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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
Southeast Regional Office 
263 13th Avenue South 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701-5505 
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/region/southeast 

 

F/SER31:LW 
SERO-2019-02308 

Chief, Environmental Branch 
New Orleans District Corps of Engineers 
Department of the Army 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 

Ref.: Bipartisan Budget Act 18 EA #576, Madisonville, St. Tammany Parish, Louisiana. – EXPEDITED 

Dear Mr. Harper: 

This letter responds to your November 15, 2019, request pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species 
Act (ESA) for consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) on the subject action. 

We reviewed the action agency’s consultation request document and related materials.  Based on our 
knowledge, expertise, and the action agency’s materials, we concur with the action agency’s conclusions 
that the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect the NMFS ESA-listed species and/or designated 
critical habitat.  This concludes your consultation responsibilities under the ESA for species and/or 
designated critical habitat under NMFS’s purview.  Reinitiation of consultation is required and shall be 
requested by the action agency or by NMFS where discretionary Federal involvement or control over the 
action has been retained or is authorized by law and: (a) take occurs; (b) new information reveals effects 
of the action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously 
considered in this consultation; (c) the action is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect 
to the listed species or critical habitat not previously considered in this consultation; or (d) if a new 
species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by the action. 

We look forward to further cooperation with you on other projects to ensure the conservation of our 
threatened and endangered marine species and designated critical habitat.  If you have any questions on 
this consultation, please contact Laura Wright, Consultation Biologist, at (727) 209-5977 or by email at 
laura.wright@noaa.gov. 

Sincerely, 

David Bernhart 
Assistant Regional Administrator 

for Protected Resources 

File: 1514-22.f.7 

November 21, 2019 

for 

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/region/southeast
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ALBANIA NORTH (V1) 
SWAMP (S) = 633 acres (285 AAHUs) 

BLH (B) = 332 acres (199 AAHUs)  
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ALBANIA SOUTH (V2) 
SWAMP (S) = 81 acres (32 AAHUs) 

BLH (B) = 111 acres (61 AAHUs)
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COTE BLANCHE (V3) 
SWAMP (S) = 279 acres (126 AAHUs) 

BLH (B) = 168 acres (92 AAHUs)  
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 DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

 

 
 

July 03, 2019 
 

Regional Planning and 
Environment Division, South 
Environmental Planning Branch 
Attn: CEMVN-PDS-N 
 
Kristin Sanders, SHPO 
LA State Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4241 
 

RE:  Notice of Intent to Prepare Programmatic Agreement Regarding “Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2018 Compensatory Mitigation for the Comite River Diversion, 
East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed Flood Control, and West Shore Lake 
Pontchartrain Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction Projects.”  

 
Dear Ms. Sanders: 
 
The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District (CEMVN), is 
initiating the process to develop a Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the Bipartisan Budget Act  
of 2018 Compensatory Mitigation for the Comite River Diversion (Comite), East Baton Rouge 
Parish Watershed Flood Control (EBR), and West Shore Lake Pontchartrain Hurricane and 
Storm Damage Risk Reduction (WSLP) Projects pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), as amended (54 U.S.C. § 300101 et seq.), and Section 110 
of the NHPA, that require Federal agencies to take into account the effect of their undertakings 
on historic properties during the planning process and consult with stakeholders regarding these 
effects. This letter is intended to notify the LA State Historic Preservation Officer (LA SHPO) 
pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.14(b) of our plan to develop a project-specific PA that establishes 
procedures to satisfy the CEMVN’s Section 106 responsibilities with regard to the programmatic 
review of this feasibility study and allows CEMVN to coordinate Section 106 reviews with its 
evaluation of the proposed action's potential for significant impacts to the human and natural 
environment required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C. 
§ 4321 et seq.). The PA will address the potential of this undertaking to effect historic properties 
that are eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), including 
archaeological sites, districts, buildings, structures, and objects that are significant in American 
history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and/or sites of religious and cultural significance 
on or off Tribal Lands [as defined in 36 CFR § 800.16(x)]. We invite the LA SHPO to participate 
in this consultation since it may involve important questions of policy or interpretation and will 
result in the development of a PA that governs the application of the Section 106 process with 
regards to the proposed undertaking. 
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Study Authority 
CEMVN is conducting the present compensatory mitigation feasibility study under the standing 
authority of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 (Pub. L. 115-123), Division B, Subdivision 1, H. R. 
1892-13, Title IV, Corps of Engineers-Civil, Department of the Army, Investigations, for flood 
and storm damage risk reduction, signed into law February 9, 2018. The Comite, EBR, and 
WSLP projects were previously authorized and have since been included in the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2018 for construction. The lead Federal agency for this proposed action is the 
USACE. The Non-Federal Sponsors (NFS) for the Comite project are the Louisiana Department 
of Transportation and Development and the Amite River Basin Commission. The NFS for the 
EBR project are East Baton Rouge Parish and the City of Central. The NFS for the WSLP 
project are the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority and the Pontchartrain 
Levee District. The feasibility study phase is 100% federally funded. 
 
Study Purpose and Background 
The purpose of the proposed action is to compensate for habitat losses incurred during 
construction of the WSLP, Comite, and EBR projects. The WSLP project is located in southeast 
Louisiana, on the east-bank of the Mississippi River in St. Charles, St. John the Baptist, and St. 
James Parishes. The project, as currently designed, is approximately 18.5 miles (29.7 km) in 
length and includes 17.5 miles (28.1 km) of levee, 1 mile of T-wall (1.6 km), four (4) pumping 
stations, two (2) drainage structures, and approximately 35 utility relocations. It is currently 
anticipated that approximately 2,020 acres (817.4 ha) of swamp and 150 acres (60.7 ha) of 
bottomland hardwoods (BLH) would be needed for mitigation. However, the construction project 
is currently undergoing re-design and therefore the mitigation needs, could change. 
 
The Comite Project is located in the southern portion of the Comite River Basin, in East Baton 
Rouge Parish, Louisiana. The primary project features include a control structure at the Comite 
River, a control structure at Lilly Bayou, three (3) control drop structures at the intersections of 
the diversion channel with White, Cypress, and Baton Rouge Bayous, a drop control structure in 
the vicinity of McHugh Road, two (2) railroad bridges, four (4) highway bridges and one (1) 
parish road bridge. Some construction has begun to date and therefore some mitigation has 
been completed as well. It is currently anticipated that approximately 690 acres (279.2 ha) of 
BLH mitigation is remaining.   
 
The EBR project is located in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, and is intended to reduce 
flooding throughout East Baton Rouge Parish by improving approximately 66.0 miles (106.2 km) 
of channels in five (5) sub-basins including: Jones Creek and tributaries, Ward Creek and its 
tributaries, Bayou Fountain, Beaver Bayou, and Blackwater Bayou and its main tributary. It is 
anticipated that approximately 430 acres (174.0 ha) of BLH would needed for mitigation. 
However, the construction project is currently undergoing re-design and therefore the impacts, 
and therefore the mitigation needs, could change. 
 
Study Area 
Generally and to the extent possible, the mitigation projects will be implemented in the same 
coastal basin where the project impacts occur. The mitigation is still in the early planning phase 
and therefore a Tentatively Selected Plan (TSP) has not yet been identified. However, CEMVN 
has identified several sites that may be suitable for mitigation. In addition to purchasing existing 
mitigation bank credits, CEMVN is presently reviewing 31 potential mitigation areas (Table 1): 
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Table1. Potential Mitigation Areas 
 Mitigation Site Total Acreage Latitude Longitude 
1 Pine Island 1945.7 30.396678 -90.219547 
2 Saint James 1393.9 30.085205 -90.851138 
3 Saint John 104.9 30.068508 -90.569073 
4 Ziegler 65.2 30.434510 -90.706101 
5 Gravity 80.5 30.148050 -90.958326 
6 Ascension SB 63.0 30.177260 -90.907816 
7 Saint Gabriel 1322.4 30.277361 -91.090627 
8 Staring 171.9 30.319447 -91.131753 
9 LSUAM 1 1484.8 30.367455 -91.174861 
10 GBRPC 134.9 30.383259 -91.213589 
11 LSUAM 2 258.0 30.395102 -91.197027 
12 Feliciana 267.0 30.813381 -90.965219 
13 Sunset Ridge 324.5 29.816439 -90.418021 
14 Tangipahoa 82.4 30.700819 -90.409489 
15 Port Allen 89.3 30.466937 -91.207063 
16 TPSB 507.9 30.548381 -91.356100 
17 Rosedale 224.8 30.441978 -91.463792 
18 Grosse Tete 93.4 30.378220 -91.420981 
19 Modeste 83.8 30.174734 -91.056964 
20 White Castle 69.0 30.169062 -91.153865 
21 Innis 131.0 30.874877 -91.718614 
22 Lottie 50.4 30.542888 -91.653708 
23 Krotz 147.2 30.503050 -91.708769 
24 Maringouin 706.0 30.460997 -91.571503 
25 Ramah 325.0 30.407211 -91.536795 
26 Bayou Vista 41.7 29.693493 -91.277743 
27 Albania North 964.8 29.913454 -91.639675 
28 Albania South 192.1 29.893694 -91.657721 
29 Cote Blanche 447.0 29.779846 -91.745178 
30 Amite MIT 2499.2 30.665275 -90.873107 
31 Joyce 1125.5 30.352237 -90.330586 

  
A map depicting the locations of potential mitigation areas is included as Figure 1. Additional 
information and maps regarding this project can be accessed at: https://www.mvn.usace.army.
mil/About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/. 
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Consideration of Alternatives 
Currently, the mitigation projects need to compensate for two (2) habitat categories: BLH and 
Swamp. The CEMVN mitigation Project Delivery Team (PDT) will identify potential projects 
based on time, risks, costs, and potential to effect significant cultural, historic, scenic, and 
recreational resources, among other factors, and will evaluate viable alternatives in cooperation 
with environmental resource agencies, LA SHPO, Tribes, other external stakeholders and the 
NFS. Preliminary investigations will help determine which sites could be carried forward for 
further analysis. TSPs will be evaluated in one (1) comprehensive NEPA document prepared by 
CEMVN, which will be released for public review and comment. 
 
Mitigation Plan Formulation Milestones 
Table 2 (below) provides a schedule of proposed study milestone dates for the present 
feasibility study. Schedule updates will be provided to stakeholders in subsequent Section 106 
consultation meetings. The schedule assumes that an Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 
required in furtherance of CEMVN’s responsibilities under NEPA. The EA will examine the 
existing condition of environmental and cultural resources within the study area and analyze 
potential impacts to those resources as a result of implementing the alternatives. Upon the 
completion of the Draft EA a stakeholder/public comment period will be initiated in conjunction 
with technical, peer, and policy reviews. Subsequently, results of the reviews and additional 
feasibility work will be incorporated into the Final EA, which will again be made available for 
stakeholder/public review.  
 
Table 2. Proposed Study Milestone Schedule 

Milestone Scheduled Actual Complete 
Mitigation Industry Day Sept 7, 2018 Sept 7, 2018 Yes 
Screening of Potential Sites April 2019 May 03, 2019 Yes 
Alternative Analysis Ongoing Ongoing No 
TSP Selection Aug 16, 2019 TBD No 
Release Draft EA to Public Aug 22, 2019 TBD No 
Final EA Routing Oct 15, 2019 TBD No 

 
On September 07, 2018, CEMVN hosted an Environmental Mitigation Industry Day to seek 
ideas from the mitigation banking industry, landowners, and others, for potential projects to 
compensate for anticipated habitat impacts associated with the Comite, EBR, and WSLP 
Projects. Additionally, the public was invited to submit ideas for potential projects to CEMVN by 
e-mail no later than October 31, 2018. Starting in April of 2019, CEMVN began screening 
potential sites recommended by Industry Day participants and the public for suitability. On May 
03, 2019, assembled an initial list of potential mitigation areas for alternative analysis. Presently, 
the evaluation of alternatives is ongoing. 
 
At the feasibility level, there is insufficient funding and time to fully conduct required NHPA 
cultural resources identification and evaluations and to determine any necessary avoidance, 
minimization, or mitigation measures in consultation with stakeholders. Therefore, prior to 
approving the undertaking, the agency is proposing to develop a project-specific PA in 
consultation with stakeholders as the federal agency cannot fully determine how the undertaking 
may affect historic properties or the location of historic properties and their significance and 
character at this time. Following the execution of a PA, the Chief of Engineers may then 
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proceed with making a final recommendation on the project and issuing a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) in compliance with NHPA and NEPA. 
 
Section 106 Consultation 
CEMVN has determined that the proposed action constitutes an Undertaking as defined in 36 
CFR § 800.16(y) and has the potential to cause effects on historic properties. This letter initiates 
formal Section 106 consultation pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.3(c). Due to time and budget 
constraints for this undertaking, CEVMN proposes to develop a project-specific PA pursuant to 
36 CFR § 800.14(b)(3). The goal of this Section 106 consultation is to provide a framework for 
addressing this undertaking and establish protocols for continuing consultation with the LA 
SHPO, Tribal Governments, and other stakeholders. The PA would identify consulting parties, 
define applicability, establish review timeframes, stipulate roles and responsibilities of 
stakeholders, summarize Tribal consultation procedures, consider the views of the SHPO/THPO 
and any other consulting parties, afford for public participation, develop programmatic 
allowances to exempt certain actions from Section 106 review, provide the measures CEMVN 
will implement to develop an Area of Potential Effects (APE) in consultation with external 
stakeholders, outline a standard review process for plans and specifications as they are 
developed, determine an appropriate level of field investigation to identify and evaluate historic 
properties within the APE and the potential to affect historic properties and/or sites of religious 
and cultural significance, streamline the assessment and resolution of Adverse Effects through 
avoidance, minimization, and programmatic treatment approaches for mitigation, establish 
reporting frequency and schedule, provide provisions for post-review unexpected discoveries 
and unmarked burials, and incorporate the procedures for amendments, duration, termination, 
dispute resolution, and implementation. 
 
CEMVN proposes to send future notices, draft agreements, and other background information 
to consulting parties by e-mail to minimize communication delays and expedite the development 
of the PA. Please let CEMVN know if this is impractical, so we can make alternative 
arrangements. 
 
A date and time for the initial Section 106 consultation meeting has not been set. Upon selection 
of a TSP, CEMVN will schedule a teleconference with consulting parties. The purpose of the 
initial meeting will be to discuss the proposed undertaking, the APE, and determine the 
appropriate steps to identify, evaluate, avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential adverse effects. 
CEMVN will notify likely consulting parties regarding the meeting as soon as possible and 
forward information regarding the meeting location, a conference call-in number, and the 
Agenda. 
 
Please do not hesitate to notify CEMVN regarding any information your office may wish to 
provide at this time concerning the proposed undertaking and its potential to significantly affect 
historic properties and/or of any other relevant parties who you feel may have an interest in 
participating in this consultation. Should you have any questions or need additional information 
regarding this undertaking or the Proposed Study Milestone Schedule, please contact Jeremiah 
Kaplan, Archaeologist at Jeremiah.H.Kaplan @usace.army.mil or (504) 862-2004. 

 
 
 
 

mailto:Jeremiah.H.Kaplan@usace.army.mil
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Sincerely, 

MARSHALL K. HARPER 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

CC:File 
LA SHPO 
An electronic copy of this letter with enclosures will be provided to the Section 106 Inbox, 
section106@crt.la.gov. 

for
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Figure 1. Map displaying location of potenital mitigation areas. 



Public Notice NHPA/NEPA1 
Notice of Intent to Prepare Programmatic Agreement Regarding “Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 Compensatory 
Mitigation for the Comite River Diversion, East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed Flood Control, and West Shore 

Lake Pontchartrain Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction Projects.” 
 
The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District (CEMVN), is initiating the process to 
develop a Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 Compensatory Mitigation for the Comite 
River Diversion (Comite), East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed Flood Control (EBR), and West Shore Lake Pontchartrain 
Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction (WSLP) Projects pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA), as amended (54 U.S.C. § 300101 et seq.), and Section 110 of the NHPA, that require Federal 
agencies to take into account the effect of their undertakings on historic properties during the planning process and consult 
with stakeholders regarding these effects.  
 
The purpose of the proposed action is to compensate for habitat losses 
incurred during construction of the WSLP, Comite, and EBR projects. 
The WSLP project is located in southeast Louisiana, on the east-bank of 
the Mississippi River in St. Charles, St. John the Baptist, and St. James 
Parishes. The Comite Project is located in the southern portion of the 
Comite River Basin, in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. The EBR 
project is located in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. Generally and 
to the extent possible, the mitigation projects will be implemented in 
the same coastal basin where the project impacts occur. In addition to 
purchasing existing mitigation bank credits, CEMVN is presently 
reviewing 31 potential mitigation areas (Figure 1). 
 
The mitigation projects need to compensate for two habitat categories: 
Bottom Land Hardwood and Swamp. Among other factors, the 
mitigation team will identify projects based on time, risks, costs, and 
potential to effect significant cultural resources, and will evaluate viable 
alternatives. Additional project information can be accessed at: https://
www.mvn.usace.army.mil/About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/. 
 
CEMVN has determined that the proposed action constitutes an 
Undertaking as defined in 36 CFR § 800.16(y) and has the potential to 
cause effects on historic properties. Accordingly, CEVMN proposes to 
develop a project-specific PA pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.14(b)(3) to 
provide a framework for addressing this undertaking and establish 
protocols for continuing consultation with the LA State Historic Preservation Officer (LA SHPO), Tribal Governments, 
and other stakeholders. The PA would identify consulting parties, define applicability, establish review timeframes, 
stipulate roles and responsibilities of stakeholders, consider the views of the SHPO/Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
and other consulting parties, afford for public participation, provide the measures CEMVN will implement to develop an 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) in consultation with external stakeholders, outline a standard review process for plans and 
specifications as they are developed, determine an appropriate level of field investigation to identify and evaluate historic 
properties and/or sites of religious and cultural significance within the APE, streamline the assessment and resolution of 
Adverse Effects through avoidance, minimization, and programmatic treatment approaches for mitigation. 
 
To help further develop a course of action for this project CEMVN is requesting your input by July 17, 2019, concerning 
the proposed Undertaking and its potential to significantly affect historic properties and/or of relevant parties who may 
have an interest in participating in this consultation. Comments can be sent electronically to: mvnenvironmental@usace.
army.mil, or, mail comments to: Cultural & Social Resources Section (CEMVN-PDP-CSR), USACE, Room 140, 7400 
Leake Ave., New Orleans, LA 70118-3651. 

                                                            
1 CEMVN is issuing this public notice as part of its responsibilities under the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's regulations, 36 CFR Part 800, implementing 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108). This notice applies to activities carried out under the standing 
authority of The Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 (Pub. L. 115-123), Division B, Subdivision 1, H. R. 1892-13, Title IV, Corps of Engineers-Civil, Department of the 
Army, Investigations, for flood and storm damage risk reduction. CEMVN is also required to fulfill the Council of Environmental Quality regulations (NEPA 
regulations, 43 FR 55978 (1978)) that provide policy and procedures to enable CEMVN officials to be informed and to take into account environmental considerations 
when authorizing or approving CEMVN actions that may significantly affect the environment of the United States. It is the intent of NEPA that federal agencies 
encourage and facilitate public involvement to the extent practicable in decisions that may affect the quality of the environment.  
 

Figure 1. Map displaying potential mitigation areas. 
 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/


 DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

 

July 23, 2019 
 
 

Regional Planning and 
Environment Division, South 
Environmental Planning Branch 
Attn: CEMVN-PDS-N 
 
Kristin Sanders, SHPO 
LA State Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4241 
 

RE:  Continued Consultation: Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Regarding 
“Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 Compensatory Mitigation for the Comite River 
Diversion, East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed Flood Control, and West Shore 
Lake Pontchartrain Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction Projects.” 

 
Dear Ms. Sanders: 
 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District (CEMVN), is continuing 
consultation to develop a Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the “Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 
Compensatory Mitigation for the Comite River Diversion (Comite), East Baton Rouge Parish 
Watershed Flood Control (EBR), and West Shore Lake Pontchartrain Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction (WSLP) Projects” pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA), as amended (54 U.S.C. § 300101 et seq.), and Section 110 of the 
NHPA, that require Federal agencies to take into account the effect of their undertakings on 
historic properties during the planning process and consult with stakeholders regarding these 
effects. This letter is intended to provide information regarding CEMVN’s Tentatively Selected 
Plan (TSP) for compensatory mitigation (habitat) and notify the LA State Historic Preservation 
Officer pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.14(b) of our proposal to develop a project-specific PA that 
establishes procedures to satisfy the CEMVN’s Section 106 responsibilities with regard to the 
programmatic review of this feasibility study and allows CEMVN to coordinate Section 106 
reviews with its evaluation of the proposed action's potential for significant impacts to the human 
and natural environment required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), as 
amended (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.). The PA will address the potential of this undertaking to 
effect historic properties that are eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP), including archaeological sites, districts, buildings, structures, and objects that are 
significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and/or sites of religious 
and cultural significance on or off Tribal Lands [as defined in 36 CFR § 800.16(x)]. We invite the 
LA State Historic Preservation Officer to participate in this consultation since it may involve 
important questions of policy or interpretation and will result in the development of a PA that 
governs the application of the Section 106 process with regards to the proposed undertaking. 
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Study Authority 
CEMVN is conducting the present compensatory mitigation feasibility study under the standing 
authority of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 (Pub. L. 115-123), Division B, Subdivision 1, H. R. 
1892-13, Title IV, Corps of Engineers-Civil, Department of the Army, Investigations, for flood 
and storm damage risk reduction, signed into law February 9, 2018. The Comite, EBR, and 
WSLP projects were previously authorized and have since been included in the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2018 for construction. The lead Federal agency for this proposed action is the 
USACE. The Non-Federal Sponsors (NFS) for the Comite project are the Louisiana Department 
of Transportation and Development (LA DOTD) and the Amite River Basin Commission 
(ARBC). The NFS for the EBR project are East Baton Rouge Parish (EBRP) and the City of 
Central (CC). The NFS for the WSLP project are the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) and the Pontchartrain Levee District (PLD). The feasibility study 
phase is 100% federally funded. 
 
Study Purpose 
The purpose of the proposed action is to compensate for habitat losses incurred during 
construction of the WSLP, Comite, and EBR projects. Generally and to the extent possible, the 
mitigation projects will be implemented in the same coastal basin where the project impacts 
occur. The WSLP project is located in southeast Louisiana, on the east-bank of the Mississippi 
River in St. Charles, St. John the Baptist, and St. James Parishes. The Comite Project is 
located in the southern portion of the Comite River Basin, in East Baton Rouge Parish, 
Louisiana. The EBR project is located in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. Currently, the 
mitigation projects need to compensate for two (2) habitat categories: bottomland hardwoods 
(BLH) and Swamp. Some of the construction projects are currently undergoing re-design and 
therefore the impacts and mitigation needs, could change. 
 
Background 
On July 03, 2019, CEMVN submitted an initial consultation letter entitled: Notice of Intent to 
Prepare Programmatic Agreement Regarding “Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 Compensatory 
Mitigation for the Comite River Diversion, East Baton Rouge Parish Watershed Flood Control, 
and West Shore Lake Pontchartrain Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction Projects” to 
the Louisiana State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), Affected Tribes (the Alabama-
Coushatta Tribe of Texas (ACTT), the Caddo Nation of Oklahoma (CN), the Choctaw Nation of 
Oklahoma (CNO), the Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana (CT), the Chitimacha Tribe of Louisiana 
(CTL), the Jena Band of Choctaw Indians (JBCI), the Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians 
(MBCI), the Muscogee (Creek) Nation (MCN), the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma (SNO), the 
Seminole Tribe of Florida (STF), and the Tunica-Biloxi Tribe of Louisiana (TBTL)), the NFS (the 
LA DOTD, ARBC, EBRP, CC, CPRA, and PLD), and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (ACHP). The aforementioned letter provided information regarding the study area, 
initial array of mitigation areas being considered, alternative evaluation criteria, mitigation plan 
formulation milestones, and CEVMN’s proposal to develop a project-specific PA pursuant to 36 
CFR § 800.14(b) to fulfill its responsibilities under Section 106 of the NHPA. Additionally, this 
letter invited stakeholders to provide input regarding the proposed undertaking and its potential 
to significantly affect historic properties and/or sites of religious and cultural significance and 
requested potential consulting parties’ assistance with identifying other relevant entities who 
may have an interest in participating in this consultation. 
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On July 15, 2019, CEMVN received a written response from the ACHP stating that the agency 
“has not yet determined if Appendix A of the regulations, Criteria for Council Involvement in 
Reviewing Individual Section 106 Cases, applies to this undertaking” and requested additional 
information regarding the views of the SHPO, Tribes, other consulting parties, and the public in 
order to determine if their participation in this consultation is warranted. CEMVN will provide the 
ACHP with a summary of any views or comments received from stakeholders subsequent to 
this consultation. To date, no response has been received from any of the other stakeholders 
consulted (SHPO/Tribal/NFS). 
 
Beginning in September 2018, CEMVN also began providing the public with documentation 
related to “Mitigation” on the designated project website at: https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/
About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/. The web page includes background information regarding 
purpose, potential mitigation area locations, project planning, and project status along with 
supplemental materials including a Mitigation Fact Sheet, Industry Day information (date 
September 7, 2018), and a mitigation basin area map. CEMVN intends to continue to use this 
website to post project information and as a source for public input. Additionally, on July 02, 
2019, CEMVN posted a NHPA/NEPA Public Notice to this website for a 15-day comment period 
requesting the public’s input concerning the proposed undertaking and its potential to 
significantly affect historic properties, assistance in identifying any relevant parties who may 
have an interest in participating in this consultation, and CEMVN’s proposal to develop a 
project-specific PA pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.14(b). No comments were received. 
 
Updated Mitigation Plan Formulation Milestones 
Table 1 (below) provides a schedule of proposed study milestone dates. Schedule updates will 
continue to be provided to stakeholders in subsequent Section 106 consultation meetings. The 
CEMVN mitigation Project Delivery Team (PDT) is in the process of screening potential 
mitigation areas based on project need, time constraints, costs, risks, and potential to effect 
significant cultural, historic, scenic, and recreational resources, amongst other factors, and will 
evaluate the TSP in coordination with SHPO, Tribes, the NFS, and other external stakeholders. 
The assessment of the TSP will be further detailed in one (1) comprehensive NEPA document, 
prepared by CEMVN, which will be released for stakeholder/public review and comment. The 
schedule assumes that an Environmental Assessment (EA) will be required in furtherance of 
CEMVN’s responsibilities under NEPA. The EA will examine the existing condition of 
environmental and cultural resources within the study area and analyze potential impacts to 
those resources as a result of implementing the alternatives. Upon the completion of the Draft 
EA a stakeholder/public comment period will be initiated in conjunction with technical, peer, and 
policy reviews. Subsequently, results of the reviews and additional feasibility work will be 
incorporated into the Final EA, which will again be made available for stakeholder/public review. 
 
Table 1. Proposed Study Milestone Schedule 

Milestone Scheduled Actual Complete 
Mitigation Industry Day Sept 7, 2018 Sept 7, 2018 Yes 
Screening of Potential Sites April 2019 May 03, 2019 Yes 
Alternative Analysis Ongoing Ongoing No 
TSP Selection Aug 16, 2019 July 08, 2019 YES 
Release Draft EA to Public Aug 22, 2019 TBD No 
Final EA Routing Oct 15, 2019 TBD No 

 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/About/Projects/BBA-2018/Mitigation/
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Description of the Undertaking  
CEMVN has now completed its initial screening of alternatives and has developed a TSP that 
meets the study’s’ purpose and need. CEMVN may also elect to purchase sufficient BLH-
swamp credits from an existing mitigation bank within the Lower Pontchartrain Vicinity (LPV) 
coastal basin to mitigate for the required acreage-habitat units. The particular bank to be utilized 
is unknown at this time. However, since permitted banks exist as reasonably foreseeable 
projects in the Future Without Project conditions, no new direct, indirect, or cumulative impacts 
to cultural resources would be incurred from the purchase of these credits for the mitigation. In 
addition to purchasing existing mitigation bank credits, CEMVN is presently reviewing 19 
potential mitigation areas (Table 2). A map depicting the locations of the mitigation areas being 
carried forward for further analysis in the TSP is included as Figure 1 and Attachment 1 
provides additional information regarding the tentative actions that would be taken to construct 
the recommended Plan. The description of the work that would be performed at each mitigation 
area is still under design and will be refined and coordinated with stakeholders as the project is 
developed further. 
 
Table 2. TSP 

Mitigation Site Available Acreage Latitude Longitude BLH/Swamp 
Pine Island 1945.7   30.411920 -90.241302 Swamp 
Saint James 1393.9 30.085205 -90.851138 BLH 
Saint John 104.9 30.068508 -90.569073 BLH 
Gravity 80.5 30.148050 -90.958326 BLH 
Ascension SB 63 30.177260 -90.907816 BLH 
GBRPC 134.9 30.383259 -91.213589 BLH 
Feliciana 267 30.813381 -90.965219 BLH 
Sunset Ridge 324.5 29.816439 -90.418021 BLH 
Port Allen 89.3 30.466937 -91.207063 BLH 
TPSB 507.9 30.548381 -91.356100 BLH 
Rosedale 224.8 30.441978 -91.463792 BLH 
Innis 131 30.874877 -91.718614 BLH 
Krotz 147.2 30.503050 -91.708769 BLH 
Bayou Vista 41.7 29.693493 -91.277743 Swamp 
Albania North 964.8 29.913454 -91.639675 BLH/Swamp 
Albania South 192.1 29.893694 -91.657721 BLH/Swamp 
Cote Blanche 447 29.779846 -91.745178 BLH/Swamp 
Amite MIT 2499.2 30.763337 -90.839090   BLH 
Joyce 1125.5 30.352237 -90.330586 Swamp 

 
With the exception of Pine Island, all projects include conversion of agricultural land to forested 
habitat (BLH and Swamp). Any combination of the TSP mitigation areas could be used to satisfy 
the project purpose and need. The total acreage of potential mitigation areas selected for the 
TSP is presently greater than actual need so that some flexibility may be afforded if additional 
evaluation reveals that a particular location is not feasible or avoidance measures are 
necessitated. Your agency's input will help inform CEMVN of the potential impacts associated 
with any of the above alternatives and assist in determining avoidance measures. 
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Area of Potential Effects (APE) 
This letter serves as consultation for the Area of Potential Effects (APE) in accordance with 36 
CFR § 800.16(d). Attachment 2 provides maps displaying CEMVN’s proposed APE for each 
individual mitigation area included in the TSP. The APE is the same for standing structures and 
archaeology, incorporates both direct effects (access, staging, and construction areas) and 
indirect effects (visual), including all areas of proposed ground disturbance, and is presently 
defined as the individual real estate parcel/s that CEMVN would purchase for each mitigation 
area (Table 2). At the feasibility level of design, the APE for each individual mitigation area will 
be used primarily to identify and evaluate the historic properties within. However, the PA will 
include a standard review process for plans and specifications as they are developed, and 
therefore; changes to the APE may be warranted as the pre-construction design is further 
refined. If necessitated, CEMVN will re-initiate consultation with stakeholders to revise the APE 
in accordance with the PA. 
 
Assessment of the Undertaking’s potential to effect Historic Properties 
CEMVN has completed an initial review of existing information regarding historic properties 
within the potential mitigation areas selected for the TSP. Historic Properties within the APE 
were identified based on CEMVN’s review of the NRHP database, the Louisiana Cultural 
Resources Map provided by SHPO, and historic map research. This data was evaluated by 
CEMVN using the NRHP Criteria. CEMVN’s preliminary review of the properties selected for the 
TSP is summarized in Table 3 (below): 
 
Table 3. Historic Properties within the APE 

Mitigation 
Site 

Previously recorded 
Archaeological Sites 

within Parcel 
Previous Survey within 

Parcel1 

Previous 
Survey 

Coverage Other Notes: 

Pine Island 
16ST45 (partial); 
16ST98 (partial) 22-0824 - A+R Partial 

Project area situated in dense cluster of 
sites. Primarily prehistoric. Little survey 
coverage of proposed mitigation area 

Saint James 
16SJ20; 16SJ21; 
16SJ34; 16SJ30 

22-0665 - A+R; 22-3017 
Ph. I; 22-3693 - Ph. II; 
22-3693 - Ph. II; 22-
3713 - Ph. III; 22-4669 
A+R; 22-3017 - Ph. II; 
22-3823 - Ph. III; 22-
4043 - Ph. III; 22-0728 - 
Ph. I; 22-0727 - A+R; 
22-3812 - Ph. III Partial 

Multiple previously recorded plantation 
sites within project area: Wilton 
Plantation, Helvetia Plantation, St. Rose 
Plantation, and Columb Plantation 
(including cemetery within parcel) 

Saint John N/A 
22-2572 - A+R; 22-3779 
- Ph. I (negative) Complete Good potential for mitigation area 

Gravity N/A N/A N/A Unassessed 

Ascension SB N/A N/A N/A Requires additional assessment 

GBRPC 
16EBR72 (partial); 
16EBR74 22-1468 - Ph. I 

Sparse-
N/A Requires additional assessment 

Feliciana 

16EF42; 16EF43; 
16EF47; 16EF44 
(partial); 16EF45 
(partial); 16EF48 
(partial); 16EF12; 
16EF46 22-0774 - A+R 

Sparse-
NA Requires additional assessment 

Sunset Ridge N/A N/A N/A Unassessed 

Port Allen N/A N/A N/A Unassessed 

                                                 
1 A+R = Assessment + Reconnaissance; Ph. I = Phase I (Identification); Ph. II = Phase II (Evaluation); Phase III (Mitigation). 
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Mitigation 
Site 

Previously recorded 
Archaeological Sites 

within Parcel 
Previous Survey within 

Parcel1 

Previous 
Survey 

Coverage Other Notes: 

TPSB N/A N/A N/A Unassessed 

Rosedale N/A 22-2261 - A+R only A+R Requires additional assessment 

Innis N/A N/A N/A 
 
Unassessed 

Krotz N/A N/A N/A 
 
Unassessed 

Bayou Vista N/A N/A N/A 
 
Unassessed 

Albania North N/A N/A N/A 
 
Unassessed 

Albania South N/A N/A N/A 
 
Unassessed 

Cote Blanche N/A N/A N/A 
 
Unassessed 

Amite MIT 16SH4 22-0801 (partial) 

Only 
partial 
A+R 

Project area largely unassessed. Heavily 
impacted by gravel mining though still 
contains some site potential 

Joyce N/A N/A N/A Unassessed 
 
Based on the aforementioned identification and evaluation, CEMVN has determined that there 
are multiple historic properties as defined in 36 CFR 800.16(l) within the APE (Table 3). At the 
present time it remains undetermined if many of the previously identified archaeological 
deposits (Table 3) are eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. Furthermore, many of the individual 
proposed TSP mitigation areas possess a high potential to contain additional un-recorded 
deposits and identification and evaluation for these properties is ongoing. Therefore, CEMVN 
has determined that that the proposed undertaking includes ground disturbing activities that 
have the potential to effect historic properties in a way that will directly or indirectly affect the 
characteristics that make the property eligible for the NRHP. However, no determination of 
effect under the NHPA is being made at this time. Following the completion of all identification 
and evaluation for each individual property, CEMVN will consider ways to revise the Scope of 
Work (SOW) to substantially conform to the standards, and/or avoid or minimize adverse effects 
for National Register listed or eligible historic properties and/or sites of religious or cultural Tribal 
significance. 
 
Section 106 Consultation 
CEMVN has determined that the proposed action constitutes an Undertaking as defined in 36 
CFR § 800.16(y) and has the potential to cause effects on historic properties. At the feasibility 
level, there is insufficient funding and time to fully conduct all required NHPA cultural resources 
identification and evaluation and to determine any necessary avoidance, minimization, or 
mitigation measures in consultation with stakeholders and the agency is mandated by law to 
make a final decision on this undertaking within a timeframe that simply cannot accommodate 
the standard Section 106 process. Therefore, prior to approving the undertaking, the agency is 
proposing to develop a project-specific PA pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.14(b) in consultation with 
stakeholders in furtherance of CEMVN’s Section 106 responsibilities for this undertaking as the 
federal agency cannot fully determine how the undertaking may affect historic properties, the 
location of historic properties, or their significance and character at the present time [36 CFR § 
800.14(b)(1)(ii)]. 
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The goal of this Section 106 consultation is to provide a framework for addressing this 
undertaking and establish protocols for continuing consultation with the LA SHPO, Tribal 
governments, and other stakeholders. The PA would identify consulting parties, define 
applicability, establish review timeframes, stipulate roles and responsibilities of stakeholders, 
summarize Tribal consultation procedures, consider the views of the SHPO/THPO and any 
other consulting parties, afford for public participation, develop programmatic allowances to 
exempt certain actions from Section 106 review, outline a standard review process for plans and 
specifications as they are developed, provide the measures CEMVN will implement to revise the 
APE in consultation with external stakeholders if necessary, determine an appropriate level of 
field investigation to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE and determine the 
potential to affect historic properties and/or sites of religious and cultural significance, streamline 
the assessment and resolution of Adverse Effects through avoidance, minimization, and 
programmatic treatment approaches for mitigation, establish reporting frequency and schedule, 
provide provisions for post-review unexpected discoveries and unmarked burials, and 
incorporate the procedures for amendments, duration, termination, dispute resolution, and 
implementation. Following the execution of a PA, the Chief of Engineers may then proceed with 
making a final recommendation on the project and issuing a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) in compliance with NHPA and NEPA. The PA would then govern CEMVN’s 
subsequent NHPA compliance efforts. 
 
Consulting Parties  
This letter continues formal Section 106 consultation pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.3(c). In addition 
to the LA SHPO, USACE has identified the following Tribal governments as having an interest in 
the project: the ACTT, CN, CNO, CT, CTL, JBCI, MBCI, MCN, SNO, STF, and TBTL; the 
following non-federal organizations: the LA DOTD, ARBC, EBRP, CC, CPRA, and PLD; and the 
ACHP. USACE has not identified any other preservation interests. Should you know of 
additional Tribal governments or preservation groups, please do not hesitate to communicate 
these to USACE. 
 
CEMVN proposes to send future notices, draft agreements, and other background information 
to consulting parties by e-mail to minimize communication delays and expedite the development 
of the PA. Please let CEMVN know if this is impractical, so we can make alternative 
arrangements. 
 
Conclusion  
In conclusion, no determination of effect under the NHPA is being made at this time. CEMVN is 
providing the available TSP information and seeking any information your office may wish to 
provide at this time concerning: 
 

• The proposed undertaking and its potential to significantly affect historic properties 
and/or sites of religious and cultural significance; 

• Any other relevant parties who you feel may have an interest in participating in this 
consultation.  

 
Additionally, CEMVN requests your response regarding: 
 

• Concurrence with CEMVN’s proposed APE for the individual mitigation areas included in 
the TSP; 
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• Concurrence with CEMVN’s proposal to develop a project-specific PA that establishes
procedures to satisfy CEMVN’s Section 106 responsibilities with regard to the
programmatic review of this feasibility study;

• Your organization’s interest in participating in the development of this PA.

CEMVN is forwarding this letter and the attached documentation to various consulting parties 
for their review and comments as required by 36 CFR §800.4(d)(1), and we request that these 
potential consulting parties provide comments within the 30 days provided for by 36 CFR 800. 
However, CEMVN proposes to hold an initial Section 106 consultation meeting via 
teleconference between the dates of August 13th to the 15th 2019 based on the interested 
parties’ availability. The purpose of the initial meeting will be to review the properties presently 
being considered as part of the TSP, the APE, gather feedback from your organization 
regarding the proposed undertaking and the potential to affect significant cultural/Tribal 
resources, and begin development of the PA. CEMVN will notify the SHPO, Tribes, and other 
likely consulting parties regarding the meeting as soon as possible and forward information 
regarding a conference call-in number and the agenda. If your organization would like to 
participate in the forthcoming consultation or has any information your agency wants to share at 
this point in time, we request that you notify CEMVN by email or mail within one (1) week; by 
July 30, 2019. 

CEMVN looks forward to your organization’s review of this information and working with you and 
your staff to ensure that CEMVN fulfills its historic preservation responsibilities in its treatment of 
significant historic properties and/or properties that may have traditional religious and cultural 
importance to Tribes. Should you have any questions or need additional information regarding 
this undertaking, please contact Jeremiah Kaplan, Archaeologist at Jeremiah.H.Kaplan@usace.
army.mil or (504) 862-2004. 

Sincerely, 

MARSHALL K. HARPER 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

CC:File 
LA SHPO 
An electronic copy of this letter with enclosures will be provided to the Section 106 Inbox, 
section106@crt.la.gov. 

for

mailto:Jeremiah.%E2%80%8CH.%E2%80%8CKaplan@usace.army.mil
mailto:Jeremiah.%E2%80%8CH.%E2%80%8CKaplan@usace.army.mil
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Figure 1. Map displaying location of potenital TSP mitigation areas. 
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Coastal Zone Consistency Determination 

Bipartisan Budget Act (BBA) 18 Mitigation for Construction Projects, 
West Shore Lake Pontchartrain, Comite River Diversion, 

and East Baton Rouge Flood Risk Management 

EA #576 

The table below identifies the Tentatively Selected Alternative for the BBA Mitigation.  The 
projects in red text are the only projects that fall within the coastal zone and are therefore the focus 
of this determination.  Any combination of the TSPs identified in the TSA could be used to satisfy 
the mitigation needs of 99 AAHUs BLH-Wet in CZ, 702 AAHUs BLH-wet out of CZ, and 1,504 
AAHUs swamp.  

Table 2-3: Tentatively Selected Alternative  

 Projects Habitat AAHUs Acres 

BLH-Wet  
in CZ 

Mitigation Bank  BLH-wet  TBD 

Saint John BLH-wet 42.1  94.7 

Albania South BLH-wet Max of 99 Max of 180 

Albania North BLH-wet Max of 99 Max of 
190.4 

Swamp in 
CZ 

Mitigation Bank Swamp  TBD 

Pine Island Swamp 774.7 1,965.0 

Joyce Swamp 195.1 1,126.1 

Albania South Swamp up to 87.7 up to 192.1 

Albania North Swamp up to 424.1 up to 964.8 

Cote Blanche Swamp up to 212.1 up to 446 

BLH-Wet 
Out of CZ 

Mitigation Bank BLH-wet  TBD 

Ascension  BLH-wet 28.5  55.8  

Feliciana  BLH-wet 155.6 267.0 

GBRPC BLH-wet 54.1 134.9 

St James BLH-wet 676.2 1246.0 
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The following projects consist of converting agricultural lands to forested wetlands and would all 
require similar construction activities. St John, Albania South, Albania North, and Cote Blanche.  
Below is a summary of those construction activities required to achieve mitigation at the 
aforementioned sites.   
 
The work would consist of construction of new gravel access roads, degrading some areas to a depth of .5ft 
to 1.5ft (+/- 0.5ft) (site specific), backfilling of existing ponds (site specific), demolition of some structures 
(site specific), minor grading to ensure positive drainage, harrowing soil to receive planting, and planting of 
canopy and mid-story plant species required to establish BLH-wet and/or swamp habitat.  All demolished 
material and earthen material would be hauled off by the Contractor to a Government approved disposal area, 
assume 15 mile one way haul.  Quantities, access duration and staging would vary among sites and are 
discussed for each project along with any site specific components (attachment 1).   
 
The Pine Island project consists of hydraulically dredging material from Lake Pontchartrain and pumping it 
into adjacent open water areas.  The swamp creation area would be approximately 1,965 acres and would be 
filled to an elevation of +2.5 feet and expected to settle to swamp elevation of +2.0 feet.  The swamp 
footprint would be planted with appropriate swamp species upon satisfactory settlement and dewatering of 
the dredged material, approximately 1 year after initial construction. 
 
The borrow plan is to obtain material from a 2,238 acre site in Lake Pontchartrain. Swamp restoration would 
require borrow of approximately 16.4 million cubic yards of material. Borrow excavation would not be 
allowed greater than 10 feet below the existing lake bottom, which ranges from 9 to 10 feet in depth, except 
that a tolerance of 1-feet below this target elevation would be allowed to account for inaccuracies in the 
dredging process.   
 
A pipeline corridor has been designated from the borrow source to the shoreline.  The dredge pipeline would 
be submerged within this corridor, and then the dredge pipe would be laid across the shoreline and into the 
swamp creation area. The area of shoreline disturbed by this pipeline access effort would be minimum and 
would be repaired upon completion of the dredging operation. 
 
The Joyce project consists of simply planting appropriate swamp species in degraded swamp areas of the 
Joyce Wildlife Management Area.  All plants to be installed would be 1 gallon stock.  All plantings would be 
protected by predation guards.  This would be accomplished by airboats, motor boats, ATVs and possibly 
marsh buggies.   
 

Detailed project descriptions of each project are attached. 
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Louisiana Administrative Code 

Title 43 
NATURAL RESOURCES 

Part I.  Office of the Secretary 

Chapter 7.  Coastal Management 

Subchapter B. Coastal Use Guidelines 
 

Coastal use guidelines as approved by the House Natural Resources Committee on July 9, 1980, the 
Senate Natural Resources Committee on July 11, 1980, and the governor on July 24, 1980.  
 

§701. Guidelines Applicable to All Uses  
 

A. The guidelines must be read in their entirety. Any proposed use may be subject to the 
requirements of more than one guideline or section of guidelines and all applicable 
guidelines must be complied with.  
Response: Acknowledged.  The guidelines have been ready in their entirety. 

B. Conformance with applicable water and air quality laws, standards and regulations, and with 
those other laws, standards and regulations which have been incorporated into the coastal 
resources program shall be deemed in conformance with the program except to the extent 
that these guidelines would impose additional requirements.  

Response: Acknowledged and concur 

C. The guidelines include both general provisions applicable to all uses and specific provisions 
applicable only to certain types of uses. The general guidelines apply in all situations. The 
specific guidelines apply only to the situations they address. Specific and general guidelines 
should be interpreted to be consistent with each other. In the event there is an inconsistency, 
the specific should prevail.  

Response: Acknowledged. 

D. These guidelines are not intended to nor shall they be interpreted so as to result in an 
involuntary acquisition or taking of property.  

Response: Acknowledged. 

E. No use or activity shall be carried out or conducted in such a manner as to constitute a 
violation of the terms of a grant or donation of any lands or waterbottoms to the state or any 
subdivision thereof. Revocations of such grants and donations shall be avoided.  

Response: Acknowledged. 

F. Information regarding the following general factors shall be utilized by the permitting 
authority in evaluating whether the proposed use is in compliance with the guidelines:  

1. type, nature, and location of use;  
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2. elevation, soil, and water conditions and flood and storm hazard characteristics of site;  

3. techniques and materials used in construction, operation, and maintenance of use;  

4. existing drainage patterns and water regimes of surrounding area including flow, 
circulation, quality, quantity, and salinity; and impacts on them;  

5. availability of feasible alternative sites or methods of implementing the use;  

6. designation of the area for certain uses as part of a local program;  

7. economic need for use and extent of impacts of use on economy of locality;  

8. extent of resulting public and private benefits;  
9. extent of coastal water dependency of the use;  

10. existence of necessary infrastructure to support the use and public costs resulting from 
use;  

11. extent of impacts on existing and traditional uses of the area and on future uses for which 
the area is suited;  

12. proximity to and extent of impacts on important natural features such as beaches, barrier 
islands, tidal passes, wildlife and aquatic habitats, and forest lands;  

13. the extent to which regional, state, and national interests are served including the 
national interest in resources and the siting of facilities in the coastal zone as identified in 
the coastal resources program;  

14. proximity to, and extent of impacts on, special areas, particular areas, or other areas of 
particular concern of the state program or local programs;  

15. likelihood of, and extent of impacts of, resulting secondary impacts and cumulative 
impacts;  

16. proximity to and extent of impacts on public lands or works, or historic, recreational, or 
cultural resources;  

17. extent of impacts on navigation, fishing, public access, and recreational opportunities;  

18. extent of compatibility with natural and cultural setting;  

19. extent of long term benefits or adverse impacts.  

Response: Acknowledged. 

G. It is the policy of the coastal resources program to avoid the following adverse impacts. To 
this end, all uses and activities shall be planned, sited, designed, constructed, operated, and 
maintained to avoid to the maximum extent practicable significant:  

1. reductions in the natural supply of sediment and nutrients to the coastal system by 
alterations of freshwater flow;  

Response:  No reductions anticipated.  Restoration of BLH-Wet and swamp habitat and 
reconnection of the project area to the coastal zone would slightly increase the natural 
supply of sediment and nutrients into the coastal system. 

2. adverse economic impacts on the locality of the use and affected governmental bodies;  
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Response: There would be no significant adverse economic impacts. 

3. detrimental discharges of inorganic nutrient compounds into coastal waters;  
Response:  no inorganic nutrients would be discharged with the proposed projects 

4. alterations in the natural concentration of oxygen in coastal waters;  

Response:  no alterations are anticipated as the borrow site for the Pine Island project has 
been designed to avoid such alterations.  

5. destruction or adverse alterations of streams, wetland, tidal passes, inshore waters and 
waterbottoms, beaches, dunes, barrier islands, and other natural biologically valuable 
areas or protective coastal features;  

Response:  1,945 acres of shallow ponds would be converted to swamp.  2,238 acres of 
waterbottom would be impacted due to this action.  The conversion of shallow ponds to 
swamp would be beneficial to coastal processes.  The impact to waterbottoms would not 
be destructive or significantly adverse considering the size of Lake Pontchartrain. 

6. adverse disruption of existing social patterns;  
Response:  none anticipated 

7. alterations of the natural temperature regime of coastal waters;  

Response: none anticipated 

8. detrimental changes in existing salinity regimes;  
Response: none anticipated 

9. detrimental changes in littoral and sediment transport processes;  

Response: none anticipated 

10. adverse effects of cumulative impacts;  
Response: none anticipated 

11. detrimental discharges of suspended solids into coastal waters, including turbidity 
resulting from dredging; 

Response:  There would discharges of suspended solids within Lake Pontchartrain during 
dredging activities.  These impacts are expected to be minimum and temporary.  

12. reductions or blockage of water flow or natural circulation patterns within or into an 
estuarine system or a wetland forest;  

Response:  The swamp creation site would require retention dikes during pumping.  This 
would block water flow into the area but only during construction and consolidation.  
The dikes would be degraded 1-3 years after construction in order to reestablish tidal 
connectivity.  

13. discharges of pathogens or toxic substances into coastal waters;  
Response: no pathogens or toxic substances would be discharged. 

14. adverse alteration or destruction of archaeological, historical, or other cultural resources;  
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Response:  all archaeological, historical, or other cultural resources would be avoided. 

15. fostering of detrimental secondary impacts in undisturbed or biologically highly 
productive wetland areas;  

Response:  no action would take place within existing wetlands. 

16. adverse alteration or destruction of unique or valuable habitats, critical habitat for 
endangered species, important wildlife or fishery breeding or nursery areas, designated 
wildlife management or sanctuary areas, or forestlands;  

Response:  the mitigation projects would be of benefit to wildlife, fisheries and forestlands. 

17. adverse alteration or destruction of public parks, shoreline access points, public works, 
designated recreation areas, scenic rivers, or other areas of public use and concern;  

Response:  there would be no alteration of these resources. 

18. adverse disruptions of coastal wildlife and fishery migratory patterns;  

Response:  none anticipated 

19. land loss, erosion, and subsidence;  

Response:  the project would help prevent land loss, erosion, and subsidence by creating 
forested wetlands in shallow ponds adjacent to Lake Pontchartrain 

20. increases in the potential for flood, hurricane and other storm damage, or increases in the 
likelihood that damage will occur from such hazards;  

Response:  not anticipated 

21. reduction in the long term biological productivity of the coastal ecosystem.  

Response: the project would enhance the long term biological productivity of the coastal 
ecosystem by creating forested wetlands 

H.  1.  In those guidelines in which the modifier "maximum extent practicable" is used, the 
proposed use is in compliance with the guideline if the standard modified by the term is 
complied with. If the modified standard is not complied with, the use will be in 
compliance with the guideline if the permitting authority finds, after a systematic 
consideration of all pertinent information regarding the use, the site and the impacts of 
the use as set forth in Subsection F above, and a balancing of their relative significance, 
that the benefits resulting from the proposed use would clearly outweigh the adverse 
impacts resulting from noncompliance with the modified standard and there are no 
feasible and practical alternative locations, methods, and practices for the use that are in 
compliance with the modified standard and:  

a. significant public benefits will result from the use; or  

b. the use would serve important regional, state, or national interests, including the 
national interest in resources and the siting of facilities in the coastal zone identified 
in the coastal resources program, or;  

c. the use is coastal water dependent.  
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2. The systematic consideration process shall also result in a determination of those 
conditions necessary for the use to be in compliance with the guideline. Those 
conditions shall assure that the use is carried out utilizing those locations, methods, and 
practices which maximize conformance to the modified standard; are technically, 
economically, environmentally, socially, and legally feasible and practical; and 
minimize or offset those adverse impacts listed in §701.G and in the Subsection at issue.  

Response: Acknowledged 

I. Uses shall to the maximum extent practicable be designed and carried out to permit multiple 
concurrent uses which are appropriate for the location and to avoid unnecessary conflicts 
with other uses of the vicinity.  

Response: Acknowledged 

J. These guidelines are not intended to be, nor shall they be, interpreted to allow expansion of 
governmental authority beyond that established by R.S. 49:214.21-49:214.42, as amended; 
nor shall these guidelines be interpreted so as to require permits for specific uses legally 
commenced or established prior to the effective date of the coastal use permit program nor to 
normal maintenance or repair of such uses.  

   Response: Acknowledged 
AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 49:214.27  

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Natural Resources, Office of the Secretary, LR 6:493 
(August 1980).  
 

§703. Guidelines for Levees  
 

These guidelines are not applicable as the proposed action does not include any levee work. 
 

§705. Guidelines for Linear Facilities  

These guidelines are not applicable as the proposed action does not include construction of any 
linear facilities.  
 

§707. Guidelines for Dredged Spoil Deposition  
 

A. Spoil shall be deposited utilizing the best practical techniques to avoid disruption of water 
movement, flow, circulation, and quality.  

Response:  Concur.  The project would be a confined pump and fill process. 

B. Spoil shall be used beneficially to the maximum extent practicable to improve productivity 
or create new habitat, reduce or compensate for environmental damage done by dredging 
activities, or prevent environmental damage. Otherwise, existing spoil disposal areas or 
upland disposal shall be utilized to the maximum extent practicable rather than creating new 
disposal areas.  

Response:  Concur. The project is dredging and pumping fill to create swamp habitat. 
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C. Spoil shall not be disposed of in a manner which could result in the impounding or draining 
of wetlands or the creation of development sites unless the spoil deposition is part of an 
approved levee or land surface alteration project.  

Response:  Concur. The project is dredging and pumping fill to create swamp habitat. 

D. Spoil shall not be disposed of on marsh, known oyster or clam reefs, or in areas of 
submersed vegetation to the maximum extent practicable.  

Response:  Concur.  The shallow ponds in which material would be placed may contain 
some SAV.  However, the project would be creating nearly 2,000 acres of swamp. 

E. Spoil shall not be disposed of in such a manner as to create a hindrance to navigation or 
fishing, or hinder timber growth.  

Response:  Concur. 

F. Spoil disposal areas shall be designed and constructed and maintained using the best 
practical techniques to retain the spoil at the site, reduce turbidity, and reduce shoreline 
erosion when appropriate.  

Response:  Concur.  The project would be a confined pump and fill process to create swamp 
habitat. 

G. The alienation of state-owned property shall not result from spoil deposition activities 
without the consent of the Department of Natural Resources.  

Response:  Concur.   
AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 49:214.27.  

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Natural Resources, Office of the Secretary, LR 6:493 
(August 1980).  
 

§709. Guidelines for Shoreline Modification  
 

These guidelines are not applicable as the proposed action would not not include shoreline alteration.   
 

§711. Guidelines for Surface Alterations  
 

A. Industrial, commercial, urban, residential, and recreational uses are necessary to provide 
adequate economic growth and development. To this end, such uses will be encouraged in 
those areas of the coastal zone that are suitable for development. Those uses shall be 
consistent with the other guidelines and shall, to the maximum extent practicable, take place 
only:  

1. on lands 5 feet or more above sea level or within fast lands; or  

2. on lands which have foundation conditions sufficiently stable to support the use, and 
where flood and storm hazards are minimal or where protection from these hazards can 
be reasonably well achieved, and where the public safety would not be unreasonably 
endangered, and:  
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a. the land is already in high intensity of development use; or  

b. there is adequate supporting infrastructure; or  
c. the vicinity has a tradition of use for similar habitation or development.  

Response:  These are forested wetland creation projects and would not allow for 
Industrial, commercial, urban, or residential uses.  Hunting, hiking, bird watching etc. 
may potentially be allowed at any of the mitigation sites. 

B. Public and private works projects such as levees, drainage improvements, roads, airports, 
ports, and public utilities are necessary to protect and support needed development and shall 
be encouraged. Such projects shall, to the maximum extent practicable, take place only when:  

1. they protect or serve those areas suitable for development pursuant to §711.A; and  
2. they are consistent with the other guidelines; and  

3. they are consistent with all relevant adopted state, local, and regional plans.  

Response:  Not Applicable. These are forested wetland creation projects.  

C. Reserved.  

D. To the maximum extent practicable wetland areas shall not be drained or filled. Any 
approved drain or fill project shall be designed and constructed using best practical 
techniques to minimize present and future property damage and adverse environmental 
impacts.  

Response:  Not Applicable.  These are forested wetland creation projects from agricultural land 
or shallow open water. 

A. Coastal water dependent uses shall be given special consideration in permitting because of 
their reduced choice of alternatives.  

Response:  Concur.  The swamp impacts that are being mitigated are coastal zone impacts 
and therefore must be mitigated within the coastal zone.  Although the Pine Island project 
would not be constructed within coastal water, it would be dependent on the tidal 
connectivity to coastal water.  

B. Areas modified by surface alteration activities shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be 
revegetated, refilled, cleaned, and restored to their predevelopment condition upon 
termination of the use.  

Response:  concur. These are forested wetland creation projects. 

C. Site clearing shall to the maximum extent practicable be limited to those areas immediately 
required for physical development.  
Response:  Concur.   

D. Surface alterations shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be located away from critical 
wildlife areas and vegetation areas. Alterations in wildlife preserves and management areas 
shall be conducted in strict accord with the requirements of the wildlife management body.  
Response:  Concur. 
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E. Surface alterations which have high adverse impacts on natural functions shall not occur, to 
the maximum extent practicable, on barrier islands and beaches, isolated cheniers, isolated 
natural ridges or levees, or in wildlife and aquatic species breeding or spawning areas, or in 
important migratory routes.  
Response:  Concur. 

F. The creation of low dissolved oxygen conditions in the water or traps for heavy metals shall 
be avoided to the maximum extent practicable.  

Response:  Concur.  The borrow pit for the Pine Island project was designed to avoid low 
dissolved oxygen conditions. 

G. Surface mining and shell dredging shall be carried out utilizing the best practical techniques 
to minimize adverse environmental impacts.  

Response:  Not Applicable  

H. The creation of underwater obstructions which adversely affect fishing or navigation shall 
be avoided to the maximum extent practicable.  

Response:  Not Applicable 

I. Surface alteration sites and facilities shall be designed, constructed, and operated using the 
best practical techniques to prevent the release of pollutants or toxic substances into the 
environment and minimize other adverse impacts.  

Response:  Concur 

J. To the maximum extent practicable only material that is free of contaminants and 
compatible with the environmental setting shall be used as fill.  

Response:  Concur. A 404(b)(1) has been prepared and a Water Quality Certification request 
has been submitted. 

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 49:214.27. 

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Natural Resources, Office of the Secretary, LR 6:493 
(August 1980).  
 

§713. Guidelines for Hydrologic and Sediment Transport Modifications  
 

A. The controlled diversion of sediment-laden waters to initiate new cycles of marsh building 
and sediment nourishment shall be encouraged and utilized whenever such diversion will 
enhance the viability and productivity of the outfall area. Such diversions shall incorporate a 
plan for monitoring and reduction and/or amelioration of the effects of pollutants present in 
the freshwater source.  

Response:  Not applicable.  The only sediment transport that would occur with this project is 
a pump and fill. 

B. Sediment deposition systems may be used to offset land loss, to create or restore wetland 
areas or enhance building characteristics of a development site. Such systems shall only be 
utilized as part of an approved plan. Sediment from these systems shall only be discharged 
in the area where the proposed use is to be accomplished.  
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Response: Not applicable.  The only sediment transport that would occur with this project is 
a pump and fill. 

C. Undesirable deposition of sediments in sensitive habitat or navigation areas shall be avoided 
through the use of the best preventive techniques.  

Response:  Concur.  Sediment would be deposited in shallow ponds adjacent to Lake 
Pontchartrain and surrounding wetlands. 

D. The diversion of freshwater through siphons and controlled conduits and channels, and 
overland flow to offset saltwater intrusion and to introduce nutrients into wetlands shall be 
encouraged and utilized whenever such diversion will enhance the viability and productivity 
of the outfall area. Such diversions shall incorporate a plan for monitoring and reduction 
and/or amelioration of the effects of pollutants present in the freshwater source.  

Response: Not applicable.  The only sediment transport that would occur with this project is 
a pump and fill. 

E. Water or marsh management plans shall result in an overall benefit to the productivity of the 
area.  

Response: Not applicable.  This is not a water or marsh management project 

F. Water control structures shall be assessed separately based on their individual merits and 
impacts and in relation to their overall water or marsh management plan of which they are a 
part.  

Response: Not applicable.  This project does not include water control stuctures 

G. Weirs and similar water control structures shall be designed and built using the best practical 
techniques to prevent "cut arounds," permit tidal exchange in tidal areas, and minimize 
obstruction of the migration of aquatic organisms.  

Response:  Concur.  This project would restore connectivity to the created forested wetland. 

H. Impoundments which prevent normal tidal exchange and/or the migration of aquatic 
organisms shall not be constructed in brackish and saline areas to the maximum extent 
practicable.  

Response: Not applicable.  The project is not located within brackish or saline systems  

I. Withdrawal of surface and ground water shall not result in saltwater intrusion or land 
subsidence to the maximum extent practicable.  
Response: Not applicable. 

 

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 49:214.27.  

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Natural Resources, Office of the Secretary, LR 6:493 
(August 1980).  
 

§715. Guidelines for Disposal of Wastes  
 

The proposed action would not involve the disposal of wastes and, therefore, these guidelines are not 
applicable. 
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§717. Guidelines for Uses that Result in the Alteration of Waters Draining into Coastal 
Waters  
 

These guidelines are not applicable as the proposed action would not involve the alteration of waters 
draining into coastal water. 

§719. Guidelines for Oil, Gas, and Other Mineral Activities  
The proposed action would not involve oil, gas, and other mineral activities and, therefore, these guidelines 
are not applicable 

OTHER STATE POLICIES INCORPORATED INTO THE PROGRAM 

 Section 213.8A of Act 361 directs the Secretary of DOTD, in developing the LCRP, to include all 
applicable legal and management provisions that affect the coastal zone or are necessary to achieve the 
purposes of Act 361 or to implement the guidelines effectively. It states: 

 The Secretary shall develop the overall state coastal management program consisting of all applicable 
constitutional provisions, laws and regulations of this state which affect the coastal zone in accordance with 
the provisions of this Part and shall include within the program such other applicable constitutional or 
statutory provisions, or other regulatory or management programs or activities as may be necessary to 
achieve the purposes of this Part or necessary to implement the guidelines hereinafter set forth. 

 The constitutional provisions and other statutory provisions, regulations, and management and 
regulatory programs incorporated into the LCRP are identified and described in Appendix 1. A description of 
how these other authorities are integrated into the LCRP and coordinated during program implementation is 
presented in Chapter IV. Since all of these policies are incorporated into the LCRP, federal agencies must 
ensure that their proposed actions are consistent with these policies as well as the coastal use guidelines 
(CZMA, Section 307). 

CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION 

 This Coastal Zone Consistency determination has been completed on the mitigation for the BBA 
Construction Projects to mitigate impacts to 99 AAHUs of BLH-Wet habitat and 1,504 AAHUs of swamp 
habitat.  The TSA would restore up to approximately 2,169 acres of BLH-Wet habitat and 4,694 acres of 
swamp and reconnect approximately 5,159 acres with the coastal zone. Since the impacts from constructing 
any permitted bank have been assessed through NEPA compliance achieved during the Regulatory 
permitting process no new direct, indirect or cumulative impacts to significant resources in the coastal zone 
would be incurred from that project.   

 Based on this evaluation, the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District, has determined that 
the implementation of the proposed action is consistent, to the maximum extent practicable, with the State of 
Louisiana's Coastal Resources Program. 



PROJECT: BBA Mitigation, St. John BLH-Wet Creation, St. John the Baptist 
Parish, Louisiana 

GENERAL SOW:  

The work consists of proposed mitigation site that is composed of BLH (wet) creation, 
up to approximately 94.7 acres located at existing agricultural fields north of the 
Mississippi River between US-61 (Airline Highway) and Route LA-637 northwest of the 
unincorporated community of Reserve in St. John the Baptiste Parish.  Work will include 
minor grading to ensure positive drainage, degrading of existing unpaved roads, 
harrowing soil to receive planting, and planting of canopy and mid-story plant species 
required to establish BLH habitat as stated herein.  The proposed BLH area is 
continuous with no breaks. 

PROPOSED PLANTING: 

Assuming project BLH area: 

BLH Canopy: Approximately 51,565 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 

BLH Mid-story: Approximately 12,985 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 

Assume BLH canopy plants species will be installed on an 8ft by 10ft grid. 

Assume BLH mid-story plants species will be installed on a 16ft by  
20ft grid. 

Existing agriculture rows will be harrowed and graded for proper drainage prior to 
planting.  To maximized water flow into the site, any existing dikes/berms within the 
property boundary which prevent water flow into the site will be degraded as long as this 
effort does not harm or adversely affect outside properties/water sources. 

Mowing poles, timber post, 6’ above grade will be installed on each planted row every 
50’ to 100’ to guide mowing operations. 

DEGRADE AREAS: 

The entire site will be degraded a depth of approximately 1.0 ft. to obtain proper 
hydrology for BLH habitat.   

BLH - Area 1: Degrade approximately 152,785 CY. 

Degrade material will be hauled off site to a contractor-provided disposal area, assume 
a 15 mile one-way haul distance. 



DEMOLISHION: 

No existing structures within the mitigation site.  Existing unpaved roads to be 
degraded. 

DURATION:   

The estimated construction duration for this project is 280 calendar days. 

SITE ACCESS: 

Access to the project work limits will be as follows: 

From the north use us-61 (w airline highway) and take either West  10th street (Route 
LA-637) or Rosenwald Street).  Both roads lead to an unpaved road that runs around 
the western and southern perimeter of the site and intersects with another unpaved 
road that runs through the middle of the site. 

From the south use Route LA-44 to West 10th Street and enter the site using the 
unpaved road mentioned above. 

STAGING:   

Staging area(s) will only be permitted within the shown BLH area indicated on the 
attached drawings.  The Contractor shall determine where within the BLH area limits to 
place staging and laydown areas suitable for the Contractor’s means and methods to 
meet the required project period of performance.  All staging area(s) shall be submitted 
for Government approval.  The Contractor shall be permitted to place crush stone 
paving for parking and laydown areas along with a temporary construction trailers.  No 
utilities will be provided by the Government, and the Contractor shall obtain all 
permissions and permits for utilities.  All trailers, crushed stone paving, and temporary 
utilities shall be removed and restored to original site conditions prior to leaving the 
project site. 

EQUIPMENT:  

Equipment to be used for the respective work is assumed as follows: 

Degrading:  Up to D8 bulldozers, front loaders, off road and on road dump trucks. 

Demolition: Backhoes with grapple and hammer attachments, bulldozer, front loaders, 
and on/off road dump trucks.  

Planting Preparation: Tractor with harrow, bulldozers, and backhoe. 



Planting: Pickup trucks and/or ATVs, skid loader with auger, and 2,000 to 4,000 gallon 
water trucks. 





PROJECT: BBA Mitigation, Albania South BLH-Wet and Swamp Creation, St. Mary 
Parish, Louisiana 

 
GENERAL SOW:  
 
The work consists of proposed mitigation sites that are composed of swamp creation, 
up to approximately 81.0 acres, and BLH (wet) creation up to approximately 110.7 acres 
located at existing agricultural fields on Bayou Teche and east of the town of Jeanerette 
in St. Mary Parish.  Work will include minor grading to ensure positive drainage, 
degrading of existing unpaved roads, harrowing soil to receive planting, and planting of 
canopy and mid-story plant species required to establish BLH and swamp habitat as 
stated herein.  The proposed BLH and Swamp areas for this project are broken up into 
areas as follows: 
 

BLH – Area 1:  110.73 AC 
Swamp – Area 1:  81.04 AC 

 
PROPOSED PLANTING: 
 
Assuming project totals all areas of swamp and BLH: 
 

Swamp Canopy: Approximately 44,170 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 
 

Swamp Mid-story: Approximately 11,025 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 
 

BLH Canopy: Approximately 30,350 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 
 

BLH Mid-story: Approximately 15,060 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 
 
Assume both swamp and BLH canopy plants species will be installed on an 8ft by 10ft 
grid. 
 
Assume both swamp and BLH mid-story plants species will be installed on a 16ft by  
20ft grid. 
 
Existing agriculture rows will be harrowed and graded for proper drainage prior to 
planting.  In general, the overall existing drainage/hydraulic conveyance on site will 
remain as is. 
 
Mowing poles, timber post, 6’ above grade will be installed on each planted row every 
50’ to 100’ to guide mowing operations. 
 
DEGRADE AREAS: 
 
All BLH areas will be degraded to a depth of 0.5 ft. – 1.0 ft. to obtain proper hydrology 
for BLH habitat.  Quantities listed are assuming 1.0 ft. degrading. 



 
BLH - Area 1: Degrade approximately 178,645 CY. 

 
Degrade material will be used to fill existing canals throughout the site.  All remaining 
degraded material will be hauled off-site at a Contractor provided disposal area, assume 
15 mile one way haul.  Truck washing rack(s) will be required prior to entrance of public 
roads.   
 
DEMOLITION: 
 
No existing structures appear to be present within the mitigation areas. 
 
DURATION:   
 
The estimated construction duration for this project is 90 calendar days. 
p 
SITE ACCESS: 
 
Access to the project work limits will be as follows: 
 

Swamp – Area 1 and BLH Area 1:  From the south, use route us-90 to Pepper 
Road and onto Albania Road.  There is also a dirt road off US-90 that run along 
the entire east side of the site. 
 
From the north, use Route LA-182 to either the dirt road along the east side of 
the site or to Albania Road.  Several existing unpaved roads intersect Albania 
road and the eastern road and run throughout the site.   

 
STAGING:   
 
Staging area(s) will only be permitted within the shown BLH or Swamp Areas indicated 
on the attached drawings.  The Contractor shall determine where within the BLH or 
Swamp Area limits to place staging and laydown areas suitable for the Contractor’s 
means and methods to meet the required project period of performance.  All staging 
area(s) shall be submitted for Government approval.  The Contractor shall be permitted 
to place crush stone paving for parking and laydown areas along with a temporary 
construction trailers.  No utilities will be provided by the Government, and the Contractor 
shall obtain all permissions and permits for utilities.  All trailers, crushed stone paving, 
and temporary utilities shall be removed and restored to original site conditions prior to 
leaving the project site. 
 
EQUIPMENT:  
 
Equipment to be used for the respective work is assumed as follows: 
 
Degrading:  Up to D8 bulldozers, front loaders, off road and on road dump trucks. 



Planting Preparation: Tractor with harrow, bulldozers, and backhoe. 
 
Planting: Pickup trucks and/or ATVs, skid loader with auger, and 2,000 to 4,000 gallon 
water trucks. 





PROJECT: BBA Mitigation, Albania North BLH-Wet and Swamp Creation, St. Mary 
Parish, Louisiana 

 
GENERAL SOW:  
 
The work consists of proposed mitigation sites that are composed of swamp creation, 
up to approximately 632.7 acres, and BLH (wet) creation up to approximately 331.4 
acres located at existing agricultural fields on Bayou Teche and north of the town of 
Jeanerette in St. Mary Parish.  The western edge of the site borders Iberia Parish.  
Work will include demolition of some structures, minor grading to ensure positive 
drainage, degrading of existing unpaved roads, harrowing soil to receive planting, and 
planting of canopy and mid-story plant species required to establish BLH and swamp 
habitat as stated herein.  The proposed BLH and Swamp areas for this project are 
broken up into multiple smaller areas as follows: 
 

BLH – Area 1: 284.67 AC 
BLH – Area 2: 46.69 AC 
Swamp – Area 1: 234.07 AC 
Swamp – Area 2: 138.23 AC 
Swamp – Area 3: 260.38 AC 

 
PROPOSED PLANTING: 
 
Assuming project totals all areas of swamp and BLH: 
 

Swamp Canopy: Approximately 344,815 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 
 

Swamp Mid-story: Approximately 86,045 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 
 

BLH Canopy: Approximately 180,595 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 
 

BLH Mid-story: Approximately 45,065 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 
 
Assume both swamp and BLH canopy plants species will be installed on an 8ft by 10ft 
grid. 
 
Assume both swamp and BLH mid-story plants species will be installed on a 16ft by  
20ft grid. 
 
Existing agriculture rows will be harrowed and graded for proper drainage prior to 
planting.  In general, the overall existing drainage/hydraulic conveyance on site will 
remain as is. 
 
Mowing poles, timber post, 6’ above grade will be installed on each planted row every 
50’ to 100’ to guide mowing operations. 
 



DEGRADE AREAS: 
 
All BLH areas will be degraded to a depth of 0.5 ft. to obtain proper hydrology for BLH 
habitat.   
 

BLH - Area 1: Degrade approximately 229,635 CY. 
 

BLH - Area 2: Degrade approximately 37,665 CY. 
 
Degrade material will be used to fill existing canals throughout the site.  All remaining 
degraded material will be hauled off-site at a Contractor provided disposal area, assume 
15 mile one way haul.  Truck washing rack(s) will be required prior to entrance of public 
roads.   
 
DEMOLITION: 
 
Existing structures at the proposed staging area in Swamp – Area 3 may be required to 
be demolished.  All demolished materials will be hauled off by the contractor to a 
government approved disposal area. 
 
DURATION:   
 
The estimated construction duration for this project is 365 calendar days. 
 
SITE ACCESS: 
 
Access to the project work limits will be as follows: 
 

Swamp – Area 1 & 2, and BLH Area 1:  Existing road Justa Street via Route LA-
84 from the south end of the site.  Several unpaved roads which run throughout 
the areas can be used until planting reaches these roads.  Unpaved roads will 
then be degraded and dressed prior to planting. 

 
Swamp – Area 3, and BLH – Area 2: Existing road Carpenter Street via Route 
LA-84 from the south and becomes Lake Palourde Street at the north end of the 
site.  Existing unpaved roads which run throughout the areas can be used until 
planting reaches these roads.  Unpaved roads will then be degraded and 
dressed prior to planting. 

 
Carpenter Street will be preserved and be used for future monitoring and maintenance 
operations. 
 
STAGING:   
 
Staging area(s) will only be permitted within the shown BLH or Swamp Areas indicated 
on the attached drawings.  The Contractor shall determine where within the BLH or 



Swamp Area limits to place staging and laydown areas suitable for the Contractor’s 
means and methods to meet the required project period of performance.  All staging 
area(s) shall be submitted for Government approval.  The Contractor shall be permitted 
to place crush stone paving for parking and laydown areas along with a temporary 
construction trailers.  No utilities will be provided by the Government, and the Contractor 
shall obtain all permissions and permits for utilities.  All trailers, crushed stone paving, 
and temporary utilities shall be removed and restored to original site conditions prior to 
leaving the project site. 
 
EQUIPMENT:  
 
Equipment to be used for the respective work is assumed as follows: 
 
Degrading:  Up to D8 bulldozers, front loaders, off road and on road dump trucks. 
 
Demolition: Backhoes with grapple and hammer attachments, bulldozer, front loaders, 
and on/off road dump trucks.  
 
Planting Preparation: Tractor with harrow, bulldozers, and backhoe. 
 
Planting: Pickup trucks and/or ATVs, skid loader with auger, and 2,000 to 4,000 gallon 
water trucks. 





PROJECT: BBA Mitigation, Pine Island Swamp Creation, St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana 

 
GENERAL SOW:  
 
The proposed project involves creation of up to a total of approximately 1,965 acres of 
swamp habitat over eight separate mitigation areas as compensatory mitigation for 
some of the swamp impacts resulting from construction of BBA projects.  The swamp 
creation areas (mitigation areas) would be located in open water areas around Milton 
Island on the north shore of Lake Pontchartrain.  This site is located southwest of the 
town of Madisonville adjacent to the Tchefuncte River in St. Tammany Parish.  
 
Required earthwork prior to dredging would first consist of containment dike 
construction or rehabilitation around the perimeter of each of the eight mitigation areas.  
The crest elevation of these dikes would be approximately 5.0 feet NAVD88 and each 
dike would have a 5-ft wide crown.  Existing material within each mitigation area would 
be used to construct or rehabilitate the containment dikes.  Temporary submerged 
pipelines would be placed on the bottom of the canals that run between the mitigation 
areas as well as underneath the roads separating them as indicated on the attached 
drawing.  Following dike construction and installation of the temporary pipelines, a 
cutterhead dredge would hydraulically place material (sediment) from within the borrow 
area indicated on the attached drawing into the mitigation areas using the shown 
pipeline routes.  After filling the mitigation areas is complete, a one-year settlement 
period would pass prior to dike degrading the containment dikes and planting the 
mitigation areas.  The temporary pipelines would be removed after pumping of dredged 
materials into the mitigation areas is complete. 
 
Earthwork would also include building a permanent shoreline protection rip-rap feature 
along an approximately 2,420-ft stretch of Lake Pontchartrain shoreline adjacent to 
Mitigation Area 7 which will be underlain with separator geotextile fabric. 
 
After the end of the fill settlement period in the 8 mitigation areas and after the 
containment dikes are degraded to match the average fill elevation in each mitigation 
area, native canopy and midstory plants typical of swamp habitats would be installed in 
mitigation Areas 1 – 8 . 
 
The approximate maximum planted acreage within the proposed mitigation areas would 
be as follows: 
 

Mitigation Area  Area (Acres) 

Area 1  218 
Area 2  262 
Area 3  524 
Area 4  226 



Pine Island Mitigation Site 

2 

Mitigation Area  Area (Acres) 

Area 5  72 
Area 6  337 
Area 7  142 
Area 8  184 
Total  1,965 

 
PROPOSED PLANTING: 
 
Assumed total plantings within the swamp mitigation areas (approximate): 
 

Mitigation Area  Canopy Seedlings  Midstory Seedlings 

Area 1  118,810  29,648 
Area 2  142,790  35,632 
Area 3  285,580  71,264 
Area 4  123,170  30,736 
Area 5  39,240  9,792 
Area 6  183,665  45,832 
Area 7  77,390  19,312 
Area 8  100,280  25,024 

Total  1,070,925  267,240 

 
Assume swamp canopy plant species would be installed on an 8ft by 10ft grid (545 
seedlings per acre) 
 
Assume swamp midstory plant species would be installed on a 16ft by 20ft grid (136 
seedlings per acre) 
 
Mowing poles (PVC pipes extending roughly 6 feet above grade) would be installed on 
each planted row every 50’ to 100’ to guide mowing operations. 
 
 
Dike Construction/Rehabilitation: 
 
Total perimeter retention would be required to retain dredged material and to allow for 
vertical accretion.  The total length of each mitigation area which would require dike 
construction, rehabilitation, or lifting would be as follows:   
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Mitigation Area  Perimeter (ft) 

Area 1  14,925 
Area 2  22,366 
Area 3  22,132 
Area 4  19,090 
Area 5  9,050 
Area 6  16,948 
Area 7  12,343 
Area 8  30,628 
Total  147,482 

 
Any existing features such as existing perimeter dikes, access roads, and or ridges 
would be used for retention of dredged material.  If dike rehabilitation is required, 
material for dike maintenance would come from within the proposed footprint of the 
swamp sites. 
 
Existing dikes would be used to the extent practical.  The retention dikes would be 
constructed to elevation 5.0 feet NAVD88, with a 5’-wide crown to assure dike integrity.  
The borrow ditch in each mitigation area used to obtain material for the retention 
(containment) dikes would be offset a minimum of 40’ from each dike to assure dike 
stability.  The borrow ditches would be on the interior side of the dikes (e.g. within the 
limits of the mitigation areas).`` 
 
Plugs would be left in the borrow ditch at 1,000- foot intervals to minimize water flow 
and material loss during pumping operations. Spill boxes and/or weirs would be 
constructed at locations along the northern and western retention dikes as necessary to 
allow for effluent water release from within the swamp creation areas for approximately 
one year after construction, when the perimeter dikes are breached and degraded. If 
deemed necessary by the construction contractor, a low-level interior weir or baffle 
dikes would be constructed to assist in vertical stacking of dredged material. The gaps 
would be spaced with care being taken to locate gaps at existing natural bayous, 
canals, or other openings. The gaps would require a 25-foot bottom at approximately 
elevation 0.0 feet NAVD88 (lower limit of existing nearby marsh platform) to assure 
water interchange with the existing marsh. 
 
Rip-Rap Construction: 
 
On the Lake Pontchartrain shoreline of Mitigation Area 7, a 2,240-ft long stretch of 
shoreline covering approximately 0.93 acres would be reinforced with a stone bank rip-
rap.  This rip-rap would be two feet thick and be placed on the graded shoreline from 
elevation 0’ up to elevation 4.5’.  This two-foot thick rip-rap would be underlain with a 
200 pound separator geotextile fabric.  Total estimated geotextile fabric quantity for this 
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rip-rap construction is 4,575 square yards and the estimated stone quantity is 5,700 
tons or 2,940 cubic yards. 

Dredging: 

A hydraulic cutterhead dredge would be used to pump approximately 16.4 million cubic 
yards of material via a pipeline from the proposed borrow site in Lake Pontchartrain to 
the swamp creation sites. Initial elevation for dredge fill within each mitigation area 
would be to approximate elevation 2.5 feet NAVD88, with the goal of ultimately resulting 
in a final target swamp elevation of approximately 2.0 feet.  The maximum allowable 
dredging depth within the borrow site would be -19 feet NAVD88 plus a 1-foot allowable 
overdepth to account for inaccuracies in the dredging process. 

Three 75-ft corridors are indicated on the drawing and run from the borrow site into 
Mitigation Areas 4 and 7 have been established to place subline for pumping material 
from the proposed borrow site to the mitigation areas.  The first pipeline corridor runs 
down the middle of the entrance channel to the east of Milton Island and to the east of 
an area indicated to be a shell reef site.  All activities related to this proposed work 
would avoid this area.  All pipeline corridors would be placed and located in a manner 
which does not impact existing wetlands. 

The estimated quantities required to achieve the initial target fill elevation of 2.5ft 
NAVD88 within the eight mitigation areas are as follows: 

Mitigation Area  Fill Quantity (Cubic Yards) 

Area 1  1,809,900 
Area 2  2,205,053 
Area 3  4,257,765 
Area 4  1,900,702 
Area 5  625,541 
Area 6  2,756,592 
Area 7  1,196,595 
Area 8  1,649,163 
Total  16,401,310 

DURATION:   

Per the PDT, the assumed start date for construction is 1 June 2020.  Necessary dike 
construction and initial pumping of sediment into the mitigation areas would be 
completed around June 2021.  After a year-long settlement period, degrading of dike 
would begin in June 2022 and be completed no sooner than March 2023.  Initial 
planting activities would likely be conducted in November 2023 through mid-March 
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2024.  Notice of Construction Completion (NCC) would be issued soon after completion 
of the initial planting event. 
 
Monitoring to determine success of the initial plantings would likely occur in October 
2024 with the report submitted in December 2024.  If this monitoring showed success 
criteria had been satisfied, a second monitoring event would likely occur in October 
2025 with the report submitted in December 2025.  Assuming this latter report showed 
applicable success criteria had been satisfied, the overall project would be turned over 
to the Non-Federal Sponsor in approximately March 2026. 
 
SITE ACCESS: 
 
Access to the project site would be as follows: 
 
From the north, Guste Island Road runs between Areas 1 and 8.  This road then splits 
into Grand Rue Port Louis Road which runs between Areas 4, 5, and 7.  South Chenier 
Drive runs between Area 2 and Area 3.  Access to the mitigation areas can also be 
made via the many canals that run between all the areas.   
 
STAGING:   
 
Staging of equipment for initial dike construction activities and riprap construction would 
be via barge(s) on or near the Lake Pontchartrain shoreline as indicated on the attached 
drawing.  The proposed staging areas would first be submitted for Government 
approval.  Staging of materials for the initial planting event would be within the 
mitigation areas themselves most likely.  
 
MAINTENANCE/MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES: 
 
After completion of all dike construction, dredge pumping, and soil preparation activities 
but prior to initial plantings, herbicides may be applied to the mitigation areas to help 
control invasive and nuisance plant species.  Mowing may also be performed in the 
mitigation area during this time period.  After the mitigation area is initially planted and 
before the success of these plantings is evaluated (monitored), herbicide applications 
and/or mowing may also occur to help suppress undesirable vegetation.  Throughout 
this period, access/maintenance roads would be maintained as necessary as would be 
any new drainage features established. 
 
The first monitoring event would occur in the fall of the year of the initial plantings.  This 
report could show additional plantings are needed or it may not.  Regardless, various 
mowing events and herbicide application events would take place during the period 
from the first monitoring event to the second monitoring event performed the next year.  
It is assumed that the second monitoring event would show success criteria for the 
plantings had been achieved as were success criteria about control of invasive and 
nuisance plants.  It is also assumed this monitoring event would show the success 
criterion established for the final soil surface elevation in the mitigation areas had been 
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achieved. In this case, the Non-Federal Sponsor would take over the project including 
all management and maintenance work. 
 
EQUIPMENT:  
 
Equipment to be used for the respective work is assumed as follows: 
 
Dike Construction:  Excavators, marsh buggies, airboats 
 
Dredge Pumping:  Cutterhead dredge, tugs, crewboats, pipeline (steel, and rubber), 
derricks, barges, up to D-8 dozers, excavators, front-end loaders, marsh buggies, 
airboats, marsh masters 
 
Rip-rap Construction:  Excavators, scows, barges, up to D-8 dozers, front-end wheel 
loaders, marsh buggies 
 
Planting Preparation: Tractor with harrow and scarifier, bulldozers, and backhoe. 
 
Planting: Pickup trucks, ATVs and/or UTVs, and marsh buggies. 



Mitigation Area Canopy Midstory
Area 1 118,810 29,648
Area 2 142,790 35,632
Area 3 285,580 71,264
Area 4 123,170 30,736
Area 5 39,240 9,792
Area 6 183,665 45,832
Area 7 77,390 19,312
Area 8 100,280 25,024
Total 1,070,925 267,240

Mitigation Area Fill Quantity (Cubic Yards)
Area 1 1,809,900
Area 2 2,205,053
Area 3 4,257,765
Area 4 1,900,702
Area 5 625,541
Area 6 2,756,592
Area 7 1,196,595
Area 8 1,649,163
Total 16,401,310





PROJECT: BBA Mitigation, Joyce WMA Swamp Enhancement, Tangipahoa 
Parish, Louisiana 

 
GENERAL SOW:  
 
The proposed project involves enhancement of a total of approximately 1,124 acres of 
existing swamp habitat within the Joyce Wildlife Management Area (WMA) mitigation 
site on the north shore of Lake Pontchartrain. The mitigation site is an estimated 8 miles 
southeast of Ponchatoula, LA and is situated east of Interstate 55 in Tangipahoa Parish.   
 
Work will include planting of native canopy and midstory plant species required to 
enhance swamp habitat as stated herein.  The proposed swamp enhancement for this 
project is broken into three separate mitigation areas as follows: 
 

Mitigation Area ID Acres 
J1 550 
J2 195 
J3 380 

Total 1,125 
 
PROPOSED PLANTING: 
 
Assumed total planting required within the mitigation areas are provided below: 
 

Mitigation Area Canopy Seedlings Midstory Seedlings 
J1 143,748 35,937 
J2 63,707 15,927 
J3 132,422 33,106 

Totals 339,877 84,969 
 
Assume swamp canopy plants species will be installed on a 10ft by 10ft grid. 
 
Assume swamp midstory plants species will be installed on a 20ft by 20ft grid. 
 
The existing density of canopy and midstory plant species in each mitigation area is 
quite variable and relatively sparse in many places.  The enhancement objectives for 
the 3 swamp enhancement areas (mitigation areas) is to achieve an average density of 
at least 250 living native swamp canopy species and an average density of at least 80 
living native swamp midstory species per acre.   Native swamp and midstory plants 
would be installed among the existing canopy and midstory plants to help achieve these 
objectives. 
 
Canopy species would be installed to obtain an initial average density of approximately 
435 trees per acre in planted areas.  Midstory species would be installed to obtain an 
initial average density of approximately 109 midstory species per acre in planted areas.  



The canopy species would be installed on 10-foot centers, while the midstory species 
would be installed on 20-foot centers.  These represent the typical spacing of plants, but 
this spacing would be adjusted as necessary to account for and not conflict with existing 
living canopy and midstory plants.  All plants to be installed would be 1 gallon stock.  All 
plantings would be protected by predation guards. 
 
DEGRADE AREAS: 
 
No degrading would be required as planting would occur in existing swamp. 
 
DEMOLISHION: 
 
No existing structures appear to be located within the proposed mitigation areas, thus 
no demolition is anticipated.  
 
DURATION:   
 
Per PDT, the assumed start date for construction is 1 June 2020.  Initial planting 
activities would likely begin in November 2022 and be completed at the end of March 
2023.  Notice of Construction Completion (NCC) would be issued soon after completion 
of the initial planting event. 
 
Monitoring to determine success of the initial plantings would likely occur in October 
2023 with the report submitted in December 2023.  If this monitoring showed success 
criteria had been satisfied, a second monitoring event would likely occur in October 
2024 with the report submitted in December 2024.  Assuming this latter report showed 
applicable success criteria had been satisfied, the overall project would be turned over 
to the Non-Federal Sponsor in January 2025. 
 
SITE ACCESS: 
 
Access to the project work limits is to be determined. 
 
STAGING:   
 
Staging area(s) for the proposed mitigation area is to be determined. 
 
MAINTENANCE/MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES: 
 
The first monitoring event would occur in the fall of the year of the initial plantings.  This 
report could show additional plantings are needed or it may not.  Regardless, various 
mowing events and herbicide application events would take place during the period 
from the first monitoring event to the second monitoring event.  It is assumed that the 
second monitoring event would show success criteria for the plantings had been 
achieved as were success criteria about control of invasive and nuisance plants.  In this 



case, the Non-Federal Sponsor would take over the project including all management 
and maintenance work. 
 
EQUIPMENT:  
 
Equipment to be used for the respective work is assumed as follows: 
 
Planting: Air boats, diesel-engine boats, small barges, ATVs, UTVs, and marsh buggies 



Mitigation Area Canopy Midstory
J1 143,748 35,937
J2 63,707 15,927
J3 132,422 33,106

Total 339,877 84,970



PROJECT: BBA Mitigation, Cote Blanche BLH-Wet Creation, St. Mary Parish, 
Louisiana 

 
GENERAL SOW:  
 
The work consists of proposed mitigation site that is composed of BLH (wet) creation, 
up to approximately 176.5 acres and Swamp creation, up to approximately 269.6 acres 
located at existing agricultural fields north of the Intracoastal Waterway and an 
estimated 5 miles west of the town of Glencoe, LA in St. Mary Parish.  The mitigation 
site is separated by Route LA-83 along with multiple dirt roads. Work will include 
grading to ensure positive drainage, degrading of existing unpaved roads, harrowing 
soil to receive planting, and planting of canopy and midstory plant species required to 
establish BLH and swamp habitat as stated herein.   
 
Work would primarily include removal of the upper 0.5 feet and 1.0 feet of soil within the 
mitigation areas to establish an appropriate hydroperiod for BLH-Wet plant species, 
harrowing soil to receive plantings, and planting of native canopy and midstory species 
required to establish BLH-Wet and swamp habitat as stated herein.  The proposed BLH-
Wet and swamp creation for this project is broken into separate areas as follows: 
 

BLH – Area 1:        5.8 AC 
BLH – Area 2:        0.6 AC 
BLH – Area 3:      47.2 AC 
BLH – Area 4:        5.2 AC 
BLH – Area 5:      12.9 AC 
BLH – Area 6:      27.6 AC 
BLH – Area 7:      49.4 AC 
BLH – Area 8:      19.0 AC 
BLH – Area 9:        8.9 AC 
Total BLH-Wet:  176.5 AC 
 
Swamp – Area 1:    20.8 AC 
Swamp – Area 2:  195.4 AC 
Swamp – Area 3:    53.4 AC 
Total Swamp:        269.6 AC     
 

Note that the total acreage of BLH-Wet and swamp creation indicated above would be 
reduced by the Contractor’s staging area and possibly by additional dirt roadways within 
the BLH-Wet and swamp creation area (mitigation area) established for access and 
maintenance purposes. 
 
PROPOSED PLANTING: 
 
Assuming project BLH and swamp area: 
 

BLH Canopy: Approximately 92,216 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 



BLH Midstory: Approximately 21,010 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 
 

Swamp Canopy: Approximately 146,906 seedlings. (545 seedlings per acre) 
Swamp Midstory: Approximately 36,659 seedlings. (136 seedlings per acre) 

 
Assume BLH and swamp canopy plants species will be installed on an 8ft by 10ft grid. 
 
Assume BLH and swamp midstory plants species will be installed on a 16ft by 20ft grid. 
 
To maximize water flow into the site, any existing dikes/berms within the property 
boundary which prevent water flow into the site would be degraded as long as this effort 
does not harm or adversely affect outside properties/water sources.  Any existing 
drainage features (drainage ditches, etc.) within or adjacent to the mitigation areas and 
within the property boundary would likely be removed to help assure appropriate site 
hydrology. 
 
Mowing poles (PVC pipes extending roughly 6 feet above grade) would be installed on 
each planted row every 50’ to 100’ to guide mowing operations. 
 
DEGRADE AREAS: 
 
Degrading would be required to help ensure satisfactory hydrology/hydroperiod for BLH-
Wet habitat.  All of BLH - Area 1, 2, 4, and 5 would need to be degraded to a depth of 
approximately 1.0ft.  All of BLH- Area 6 and 8 would need to be degraded to 
approximately 0.5ft.  BLH - Area 7 would need to be degraded to approximately 0.5ft 
with the exception of the area indicated which shows no degrading would be required.  
BLH - Area 9 would not require degrading.  There is a possibility BLH - Area 6, 7, and 8 
would need to be degraded to a depth approximately 1.0ft but further tests would need 
to be conducted.  No degrading would be required for swamp habitat to help ensure 
satisfactory hydrology/hydroperiod. 
 
Degraded material would be hauled off site to a contractor provided disposal area.  
Assume a 15 mile on-way haul distance. 
 
BLH - Area 1:  Degrade Approximately:     9,434 CY. 
BLH - Area 2:  Degrade Approximately:     1,016 CY. 
BLH - Area 3:  Degrade Approximately:   76,084 CY. 
BLH - Area 4:  Degrade Approximately:     8,399 CY. 
BLH - Area 5:  Degrade Approximately:   20,831 CY. 
BLH - Area 6:  Degrade Approximately:   22,230 CY. 
BLH - Area 7:  Degrade Approximately:     4,536 CY. 
BLH - Area 8:  Degrade Approximately:   15,309 CY. 
 
Total Degrade Approximately:   157,839 CY. 
 
DEMOLISHION: 



 
No existing structures appear to be located within the BLH-Wet and swamp creation 
area (mitigation area).  
 
DURATION:   
 
Per PDT, the assumed start date for construction is 1 June 2020.  Necessary harrowing 
and related activities would likely start around early August 2020 and last approximately 
220 days.  Initial planting activities would likely begin in December 2021 while the plants 
are dormant and last approximately 56 days.  Notice of Construction Completion (NCC) 
would be issued soon after completion of the initial planting event. 
 
Monitoring to determine success of the initial plantings would likely occur in October 
2022 with the report submitted in December 2022.  If this monitoring showed success 
criteria had been satisfied, a second monitoring event would likely occur in October 
2023 with the report submitted in December 2023.  Assuming this latter report showed 
applicable success criteria had been satisfied, the overall project would be turned over 
to the Non-Federal Sponsor in January 2024. 
 
SITE ACCESS: 
 
Access to the project work limits would be as follows: 
        
Access to the mitigation area would be made via route la-83 which intersects Alice B 
Road.  Alice B Road intersects Louisiana Road which runs north/south along the 
western limits of the site.  Louisiana Road intersects B E Boudreaux Road which runs 
east/west through the site.  This road intersects Louisiana Road which runs north/south 
through the mitigation areas.  Route LA-83 intersects an unnamed road that runs 
north/south through the areas north of the railroad.   
 
Dirt maintenance/access roads approximately 15 feet wide would be established around 
the perimeter of the mitigation area shown on the attached drawing.  The Contractor 
may also establish other maintenance/access roads within the mitigation area.  Such 
roads would first have to be approved by the Government.  Is approved, such roads 
would slightly reduce the acreage of the BLH-Wet mitigation area. 
 
STAGING:   
 
Staging area(s) would only be permitted within the shown BLH area indicated on the 
attached drawings.  The Contractor would determine where within the BLH area limits to 
place staging and laydown areas suitable for the Contractor’s means and methods to 
meet the required project period of performance.  The proposed staging area would first 
be submitted for Government approval.  The Contractor would be permitted to place 
crushed stone paving for parking and laydown areas along with a temporary 
construction trailer.  No utilities would be provided by the Government, and the 
Contractor must obtain all permissions and permits for utilities.  The trailer, crushed 



stone paving, and temporary utilities would have to be removed by the Contractor and 
the end of the project and the disturbed area would have to be planted with native 
grasses by the Contractor leaving the project site. 
 
MAINTENANCE/MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES: 
 
After completion of all excavation, grading, and soil preparation activities but prior to 
initial plantings, herbicides may be applied to the mitigation areas to help control 
invasive and nuisance plant species.  Mowing may also be performed in the mitigation 
areas during this time period.  After the mitigation areas are initially planted and before 
the success of these plantings is evaluated (monitored), herbicide applications and/or 
mowing may also occur to help suppress undesirable vegetation.  Throughout this 
period, access/maintenance roads would be maintained as necessary as would be any 
new drainage features established. 
 
The first monitoring event would occur in the fall of the year of the initial plantings.  This 
report could show additional plantings are needed or it may not.  Regardless, various 
mowing events and herbicide application events would take place during the period 
from the first monitoring event to the second monitoring event.  It is assumed that the 
second monitoring event would show success criteria for the plantings had been 
achieved as were success criteria about control of invasive and nuisance plants.  In this 
case, the Non-Federal Sponsor would take over the project including all management 
and maintenance work. 
 
EQUIPMENT:  
 
Equipment to be used for the respective work is assumed as follows: 
 
Degrading:  Up to D8 bulldozers, wheel tractor scrapers, front-endloaders, off-road and 
on-road dump trucks. 
 
Planting Preparation: Tractor with harrow and scarifier, bulldozers, and backhoe. 
 
Planting: Pickup trucks and ATVs and/or UTVs, and 2,000 to 4,000 gallon water trucks. 
 
Initial Maintenance: Tractor with brush-hog/mower; ATVs and/or UTVs, back-pack 
sprayers and/or boom sprayers; bulldozers or backhoes. 
 
Planting: Pickup trucks and/or ATVs, skid loader with auger, and 2,000 to 4,000 gallon 
water trucks. 
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