is proposed. LL&E is in support
of this project and will provide land rights as we have done on all the past CWPPRA
projects.

This proposed project is very much needed in this area to protect the Bayou L’
Ours Ridge which will also protect the adjacent hurricane protection levee system which
protects the communities of South Lafourche. These proposed terraces will also increase
waterfowl and fish habit that has been lost in this area of the Barataria Basin.

LL&E has long been a supporter of coastal restoration activities in Louisiana, We
have spent millions in the wetlands trying to stem the tide of coastal erosion. Since
enactment of the CWPPRA Program, we have supported whole heartily both State and
Federal efforts to restore, enhance or protect coastal wetlands. We, along with Fina-
LaTerre, now Apache, were the first private entities to sponsor a coastal restoration
project, the Brady Canal Project. We have also donated thousands of acres for coastal
restoration projects namely the Barrier Islands and the West Belle Pass Restoration
Projects. Working with public agencies we have issued numerous scientific research
permits, servitudes and easements for other restoration projects. We have also issued a
permit covering portions of our property in a 7-parish area for the CRMS Study. We
sincerely appreciate the cooperative efforts of all parties involved in protecting Louisiana
coastal wetlands. Continuing with that effort of cooperation, we are requesting your
support for this Project, we feel it is important for the preservation of coastal wetlands in
Lafourche Parish. We humbly request that the Technical Committee consider and



recommend for Phase I approval. We support this Project and sincerely believe that it
will be of great value in enhancing the wetlands of this area in Lafourche Parish. -

We strongly urge your support for this Project.

Thank you in advance for your favorable support for this Project.

Phillip R. Precht
Manager -Feelands

PRP/dbg

S/Jeff/DNR CWPRA and Coast 2050 projects/R2-BA06 Phase I Bayou L'Ours Te