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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

 March 1, 2024 REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment 
Division South 

Scott Guilliams      
Louisiana Dept. of Env. Quality  
Administrator of Water Permits Div. 
P.O. Box 4313  
Baton Rouge, LA 70821-4313  

Dear Mr. Guilliams: 

     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 

     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  

     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will 
not be signed, if deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance 
requirements are complete. 

     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 

2 Encl. 

__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITC
HELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.03.01 
08:42:32 -06'00'

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
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U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
APPLICATION FOR DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT 

(33 CFR 325) 

OMB APPROVAL NO. 0710-0003 
EXPIRES: 08-31-23 

 
The public reporting burden for this collection of information, OMB Control Number 0710-0003, is estimated to average 11 hours per response, including the 
time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of 
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or burden reduction suggestions to the Department of Defense, Washington Headquarters 
Services, at whs.mc-alex.esd.mbx.dd-dod-information-collections@mail.mil. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
no person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display a currently valid OMB control number. 
PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR APPLICATION TO THE ABOVE EMAIL. Completed applications must be submitted to the District Engineer having 
jurisdiction over the location of the proposed activity. 

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT 

Authorities: Rivers and Harbors Act, Section 10, 33 USC 403; Clean Water Act, Section 404, 33 USC 1344; Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries 
Act, Section 103, 33 USC 1413; Regulatory Programs of the Corps of Engineers; Final Rule 33 CFR 320-332. Principal Purpose: Information provided on 
this form will be used in evaluating the application for a permit. Routine Uses: This information may be shared with the Department of Justice and other 
federal, state, and local government agencies, and the public and may be made available as part of a public notice as required by Federal law. Submission 
of requested information is voluntary, however, if information is not provided the permit application cannot be evaluated nor can a permit be issued. One set 
of original drawings or good reproducible copies which show the location and character of the proposed activity must be attached to this application (see 
sample drawings and/or instructions) and be submitted to the District Engineer having jurisdiction over the location of the proposed activity. An application 
that is not completed in full will be returned. System of Record Notice (SORN). The information received is entered into our permit tracking database and a 
SORN has been completed (SORN #A1145b) and may be accessed at the following website: http://dpcld.defense.gov/Privacy/SORNsIndex/DOD-wide-
SORN-Article-View/Article/570115/a1145b-ce.aspx An application that is not completed in full will be returned. 

(ITEMS 1 THRU 4 TO BE FILLED BY THE CORPS) 

1. APPLICATION NO. 2. FIELD OFFICE CODE 3. DATE RECEIVED 4. DATE APPLICATION COMPLETE 

(ITEMS BELOW TO BE FILLED BY APPLICANT) 
5. APPLICANT'S NAME 

First - Middle -  Last – 

 Company - US Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans 

District E-mail Address - david.j.day@usace.army.mil 

8. AUTHORIZED AGENT'S NAME AND TITLE (agent is not required) 

First - Middle - Last - 

Company - Same as applicant 

E-mail Address - 

6. APPLICANT'S ADDRESS: 

Address- 7400 Leake Avenue 

City - New Orleans State - LA Zip - 70118 Country - 

9. AGENT'S ADDRESS: 

Address- Same as applicant 

City - State - Zip - 

 
 
 

Country - 

7. APPLICANT'S PHONE NOs. w/AREA CODE 
 
a. Residence b. Business c. Fax 

504-862-1014 

10. AGENTS PHONE NOs. w/AREA CODE 
 
a. Residence b. Business 

Same as applicant 

 
 
c. Fax 

STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION 

11. I hereby authorize, to act in my behalf as my agent in the processing of this application and to furnish, upon request, supplemental 
information in support of this permit application. 

 
 

  

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT DATE 

NAME, LOCATION, AND DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT OR ACTIVITY 

12. PROJECT NAME OR TITLE (see instructions) 

Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf, Terrebonne Parish, LA 

13. NAME OF WATERBODY, IF KNOWN (if applicable) 

Minors Canal (Located on the Northern Portion of the project area)  

Gulf Intracoastal Water Way (Located on the Northern Portion of the project 
area) 

14. PROJECT STREET ADDRESS (if applicable)  

Not Applicable 

 
 
 
 

 
15. LOCATION OF PROJECT 

Latitude: N 29°31'49.83" Longitude: W 90°47'0.38" 
16. OTHER LOCATION DESCRIPTIONS, IF KNOWN (see instructions) 

Terrebonne Parish, Lafourche Parish, and St. Mary Parish 
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ENG FORM 4345, SEP 2022 

17. DIRECTIONS TO THE SITE 

The proposed Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico, LA (MTG) Project, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction System, Reach A consists of the construction 
of approximately 7.16 miles of levee embankment and 0.22 miles of floodwall that begins in southwest Houma, approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the 
intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct, and ends approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of Theriot in Terrebonne Parish. 

For mitigation: 

The proposed Lake Salvador marsh creation area is located at an open water site along the southern edge of Lake Salvador and north of the Gulf Intercoastal 
Waterway (GIWW), approximate Mile 26, within Lafourche Parish, Louisiana.  

18. Nature of Activity (Description of project, include all features)

Specifically, the applicant is seeking a water quality certificate associated with the construct ble features within the Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment 
(DPEA #598).  See sections 2 and 3 of the DPEA and associated Appendices A and E for details.  This information can be found here 
(https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/) starting March 1, 2024. 

The proposed construction activities for Reach A include: levee construction, construction of levee maintenance roads (permanent), degrading and clearing and 
grubbing of existing ground within the levee ROW to match ground elevations (to prepare ground for levee construction and improve direct drainage into the 
culverts), mitigation efforts, and construction of mitigation features.  

During construction, a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) would be developed to avoid potential impacts from stormwater runoff to the surrounding 
area.       

19. Project Purpose (Describe the reason or purpose of the project, see instructions)

The purpose of the overall MTG project is to provide flood risk reduction for the communities located within the levee system. This system is being designed to 
reduce the risk of damage related to flooding for the 1% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) in Terrebonne Parish where coastal land loss, sea level rise, 
and subsidence has led to an increased risk of flooding from rainfall and storm surge. Specifically, Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people 
and property in the vicinity of Houma, Louisiana. 

USE BLOCKS 20-23 IF DREDGED AND/OR FILL MATERIAL IS TO BE DISCHARGED 

20. Reason(s) for Discharge

The proposed construction activities do not involve a discharge of dredged or fill materials into the GIWW, Minors Canals, or any other smaller canals adjacent to 
or near the levee alignment. Levee construction mostly entails placement of fill material. Material will be hauled from the designated borrow pits via trucks, for some 
areas, and via barge on the GIWW for the rest. 

Mitigation construction entails of placement of fil material construct marsh habitats. 

The proposed construction could result in temporary discharge of material from the proposed project footprint into the surrounding waterbodies.  

21. Type(s) of Material Being Discharged and the Amount of Each Type in Cubic Yards:
Approximately 392,000 cubic yards of clay material would be utilized for the proposed levee feature.
Approximately 6,528,000 cubic yards of clay material within Lake Salvador.

22. Surface Area in Acres of Wetlands or Other Waters Filled (see instructions)
The Lake Salvador mitigation area is located within Estuarine and Marine Deepwater Habitat and adjacent to freshwater emergent wetland habitat. The
proposed size of the construction footprint would be approximately 275 acres.
The project construction would disrupt the wetlands within the proposed project area by using equipment like bull dozers, excavators, backhoe loaders, etc.to
clear the vegetation and to place fill material on top to construct the proposed levees.

The borrow areas are not located within wetlands but would be adjacent to wetlands (levee feature) or within open water (mitigation feature). 

 Best management practices will be used to ensure that impacts from the proposed excavation to adjacent areas will be minimal. 

23. Description of Avoidance, Minimization, and Compensation (see instructions)

Best management practices, SWPPP, will be taken to ensure that impacts from the proposed construction is minimal to the surrounding water bodies.



ENG FORM 4345, SEP 2022 

24. Is Any Portion of the Work Already Complete?   Yes     x  No IF YES, DESCRIBE THE COMPLETED WORK 

25. Addresses of Adjoining Property Owners, Lessees, Etc., Whose Property Adjoins the Waterbody (if more than can be entered here, please attach a supplemental list). 

* Would include but is not restricted to zoning, building, and flood plain permits

26. Application is hereby made for permit or permits to authorize the work described in this application. I certify that this information in this application is
complete and accurate. I further certify that I possess the authority to undertake the work described herein or am acting as the duly authorized agent of the
applicant.

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT DATE SIGNATURE OF AGENT DATE 

The Application must be signed by the person who desires to undertake the proposed activity (applicant) or it may be signed by a duly 
authorized agent if the statement in block 11 has been filled out and signed. 

18 U.S.C. Section 1001 provides that: Whoever, in any manner within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States 
knowingly and willfully falsifies, conceals, or covers up any trick, scheme, or disguises a material fact or makes any false, fictitious or 
fraudulent statements or representations or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing same to contain any false, fictitious or 
fraudulent statements or entry, shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than five years or both. 

SMITH.PATRICK.WILLIAM.1538719672 Digitally signed by SMITH.PATRICK.WILLIAM.1538719672 
Date: 2024.03.01 13:32:51 -06'00' 2024-03-01



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. Robert Houston                                                                                 
U.S. EPA Region 6/Off of Communities  
Tribes & Environ/Mail Code: ORACN  
1201 Elm Street, Suite 500 
Dallas, TX 75270-2102 
 
Dear Mr. Houston: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. Gary Zimmerer                                                                                 
FEMA - Region VI, Federal Center  
800 North Loop 288 
Denton, TX 76201-3698 
 
Dear Mr. Zimmerer: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  



     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL
.1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITCH
ELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.02.29 
12:36:00 -06'00'



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. Charles Reulet                                                                                 
Interagency Affairs 
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources  
Field Services Division 
P.O. Box 44487, Capital Station  
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4487 
 
Dear Mr. Reulet: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 



postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL
.1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITC
HELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.02.29 
12:38:18 -06'00'



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Bureau of Indian Affairs                                                                          
Eastern Regional Office  
545 Marriott Drive 
Suite 700 
Nashville, TN 37214 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 



postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ERI
C.MITCHELL.1
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Digitally signed by 
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From: Ostahowski, Brian E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil>  
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:12 PM 
To: dakotajohn@coushatta.org; kdawsey@coushatta.org; Brittany Cernek <BCernek@coushatta.org> 
Cc: Stiles, Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>; Smith, Patrick W CIV USARMY CEMVN 
(USA) <Patrick.W.Smith@usace.army.mil>; Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf: Reach A Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment (EA) Comment Period 
Notification  

Dear Tribal Partner, 

This email is to inform you that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared a DraŌ 
ProgrammaƟc Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk ReducƟon 
Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.  

The DPEA’s 30‐day public review and comment period begins today (Friday, March 1, 2024).  The aƩached leƩer 
provides you with informaƟon on the project and the website links for all of the related environmental assessment 
documents.  

If you have any quesƟons about the project or DPEA, please reach out to Ms. Shelby BarreƩ, 
Shelby.BarreƩ@usace.army.mil, (504‐862‐1228) or myself.  

Thank you. 

V/r,  

Brian  

Brian E. Ostahowski, MA, RPA 
Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South 

Office: 504‐862‐2188 
Mobile: 504‐884‐5005 
Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Jonathan Cernek Chairman 
Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana 
P.O. Box 818 
Elton, LA 70532 
 
Dear Chairman Cernek: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    



     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228 or Mr. Brian Ostahowski, District 
Tribal Liaison, at (504) 862-2188 or via email at Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil.  
 
 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITC
HELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.03.01 
08:45:18 -06'00'



1

Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Ostahowski, Brian E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:17 PM
To: JFlynn@jenachoctaw.org
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Smith, 

Patrick W CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf: Reach A Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment (EA) Comment Period 

Notification
Attachments: JBCI_Coordination_MTG_Reach A_DPEA_20240301.pdf

Dear Tribal Partner,  
 
This email is to inform you that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared a DraŌ 
ProgrammaƟc Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk ReducƟon 
Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.  
 
The DPEA’s 30‐day public review and comment period begins today (Friday, March 1, 2024).  The aƩached leƩer 
provides you with informaƟon on the project and the website links for all of the related environmental assessment 
documents.  
 
If you have any quesƟons about the project or DPEA, please reach out to Ms. Shelby BarreƩ, 
Shelby.BarreƩ@usace.army.mil, (504‐862‐1228) or myself.  
 
Thank you.  
 
V/r,  
 
Brian  
 
Brian E. Ostahowski, MA, RPA 
Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South 
Office: 504‐862‐2188 
Mobile: 504‐884‐5005 
Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil 
 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Libby Rogers Principal Chief 
Jena Band of Choctaw Indians 
P.O. Box 14 
Jena, LA 71342 
 
Dear Principal Chief Rogers: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    



 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228 or Mr. Brian Ostahowski, District 
Tribal Liaison, at (504) 862-2188 or via email at Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
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Digitally signed by 
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CHELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.03.01 
08:46:05 -06'00'



1

Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Ostahowski, Brian E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:20 PM
To: Section106@choctaw.org; gilbert.thompson@choctaw.org; reggie.shumaker@choctaw.org; 

Jessica.lewis@choctaw.org
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Smith, Patrick W CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, 

Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf: Reach A Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment (EA) Comment Period 

Notification 
Attachments: MBCI_Coordination_MTG_Reach A_DPEA_20240301.pdf

Dear Tribal Partner,  
 
This email is to inform you that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared a DraŌ 
ProgrammaƟc Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk ReducƟon 
Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.  
 
The DPEA’s 30‐day public review and comment period begins today (Friday, March 1, 2024).  The aƩached leƩer 
provides you with informaƟon on the project and the website links for all of the related environmental assessment 
documents.  
 
If you have any quesƟons about the project or DPEA, please reach out to Ms. Shelby BarreƩ, 
Shelby.BarreƩ@usace.army.mil, (504‐862‐1228) or myself.  
 
Thank you.  
 
V/r,  
 
Brian  
 
Brian E. Ostahowski, MA, RPA 
Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South 
Office: 504‐862‐2188 
Mobile: 504‐884‐5005 
Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil 
 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Cyrus Ben Chief 
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians 
101 Industrial Road 
Choctaw, MS 39350 
 
Dear Chief Ben: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    



 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228 or Mr. Brian Ostahowski, District 
Tribal Liaison, at (504) 862-2188 or via email at Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
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Digitally signed by 
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1

Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Ostahowski, Brian E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:21 PM
To: Section106@mcn-nsn.gov; thunt@muscogeenation.com
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Smith, Patrick W CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, 

Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf: Reach A Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment (EA) Comment Period 

Notification 
Attachments: MCN_Coordination_MTG_Reach A_DPEA_20240301.pdf

Dear Tribal Partner,  
 
This email is to inform you that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared a DraŌ 
ProgrammaƟc Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk ReducƟon 
Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.  
 
The DPEA’s 30‐day public review and comment period begins today (Friday, March 1, 2024).  The aƩached leƩer 
provides you with informaƟon on the project and the website links for all of the related environmental assessment 
documents.  
 
If you have any quesƟons about the project or DPEA, please reach out to Ms. Shelby BarreƩ, 
Shelby.BarreƩ@usace.army.mil, (504‐862‐1228) or myself.  
 
Thank you.  
 
V/r,  
 
Brian  
 
Brian E. Ostahowski, MA, RPA 
Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South 
Office: 504‐862‐2188 
Mobile: 504‐884‐5005 
Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil 
 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. David Hill Principal Chief 
Muscogee Nation 
Attn: Historic and Cultural Preservation Office 
P.O. Box 580 
Okmulgee, OK 74447 
 
Dear Principal Chief Hill: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 



postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228 or Mr. Brian Ostahowski, District 
Tribal Liaison, at (504) 862-2188 or via email at Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil.  
 
 
 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
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Digitally signed by 
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Date: 2024.03.01 
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Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Ostahowski, Brian E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:23 PM
To: Yahola.b@sno-nsn.gov
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Smith, Patrick W CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, 

Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf: Reach A Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment (EA) Comment Period 

Notification
Attachments: SNO_Coordination_MTG_Reach A_DPEA_20240301.pdf

Dear Tribal Partner,  
 
This email is to inform you that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared a DraŌ 
ProgrammaƟc Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk ReducƟon 
Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.  
 
The DPEA’s 30‐day public review and comment period begins today (Friday, March 1, 2024).  The aƩached leƩer 
provides you with informaƟon on the project and the website links for all of the related environmental assessment 
documents.  
 
If you have any quesƟons about the project or DPEA, please reach out to Ms. Shelby BarreƩ, 
Shelby.BarreƩ@usace.army.mil, (504‐862‐1228) or myself.  
 
Thank you.  
 
V/r,  
 
Brian  
 
Brian E. Ostahowski, MA, RPA 
Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South 
Office: 504‐862‐2188 
Mobile: 504‐884‐5005 
Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil 
 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Lewis J. Johnson Principal Chief 
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma 
36645 US-270 
Wewoka, OK 74884 
 
Dear Principal Chief Johnson: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    



 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228 or Mr. Brian Ostahowski, District 
Tribal Liaison, at (504) 862-2188 or via email at Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil.  
 
 
 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITC
HELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.03.01 
08:47:52 -06'00'
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Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Ostahowski, Brian E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:24 PM
To: earlii@tunica.org; TMartin@tunica.org
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Smith, Patrick W CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, 

Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf: Reach A Draft Programmatic Environmental Assessment (EA) Comment Period 

Notification
Attachments: TBTL_Coordination_MTG_Reach A_DPEA_20240301.pdf

Dear Tribal Partner,  
 
This email is to inform you that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared a DraŌ 
ProgrammaƟc Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk ReducƟon 
Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.  
 
The DPEA’s 30‐day public review and comment period begins today (Friday, March 1, 2024).  The aƩached leƩer 
provides you with informaƟon on the project and the website links for all of the related environmental assessment 
documents.  
 
If you have any quesƟons about the project or DPEA, please reach out to Ms. Shelby BarreƩ, 
Shelby.BarreƩ@usace.army.mil, (504‐862‐1228) or myself.  
 
Thank you.  
 
V/r,  
 
Brian  
 
Brian E. Ostahowski, MA, RPA 
Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South 
Office: 504‐862‐2188 
Mobile: 504‐884‐5005 
Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil 
 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Marshall Pierite, Chairman 
Tunica-Biloxi Tribe of Louisiana 
P.O. Box 1589 
150 Melacon Road 
Marksville, LA 71351 
 
Dear Chairman Pierite: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 



postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.    
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228 or Mr. Brian Ostahowski, District 
Tribal Liaison, at (504) 862-2188 or via email at Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil.  
 
 
 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITC
HELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.03.01 
08:48:17 -06'00'



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Kristin Sanders                                                                                        
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Louisiana Office of Cultural Development 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4247 
 
Dear Ms. Sanders: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete. 
Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

WILLIAMS.ER
IC.MITCHELL.
1065454323

Digitally signed by 
WILLIAMS.ERIC.MITCH
ELL.1065454323 
Date: 2024.02.29 
12:42:17 -06'00'

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
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From: Sadie Whitehurst
To: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] SHPO
Date: Thursday, January 4, 2024 10:01:33 AM
Attachments: Reach A of Morgana to Gulf NOCOE Multi.pdf

 
 
Kind regards,
 
Sadie Whitehurst, MA, RPA
Section 106 Review
Office of Cultural Development
Division of Archaeology
swhitehurst@crt.la.gov
225-342-6931
 
Section 106 submissions: section106@crt.la.gov
 

mailto:swhitehurst@crt.la.gov
mailto:Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil
mailto:swhitehurst@crt.la.gov
mailto:section106@crt.la.gov



From: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
To: DCRT Section 106
Subject: USACE Section 106: Finding of No Historic Properties Affected – Reach A of Morgana to Gulf Project
Date: Friday, December 15, 2023 10:41:47 AM
Attachments: Morganza to Gulf Reach A No Historic Properties Affected - SHPO (signed).pdf


Morganza to Gulf Reach A - Management Summary.pdf
Enclosure 1_ Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project.msg
KML #1 Reach A Constructable Features.kml
KML #2 Reach A Programmatic Features.kml
KML #3 Reach A ROE.kml
Map 1 - Overview Map of Morganza to the Gulf using 2021 Status.pdf


EXTERNAL EMAIL Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.


Hello:
 
Attached, please find a signed Conclusion of No Historic Properties Affected, for Reach A of the
ongoing Morganza to the Gulf Project.
 
Please notify the Archaeologist or District Tribal Liaison with questions or comments. Their contact
information follows: Dr. Paul Hughbanks, (504) 862-1100 or Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil;
Brian Ostahowski, MVN Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison at (504) 862-2188 or
brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil.
 
Sincerely,
Paul Hughbanks
Archaeologist, Natural/Cultural Resources Analysis RPEDS, New Orleans District
Office: 504-862-1100



mailto:Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil

mailto:section106@crt.la.gov






 DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 



7400 LEAKE AVE 
NEW ORLEANS LA 70118-3651 



 



 December 15, 2023 
 
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 
 
Only an electronic version of this letter will be provided to the LA SHPO's Section 106 
Inbox, section106@crt.la.gov. 
 
 
RE:  Section 106 Review Consultation 



Undertaking: Reach A Portion of Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico Project, 
Terrebonne Parish. 



Determination:  No Historic Properties Affected 



 
Dear Ms. Sanders: 
 



The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District, proposes to 
begin construction of a portion of the Morganza to Gulf of Mexico Project, identified as 
Reach A. USACE is evaluating the proposed features of Reach A construction for 
impacts to cultural resources.  



 
As part of USACE’s evaluation and in partial fulfillment of responsibilities under the 



National Environmental Policy Act and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, USACE offers you the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed action described in this letter to affect historic properties. Additionally, in 
accordance with the responsibilities of Executive Order 13175, USACE offers Federally-
recognized Tribes the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed undertaking described in this letter to significantly affect protected tribal 
resources, tribal rights, or tribal lands. 



 
Project Background 



The Morganza to the Gulf (MTG) project consists of the construction of 98 miles of 
levees, approximately 84 miles of which would overlay existing hydrologic barriers such 
as natural ridges, roadbeds, and existing levees (Map 1). The majority of the remaining 
levee alignment would be constructed in unprotected coastal wetlands. Construction 
would include 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, including the Houma Navigation 
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Canal lock complex, and 23 environmental water control structures designed to allow 
tidal exchange through the levee. The structural features would be integrated into the 
levee alignment to provide hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, and 
navigational passage. 



 
The purpose of the MTG project is to provide hurricane and storm damage risk 



reduction for the communities located within the levee system. The overarching goal is 
to reduce the risk to people and property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisiana. The 
project is needed because of the increasing susceptibility of coastal communities to 
storm surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and subsidence. This project represents 
an opportunity to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and tropical storm damages 
by implementing an effective, comprehensive system for hurricane and storm damage 
risk reduction. 



 
A Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (RPEIS) was 



completed for the overall MTG project in May 2013. The Record of Decision (ROD) was 
signed 9 December 2013. The RPEIS assessed both programmatic and constructible 
features for MTG. Constructible features included Reach F1, F2, G1, HNC Lock 
Complex and the Bayou Grand Caillou Floodgate. All other features and levee reaches 
were assessed programmatically and require further detailed evaluation pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Federal and State laws as well as Civil 
Works policies and guidance prior to construction. 



 
With recent renewal of Federal funding, the Programmatic features of the 2013 



PEIS are being updated for potential effects if construction occurs. Most recently a 
geotechnical survey and boring program has begun, testing suitability of soil conditions 
for the proposed project features.  USACE determined that the surveys and borings 
program to collect information for design of levees and other features would have No 
Effect on Historic Properties, in a letter shared with your office dated November 3, 2023. 
Review undertaken for the survey and boring coordination letter led to recognition that 
both high and low probability lands for cultural resources existing within the proposed 
MTG footprint, and that cultural resources surveys are necessary in some areas.  
USACE determined that Reach A does contain some lands requiring Phase I Cultural 
Resources Surveys. 



 
Description of the Undertaking 



Reach A begins in southwest Houma approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the 
intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct (Figure 1). It continues south to 
intersect with the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), and proceeds southeast, parallel 
with Highway 315. It terminates approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of 
Theriot. Figure 1 provides an overview of the authorized federal alignment. 



Project construction is expected to take place in a series of sequential construction 
contracts, the first of which includes construction of a 6-foot levee embankment (less 
than the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability design height of elevation +12.5 feet). 
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All work included in this first construction contract is described to a sufficiently detailed 
level of design to be fully assessed in an Environmental Assessment (EA) as required 
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This work is referred to herein as 
“constructible features” (Figures 2 and 3, and attachment KML #1). The remaining 
components of the project are considered “programmatic features” and are described to 
a feasibility level of detail, such that additional NEPA analysis and Section 106 
investigation will be required prior to their construction (attachment KML #2). These 
programmatic features include all work for the entirety of the Reach A levee to the 
design height to meet the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability (AEP) requirement, 
including the GIWW-West and Minors Canal Floodgates. 



 



 
Figure 1. Limits of Reach A and locations of Floodgates. Houma is located at top 



right. 
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Figure 2. Limits of constructible features outlined in white, note this is the southern 
portion of the Reach A alignment, and is only a Levee. 
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Figure 3. Borrow pit and access road for Constructible Features. 
 
After the construction of the Constructible Features, and completion of additional 



NEPA analysis, USACE anticipates the execution of a series of construction contracts 
to bring the entirety of Reach A to the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability 
elevation. This construction is anticipated to begin in 2029 and be complete in 2035. 
Levee lifts to bring Reach A up to the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability elevation 
is anticipated to occur around 2050 and 2070. 



 
Construction of the Minors Canal floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2026 and be 



complete in 2029. Construction of the GIWW-West Floodgate is anticipated to begin in 
2027 and be complete in 2031. 



 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) 



The APE is defined as the entire Right of Entry (ROE) that exists for all features 
of Reach A (attachment KML #3). This includes area for earthen levee, staging areas, 
access roads, borrow, and floodgates.  In this letter, the APE is further categorized as 
APE for the constructible features as described above and depicted by attachment KML 
#1 of this letter, and APE for the programmatic features as described above and 
depicted by attachment KML #2. The ROE lands for constructible features total 
approximately 378 acres of land including borrow source; programmatic features total 
approximately 1271 acres including borrow source. 



No programmatic features are scheduled to begin construction before 2026. 
Although the APE for programmatic features remains within the ROE for Reach A of 
MTG, USACE has employed previous coordination dated September 28, 2023 



Borrow 
NFS-



 



Access Road 
4a 



Access Road 
4c 
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(Enclosure 1) to phase the completion of Cultural Resources Survey for some of these 
programmatic features. ROE available to USACE is currently restrained and does not 
include all of the Programmatic Features, associated Borrow, and Environmental 
Mitigation Areas. USACE has proposed to phase its historic property identification and 
evaluation following the guidelines in 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2). In USACE’s consultation 
when considering whether to phase or not, the Agency committed to documenting 
phasing in the Section 106 consultations, NEPA EA, and FONSI.   



This letter offers an assessment of effects for the entire APE of constructible 
features and programmatic features for the entire ROE for MTG Reach A, as currently 
known. The APE is inclusive of all potential effects, both direct (construction) and 
indirect (staging area, haul road, etc.). 
 
Identification and Evaluation 



USACE contracted R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates, Inc. (RCGA) to 
conduct Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the APE. It was quickly realized that the 
natural landscape contains great variability as regards its cultural resources potential. At 
the southern edge of the APE exists a prehistoric mound site (16TR19) that is listed 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). This site was kept out of 
any possible design plans, but it is located in a large cane field and otherwise utilized 
lands including a previously used borrow source (Figure 3 - Borrow NFS) that produced 
a Negative Findings report accessible via the SHPO Database (Parrish and Parrish 
2013 Report 22-4163), and the MTG project intends to use access roads that pass in 
close proximity. 



 
As the Reach A designs move north but remain south of GIWW, the land has 



subsided so notably that pedestrian survey became impossible. Conditions are 
described as a high percentage of open water with broken marshlands and open ponds. 
Archival review and remote sensing analysis, indicated to RCGA that any past elevated 
portions have now subsided to inaccessible levels. On both sides of GIWW, the same 
conditions of lands unsuitable and unlikely to contain cultural resources have been 
present for as long as archival materials allow interpretation of such.  Pedestrian survey 
is not possible due to presence of flotant that is unable to support the weight of humans. 



 
Phase I cultural resources survey has not yet covered all existing ROE of the 



programmatic features of Reach A. However, all ROE of the constructible features of 
Reach A have been surveyed or documented using State Standards. A Management 
Summary (MS) prepared by RCGA, is included with this correspondence and the areas 
so far surveyed for cultural resources are discussed within it.  Any areas not yet 
included within that MS are the areas where USACE relies on the previously 
coordinated ability to phase survey coverage. This has allowed a greater span of time to 
complete survey coverage for borrows not yet necessary for use, for areas lacking 
proper ROE to gain access, and similar reasons. 
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Assessment of Effects 
The ongoing and completed Phase I cultural resources survey located no previously 



unrecorded historic properties.  Attention was paid to the possibility of an access road or 
staging area nearby to 16TR19 and 16TR218 undergoing expansion, but testing and 
examination did not find any cultural resources within the entire nearby ROE, and there 
is no evidence that portions of 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218 will be affected. 



 
Based on the information presented in this letter and attached materials, USACE 



has made a determination of no historic properties affected within the Reach A 
footprint. The portion of Reach A with completed cultural resources survey includes all 
footprint of the Contract 1 constructible features, as well as many portions of the 
programmatic feature footprints.  Cultural resources survey will continue under a 
phased approach (36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2)), until all ROE lands with Reach A features 
have been examined which will be well before the next construction is scheduled to 
begin at the Minors Canal Floodgate in 2026. If cultural resources are located in the 
Programmatic Features APE by ongoing cultural resources survey, proper steps will be 
followed and coordinated and the effect finding for the entirety of Reach A will be re-
evaluated. When these remaining lands have been surveyed for cultural resources, a 
completed Draft Report of findings will be coordinated for consultation. 



 
We look forward to your concurrence with this determination. Should you have any 



questions or need additional information with this undertaking, please contact Dr. Paul 
Hughbanks, Archaeologist; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District at 
(504) 862-1100 paul.j.hughbanks@usace.army.mil; or Brian Ostahowski, Archaeologist 
and Tribal Liaison at (504) 862-2188 brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil. 



 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
ERIC M. WILLIAMS 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 



 
 



Source Cited 
Parrish, Jason and E. Parrish 
  2013  Negative Findings Report for the Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the 
Proposed Ridge Oak Property Borrow Pit, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. (State Report 
22-4163)
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management Summary



Introduction
This document summarizes a portion of the 
results of Phase I Terrestrial Cultural Re-



sources Survey for the Morganza to the Gulf, 
Reach A Contract 1 project area (Area of Poten-
tial Effect [APE]) (Figure 1), and provides cultur-
al resources management recommendations for 
the examined area . The summary primarily dis-
cusses APE segments designated “Constructable” 
by the U .S . Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
New Orleans District (MVN), although two 
“Programmatic” segments are also included . 
 Investigations were completed by R . Christo-
pher Goodwin & Associates, Inc . (RCG&A) on 
behalf of the USACE-MVN under Contract No . 
W912P8-19-D-0006, Task Order #17 . In order 
to partially fulfill CEMVN’s obligations under 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act of 1966 (NHPA), in accordance with 30 
CFR Part 800 (Protection of Historic Properties), 
the objective of the Phase I Cultural Resources 
Survey was to locate and define the boundaries of 
any cultural resources loci – both archaeological 
deposits and standing structures built more than 
45 years ago – situated wholly or in part within 
the APE and to provide conclusive recommen-
dations regarding the eligibility of any identified 
sites for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) .
 All cultural resources investigations were 
conducted by, or under the direct supervision of, 
a Principal Investigator and one Project Manag-
er, both of whom meet or exceed the appropriate 
qualifications presented in Professional Qualifica-
tions Standards (36 CFR 61 Appendix A), as well 
as The Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifi-
cations Standards (48 FR 44738-44739) . Further-
more, all work completed was performed with 
reference to and consistent with the principles 
and standards contained in The Secretary of the In-
terior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and 



Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716), as amend-
ed and annotated, the NHPA, as amended, the 
revised regulations of the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation implementing Section 106 
of the NHPA (30 CFR 800 “Protection of His-
toric Properties”), and the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969, as amended . The investi-
gation and summary production were conducted 
and prepared in accordance with all appropriate 
Louisiana Division of Archaeology (LDOA) and 
USACE guidelines and regulations . Additionally, 
all applicable deliverables complied with Section 
508 of the United States Rehabilitation Act, as 
amended (29 U .S .C . § 794d) .



Project Background
 The Morganza to the Gulf Levee System 
(MTG) Project is intended to provide hurricane 
and storm damage risk reduction for the commu-
nities located within the levee system . The over-
arching goal is to reduce the risk to people and 
property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisi-
ana . The project is needed because of the increas-
ing susceptibility of coastal communities to storm 
surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and sub-
sidence . This project represents an opportunity 
to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and 
tropical storm damages by implementing an ef-
fective, comprehensive system for hurricane and 
storm damage risk reduction .



Definition of the Area of Potential Effects 
(APE)
 The MTG project consists of the construc-
tion of 98 miles of levees, approximately 84 miles 
of which would overlay existing hydrologic bar-
riers such as natural ridges, roadbeds, and exist-
ing levees . The majority of the remaining levee 
alignment would be constructed in unprotect-
ed coastal wetlands . Construction would in-
clude 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, in-
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cluding the Houma Navigation Canal lock com-
plex, and 23 environmental water control struc-
tures designed to allow tidal exchange through 
the levee . The structure features would be inte-
grated into the levee alignment to provide hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, 
and navigational passage . 
 The section of the larger MTG project area 
discussed in this document is termed “Reach A .” 
Portions of Reach A – the Constructable seg-
ments – are scheduled for construction before 
other portions, and the results of Phase I survey 
in these Constructable segments are the focus 
of this summary . All Constructable segments of 
Reach A lie south of the Gulf Intracoastal Water 
Way (GIWW); Programmatic segments, most of 
which are located north of GIWW, will not be 
constructed until an undefined later date . 
 In addition to flood protection infrastructure, 
two borrow areas have been identified as likely 
sources for construction material . One of these 
has previously been surveyed for cultural resources 
and is currently in use (Parrish and Parrish 2013), 
while the other is a probable source of more ma-
terial and was investigated by RCG&A . Further-
more, access roads to be utilized during construc-
tion of Reach A were identified by USACE and 
examined as part of this study . Two of these roads 
are located at the southern portion of Reach A, 
near the Marmande Ridge . Despite the fact that 
these roads have previously been used, they are 
proximate to three cultural resource sites (Sites 
16TR3, 16TR19 and 16TR218); the footprints 
for any future expansions or improvements of 
these roads were treated as high-probability areas 
for encountering additional cultural resources .
 This summary covers eight APE segments in 
the Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A Contract 1 
(MTG RA1) project area that vary in shape and 
cover approximately 361 .1 acres (ac) (146 .1 hect-
ares [ha]) (Figure 2) . All but two of these segments 
are designated by USACE as Constructable; Pro-
grammatic segments will be noted in the follow-
ing descriptions . The segments correspond to dif-
ferent uses proposed by USACE for the Reach A 
construction project and include: 1) a levee reach, 
encompassing approximately 272 .4 ac (110 .2 ha) 
and stretching from coordinates 29 .534, -90 .773 
in the north to 29 .480, -90 .763 in the south; 2) a 



northern access road (Access Road 1), covering 
about 4 .9 ac (2 ha) that connects the levee reach 
to LA 315; 3) a staging area situated between LA 
315 and Bayou Dularge that covers about 1 .9 ac 
(0 .8 ha); 4) a southern access Road (Access Road 
4a) that connects the staging area to the south 
end of the levee reach and covers about 5 .1 ac (2 .1 
ha); 5) a Programmatic extension of the southern 
access road corridor (Access Road 4b) covering 
an area of about 6 .5 ac (2 .6 ha); 6) an extension 
of the southern access road corridor (Access Road 
4c) toward an existing borrow pit covering an area 
of about 1 .3 ac (0 .5 ha); 6) a potential Program-
matic borrow area (Borrow A82) abutting a sec-
tion of Access Roads 4a and 4c that covers ap-
proximately 31 .4 ac (12 .7 ha); and 7) an existing 
borrow area (NSF-A100) south of Borrow A82, 
covering approximately 37 .2 ac (15 ha), which 
was previously surveyed for cultural resources and 
is currently being excavated by heavy machinery .



Project Personnel
 Wayne C .J . Boyko, Ph .D ., R .P .A served as 
Principal Investigator for this project, while Sher-
man W . Horn III, Ph .D ., R .P .A . acted as proj-
ect manager, supervised archaeological field in-
vestigations, and conducted remote sensing anal-
ysis . Crew lead Leslie Clements, B .A ., along 
with Chris Alfonso, B .A ., Adam Boe, B .A ., Wil-
liam Cronvich, B .A ., Alexis Kaminski, B .A ., Isa-
belle Pecquet, B .A ., Denis Shovelton, B .A ., and 
Samuel Timkin, B .A ., assisted in completing the 
fieldwork . Dr . Horn III authored this summary . 
Tyler Leben, B .A ., and Elliot Clark, B .A ., com-
pleted the graphics presented herein, and Ms . 
Heidi Post, B .A ., produced this document .



Previous Investigations
 Two Phase I cultural resources investigations 
have been completed within 1 .0 mi (1 .6 km) of 
the MTG RA1 project area, one of which signif-
icantly intersected the current APE and will be 
discussed in more detail . RCG&A performed a 
Phase I survey of the proposed Terrebonne Parish 
Upper Dularge Flood Protection Levee project 
in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, approximately 
0 .55 mi (0 .89 km) south of the proposed project 
area (Boyko et al . 2012) . This study recorded no 
new archaeological sites across the 4 .75 mi (7 .64 
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 1 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 2 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 3 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 4 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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km) levee survey corridor and recommended no 
further work within its project area .
 Earth Search, Inc ., completed a Phase I inves-
tigation of the Ridge Oak Property borrow area 
(Parish and Parish 2013), which intersected the 
easternmost portion of the Access Road 4a seg-
ment and entirely covered the NSF-A100 borrow 
area of the current project . In addition to areas 
that overlap parcels included in the MTG RA1 
project area, this study examined two proposed 
crossings of Bayou Dularge, another proposed 
access road corridor, a culvert placement, and a 
temporary drainage reroute outside the MTG 
RA1 APE . The investigation recovered no cultur-
al materials and recorded no new archaeological 
sites; it also did not relocate Site 16TR218 along 
the access road corridors that passed through the 
site boundaries . Investigators recommended no 
additional work within the project area, and the 
area around the proposed NSF-A100 borrow pit 
is currently being mechanically excavated . Due to 
this previous assessment and the ongoing excava-
tions, RCG&A did not examine NSF-A100 as 
part of the current study .



Previously Recorded Archeological Sites In-
tersected by the Project Area
 Three previously recorded archaeologi-
cal sites were crossed by access road corri-
dors in the current project area (Sites 16TR3, 
16TR19, 16TR218) and are discussed in detail 
here . Updated site forms for each have been ac-
cepted by the LA SHPO .
 
Site 16TR3
 Site 16TR3, the St . Eloie Plantation Site, was 
identified by McIntire in 1952 but may have been 
sampled at an earlier date; it was subsequently re-
visited by Altschul (1978), Weinstein and Kelley 
(1992), and RCG&A (Robblee et al . 2000) . The 
site is described as a Pre-Contact shell midden 
situated in a sugarcane field along the Marmande 
Ridge – the natural levee of a relict distributary 
channel – although previous investigations con-
cluded it had been largely destroyed by repeated 
plowing for sugarcane cultivation . Disturbance by 
agricultural activities has generated discrepancies 
in the reported location of Site 16TR3 and its 



potential relationship to the nearby Pre-Contact 
mound within Site 16TR19 . 
 McIntire (1958) provided the first descrip-
tion of Site 16TR3 as a highly disturbed shell 
midden, with site integrity largely destroyed by 
plowing, and he plotted the site approximate-
ly 200 – 300 m (656 – 984 ft) southwest of 
Site 16TR19 on the original site map . In a later 
survey of the area, Altschul (1978) identified a 
large scatter of Pre-Contact and Post-Contact 
cultural material east of Site 16TR19 along the 
west bank of Bayou Dularge . Pre-Contact arti-
facts comprised Plaquemine and Mississippian 
period ceramics, faunal material, daub, and lith-
ics, and Altschul reasoned these materials were 
associated with Site 16TR3, given the proximi-
ty of the scatter to the mound at Site 16TR19 . 
Altschul analyzed his recovered materials, com-
pared them with those from Site 16TR19, and 
concluded that the sites were contemporaneous-
ly occupied; he subsequently modified the state 
site record form to reflect the association between 
Sites 16TR3 and 16TR19 and assessed the com-
bined sites as significant .
 Weinstein and Kelley (1992) became aware 
of the discrepancy in the reported location of Site 
16TR3 and determined the artifact scatter re-
ported by Altschul represented a previously un-
identified site, which was given the new trino-
mial 16TR218 (discussed below) . A reanalysis of 
ceramics previously recovered from Site 16TR3 
supported this determination: sherds from the 
original collection dated to the Baytown and 
Marksville periods, while those from Altschul’s 
scatter came from the later Plaquemine and Mis-
sissippi periods . Weinstein and Kelley subse-
quently restored McIntire’s original description 
and location of Site 16TR3, although their at-
tempts to relocate the site and collect additional 
data did not meet with success .
 R . Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 
Inc ., recovered cultural materials in the area of 
Site 16TR3, as plotted by McIntire and Wein-
stein and Kelley, during Phase I cultural resources 
survey and archaeological inventory for the Mor-
ganza to the Gulf Feasibility Study in the spring 
of 1999 (Robblee et al . 2000) . The recovered Pre-
Contact materials consisted of two ceramic frag-
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ments: one identified as a Plaquemine Brushed 
var. unspecified body sherd, and the other an un-
identified eroded body sherd . Investigators re-
ported no evidence of a shell midden, which sup-
ported previous accounts of its destruction . The 
single datable sherd postdated those reanalyzed 
by Weinstein and Kelly (1992), and any connec-
tion between these findings and the original re-
ported shell midden was not clear . Due to the loss 
of site integrity, 16TR3 was deemed not eligible 
for listing on the NRHP applying the NRHP 
Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .



Site 16TR19
 Site 16TR19, the Marmande Plantation Site, 
is a multi-component site that consists of a well-
documented Pre-Contact mound and two Post-
Contact artifact scatters that probably represent 
elements of a single farming complex . The site 
is situated at the intersection of the Marmande 
Ridge and the natural levee of an abandoned dis-
tributary, approximately 800 m (2,625 ft) west of 
Bayou Dularge . The terrain is mostly level and is 
currently used for sugarcane cultivation, with the 
subsided margins of the natural levees covered 
by mixed hardwoods and secondary growth that 
grade into marsh to the northwest . Gravel access 
roads run along the higher ground of the natural 
levee crests, and the Pre-Contact mound sits in 
a cleared and grated area where two gravel roads 
intersect . The previously recorded Post-Contact 
artifact scatters are located north and northeast 
of the mound in sugarcane fields .
 The prominent mound of Site 16TR19 was 
first documented in 1924 by Randolph Brazet; it 
was later surveyed by McIntire and Kniffen, who 
argued it was built atop an earlier shell midden, 
and McIntire (1958) dated the mound to the 
Troyville period based on material collected by 
Brazet . McIntire also identified Coles Creek 
and Plaquemine occupations at the site . Altschul 
(1978) revisited the site more than two decades 
later and argued for a Plaquemine period date of 
construction for the mound, with the possibility 
of an earlier Coles Creek component buried be-
neath it . Altschul also suggested the mound was 
contemporaneous with a nearby Plaquemine-pe-
riod artifact scatter he equated with Site 16TR3, 
which was subsequently reanalyzed and given the 



new designation Site 16TR218 (Weinstein and 
Kelly 1992) . In addition to reanalyzing previously 
collected materials, Weinstein and Kelly (1992) 
conducted test excavations at Site 16TR19; their 
combined analyses confirmed a Plaquemine con-
struction date for the mound and documented 
additional occupations during the Coles Creek 
and Mississippi periods, although they found 
no evidence for an earlier shell midden in the 
vicinity of the mound .
 Weinstein and Kelly (1992) also documented 
a previously unreported surface scatter of twen-
tieth century cultural material about 60 m (197 
ft) of the mound in a sugarcane field . This area of 
the site was relocated by RCG&A during Phase 
I cultural resources survey and archaeological in-
ventory for the Morganza to the Gulf Feasibility 
Study in the spring of 1999 and was designated 
Locus A (Robblee et al . 2000) . Phase I testing 
by RCG&A recovered an additional historic ar-
tifact scatter, designated Locus B, to the north-
east of the mound . Locus A and Locus B were 
likely the residence and barn/activity area, re-
spectively, of a twentieth century farmstead . Site 
16TR19 was deemed eligible for listing on the 
NRHP applying the NRHP Criteria for Evalua-
tion (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .



Site 16TR218
 Site 16TR218, known as Altschul or 
Altschul’s Area 1 after its discoverer, is a multi-
component site first reported by Altschul (1978) . 
The site contains a Pre-Contact artifact scatter 
dating to the Plaquemine period, a Post-Contact 
artifact scatter probably dating to the early twen-
tieth century (Weinstein and Kelly 1992), and 
the current grounds of St . Luke’s Baptist Church 
and Cemetery . Surface elevation is slightly higher 
here than in areas farther west, as the site sits atop 
the natural levee of Bayou Dularge on mostly 
level ground . This area is used for sugarcane cul-
tivation, and most of the site lies beneath sug-
arcane plants in varying phases of growth . A 
gravel road crosses the site from east to west near 
its center, and a gravel lot ringed by small struc-
tures extends to the south of this road on the 
west bank of the Bayou .
 The Pre-Contact artifact scatter was initial-
ly designated as part of Site 16TR3 by Altschul 
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(1978), who named it Area 1 (Area 2 was the 
mound at Site 16TR19 in this reclassification of 
sites) . Noting the concentration of early Missis-
sippian/Plaquemine ceramics, daub fragments, 
and other domestic debris, Altschul suggested the 
site represented the intensive, possibly continu-
ous occupation of a village associated with the 
nearby mound at Site 16TR19 . Weinstein and 
Kelly (1992) agreed with the association between 
the Plaquemine village and mound, but they de-
termined that Altschul’s Area 1 represented a 
distinct site from 16TR3 based on an analysis of 
previously collected ceramics and the location of 
Area 1 to the east of 16TR19 . The Plaquemine 
period date for the village was considerably later 
than the Baytown date assigned by Weinstein and 
Kelly to Site 16TR3, and Area 1 was subsequent-
ly separated and renamed Site 16TR218 .
 Post-Contact components of Site 16TR218 
include an artifact scatter and the cemetery at 
St . Luke’s Baptist Church . Altschul (1978:Table 
15) reported artifact counts but focused his inter-
pretations on Pre-Contact remains, while Wein-
stein and Kelly (1992) suggested an early twenti-
eth century date for these materials . The church 
building was demolished in 2010, and archaeolog-
ical monitors reported no adverse effects on cul-
tural resources from the demolition (Hanson and 
Montana 2010) . A new structure has since been 
built on the church grounds and the cemetery re-
mains active . At time of writing, Site 16TR218 
has not been assessed applying the NRHP Crite-
ria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .



Results: Archaeological Survey
 The portion of the MTG RA1 project area 
summarized here was subdivided into nine survey 
segments covering parcels proposed for levee con-
struction, access roads, staging areas, and borrow 
pits by USACE-MVN . Shovel testing was em-
ployed across the entirety of five segments, which 
corresponded to Access Road 4a, Access Road 
4b, Access Road 4c, Staging Area, and Borrow 
A82 . The Staging Area was designated Area 1 
for the cultural resources inventory, and Borrow 
A82 was divided into two segments, called Areas 
2A and 2b, along an east-west running drainage 
ditch that split the parcel roughly in half . Sec-
tions of the Access Road 1 and Levee segments 



were systematically shovel-tested in non-marsh 
settings, and accessible marsh areas were inves-
tigated by pedestrian survey; intensive remote 
sensing analysis supplemented ground survey of 
these segments where marsh inundation prevent-
ed entry by field teams . Borrow Area NSF-A100 
had been previously surveyed for cultural resourc-
es (Parrish and Parrish 2013) and was being exca-
vated with heavy machinery when investigations 
commenced (Figure 3), making further study of 
this area impossible . 



Area 1 (Staging Area)
 Area 1 was an irregularly shaped parcel mea-
suring approximately 1 .9 ac (0 .8 ha) that was pro-
posed for use as a staging area near the south-
ern end of the project area . This area was a level, 
overgrown field, bounded on the east by LA 315/
Bayou Dularge Road and on the west by Bayou 
Dularge; it was the only area of the APE located 
east of the bayou . Site 16TR218 lay across Bayou 
Dularge to the west, but its boundaries did not 
extend into this section of the APE . Access Road 
4a formed the southern boundary of Area 1, and 
a drainage ditch at the edge of a stand of trees en-
closed the area in the north . Area 1 was almost 
entirely covered by grasses, with the primary dif-
ference in vegetation being the height of the grass, 
which was much longer in the north than in the 
south, where patches of gravel and shell pavement 
were visible . A small stand of trees surrounded a 
rusting fuel-storage tank, raised on a platform, in 
the center of Area 1 .
 A total of 35 shovel tests were excavated in 
Area 1, comprising 31 shovel tests along three 
transects and an additional four judgmental shovel 
tests placed along the southwest boundary to in-
crease the sample coverage .  Four shovel test loca-
tions could not be excavated due the presence of 
a drainage ditch (northern boundary) and gravel 
pavement associated with Access Road 2 (south-
ern boundary) . A typical shovel test was excavat-
ed to a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and 
it exhibited two strata in profile (Figure 4) . Stra-
tum I was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) silty 
loam that extended from the ground surface to a 
depth of about 8 inbs (20 cmbs) . Stratum II was 
grayish brown (10YR 5/2) silty clay that extend-
ed from 8 inbs (20cmbs) to at least 20 inbs (50 
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Figure 3 Mechanical excavator working in Borrow NSF-A100, center, with transport vehicles to left. Facing northeast.
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Figure 4 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 1 (Staging Area).
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cmbs) . Excavations were terminated upon reach-
ing the maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 In addition to systematic subsurface testing, 
Area 1 was visually inspected and document-
ed with digital photography through pedestri-
an survey . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indica-
tions of intact archaeological deposits, and the 
single above-ground feature was a metal fuel-
storage tank; no additional testing or evaluation 
is recommended for this area . 



Area 2A (Borrow A82)
 Area 2A was a roughly rectangular segment 
approximately 15 .2 ac (6 .1 ha) in extent that corre-
sponded to the northern half of the Programmat-
ic Borrow A82 . The improved gravel Access Road 
4a formed the northern boundary of Area 2A, 
and the similar Access Road 4c bounded the area 
in the west; drainage ditches provided the eastern 
and southern limits, with the southern ditch serv-
ing to separate this area from Area 2B . A small, 
dirt two-track access road ran along the northern 
side of the southern boundary ditch . Area 2A was 
a level, plowed field covered in mature sugarcane 
plants that limited visibility and made traversing 
the area difficult in some sections .
 A total of 86 shovel tests were excavated 
along 17 transects in Area 2A, and one planned 
shovel test could not be excavated due to its lo-
cation at the intersection of gravel and two-
track access roads . Where possible, transects fol-
lowed plowed furrows through the cane field . A 
typical shovel test was excavated to a maximum 
depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two 
strata in profile (Figure 5) . Stratum I was dark 
gray (10YR 4/1) clay loam, typical of a plowzone, 
that extended from the ground surface to a depth 
of about 12 inbs (30 cmbs) . Stratum II was very 
dark gray (10YR 3/1) clay with FeO2 staining 
that extended from 12 inbs (30 cmbs) to a depth 
of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 Area 2A was visually inspected and docu-
mented with digital photography through pedes-
trian survey in addition to shovel testing . Test ex-
cavations and pedestrian survey produced no ar-



chaeological materials or indications of intact ar-
chaeological deposits, and no additional testing 
or evaluation is recommended for this area . 



Area 2B (Borrow A82)
 Area 2B was a roughly rectangular segment 
covering approximately 16 .2 ac (6 .6 ha) and cor-
responding to the southern half of the Program-
matic Borrow A82; it was bounded on the south, 
east, and north by drainage ditches, the latter 
of which separated it from Area 2A and was 
flanked by another dirt two-track road to the 
south . Access Road 4c provided the western limit 
of Area 2B . Like Area 2A, Area 2B was a level, 
plowed field covered in sugarcane plants, which 
limited visibility and made traversing the area dif-
ficult in some sections . In contrast to Area 2A, 
some sections of Area 2B were covered by young-
er sugarcane plants, and smaller drainage ditches 
cut across its width at regular intervals, running 
roughly north-south and parallel to the furrows 
in the rest of the field .
 A total of 87 shovel tests were excavat-
ed along 15 transects in Area 2B; one planned 
shovel test could not be excavated due to its lo-
cation in a drainage ditch along the southern 
boundary . As with survey in Area 2A, transects in 
Area 2B proceeded along plowed furrows where 
possible . A typical shovel test was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it ex-
hibited two strata in profile (Figure 6) . Stratum I 
was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) clay, typical 
of a plowzone, with FeO2 staining that extend-
ed from the ground surface to a depth of about 
8 inbs (20 cmbs) . Stratum II was grayish brown 
(10YR 5/2) clay that extended from 8 inbs (20 
cmbs) to a depth of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 Pedestrian survey provided visual inspec-
tion and photo-documentation for Area 2B 
that augmented the program of systematic sub-
surface testing . Test excavations and pedestri-
an survey produced no archaeological materials 
or indications of intact archaeological deposits, 
and no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 
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Figure 5 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 2A (Borrow A82).
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Figure 6 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 2B (Borrow A82).











Management Summary



 16
R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. Contains Privileged Information -- Do Not Release



AR_SH100323A (Access Road 4a)
 Survey segment AR_SH100323A was a 
linear corridor encompassing Access Road 4a, 
which measured approximately 0 .9 mi (1 .4 km) 
by 30 ft (9 m) wide and contained two dis-
tinct segments: 1) an improved gravel road that 
stretched slightly over 0 .6 mi (1 km) west from 
LA 315, and 2) a grass two-track road extending 
northwest toward the proposed levee construc-
tion area over an additional 0 .25 mi (0 .4 km) . The 
gravel road originated along LA 315 and crossed 
Bayou Dularge over a culvert embankment north 
of several non-residential buildings and storage 
tanks surrounding a gravel lot . This lot extend-
ed southward from the road and created a large 
gravel shoulder that prevented the excavation of 
several shovel tests over a reach of approximately 
246 ft (75 m) west from the area of the buildings . 
Westward from this expansive gravel area, Access 
Road 2 was flanked by fields of mature sugar-
cane, including an uninvestigated field to the 
north and Area 2A to the south . At approximate-
ly 0 .6 m (1 .0 km) west of LA 315, the gravel road 
turned to the south and was investigated as part 
of survey segment AR_SH100423A, discussed 
in the following section . Another small gravel lot 
was located north of this bend in the road, and 
Access Road 2 continued to the northwest from 
this lot as an unimproved track through a grassy 
field bordered by forest on the north and south . 
Survey segment AR_SH100323A terminated at 
the southeastern boundary of the proposed levee 
construction parcel, although the track of Access 
Road 4a continued into that area .
 Survey proceeded along two transects laid 
out on parallel tracks flanking the centerline 
of Access Road 4a at a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . 
Shovel tests were frequently offset from these 
transects, often to the survey corridor boundaries, 
when their lines ran along sections of gravel road . 
A total of 132 shovel tests were excavated along 
the two transects, and an additional 34 planned 
shovel tests could not be excavated due to their 
locations on the gravel road, Bayou Dularge, and 
the gravel lot/shoulder at the western end of the 
corridor . A typical shovel test was excavated to 
a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it 
exhibited two strata in profile (Figure 7) . Stra-
tum I was grayish brown (10YR 5/2) compact 



sandy clay that extended from the ground sur-
face to a depth of about 8 inbs (20 cmbs) and was 
typical of plowzone soils across the APE . Stra-
tum II was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) clay 
that extended from 8 inbs (20 cmbs) to at least 
a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 Segment AR_SH100323A traversed areas of 
two known archaeological sites: Sites 16TR218 
and 16TR19 . Intervals between shovel tests were 
shortened to 33 ft (10 m) when passing through 
these known sites to increase the probability of 
locating cultural resources . The survey corridor 
crossed the eastern boundary of Site 16TR218, 
at the edge of Bayou Dularge, approximately 164 
ft (50 m) from its starting point and continued 
through the site for 807 ft (246 m) before pass-
ing through its western limit . A total of 31 shovel 
tests were excavated within the boundaries of 
Site 16TR218 in the segment AR_SH100323A 
survey corridor, with an additional planned 19 
shovel tests left unexcavated due to impenetra-
ble gravel road and lot surfaces . A typical shovel 
test inside Site 16TR218 was excavated to a max-
imum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibit-
ed two strata in profile (Figure 8) . Stratum I was 
grayish brown (10YR 5/2) sandy clay that extend-
ed from the ground surface to a depth of about 8 
inbs (20 cmbs) and was typical of plowzone soils 
across the segment . Stratum II was dark grayish 
brown (10YR 4/2) clay that extended from 8 inbs 
(20 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 About 400 ft (122 m) west from the south-
ward bend of the gravel road, AR_SH100323A 
crossed the eastern boundary of Site 16TR19 . 
Following first the gravel road and then the grass 
two-track, the survey corridor traversed approx-
imately 627 ft (191 m) through Site 16TR19 
before crossing its northwest boundary . Thirty-six 
shovel tests were excavated within the boundaries 
of Site 16TR19 in the segment AR_SH100323A 
corridor, and two planned shovel tests could not 
be excavated due to their location in the intersec-
tion of gravel access roads . A typical shovel test 
inside Site 16TR218 was excavated to a maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibit-
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Figure 7 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 2.
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Figure 8 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR218 along Access Road 4a.
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Figure 9 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR19 along Access Road 4a.
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ed two strata in profile (Figure 9) . Stratum I was 
brown (10YR 5/3) silty clay that extended from 
the ground surface to a depth of about 12 inbs 
(30 cmbs) . Stratum II was dark grayish brown 
(10YR 4/2) silty clay that extended from 12 inbs 
(30 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 AR_SH100323A was visually inspected and 
photo-documented through pedestrian survey in 
addition to systematic shovel testing . Test exca-
vations and pedestrian survey produced no ar-
chaeological materials or indications of intact 
archaeological deposits, including from within 
the boundaries of Sites 16TR218 and 16TR19 . 
The survey window provided by the APE poly-
gon was narrow (30 – 82 ft [9 – 25 m]), and cul-
tural materials related to those sites may yet be 
buried beyond the investigated area . Plowing and 
the digging of drainage ditches have consider-
ably disturbed the land immediately adjacent to 
Access Road 4a, however, and they have likely al-
ready impacted any cultural resources that may 
have once been present along the roadside . If 
road construction or improvement activities are 
not expanded beyond the original APE boundar-
ies, no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 



AR_SH100423A (Access Road 4b)
 AR_SH100423A is a linear corridor en-
compassing Access Road 4b, a Programmatic ex-
tension of Access Road 4a that continues to the 
southwest from the bend in the road mentioned 
in the previous section, where this segment abuts 
AR_SH100323A . This survey segment brack-
ets an improved gravel road about 33 ft (10 m) 
wide that runs generally southwest-northeast 
for approximately 0 .8 mi (1 .3 km), with numer-
ous slight changes in direction along its path . The 
southwestern limit of this road appears to be a 
property boundary marked by a line of trees that 
partially extend into the road, although access to 
the farther segment was not blocked . Beginning 
in the southwest and moving northeast along its 
length, AR_SH100423A is flanked by plowed, 
agricultural fields for approximately 0 .7 mi (1 .1 
km), which include both fields left fallow and 
those containing mature sugarcane . The final 0 .1 



mi (0 .2 km) in the northeast of the segment, be-
tween a drainage ditch and its intersection with 
AR_SH100323A, is bounded by mature sugar-
cane on the east and a small lot of mixed hard-
wood forest to the west . 
 As with Access Road 4a, survey of Access 
Road 4b proceeded along two transects laid out 
on parallel tracks flanking the road centerline at 
a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . Shovel tests were fre-
quently offset from these transects, often to the 
survey corridor boundaries, when their lines 
ran along sections of gravel road . A total of 150 
shovel tests were excavated along the two tran-
sects, and an additional 16 planned shovel tests 
could not be excavated due to their locations on 
the gravel road, in the gravel lot near the mound 
of Site 16TR19, and in a drainage ditch . A typi-
cal shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two strata 
in profile (Figure 10) . Stratum I was dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 4/2) silty clay that extended 
from the ground surface to a depth of about 12 
inbs (30 cmbs) and was typical of plowzone soils 
across the APE . Stratum II was very dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 3/2) clay that extended from 12 
inbs (30 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 
cmbs) . Excavations were terminated upon reach-
ing the maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 Segment AR_SH100423A traversed areas 
of two known archaeological sites: Sites 16TR3 
and 16TR19 . Intervals between shovel tests were 
shortened to 33 ft (10 m) when passing through 
these known sites to increase the probability of 
locating cultural resources . The survey corri-
dor crossed the northwestern boundary of Site 
16TR3 approximately 0 .3 mi (0 .5 km) from its 
starting point and continued through the site for 
a maximum distance of 314 ft (96 m) – along 
the southern corridor boundary – before passing 
through its northern limit . A total of 12 shovel 
tests were excavated within the boundaries of Site 
16TR3 in segment AR_SH100423A . A typical 
shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth of 
20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two strata in 
profile (Figure 11) . Stratum I was grayish brown 
(10YR 5/2) sandy clay that extended from the 
ground surface to a depth of about 10 inbs (25 
cmbs) . Stratum II was dark grayish brown (10YR 
4/2) clay that extended from 10 inbs (25 cmbs) 
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Figure 10 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 4b.
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Figure 11 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR3 along Access Road 4b.











Management Summary



 23
R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. Contains Privileged Information -- Do Not Release



to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 A significant portion of AR_SH100423A 
was located within the boundaries of Site 
16TR19 . The segment crossed the southwest-
ern site boundary about 0 .5 mi (0 .8 km) from 
its starting point in the southwest and contin-
ued through the site about 0 .3 mi (0 .5 km) before 
ending at the junction with AR_SH100323A . 
Immediately southwest of the large mound that 
forms the extant Precontact component of Site 
16TR19, a second gravel road – currently in use 
by trucks carrying materials from Borrow NSF-
A100 – intersected Access Road 4b and created 
a large gravel lot measuring about 0 .5 ac (0 .2 ha) 
(Figure 12) . A total of 76 shovel tests were ex-
cavated within the boundaries of Site 16TR19 
in segment AR_SH100423A, and an additional 



12 planned shovel tests could not be excavated 
due to their location in the gravel road or nearby 
drainage ditches . Unexcavated test pits included 
five near the mound that fell within the adjacent 
gravel lot . A typical shovel test was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it ex-
hibited two strata in profile (Figure 13) . Stratum 
I was very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) silty 
clay loam that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of about 16 inbs (40 cmbs) . Stratum 
II was very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) clay 
that extended from 16 inbs (40 cmbs) to at least 
a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 In addition to systematic subsurface testing, 
segment AR_SH100423A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey . Test excavations and 



Figure 12 South side of mound at Site 16TR19 with plowed field in foreground and Access Road 4b in left rear. Gravel lot 
to left of mound. Facing northwest.
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Figure 13 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR19 along Access Road 4b.











Management Summary



 25
R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. Contains Privileged Information -- Do Not Release



pedestrian survey produced no archaeological 
materials or indications of intact archaeological 
deposits, including from within the boundaries 
of Sites 16TR3 and 16TR19 . The survey window 
provided by the APE polygon was narrow (49 – 
66 ft [15 – 20 m]), and cultural materials re-
lated to those sites may yet be buried beyond 
the investigated area . Plowing and the digging 
of drainage ditches have considerably disturbed 
the land immediately adjacent to Access Road 
2 (South), however, and they have likely already 
impacted any cultural resources that may have 
once been present along the roadside . If road 
construction or improvement activities are not 
expanded beyond the original APE boundar-
ies, no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area .



AR_LAC121123A (Access Road 4c)
 AR_LAC121123A is a linear survey corridor 
encompassing Access Road 4c, which connects 
Access Road 4a with Borrow NSF-A100 . This 
unimproved access road is nearly level and con-
sists of gravel and packed dirt . After branching 
from Access Road 4a in the north, this road runs 
approximately 470 ft (143 m) south-southwest 
along the western boundary of Area 2A before 
joining an unnamed gravel road and bending east . 
After a distance of about 104 ft (32 m), the road 
turns south-southeast, and extends about 0 .25 mi 
(0 .4 km) to meet the boundary of Borrow NSF-
A100 . Access Road 4c is bounded by sugarcane 
fields over nearly all its length, some unculti-
vated areas of scrub vegetation occurring closer 
to the borrow area . 
 As with the other access roads in this area, 
survey of Access Road 4c proceeded along two 
transects laid out on parallel tracks flanking 
the road centerline at a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . 
Shovel tests were offset when transect lines ran 
along sections of gravel road . A total of 41 shovel 
tests were excavated along the two transects, and 
all planned shovel tests were excavated . A typical 
shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth of 
20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited one stratum in 
profile (Figure 14) . Stratum I was very dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 3/2) clay mottled with strong 
brown (7 .5YR 5/6) clay and stained with iron; it 
extended from the ground surface to a depth of 



at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs), and excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 AR_LAC121123A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey in addition to shovel 
testing . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indi-
cations of intact archaeological deposits, and 
no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 



AR_SH100923A (Access Road 1)
 AR_SH100923A was a linear corridor en-
compassing Access Road 1, which was located 
about 1 .7 mi (2 .8 km) north of the entrance to 
Access Road 4a along LA 315 . This survey seg-
ment stretched approximately 0 .75 mi (1 .2 km) in 
a west-northwest direction and ranged from 20 ft 
(6 m) wide at its eastern end to 60 ft (18 m) wide 
in the west, where it abutted the proposed levee 
construction parcel . The corridor for Access Road 
1 originated in the east at the Tommy Darcey 
Bridge, which provides access to Vice Road from 
LA 315 over Bayou Dularge . After crossing the 
asphalt-paved Vice Road, Access Road 1 extend-
ed west-northwest as an improved gravel road, 
flanked by manicured lawns and buildings, for 
around 0 .1 mi (0 .2 km) . The manicured lawns and 
structures were replaced by grassy and overgrown 
fields beyond this point, and Access Road 1 tran-
sitioned from a gravel road to a dirt two-track 
as it moved west . An abandoned drainage ditch, 
somewhat infilled and overgrown with wetland 
vegetation, began to run parallel to the southern 
edge of AR_SH100923A around 0 .25 mi (0 .4 
km) from the start of the segment and prohibited 
the excavation of a single shovel test . Farther on, 
at approximately 0 .4 mi (0 .6 km) from the be-
ginning of AR_SH100923A, the two-track road 
was completely overgrown by dense secondary 
growth . Several recent garbage dumps were ob-
served in this area . This section of the survey cor-
ridor was covered by mixed hardwood forest and 
secondary growth until around 0 .5 mi (0 .8 km) 
from its starting point, where the line of Access 
Road 1 entered a cypress swamp or dry marsh . 
 Survey of AR_SH100923A proceeded in 
three phases: 1) pedestrian survey of the devel-
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Figure 14 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 4c.
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oped eastern end of the corridor, over a distance 
of 0 .1 mi (0 .2 km); 2) pedestrian and shovel-test 
survey of the mixed field/forest area between the 
developed eastern portion and the wetland west-
ern portion of the corridor, over a distance of 0 .4 
mi (0 .6 km); and 3) pedestrian survey of 0 .16 mi 
(0 .25 km) of dry swamp/marsh moving westward 
toward the Levee APE . Each section used two 
transects set 16 ft (5 m) off the segment center-
line to guide surveyors . At the end of the final 
section of AR_SH100923A – approximate-
ly 408 ft (124 m) east of the levee parcel – the 
Access Road 1 APE entered an inaccessible sec-
tion of wet marsh, and survey operations ceased 
after a crew member broke through the flotant 
surface and had to be extricated from the fluid 
muck below (Figure 15) . 
 A total of 42 shovel tests were excavated 
along the two transects in the middle section of 



AR_SH100923A; one additional planned shovel 
test could not be excavated due to its location in 
a drainage ditch . A typical shovel test was exca-
vated to a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) 
and it exhibited one stratum in profile (Figure 
16) . Stratum I was dark grayish brown (10YR 
4/2) clay that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of about 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Survey crew 
members reported numerous examples of dis-
turbed soils along both transects .
 All accessible portions of segment AR_
SH100923A were visually inspected and doc-
umented with digital photography through pe-
destrian survey, and systematic subsurface test-
ing was employed in terrain where this was fea-
sible . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indi-



Figure 15 Water and mud beneath vegetation layer of ground surface at 1100 meters on Transect 1, Access Road 1. Area 
where survey became stuck in mud. Facing west.
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Figure 16 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 1.
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cations of intact archaeological deposits, and 
no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area .



SH_100623A (Levee)
 Survey segment SH_100623A was located at 
the southern end of the proposed levee construc-
tion parcel, where this section abutted Access 
Road 4a and segment AR_SH100323A . The 
two-track portion of Access Road 4a continued 
in a northwest direction through SH_100623A 
for approximately 0 .14 mi (0 .23 km) and was sur-
rounded by a grass field about 132 ft (40 m) wide 
from northeast to southwest . The field was bor-
dered by a thin line of mixed hardwood forest and 
dense secondary growth that extended around 98 
ft (30 m) away from road; marsh grasses, cattails, 
and humid soils indicative of wetlands were en-
countered on both the northeast and southwest 
sides of this segment beyond the strip of forest-
ed land . Above-ground pipeline infrastructure 
was also observed at the western end of this seg-
ment near Transect 7 .
 Shovel testing was only feasible in an area 
covering about 5 .7 ac (2 .3 ha) of SH_100623A, 
which included the cleared field around the 
Access Road 4a dirt track and the thin rim of 
scrub forest along its border . This area corre-
sponded to the crest of a relict natural levee that 
was elevated above the surrounding marshes . A 
total of 28 shovel tests were excavated along seven 
transects in this survey segment, and one addi-
tional planned shovel test could not be excavated 
due to its position near the pipeline infrastruc-
ture . A typical shovel test was excavated to a max-
imum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited 
a single stratum in profile (Figure 17) . Stratum 
I was dark gray (10YR 4/1) silty clay with FeO2 
staining that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth for shovel testing . 
 The remainder of SH_100623A that could be 
accessed by field teams was investigated through 
pedestrian survey . This included the southern end 
of the Levee segment, a roughly rectangular sec-
tion of approximately 4 .8 ac (1 .9 ha) that ex-
tended southwest from the access road through 
an area of cattail marsh that was mostly dry and 



could be traversed safely . Northeast of the access 
road, the transects crossed a similar, undifferenti-
ated cattail marsh (Figure 18), which became in-
creasingly wetter as survey crews moved farther 
away from the natural levee crest . This area cov-
ered about 23 .5 ac (11 .5 ha) and contained no 
areas of elevated ground or non-marsh vegetation 
that were discernible along the transects . At a dis-
tance of approximately 0 .29 mi (0 .47 km) from 
the start of pedestrian survey in this section, the 
transects crossed an infilled ditch that appeared 
to contain a buried pipeline . Beyond this ditch, 
the marsh became markedly wetter and its surface 
more unstable, and survey operations were sus-
pended in this direction due to the hazard pre-
sented by this terrain .
 Segment SH_100623A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey in areas that could be 
accessed, and systematic shovel testing was con-
ducted in non-marsh areas . Test excavations and 
pedestrian survey produced no archaeological 
materials or indications of intact archaeological 
deposits, and no additional testing or evaluation 
is recommended for this area . 



Remote Sensing Results
 Analysis of remote sensing data focuses on 
identifying cultural resources, landforms, evi-
dence of disturbance from land-use practices, and 
potential changes to the landscape over time in 
the sections of the project area that could not be 
accessed by survey teams . A predictive settlement 
model (Brown et al . 2000) provides an additional 
baseline for assessing the probability of encoun-
tering settlement remains on different landforms . 
The follow sections describe the results of the 
remote sensing analyses and discuss these results 
in relation to the predictive model .



Landforms and Current Terrain
 Examination of recent high-resolution aerial 
imagery (30 cm; 4-Band, 8 Bit) and a lidar-de-
rived digital elevation model (DEM) provides 
information on landforms and the current state 
of terrain in the inaccessible sectors of the proj-
ect area . About 33% of the northernmost sec-
tion of the Levee segment appears to be covered 
by open water, with broken marshlands, smaller 
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Figure 17 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated in the Levee survey segment.
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ponds, and marsh vegetation making up the re-
mainder of the area . Elevations are uniformly low 
and the terrain flat, and any elevated landforms 
that may once have existed here have since sub-
sided beneath the marsh .
 Undifferentiated marsh vegetation, similar to 
that in the area just described, blankets approxi-
mately 75% of the Levee segment in the area des-
ignated as a high-probability zone for settlement . 
The remaining land is covered in sparse vegeta-
tion that includes some trees, which appears sim-
ilar to the section of Access Road 1 where survey 
teams first observed an environmental shift from 
scrub forest to cypress swamp . The lidar DEM re-
veals the faint trace of a channel and its associated 
natural levee – likely from a subsided and infilled 
crevasse – extending from the western edge of the 
Bayou Dularge natural levee into the Levee APE 
(Figure 19) . This slightly elevated relict landform 



underlies the area of mixed vegetation and prob-
able cypress swamp . The DEM reveals a drop in 
elevation along the Access Road 1 segment as it 
approaches the levee alignment, where the exist-
ing road ends at the edge of the Bayou Dularge 
natural levee and the proposed corridor enters the 
inaccessible marshlands to the west . Analysis of 
the vegetation and elevation data suggests relict 
channels and the distal portions of natural levees 
extending into this zone of the project area have 
subsided beneath the Terrebonne Marsh .
 The large swath of the Levee APE that ex-
tends between the two zones of high settle-
ment probability, representing the largest seg-
ment as subdivided for this analysis (139 ac [43 .1 
ha]), is entirely covered by undifferentiated, low 
marsh vegetation with few or no trees discernible . 
Aerial imagery shows some minor ponding with 
no large areas of open water in this segment of 



Figure 18 Surveyors among marsh grasses and cattails typical of Levee segment north of access road, Transect 3 at 300 
meters. Facing southwest.
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Figure 19 One-meter lidar digital elevation model (DEM) showing differences in elevation and landform expression 
Sheet 1 across project area. DEM downloaded from USGS (2023).
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Figure 19 One-meter lidar digital elevation model (DEM) showing differences in elevation and landform expression 
Sheet 2 across project area. DEM downloaded from USGS (2023).
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marsh, and the DEM reveals no natural elevated 
features (e .g ., natural levees) in this portion of the 
project area . If the natural levee of Bayou Dularge 
once extended far enough west to enter this sec-
tion of the project area, its flanks have since sub-
sided beneath the marsh .
 The southernmost section of the Levee seg-
ment falls within a high probability settlement 
zone and provides critical information for inter-
preting imagery elsewhere in the project area, as 
this section was groundtruthed by survey teams . 
Once again, aerial imagery reveals a segment of 
undifferentiated marsh vegetation across this seg-
ment of the proposed alignment, which is iden-
tical to the vegetation in other areas described 
above . As with the adjacent segment to the north, 
the DEM shows no expressions of elevated land-
forms here . Surveyors documented a large ex-
panse of cattail marsh in this area, with surface 
conditions becoming increasingly wet and un-
stable moving northeast along transect lines . The 
conditions recorded by field crews in this section 
of the Levee segment are likely to obtain in other 
sections where similar vegetation and elevations 
characterize the landscape .



Cultural Resources and Historic Standing 
Structures
 Inspection of recent (2021) and historic 
(1940, 1953, 1957) aerial imagery, as well as the 
lidar DEM, reveals no evidence of cultural re-
sources or historic standing structures within the 
inaccessible sections of the project area . Stand-
ing structures are clearly visible along the natu-
ral levee of Bayou Dularge in recent and historic 
aerial imagery but do not appear within the area 
of interest . The extant mound of Site 16TR19, an 
example of substantial Pre-Contact settlement 
remains, is also easily recognized in aerial imagery 
and the DEM; nothing approximating this fea-
ture can be seen in the project area sections that 
could not be accessed by survey teams .



Land Modification and Diachronic Landscape 
Change
 Canals and canalized drainages comprise the 
most significant evidence of human-made land 
modifications visible in aerial images and the lidar 
DEM . Larger historic canals, used for transporta-



tion and drainage, approach the project area in the 
north and west, and one canal can be seen crossing 
the levee alignment running toward Lake Hatch 
in the 1940 aerial photographs . Few other canals 
appear in the 1940 images, and much of the area 
has the appearance of a wet marsh with visible 
tidal channels . No additional modifications are 
discernible in the 1953 photographs, aside from a 
large canal dredged south from the GIWW about 
0 .75 mi (1 .23 km) northwest of the project area, 
and the marsh appears largely undisturbed . 
 Major modifications in the form of canals, 
trenches, and access trails crosscut the marsh, 
especially in the northern section of the project 
area, in the 1957 aerial photographs . These fea-
tures relate to increasing investment in oil and 
gas exploration across the Terrebonne Marsh; few 
seem to represent long-term investments in infra-
structure, as they are not visible in recent imagery, 
although faint traces of some can be seen in the 
lidar DEM . Much of the permanent architecture 
of hydrocarbon extraction and transport, such as 
the buried pipelines encountered by field crews, 
postdates these historic photographs but is visible 
in more recent imagery .
 Comparative analysis of aerial photographs 
through time provides information on geomor-
phological processes active in the project area . 
For example, relict distributary channels and 
the higher ground of their natural levees can be 
clearly seen flanking the north end of the Levee 
segment on both east and west in earlier pho-
tographs . These landforms shrink or almost dis-
appear in recent imagery, reflecting processes 
of channel infilling and subsidence beneath the 
marsh that were likely accelerated by land modi-
fications since at least 1957 . The margins of nat-
ural levees, as revealed by the interface between 
scrub forest and marsh vegetation, also appear to 
recede away from the Levee segment boundar-
ies through time, providing additional evidence of 
higher ground subsiding beneath the marsh . 
 
Predictive Settlement Model
 The predictive settlement model identifies 
two zones within the MTG RA1 project area 
with high probabilities of containing settlement 
remains . These zones occur at the convergences of 
distributary and/or crevasse natural levees, which 











Management Summary



 35
R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. Contains Privileged Information -- Do Not Release



create elevated masses or land-bridges above the 
surrounding, low-lying interdistributary marsh-
lands . The high-probability areas center around 
these confluence zones – where larger settlements 
are expected – and were originally created with 
0 .6 mi (1 km) radii to encompass the flanks and 
distal ends of natural levees, as these are consid-
ered high-probability areas for smaller resource-
extraction sites (Brown et al . 2000) . 
 In the south of the project area, the predic-
tive model accounts for the concentration of 
known archaeological sites, including the large 
mound site 16TR19 . Sites in this area occur on 
the crests of relict and current natural levees and 
are far enough from levee margins to be unaf-
fected by subsidence . Areas within the southern 
high-probability zone located on natural levee 
flanks, such as the southern end of the Levee seg-
ment, are currently subsiding beneath the marsh, 
making any cultural resources that may be lo-
cated there difficult to detect without extensive 
and deep excavations .
 Similar processes of subsidence are affect-
ing the terrain of the Levee segment in the north, 
which seem to have been accelerated by more in-
tensive historical land-modification activities . 
Areas that may have been elevated on relict natu-
ral levees in the past now lie beneath inundated 
marshlands . Despite the potential for this area to 
contain cultural resources suggested by the settle-
ment model, any such remains will likely prove 



inaccessible to tradition survey and shovel-testing 
methods due to subsidence .



Summary of Results
 Intensive Phase I Terrestrial Cultural Re-
sources Survey – comprising systematic subsur-
face testing, pedestrian survey, visual inspection, 
and photo-documentation – across the project 
area recovered no archaeological resources or new 
evidence of intact archaeological deposits . Analy-
sis of aerial imagery and a lidar DEM further in-
dicated that sections of the project area not ac-
cessible by survey teams have been substantial-
ly impacted by subsidence and large-scale land 
modification for oil and gas extraction . Survey 
within the project area did not recover any addi-
tional materials from the previously recorded ar-
chaeological sites 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218, 
despite the use of more intensive sampling pro-
cedures within site boundaries . No new archae-
ological properties are therefore recommended 
as eligible by applying the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) Criteria for Evaluation 
(36 CFR 60 .4[a-d]), and no additional testing or 
evaluation is recommended for the project area . 
Given previous assessments of the research po-
tential of Sites 16TR19 and 16TR218, however, 
additional testing would be recommended before 
expansion of construction or road improvement 
activities beyond the current APE limits within 
the boundaries of those sites .
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Enclosure 1_ Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project


			From


			Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)


			To


			Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)


			Recipients


			Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil









From: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) 

Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2023 3:07 PM

To: ''Earl Barbry Jr.' <earlii@tunica.org>; thpo@choctaw.org; Ms. Johnna Flynn <jflynn@jenachoctaw.org>; dakotajohn@coushatta.org; 'Lindsey Bilyeau' <lbilyeu@choctawnation.com>; 'Kimberly Walden' <kim@chitimacha.gov>

Cc: Carson, Melanie <MCarson@choctaw.org>; TMartin@tunica.org; 'Ian Thompson' <ithompson@choctawnation.com>; Theresa Patingo <theresap@chitimacha.gov>; Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>; DCRT Section 106 <section106@crt.la.gov>; Ostahowski, Brian
 E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil>

Subject: FW: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project








 




Dear all Tribal Partners,




 




During the monthly CEMVN Monthly Tribal Coordination Call of September 27, 2023, I introduced the idea that USACE phase the cultural resource survey of proposed borrow areas for the Morganza to the Gulf (MTG) Project (Figure 1), seeking
 your Tribe’s agreement.  CEMVN first ran this idea past Louisiana State Archaeologist Chip McGimsey who agreed that, “as long as the agency can commit to surveying all appropriate areas” it would be appropriate to phase the work (see below).




 




Phase I cultural resources survey of the Reach A portion of MTG has begun (Figure 2). The Project Description of Reach A provided by CEMVN Design Engineers contains an excess of potential borrow areas (more than necessary to actually construct
 the Reach A engineering design) (Figure 3). The thinking of this Project Description was to include borrow areas that will become necessary as future Reaches are designed for construction, a sooner rather than later approach.




 




However, this approach endangered the ability to complete cultural resources survey of Reach A and associated elements (access roads, staging areas, borrow pits), on the schedule that the CEMVN Commander has requested.





 




CEMVN proposes to include within the Environmental Assessment (EA) being written for Reach A, the design commitment that any borrow area proposed for utilization by MTG, will have a completed Phase I cultural resources survey, before any
 excavation of that borrow may occur.  This same commitment will appear in any Design reviews, for other Reaches of MTG. Phase I cultural resources survey of any proposed borrow will occur as soon as possible for all other Reaches of MTG, so that results of
 survey are known and design commitments are no longer necessary.




 




If you object to this CEMVN proposal, please reply to this email within 30 days. If you have questions, please reply by email or phone.




 




Sincerely,




Dr. Paul Hughbanks




Project Archaeologist




Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil




(504) 862-1100




 






From: Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>


Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2023 9:52 AM

To: Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil>; Rachel Watson <rwatson@crt.la.gov>

Cc: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project








 




Jason and Paul,




 




After all these years, this project is actually starting! Amazing!




 




Is there a project-specific PA for this now (I don’t remember one) or are we just going off what is laid out in the EA?  Either way, seems clear that given the project as a whole that it is going to be phased since many elements are slated
 for much later.  I see little difference in phasing project segments and phasing parts of a specific segment.  Most all large projects do it in one sense or another with design modifications, reroutes, etc.  As long as the Corps can promise that all appropriate
 areas will be surveyed, I think we’re good.




 





Chip McGimsey




State Archaeologist




LA Divison of Archaeology




cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov




225-219-4598






 






From: Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil>


Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2023 12:32 PM

To: Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>; Rachel Watson <rwatson@crt.la.gov>

Cc: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil>

Subject: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project








 





EXTERNAL EMAIL Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.








Chip and Rachel,




 




Paul and I wanted to talk about the phasing of the Reach A survey areas.  Since regulations require the agency to request input from Consulting Parties before making this decision, we are reaching out.  Here is a link to the project website:

New Orleans District > About > Projects > Morganza to the Gulf (army.mil) and attached is a slide show contextualizing MTG among other CEMVN projects, providing the outline of MTG levee/floodwall/floodgate locations, and Reach A proposed route specifically. 





 




Paul has SOW developed for proposed construction areas, access areas, and critical borrow areas, BUT there is some concept of alternative borrow locations.  I figure starting survey on critical path elements and a commitment to phase ID/eval
 (per 36 CFR 800.4), based on large areas and alternatives, it would make sense.  It’d be a Environmental commitment in the EA and noted in all the 106 consultations around the survey effort and results reporting. 





 




I’d guess you want to chat on the specific intent.  Paul and I can do it together, or you call each of us, but I know he is easier to catch at his desk than I am, if a choice has to be made.  If otherwise you want to just say yes that’s
 a good idea USACE – we’ll take that.  




 




Either way, looking to get your take on this proposal?    




 




Jason




--------------------------------------------------------------------------




Jason A. Emery, RPA




Chief, Cultural & Social Resources Section (CEMVN-PDS-N)




MVD Regional Planning Division, South




New Orleans District (MVN)




United States Army Corps of Engineers





New Orleans District (CEMVN-PDS-N)




7400 Leake Ave.




New Orleans, LA 70118-3651 





 




Office: (504) 862-2364




Cell: (504) 390-7868




FAX: 504-862-1375




Email:  jason.a.emery@usace.army.mil




 











Figure 2.jpg


Figure 2.jpg








Figure 3.jpg


Figure 3.jpg










 
 
	 Reach A EA - Constructable Features Only.kmz
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff0000e6
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff00e64c
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff00aaff
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ffe600a9
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff000000
			 2
		
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
	
	 
		 Constructable Features
		 1
		 
		 New Group Layer
		 
			 Footprints
			 
			 ALT2_ReachA_EA_Constructable
			 
				 Access Road
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle30
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75538208790313,29.50214678975525,0 -90.75529545275849,29.50218487512217,0 -90.75498324332948,29.50214704672044,0 -90.75381184559365,29.50201585021125,0 -90.75366979431084,29.50201697196709,0 -90.75360260061767,29.50203510861286,0 -90.75326724509898,29.50216452603793,0 -90.75329262136216,29.50221484565256,0 -90.75362463103899,29.50208671975874,0 -90.75367955100518,29.50207189584691,0 -90.75380811983321,29.50207088043886,0 -90.75497493780351,29.50220156414949,0 -90.75528366795723,29.50223897122078,0 -90.75535209089749,29.50230972513887,0 -90.75732860287818,29.50254919033673,0 -90.75753550794779,29.50259134825949,0 -90.75805122599014,29.50263553280287,0 -90.75882888942432,29.50277346662973,0 -90.75949976318765,29.50285283729621,0 -90.76570134430298,29.50353718812935,0 -90.76563270518888,29.50336331313651,0 -90.7595242097357,29.50268923159581,0 -90.7588603033052,29.50261068645531,0 -90.75807923178462,29.50247214779565,0 -90.75756622675087,29.50242819542384,0 -90.75736300480969,29.50238678814426,0 -90.75538208790313,29.50214678975525,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging 4a Adjacent
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle31
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.7487401942459,29.47837913936706,0 -90.7486596652972,29.4794301421502,0 -90.74939023572085,29.47959491861988,0 -90.74939506483126,29.47905647241289,0 -90.74910254803845,29.47831925975626,0 -90.74901762257227,29.47835107181814,0 -90.7487401942459,29.47837913936706,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle32
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.7596726060392,29.48425118991875,0 -90.75909256162848,29.48679294331205,0 -90.7667268250221,29.50613485312636,0 -90.76825433490376,29.50910218443034,0 -90.76650857702001,29.51420730262652,0 -90.77095805824369,29.52237285689956,0 -90.77095805824369,29.52237285689956,0 -90.77257660216459,29.52403497360008,0 -90.77346227627329,29.52337525382051,0 -90.7719426049856,29.52181468808993,0 -90.7719426049856,29.52181468808993,0 -90.76775145298932,29.5141233787505,0 -90.76949302162919,29.50903030866481,0 -90.76780906259816,29.50575914263866,0 -90.76029472157266,29.486721638823,0 -90.76075852955299,29.48468913210496,0 -90.76075852955299,29.48468913210496,0 -90.76422263995228,29.4808376989255,0 -90.76330880526174,29.48020847785034,0 -90.7596726060392,29.48425118991875,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 NFS-A100
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle33
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75096781019211,29.47122993702012,0 -90.7510474926905,29.47140739122514,0 -90.75166755862878,29.47278826796289,0 -90.75212174693526,29.47398547744316,0 -90.75218300003968,29.47565973924207,0 -90.75450314014491,29.47455972044091,0 -90.75684727010503,29.47350548690582,0 -90.75535674602419,29.46963863943748,0 -90.75096781019211,29.47122993702012,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 4a
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle30
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75891064344488,29.47945765089549,0 -90.75877630556306,29.47946678292891,0 -90.75842316493708,29.47923367305951,0 -90.7582208521611,29.47913340062821,0 -90.75790676047583,29.47905533284234,0 -90.75739788500159,29.47898523507187,0 -90.75679494189241,29.47891787536514,0 -90.75641725794003,29.47885176975604,0 -90.7550873040402,29.47859064743009,0 -90.75420866320626,29.47851644821399,0 -90.75323556078601,29.47849024195061,0 -90.75197009299873,29.47834119109409,0 -90.75107281935323,29.47826908859858,0 -90.74955827170052,29.47808850846815,0 -90.74937625013644,29.47812699462972,0 -90.7489931453561,29.47827050144882,0 -90.74872919877512,29.47829720363216,0 -90.7487401942459,29.47837913936706,0 -90.74901762257227,29.47835107181814,0 -90.74940608563064,29.47820555883906,0 -90.74956314635313,29.47817235028824,0 -90.75106213828894,29.47835107481211,0 -90.75195948686751,29.47842318312354,0 -90.75322780168179,29.47857256877947,0 -90.75420267813524,29.47859882444398,0 -90.75507239662316,29.47867226884535,0 -90.756397686886,29.47893247668024,0 -90.75677970572769,29.47899934034124,0 -90.75738458039773,29.47906691611978,0 -90.75788647284995,29.47913605217312,0 -90.75818421590762,29.47921005681938,0 -90.75837131759982,29.47930278769444,0 -90.75883323904478,29.47960770658175,0 -90.75886554137412,29.47982560359665,0 -90.75900484581257,29.47991148540497,0 -90.7612548224443,29.48081885069146,0 -90.76228086961456,29.48135137742323,0 -90.76233968631145,29.48128598258417,0 -90.76129872389295,29.48074571694455,0 -90.75905212281491,29.47983971331074,0 -90.75900291888605,29.4798093780717,0 -90.75899772320786,29.4795713822919,0 -90.75891064344488,29.47945765089549,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 4c
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle30
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75702458973574,29.47893888822304,0 -90.75711811416939,29.47894933687443,0 -90.75730390722937,29.47768716935585,0 -90.7571952239434,29.47757706881814,0 -90.75700305852477,29.47756508364188,0 -90.75693661374284,29.47753859005259,0 -90.75689774330812,29.47745013745856,0 -90.75684644263816,29.47720213969511,0 -90.756235708625,29.47543430503226,0 -90.75562546213128,29.47405498311516,0 -90.75562019391825,29.47404307592913,0 -90.75553656720997,29.47408256763137,0 -90.7555411402423,29.47409290461016,0 -90.75614649508728,29.47546117130442,0 -90.75642472472894,29.47626654844152,0 -90.75642645358197,29.47626677800206,0 -90.75643012534957,29.47628218141369,0 -90.75675462925368,29.47722148582773,0 -90.75680655070052,29.47747248531574,0 -90.75686244461679,29.47759967629444,0 -90.75697941539471,29.47764631586026,0 -90.75714946648841,29.47765692173046,0 -90.75715588181018,29.47766342062505,0 -90.75720501470943,29.47771319442258,0 -90.75709514149551,29.47845961042196,0 -90.75702458973574,29.47893888822304,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Centerline - Constructable
			 
			 Polylines
			 
				 Reach A Centerline
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>OID</td>

<td>7</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Name</td>

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>SymbolID</td>

<td>6</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Miles</td>

<td>3.257618</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Feet</td>

<td>17200.220846</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Constructable</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Section</td>

<td>Reach A South</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
				 #LineStyle20
				 
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.77301365476283,29.52369981673668,0 -90.77144454776352,29.52208847563028,0 -90.76712423277904,29.51416004644637,0 -90.768867895684,29.50906095327244,0 -90.76726216227941,29.50594170509219,0 -90.75968786075305,29.4867520022646,0 -90.76020978668186,29.48446487243372,0 -90.76375994024636,29.4805178009868,0 
						
					
				
			
		
	






 
 
	 Reach A EA - Programmatic Features Only.kmz
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff7fd3ff
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff7f7fff
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff73ffa3
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ffff73df
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ffcccccc
			 2
		
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
	
	 
		 
			 00000000
			 0
		
		 
			 ff00ffff
			 2
		
		 
			 00828282
		
	
	 
		 Programmatic Features
		 
		 New Group Layer
		 
			 Centerline - Programmatic
			 
			 Levee_Centerline
			 
				 Reach A Centerline
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Name</td>

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>SymbolID</td>

<td>6</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Miles</td>

<td>2.551893</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Feet</td>

<td>13473.994852</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Section</td>

<td>Reach A South</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
				 #LineStyle50
				 
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.76375994024636,29.4805178009868,0 -90.76440839587424,29.47892583120906,0 -90.76410164631581,29.4779937092347,0 -90.76475250838914,29.47702231160968,0 -90.76502627792976,29.47626645813925,0 -90.76713042919927,29.47412234843703,0 -90.76940866485536,29.47253122352249,0 -90.76811813916242,29.47125358207984,0 -90.76711880979046,29.47075790840817,0 
						
					
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.79293513432647,29.53537060545174,0 -90.79282982137491,29.5323795566084,0 -90.78158332262093,29.53249826083724,0 -90.77301401732556,29.52369954672137,0 
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Reach A Centerline
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Name</td>

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>SymbolID</td>

<td>6</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Miles</td>

<td>2.304745</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Feet</td>

<td>12169.053337</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Section</td>

<td>Reach A North</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
				 #LineStyle50
				 
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.80471551080265,29.56153645824929,0 -90.80444969793382,29.55346413960389,0 -90.79650201532002,29.55079263598108,0 -90.79681704220837,29.55013814234051,0 -90.7973440839442,29.54735025602715,0 -90.79695593998198,29.54322369283102,0 -90.79554334834295,29.53764944870921,0 -90.7930177706786,29.53771747927303,0 -90.79293513432647,29.53537060545174,0 
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 ALT2_ReachA_EA_Programmatic
			 
			 ALT2_ReachA_EA_Programmatic
			 
				 Access Road 2
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80220678271773,29.55320817102391,0 -90.80205612600774,29.55315753279938,0 -90.80200653108193,29.55346565591273,0 -90.80190829587852,29.55395603042811,0 -90.80126823126442,29.55648653599976,0 -90.80106674350492,29.55734189770642,0 -90.80099947610067,29.55759345314043,0 -90.80088772614927,29.55786555432099,0 -90.80058598392672,29.55848681737961,0 -90.80033150685115,29.5590218266644,0 -90.8000773512758,29.55948196682114,0 -90.79999280075741,29.55962598280335,0 -90.7998118494624,29.55989185408818,0 -90.79953374384328,29.56021660381198,0 -90.79893463793887,29.56088716826578,0 -90.79852374063741,29.56133505210912,0 -90.7978614755578,29.56207806763813,0 -90.79765835130783,29.56228992206475,0 -90.79723292946453,29.56278993091123,0 -90.79645304816195,29.56364708773561,0 -90.79637727923711,29.56374030773268,0 -90.79651494577232,29.56380830737536,0 -90.79657878458355,29.56372976613111,0 -90.79735759934154,29.5628737797808,0 -90.79778181418118,29.56237518838587,0 -90.7979838051059,29.56216451644872,0 -90.79864711530709,29.56142032628061,0 -90.79905795531317,29.56097250497319,0 -90.79965867417786,29.56030013488676,0 -90.79994273801837,29.55996842603685,0 -90.80013046835825,29.559692595582,0 -90.80021813873462,29.55954326464832,0 -90.80047503317985,29.5590781641758,0 -90.8007309706644,29.5585400849141,0 -90.80103422814109,29.5579156979107,0 -90.80115054950717,29.55763246474836,0 -90.801220352858,29.55737142196329,0 -90.80142203044454,29.55651524970905,0 -90.80206259621457,29.55398274793964,0 -90.80216188638768,29.55348710326419,0 -90.80220678271773,29.55320817102391,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 4b
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75891064344488,29.47945765089549,0 -90.75899772320786,29.4795713822919,0 -90.75903710389613,29.47949723433232,0 -90.75910919001417,29.47937011020194,0 -90.75917521632053,29.47909294768507,0 -90.75942293576021,29.47778468044985,0 -90.75943088557175,29.47759463986309,0 -90.75954262577739,29.4773191129205,0 -90.75961728664657,29.47721068823327,0 -90.75969962812655,29.47714279656483,0 -90.76057269447813,29.47669344205208,0 -90.76095158731201,29.4764427958466,0 -90.76122545412824,29.47637162160254,0 -90.76180771034095,29.4762705692729,0 -90.76195805208489,29.47622494181983,0 -90.76254481287819,29.47593582887686,0 -90.76279556553392,29.47579847708942,0 -90.76299765790048,29.47570400437571,0 -90.76405309649211,29.47531817340231,0 -90.76442624441617,29.4751080881776,0 -90.76655925931846,29.4735107806305,0 -90.76668479293912,29.47338443406092,0 -90.76689386787865,29.47302577094455,0 -90.767045799016,29.47280278317688,0 -90.7671879927932,29.47267391521876,0 -90.76755913160538,29.47237477584607,0 -90.76812762625018,29.4720542794512,0 -90.768046740587,29.47196903124568,0 -90.76748193877364,29.47228744469984,0 -90.76710012023557,29.47259519259577,0 -90.76694527041475,29.47273552967556,0 -90.7667837730492,29.47297255857011,0 -90.76657981616123,29.47332244077804,0 -90.76647047675422,29.47343248761092,0 -90.76435101860693,29.47501964227635,0 -90.76399440349235,29.47522041886352,0 -90.76294368964766,29.47560452325617,0 -90.76273252240821,29.47570323824486,0 -90.76248058768074,29.47584123795978,0 -90.76190620004333,29.47612425331996,0 -90.76177472705598,29.47616415372143,0 -90.76119526432149,29.47626472279169,0 -90.76089395265645,29.47634302899015,0 -90.76050268654515,29.47660185900698,0 -90.75962370638695,29.47705425827429,0 -90.75951851617127,29.47714098812332,0 -90.75942839838638,29.47727185973046,0 -90.75930596286248,29.47757375557652,0 -90.75929760282186,29.47777363388831,0 -90.75905161813886,29.47907272758581,0 -90.75898941086184,29.47933385733176,0 -90.75893923050278,29.47942235090638,0 -90.75891064344488,29.47945765089549,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.7979786561239,29.55193424312194,-0.0617999999958556 -90.79683542935643,29.55154993040736,0 -90.79672166307422,29.55181579186442,0 -90.79672166307422,29.55181579186442,-0.03190000000176951 -90.79788083825298,29.5521753382703,0.01099999999860302 -90.79788083825298,29.5521753382703,-0.07200000000011642 -90.7979786561239,29.55193424312194,-0.0617999999958556 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79867003371321,29.55023015671098,0.01099999999860302 -90.79747536826252,29.54985960314994,-0.03320000000530854 -90.79739512191159,29.55028408008454,0 -90.79735299888154,29.55037159368904,0 -90.79846446663629,29.55073683943432,-0.01119999999355059 -90.79867003371321,29.55023015671098,0.0102000000042608 -90.79867003371321,29.55023015671098,0.01099999999860302 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79415803000819,29.53652188431105,0 -90.80057922158608,29.53646249714966,0 -90.80054860328882,29.53393748494031,0 -90.79412757349206,29.53399687060666,0 -90.79415803000819,29.53652188431105,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.78545417488257,29.53407658869019,0 -90.78548441286742,29.53660160440146,0 -90.79198176188692,29.53654194099785,0 -90.79195136020653,29.53401692588643,0 -90.78545417488257,29.53407658869019,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 1
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79579938115995,29.55105432836062,0 -90.79586326365009,29.55092160989417,0 -90.79024148299435,29.5504786771723,0 -90.79020410696401,29.55060072045824,0 -90.79024761784973,29.55557815658506,0 -90.79027799706978,29.55753786316133,0 -90.79029756420768,29.55953041045526,0 -90.79028838667855,29.559562850221,0 -90.79025485660004,29.55962338588145,0 -90.79039640216443,29.55968331072552,0 -90.79043710214442,29.55960982913026,0 -90.79045499627675,29.55954658067045,0 -90.79043525357785,29.55753634123068,0 -90.79040487093025,29.55557669964857,0 -90.79036158805975,29.55062619645461,0 -90.79579938115995,29.55105432836062,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.7902358016336,29.55422640690385,0 -90.79022858949926,29.55340145566567,0 -90.7896467522819,29.55340534336106,0 -90.78965395963543,29.55423029282677,0 -90.7902358016336,29.55422640690385,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80154622099994,29.55298614237135,0 -90.8013775457777,29.55389720666173,0 -90.80190431602641,29.55397175967015,0 -90.80200653108193,29.55346565591273,0 -90.80205612498067,29.55315753189303,0 -90.80154622099994,29.55298614237135,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79244453333779,29.53653767461268,0 -90.79250292730978,29.53819629616312,0 -90.79511971880794,29.53812581991327,0 -90.79642921861276,29.54329333378855,0 -90.79680899034142,29.54733111837661,0 -90.79630285654667,29.55000833286898,0 -90.79579938115995,29.55105432836062,0 -90.79689053743799,29.55142114795974,0 -90.79683542935643,29.55154993040736,0 -90.7979786561239,29.55193424312194,0 -90.79803125073383,29.55180461538806,0 -90.80392857035982,29.55378688007005,0 -90.80412934554575,29.55988512459865,0 -90.8036428082932,29.55989664093319,0 -90.80364893595878,29.56009456195753,0 -90.80413586119856,29.56008303723866,0 -90.80419053333668,29.56174348939771,0 -90.80544873204806,29.56132446899263,0 -90.80536705598355,29.56125516422096,0 -90.80509724735712,29.55306310040802,0 -90.79841188358611,29.55086644483142,-0.0166999999928521 -90.79846446663629,29.55073683943432,0 -90.79735299888154,29.55037159368904,0 -90.79735338703743,29.55037078870003,0 -90.79739512191159,29.55028408008454,0 -90.79794566912713,29.54737176801123,0 -90.79754811344654,29.54314539722387,0 -90.79601961276401,29.53711388319734,0 -90.79359658149473,29.53717916140995,0 -90.79357362323272,29.53652726891625,0 -90.79244453333779,29.53653767461268,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.76854306069711,29.47249211640873,0 -90.76928583474907,29.47327493197404,0 -90.77015626203186,29.47264253935731,0 -90.76841122987477,29.47080342588702,0 -90.7673661627048,29.47033518430763,0 -90.76685054965958,29.47121635943326,0 -90.76768905409821,29.47159205096211,0 -90.76854306069711,29.47249211640873,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Floodwall
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle611
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.76928583474907,29.47327493197404,0 -90.76854306069711,29.47249211640873,0 -90.76757962422118,29.47319206289294,0 -90.76698818440231,29.47405925784824,0 -90.76489031338437,29.47622399996305,0 -90.76489031338437,29.47622399996305,0 -90.76460674085013,29.47697956878741,0 -90.76460674085013,29.47697956878741,0 -90.76355212175902,29.47821914704998,0 -90.76355212175902,29.47821914704998,0 -90.76380536657014,29.47891520656693,0 -90.76330633742432,29.48020527237477,0 -90.76422263995228,29.4808376989255,0 -90.76502924860119,29.4789249243616,0 -90.76462470976229,29.47781306002859,0 -90.76462470976229,29.47781306002859,0 -90.76516973401496,29.47636086197126,0 -90.76722787730256,29.47423710798937,0 -90.76847588626673,29.47386337405378,0 -90.76928583474907,29.47327493197404,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 NFS-A1
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle612
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.72489305610932,29.54719247081324,0 -90.72430826778512,29.54718514771649,0 -90.72023884053372,29.54664098123763,0 -90.72062452008051,29.55163671125166,0 -90.72092893999668,29.554416119978,0 -90.72160934384254,29.55430412367703,0 -90.72210415146213,29.55438475076829,0 -90.72215984322273,29.55518566023786,0 -90.72358151557141,29.5547605910631,0 -90.72418505959426,29.55528248810588,0 -90.72302894320663,29.55671659688151,0 -90.72431725907809,29.55784104595774,0 -90.72522502431219,29.55847180499876,0 -90.72607587238774,29.55893183698608,0 -90.72691741624851,29.559189114644,0 -90.7280478837441,29.55959514408553,0 -90.72870417938519,29.55998976374405,0 -90.72992132848943,29.56087990479219,0 -90.73061940667294,29.56133920365455,0 -90.7312236387916,29.56163221922988,0 -90.73193243342089,29.56206391826171,0 -90.73257223375838,29.56257822323222,0 -90.73306940662208,29.56315176083635,0 -90.73505724609676,29.56205239503642,0 -90.73463358876536,29.56158251865763,0 -90.7353436958355,29.56106578522531,0 -90.73336582218781,29.55941228409537,0 -90.7267674932655,29.55436034697583,0 -90.72619581114184,29.55500285745444,0 -90.72564249283927,29.5545501073662,0 -90.7254180317386,29.55413552505085,0 -90.72661253381504,29.55387818868487,0 -90.72519657807425,29.54840089907565,0 -90.72489305610932,29.54719247081324,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Potential_Borrow_A60
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle612
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80776504627457,29.54674445780265,0 -90.80780591155138,29.54697497497615,0 -90.80799133328155,29.54700216040319,0 -90.80862612167297,29.54822133439923,0 -90.80931611118865,29.54818702067158,0 -90.80933041340322,29.54812881762039,0 -90.80936012569981,29.54801798709239,0 -90.80924898681634,29.54769123481631,0 -90.80940657976001,29.54663790361035,0 -90.80997248276302,29.54658455711105,0 -90.80995953037512,29.54621360035582,0 -90.80955540576974,29.54618311862744,0 -90.8093600772838,29.54510319932849,0 -90.80930608102956,29.54456523529747,0 -90.80921470698563,29.54358282819062,0 -90.80908515036565,29.54239602042421,0 -90.80893615800255,29.54136051302114,0 -90.80900434934706,29.54084920635304,0 -90.80899353074491,29.54046564509336,0 -90.80902977885276,29.53950565496299,0 -90.80910365272474,29.53887613808763,0 -90.80917638230939,29.53845217895219,0 -90.80921397023781,29.53804467719019,0 -90.80916971253482,29.53667760965468,0 -90.80905840928467,29.53654767460209,0 -90.80755827271851,29.53651050878652,0 -90.8074366330184,29.54355779032867,0 -90.80720087742986,29.5448649392487,0 -90.80715779023018,29.54602188015565,0 -90.80709058934606,29.54670125814986,0 -90.80776504627457,29.54674445780265,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Potential_Borrow_A82
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle612
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75202635392158,29.47830860660942,0 -90.75473453513693,29.4784839959693,0 -90.75700805923664,29.47891962090345,0 -90.75724478737547,29.47766909240439,0 -90.75675329138619,29.47763773828395,0 -90.75642645358197,29.47626677800206,0 -90.75215436874683,29.47569799682268,0 -90.75202635392158,29.47830860660942,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79348472120802,29.53400278923318,0 -90.79340894340172,29.53185089641721,0 -90.79264567427455,29.53185898606683,0 -90.79264491251269,29.53180399224757,0 -90.78568735157191,29.53187752981558,0 -90.78568810951616,29.53193252367517,0 -90.78188513724518,29.53191756520402,0 -90.77352211843436,29.52333067771095,0 -90.77257660216459,29.52403497360008,0 -90.78134042903577,29.53296558399564,0 -90.79231470322256,29.5328497851968,0 -90.79235565974346,29.53401319506622,0 -90.79348472120802,29.53400278923318,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79235565974346,29.53401319506622,0 -90.79195136024063,29.53401691957109,0 -90.79198176189666,29.53654193919348,0 -90.79244453333779,29.53653767461268,0 -90.79357362323272,29.53652726891625,0 -90.7941580300276,29.53652188070231,0 -90.79412757352603,29.53399686429133,0 -90.79348472120802,29.53400278923318,0 -90.79235565974346,29.53401319506622,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 2a
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80231350733538,29.55214848073767,-0.006999999997788109 -90.80231322183472,29.55212252568726,0 -90.80231320238757,29.55207849682678,0 -90.80231312292179,29.55190522875472,0 -90.80231304448819,29.55173196068637,0 -90.8023319594012,29.55153108524153,0 -90.80235087320659,29.55133020978921,0 -90.80236978796313,29.55112933523989,0 -90.80238870264864,29.55092845978506,0 -90.80240761622647,29.55072758432277,0 -90.80242653076027,29.55052670886134,0 -90.80244096427178,29.55033335411675,0 -90.80245539875938,29.55013999937425,0 -90.80247423796975,29.54995466417864,0 -90.80249307711046,29.54976932897985,0 -90.80251191618146,29.54958399377788,0 -90.80251215021464,29.5495809145786,0 -90.802521314717,29.54939790398013,0 -90.80253047918586,29.54921489338053,0 -90.80253964464829,29.54903188368622,0 -90.80254880905021,29.54884887308438,0 -90.80255797341863,29.54866586248152,0 -90.80256713775356,29.54848285187744,0 -90.80257630308205,29.54829984217873,0 -90.80258546735004,29.54811683157249,0 -90.80259463158455,29.54793382096517,0 -90.80260673890839,29.54773360178041,0 -90.80261884618392,29.54753338259408,0 -90.80263095444762,29.54733316250799,0 -90.80264306162637,29.5471329433183,0 -90.80265516875669,29.54693272412693,0 -90.80266727583866,29.5467325049339,0 -90.80267938390878,29.54653228484122,0 -90.80269149089395,29.54633206564487,0 -90.80270359783074,29.54613184644692,0 -90.80275237332138,29.54607518842245,0 -90.80280373189835,29.54604298443192,0 -90.80294261347362,29.54603692437699,0 -90.80308149503691,29.54603086327278,0 -90.80329933686392,29.54602790653204,0 -90.80351717867813,29.54602494942923,0 -90.80373502047945,29.54602199196427,0 -90.80395286226793,29.54601903413725,0 -90.80417070404349,29.54601607594806,0 -90.80438854684279,29.54601311649873,0 -90.80460638859269,29.54601015758534,0 -90.80482423032966,29.54600719830979,0 -90.80504207205379,29.54600423867213,0 -90.80525991376504,29.54600127867241,0 -90.8054706374098,29.54600509862242,0 -90.80568136107058,29.54600891823356,0 -90.80589208474741,29.54601273750595,0 -90.80610280844033,29.54601655643945,0 -90.80631353317635,29.54602037594043,0 -90.80652425690137,29.54602419419632,0 -90.80673498064245,29.5460280121133,0 -90.80694570439964,29.54603182969144,0 -90.80715642817286,29.5460356469307,0 -90.80715779023018,29.54602188015565,0 -90.80715983574677,29.54596697261723,0 -90.80715983588416,29.54596694645365,0 -90.80716146389342,29.54589821356885,0 -90.80695031224656,29.5458943892045,0 -90.80673916062051,29.5458905635978,0 -90.80652800797411,29.54588673854891,0 -90.80631685637552,29.54588291316397,0 -90.80610570479789,29.5458790865366,0 -90.80589455323161,29.54587526047125,0 -90.80568340064971,29.54587143406149,0 -90.80547224912043,29.54586760641346,0 -90.80526109760254,29.54586377932739,0 -90.80525888024883,29.54586377941435,0 -90.80504076332133,29.54586674371499,0 -90.80482264741744,29.54586970675454,0 -90.80460453046889,29.54587266942696,0 -90.80438641453448,29.54587563264262,0 -90.80416829755536,29.54587859549112,0 -90.8039501815999,29.54588155707854,0 -90.80373206459973,29.54588451829883,0 -90.80351394861371,29.54588748006237,0 -90.803295831583,29.54589044145873,0 -90.80307771557598,29.54589340159405,0 -90.80307501698954,29.54589347909142,0 -90.80292390484296,29.54590007351386,0 -90.80277279268122,29.54590666685984,0 -90.80273089338601,29.54591946108443,0 -90.80265096930329,29.54596957644421,0 -90.80263397175945,29.54598409906458,0 -90.8025635352997,29.54606591768218,0 -90.80254783669464,29.5461036332699,0 -90.80253558468658,29.54630624813887,0 -90.80252333262897,29.54650886300612,0 -90.80251108051705,29.5467114787739,0 -90.8024988283603,29.54691409363778,0 -90.80248657512222,29.54711670849577,0 -90.80247432286639,29.54731932335626,0 -90.80246207055623,29.54752193911725,0 -90.80244981820131,29.54772455397435,0 -90.80243756579681,29.54792716882977,0 -90.80242840592911,29.54811008020176,0 -90.80241924602799,29.54829299157271,0 -90.80241008609342,29.54847590294254,0 -90.80240092612537,29.54865881431125,0 -90.80239176509686,29.54884172477253,0 -90.80238260506195,29.549024636139,0 -90.80237344499356,29.54920754750445,0 -90.80236428489179,29.54939045886874,0 -90.80235512475655,29.5495733702319,0 -90.80233630935517,29.54975846822703,0 -90.80231749492093,29.54994356532097,0 -90.80229867938051,29.55012866330975,0 -90.80229853671199,29.55013027227552,0 -90.80228411833301,29.5503234511362,0 -90.80226969990323,29.55051662909259,0 -90.80225075885335,29.55071777599062,0 -90.80223181773223,29.55091892198313,0 -90.80221287653025,29.55112006887457,0 -90.80219393628407,29.55132121576681,0 -90.8021749949348,29.5515223617494,0 -90.8021560535047,29.55172350863081,0 -90.80215578806816,29.55172900472449,0 -90.8021558713551,29.55191220525081,0 -90.80215595464715,29.55209540487436,0 -90.80231350733538,29.55214848073767,-0.006999999997788109 
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		 ReachA_EA_Features_ROE Status_20230927
		 1
		 
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>256.706</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.77257658011925,29.52403502312749,0 -90.77431163067757,29.52274193245341,0 -90.77295963865681,29.52135357191294,0 -90.77194039185694,29.52177883642818,0 -90.76742597253953,29.51350140630656,0 -90.7684191340993,29.51308703288931,0 -90.76647507808087,29.50952209724114,0 -90.76910516621126,29.50618638239573,0 -90.76107110847445,29.4858327317929,0 -90.76505761182962,29.48141083903674,0 -90.76330548005923,29.48020624754347,0 -90.75856724251518,29.48546181606093,0 -90.76663051263728,29.50589097901794,0 -90.76390548927451,29.50939582886151,0 -90.7709580361979,29.52237290642667,0 -90.77099179260054,29.52240757266006,0 -90.77257658011925,29.52403502312749,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 4b
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 4b</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 4b</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>6.4546</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 -90.75907757562342,29.47948892920331,0 -90.75922711905559,29.47883538965104,0 -90.75952099611308,29.47731282445948,0 -90.76063807294213,29.47667885590927,0 -90.76112313937047,29.47644140460119,0 -90.76181769831578,29.4762767397871,0 -90.76279680901358,29.4758258222484,0 -90.76411403571419,29.47529651273647,0 -90.76503019505434,29.47467760443323,0 -90.76618502482187,29.47381216564258,0 -90.7667443828387,29.4733434274219,0 -90.76705774025253,29.47280175125835,0 -90.76783669918331,29.47223014391922,0 -90.768134245353,29.47206363057826,0 -90.7679761861139,29.47189474345795,0 -90.76705808662081,29.47246310470913,0 -90.76666140764631,29.47278214682667,0 -90.76650081704155,29.47329254057459,0 -90.76562641204453,29.47401960782349,0 -90.76446014746125,29.4748163760962,0 -90.76394452845192,29.47521342189169,0 -90.76270122916448,29.47568216154063,0 -90.76178603738357,29.47612736665456,0 -90.76105551897041,29.47625012969097,0 -90.76058585422302,29.47653388559254,0 -90.75939892011948,29.47711513983215,0 -90.75925209798351,29.47785068546154,0 -90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>0.6153</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76804855598598,29.5132416488066,0 -90.76742597253953,29.51350140630656,0 -90.7677566845895,29.51410783637061,0 -90.76804855598598,29.5132416488066,0 
							
						
					
				
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.7677566845895,29.51410783637061,0 -90.76775143094885,29.51412342737489,0 -90.76775673257409,29.51410792409236,0 -90.7677566845895,29.51410783637061,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>14.929</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76845625667849,29.50700941402899,0 -90.76772293495796,29.50793948732504,0 -90.76768228669513,29.50799104015176,0 -90.76825431286974,29.50910223215261,0 -90.76748035736799,29.51136557607211,0 -90.76822658013205,29.51273394718173,0 -90.76949299959071,29.50903035728948,0 -90.76845625667849,29.50700941402899,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging 3
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging 3</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging 3</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.8796</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.74910252599682,29.47831930837751,0 -90.74902157900989,29.47834962969058,0 -90.74901759949951,29.47835112043479,0 -90.74874017220935,29.47837918708607,0 -90.74865964326035,29.47943018986921,0 -90.74939021367908,29.47959496724116,0 -90.74939504382594,29.47905652013663,0 -90.74910252599682,29.47831930837751,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 3
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 3</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 3</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>4.8794</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76563268521757,29.50336336086728,0 -90.75952418666245,29.50268928021431,0 -90.75886028126304,29.50261073507819,0 -90.75807921077342,29.50247219642297,0 -90.75756620367673,29.502428244042,0 -90.75736298276676,29.5023868367669,0 -90.75538206689063,29.50214683838211,0 -90.75529542968329,29.50218492373995,0 -90.75498322128547,29.50214709534268,0 -90.75381182354913,29.50201589883326,0 -90.75366977226622,29.50201702058911,0 -90.75360257753647,29.50203515813247,0 -90.75326722305412,29.5021645746599,0 -90.75329259931732,29.50221489427449,0 -90.75362460899433,29.50208676838071,0 -90.75367952896053,29.50207194446895,0 -90.75380809778864,29.50207092906088,0 -90.75497491576473,29.50220161186951,0 -90.75528364591337,29.50223901984306,0 -90.75535206885363,29.50230977376119,0 -90.75732858083522,29.50254923895934,0 -90.75753548591011,29.50259139597996,0 -90.75805120394749,29.50263558142563,0 -90.75882886738204,29.5027735152526,0 -90.75949974114567,29.50285288591921,0 -90.76570132330031,29.50353723585565,0 -90.76563268521757,29.50336336086728,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 4a
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 4a</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 4a</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>5.0563</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 -90.75820473098537,29.47895660984561,0 -90.75687052809684,29.47886657628142,0 -90.75515555757993,29.47850644754339,0 -90.75378975049126,29.47846632575116,0 -90.75276739385386,29.47843628376385,0 -90.75085974450997,29.47820186180159,0 -90.74941211467528,29.47803696934552,0 -90.74871630008836,29.47816163366719,0 -90.74872917672806,29.47829725315553,0 -90.74874017117301,29.47837918798365,0 -90.74901759949951,29.47835112043479,0 -90.74910252599682,29.47831930837751,0 -90.74940606255811,29.47820560745573,0 -90.74956312328065,29.47817239890493,0 -90.75106211624305,29.47835112433586,0 -90.75207656904722,29.47843702581809,0 -90.7532408181399,29.47857296927838,0 -90.75417323774963,29.47859808074406,0 -90.75505939088359,29.47867122168955,0 -90.75628911361213,29.47891121314625,0 -90.75682798875587,29.47900994458492,0 -90.75736146058911,29.47906438478047,0 -90.75784546028194,29.4791295104536,0 -90.75818419387019,29.47921010544217,0 -90.7583712945262,29.47930283721488,0 -90.7588332170024,29.47960775610676,0 -90.75886551933178,29.47982565312176,0 -90.7588966739003,29.47986344271814,0 -90.76117171389875,29.48077397516752,0 -90.7622866707157,29.48133635381517,0 -90.76234568367734,29.48127089577217,0 -90.76121496424375,29.48070056703789,0 -90.75900421132492,29.47981576418693,0 -90.75899769911894,29.47957142910139,0 -90.75902544831365,29.47951787095261,0 -90.75907757562342,29.47948892920331,0 -90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - A82
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - A82</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - A82</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>31.9633</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75215434670724,29.47569804544442,0 -90.75203096796726,29.47834579104067,0 -90.75269960191605,29.47842795442001,0 -90.75274065130975,29.47843299843941,0 -90.75276739385386,29.47843628376385,0 -90.75378975049126,29.47846632575116,0 -90.75515555757993,29.47850644754339,0 -90.75687052809684,29.47886657628142,0 -90.75701622651974,29.4788764092839,0 -90.75724476533792,29.47766914102699,0 -90.75675326934841,29.47763778690646,0 -90.75642643154433,29.47626682662452,0 -90.75215434670724,29.47569804544442,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - NFS-A100
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - NFS-A100</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - NFS-A100</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>53.9217</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75096778815293,29.47122998564168,0 -90.75104746962033,29.47140743984211,0 -90.75166753555854,29.47278831657999,0 -90.7521217248961,29.47398552606494,0 -90.75218297800011,29.47565978786384,0 -90.75450311810678,29.47455976906304,0 -90.75684724806828,29.4735055355284,0 -90.75535672398752,29.46963868805978,0 -90.75096778815293,29.47122998564168,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Floodwall
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Floodwall</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Floodwall</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>13.3296</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.7675796021897,29.4731921115173,0 -90.76712362722229,29.47386068471134,0 -90.76698816236519,29.47405930737468,0 -90.76628761333961,29.47478220023705,0 -90.76604330129314,29.47503430105994,0 -90.76596694011018,29.47511309606151,0 -90.76551544554738,29.47557898042765,0 -90.76545881733816,29.47563741295827,0 -90.76489029135087,29.47622404858694,0 -90.76460671881631,29.47697961741125,0 -90.76355209869332,29.47821919566918,0 -90.76380534349929,29.47891525608833,0 -90.76330631538922,29.48020532099838,0 -90.76486569755576,29.47847552178757,0 -90.76462468875937,29.47781310865694,0 -90.76516971198157,29.47636091059519,0 -90.76558879869701,29.47592847445684,0 -90.76564103156876,29.47587457628107,0 -90.76608024196291,29.47542137028631,0 -90.76621145224452,29.47528597700072,0 -90.76671669023983,29.47476462834391,0 -90.76722785423449,29.47423715751138,0 -90.76736701604429,29.47419548407132,0 -90.7684758632044,29.47386342267387,0 -90.76928581271326,29.47327498150091,0 -90.76854303763511,29.4724921650288,0 -90.7675796021897,29.4731921115173,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 1
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 1</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 1</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>5.8281</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.795799359125,29.55105437698969,0 -90.79586324161035,29.55092165942543,0 -90.79024146095193,29.55047872670267,0 -90.79020408492642,29.55060076908635,0 -90.79024759580619,29.55557820611538,0 -90.79027797503069,29.55753791178947,0 -90.79029754216822,29.55953045908343,0 -90.79028836360713,29.55956289884485,0 -90.79025483455558,29.55962343541178,0 -90.79039638012007,29.55968336025594,0 -90.79043707907303,29.55960987775416,0 -90.79045497423249,29.55954663020087,0 -90.790435230507,29.55753638985458,0 -90.79040484888679,29.55557674917898,0 -90.79036156602223,29.55062624508275,0 -90.795799359125,29.55105437698969,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging 1
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging 1</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging 1</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.2741</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.7902357785634,29.5542264555277,0 -90.79022856745624,29.55340150519605,0 -90.78964673024343,29.55340539198906,0 -90.78965393656006,29.55423034235271,0 -90.7902357785634,29.5542264555277,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging 2
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging 2</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging 2</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.2476</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80154619896733,29.55298619100141,0 -90.8013775237448,29.55389725529175,0 -90.80190429399377,29.55397180830026,0 -90.80200650904465,29.55346570544503,0 -90.80205610397532,29.55315758142955,0 -90.80154619896733,29.55298619100141,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 2
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 2</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 2</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>4.988</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80220676068541,29.55320821965406,0 -90.80205610397532,29.55315758142955,0 -90.80200650904465,29.55346570544503,0 -90.80190827384587,29.55395607905822,0 -90.80126820923091,29.55648658462977,0 -90.80106672043443,29.55734194723437,0 -90.8009994540668,29.55759350177038,0 -90.80088770411525,29.55786560295095,0 -90.80058596292434,29.55848686601369,0 -90.80033148481185,29.5590218761964,0 -90.80007732923626,29.55948201635315,0 -90.79999277974974,29.55962603233949,0 -90.79981182639065,29.55989190361596,0 -90.79953372180336,29.5602166533439,0 -90.79893461590328,29.56088721689539,0 -90.79852371860152,29.56133510073862,0 -90.79786145248463,29.5620781171655,0 -90.79765832927129,29.56228997069411,0 -90.79723290742768,29.56278997954053,0 -90.79645302611976,29.56364713726698,0 -90.79637725719482,29.56374035726406,0 -90.79651492373488,29.56380835600456,0 -90.79657876254132,29.56372981566252,0 -90.79735757729992,29.5628738293123,0 -90.79778179214469,29.56237523701525,0 -90.79798378307437,29.56216456417599,0 -90.7986470932664,29.56142037581234,0 -90.79905793327765,29.56097255360279,0 -90.79965865213794,29.56030018441864,0 -90.79994271597866,29.55996847556881,0 -90.80013044632346,29.55969264421183,0 -90.80021811669995,29.55954331327818,0 -90.80047501114541,29.55907821280567,0 -90.80073094759349,29.55854013444204,0 -90.8010342061072,29.55791574654067,0 -90.80115052643667,29.55763251427635,0 -90.80122033082425,29.55737147059329,0 -90.80142200840629,29.5565152992413,0 -90.8020625741772,29.553982797472,0 -90.80216186435047,29.55348715279656,0 -90.80220676068541,29.55320821965406,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>73.6121</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76959908431098,29.47354528801624,0 -90.76921802686496,29.4736471443185,0 -90.76330631333209,29.48020532008724,0 -90.76505761182962,29.48141083903674,0 -90.77198993405392,29.47372018060894,0 -90.77173000479083,29.47297567051324,0 -90.77067807219036,29.47325686835364,0 -90.76958642739503,29.47012986913404,0 -90.76850747002426,29.47041827979359,0 -90.76877623088033,29.47118818573248,0 -90.76850055078485,29.47089763583828,0 -90.76841120784417,29.4708034745115,0 -90.76790870181428,29.47057832939073,0 -90.76736613963767,29.47033523382968,0 -90.76722108436327,29.47058313377907,0 -90.76685052763321,29.4712164071553,0 -90.7676712543628,29.47158413565514,0 -90.767689031031,29.47159210048421,0 -90.76813569422174,29.47206285551603,0 -90.76854303763511,29.4724921650288,0 -90.76928581271326,29.47327498150091,0 -90.7694604311892,29.47314811651721,0 -90.76959908431098,29.47354528801624,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging - Minor's Canal Floodgate
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging - Minor's Canal Floodgate</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging - Minor's Canal Floodgate</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>28.0335</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.79763780036262,29.54900029877881,0 -90.79739509987756,29.5502841287139,0 -90.79729193382136,29.55049846904895,0 -90.79981341019952,29.55134672891631,0 -90.80042935228698,29.54993870155679,0 -90.79763780036262,29.54900029877881,0 
							
						
					
				
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.79579935912984,29.55105437608754,0 -90.79512883964976,29.55257912316504,0 -90.79873523948764,29.55379148564299,0 -90.79940572054768,29.55226670213268,0 -90.79579935912984,29.55105437608754,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>867.6961</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80419051130345,29.56174353802818,0 -90.80422616856957,29.56282646530565,0 -90.80482940967582,29.56229375211047,0 -90.80562839164631,29.56159608474001,0 -90.80642485484046,29.56088918723262,0 -90.80614562798665,29.55241383992285,0 -90.80206423256848,29.55104205851283,0 -90.80102024038628,29.55069114051654,0 -90.80062358893356,29.55159326515458,0 -90.79841186154762,29.55086649436315,0 -90.79729193382136,29.55049846904895,0 -90.79739509987756,29.5502841287139,0 -90.79794564709401,29.54737181664066,0 -90.79754809038242,29.54314544584903,0 -90.79705136734854,29.54118544119775,0 -90.80475563967568,29.54097753480606,0 -90.80435969486231,29.52970851025812,0 -90.78168792356614,29.53031572262504,0 -90.77429456927202,29.52272441177754,0 -90.77261449378128,29.52400609988034,0 -90.77261487944648,29.52400649489534,0 -90.77257658011925,29.52403502312749,0 -90.78134040699781,29.5329656326223,0 -90.78159951689842,29.53296290937122,0 -90.78190077831469,29.54159296873067,0 -90.79590285026079,29.54121639577912,0 -90.79642919657498,29.54329338331993,0 -90.79680896830294,29.54733116790809,0 -90.79630283451219,29.55000838149816,0 -90.795799359125,29.55105437698969,0 -90.79689051540346,29.55142119658899,0 -90.79803122766795,29.55180466401326,0 -90.80125279671879,29.55288757130842,0 -90.80392854832819,29.55378692870049,0 -90.80412932248096,29.55988517322496,0 -90.80364278522337,29.55989669046158,0 -90.80364891392087,29.56009461149013,0 -90.80413583916565,29.56008308586915,0 -90.80419051130345,29.56174353802818,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - NFS-A1 - NOTIFY LANDOWNER
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - NFS-A1 - NOTIFY LANDOWNER</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - NFS-A1 - NOTIFY LANDOWNER</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>218.2156</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.72489880583872,29.54719782417828,0 -90.7243140174828,29.54719050110721,0 -90.72024458895102,29.54664633480206,0 -90.72063026879952,29.55164206570098,0 -90.72093468991774,29.55442147532072,0 -90.72161509379359,29.55430947898991,0 -90.72210990041236,29.55439010605465,0 -90.72216559325376,29.55519101552652,0 -90.72358726565409,29.5547659462894,0 -90.72419080973917,29.55528784330568,0 -90.72303469336649,29.55672195303418,0 -90.7243230093714,29.55784640205374,0 -90.72523077469025,29.55847716105482,0 -90.72608162283768,29.55893719300485,0 -90.72692316675824,29.55919447062579,0 -90.7280536343375,29.55960050001772,0 -90.72870993106285,29.55999512055433,0 -90.72992708028325,29.56088526154899,0 -90.73062515853049,29.56134456038063,0 -90.73122939070369,29.56163757502727,0 -90.73193818539023,29.56206927493012,0 -90.73257798579147,29.56258357987251,0 -90.7330751587147,29.56315711745478,0 -90.73506299926447,29.5620577515724,0 -90.73463934188345,29.56158787521225,0 -90.73534944999919,29.56107114085133,0 -90.73337157511889,29.55941763980367,0 -90.72677324452731,29.55436570206721,0 -90.72620156137813,29.55500821256613,0 -90.72564824405183,29.55455546250691,0 -90.72542378188356,29.55414088019663,0 -90.72661828504094,29.55388354378307,0 -90.72520232788918,29.5484062524272,0 -90.72489880583872,29.54719782417828,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 4c
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 4c</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 4c</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.3294</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle010
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75703034456703,29.47894422577596,0 -90.75712387003735,29.47895467442776,0 -90.75730966303995,29.47769250599874,0 -90.75720097973669,29.47758240636806,0 -90.75700881430714,29.47757042120026,0 -90.75694236848904,29.47754392760931,0 -90.75690349908346,29.47745547411932,0 -90.75685219839139,29.47720747726029,0 -90.75624146321832,29.47543964171753,0 -90.75563121764402,29.47406031983171,0 -90.75562594943004,29.47404841264595,0 -90.75554232271955,29.47408790435184,0 -90.75554689575273,29.47409824133043,0 -90.75615225070848,29.47546650799812,0 -90.75643047938011,29.47627188511852,0 -90.75643220926429,29.47627211468348,0 -90.756435881033,29.47628751809492,0 -90.75676038500312,29.47722682339696,0 -90.75681230544124,29.47747782197601,0 -90.75686820039886,29.47760501295673,0 -90.75698517118049,29.47765165341962,0 -90.75715522228386,29.47766225928238,0 -90.75716163760632,29.47766875817666,0 -90.75721077051624,29.47771853106988,0 -90.75710089733931,29.47846494707414,0 -90.75703034456703,29.47894422577596,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - A60
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - A60</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - A60</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>22.6485</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80755026182244,29.53731442390166,0 -90.80744240551952,29.54356314014555,0 -90.80720664896191,29.54487028907177,0 -90.80716356285359,29.54602723088683,0 -90.80709636097325,29.54670660887982,0 -90.80777081897206,29.54674980850704,0 -90.80781168323257,29.54698032567465,0 -90.80799710600603,29.54700751109757,0 -90.80841836350766,29.54781658186755,0 -90.80841322733856,29.54778541338019,0 -90.80839396229614,29.54697063202538,0 -90.80834460823499,29.54488327948733,0 -90.80816436551603,29.53725932822912,0 -90.80755026182244,29.53731442390166,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - A60
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - A60</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - A60</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>30.0534</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
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Figure A-1 Construction Status on Alignment of Mississippi River 
and Tributaries, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico Levee System  
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 


7400 LEAKE AVE 
NEW ORLEANS LA 70118-3651 


December 15, 2023 


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 


Only an electronic version of this letter will be provided to the LA SHPO's Section 106 
Inbox, section106@crt.la.gov. 


RE:  Section 106 Review Consultation 
Undertaking: Reach A Portion of Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico Project, 


Terrebonne Parish. 
Determination:  No Historic Properties Affected 


Dear Ms. Sanders: 


The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District, proposes to 
begin construction of a portion of the Morganza to Gulf of Mexico Project, identified as 
Reach A. USACE is evaluating the proposed features of Reach A construction for 
impacts to cultural resources.  


As part of USACE’s evaluation and in partial fulfillment of responsibilities under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, USACE offers you the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed action described in this letter to affect historic properties. Additionally, in 
accordance with the responsibilities of Executive Order 13175, USACE offers Federally-
recognized Tribes the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed undertaking described in this letter to significantly affect protected tribal 
resources, tribal rights, or tribal lands. 


Project Background 
The Morganza to the Gulf (MTG) project consists of the construction of 98 miles of 


levees, approximately 84 miles of which would overlay existing hydrologic barriers such 
as natural ridges, roadbeds, and existing levees (Map 1). The majority of the remaining 
levee alignment would be constructed in unprotected coastal wetlands. Construction 
would include 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, including the Houma Navigation 
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Canal lock complex, and 23 environmental water control structures designed to allow 
tidal exchange through the levee. The structural features would be integrated into the 
levee alignment to provide hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, and 
navigational passage. 


 
The purpose of the MTG project is to provide hurricane and storm damage risk 


reduction for the communities located within the levee system. The overarching goal is 
to reduce the risk to people and property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisiana. The 
project is needed because of the increasing susceptibility of coastal communities to 
storm surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and subsidence. This project represents 
an opportunity to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and tropical storm damages 
by implementing an effective, comprehensive system for hurricane and storm damage 
risk reduction. 


 
A Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (RPEIS) was 


completed for the overall MTG project in May 2013. The Record of Decision (ROD) was 
signed 9 December 2013. The RPEIS assessed both programmatic and constructible 
features for MTG. Constructible features included Reach F1, F2, G1, HNC Lock 
Complex and the Bayou Grand Caillou Floodgate. All other features and levee reaches 
were assessed programmatically and require further detailed evaluation pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Federal and State laws as well as Civil 
Works policies and guidance prior to construction. 


 
With recent renewal of Federal funding, the Programmatic features of the 2013 


PEIS are being updated for potential effects if construction occurs. Most recently a 
geotechnical survey and boring program has begun, testing suitability of soil conditions 
for the proposed project features.  USACE determined that the surveys and borings 
program to collect information for design of levees and other features would have No 
Effect on Historic Properties, in a letter shared with your office dated November 3, 2023. 
Review undertaken for the survey and boring coordination letter led to recognition that 
both high and low probability lands for cultural resources existing within the proposed 
MTG footprint, and that cultural resources surveys are necessary in some areas.  
USACE determined that Reach A does contain some lands requiring Phase I Cultural 
Resources Surveys. 


 
Description of the Undertaking 


Reach A begins in southwest Houma approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the 
intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct (Figure 1). It continues south to 
intersect with the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), and proceeds southeast, parallel 
with Highway 315. It terminates approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of 
Theriot. Figure 1 provides an overview of the authorized federal alignment. 


Project construction is expected to take place in a series of sequential construction 
contracts, the first of which includes construction of a 6-foot levee embankment (less 
than the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability design height of elevation +12.5 feet). 
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All work included in this first construction contract is described to a sufficiently detailed 
level of design to be fully assessed in an Environmental Assessment (EA) as required 
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This work is referred to herein as 
“constructible features” (Figures 2 and 3, and attachment KML #1). The remaining 
components of the project are considered “programmatic features” and are described to 
a feasibility level of detail, such that additional NEPA analysis and Section 106 
investigation will be required prior to their construction (attachment KML #2). These 
programmatic features include all work for the entirety of the Reach A levee to the 
design height to meet the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability (AEP) requirement, 
including the GIWW-West and Minors Canal Floodgates. 


 


 
Figure 1. Limits of Reach A and locations of Floodgates. Houma is located at top 


right. 
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Figure 2. Limits of constructible features outlined in white, note this is the southern 
portion of the Reach A alignment, and is only a Levee. 
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Figure 3. Borrow pit and access road for Constructible Features. 
 
After the construction of the Constructible Features, and completion of additional 


NEPA analysis, USACE anticipates the execution of a series of construction contracts 
to bring the entirety of Reach A to the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability 
elevation. This construction is anticipated to begin in 2029 and be complete in 2035. 
Levee lifts to bring Reach A up to the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability elevation 
is anticipated to occur around 2050 and 2070. 


 
Construction of the Minors Canal floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2026 and be 


complete in 2029. Construction of the GIWW-West Floodgate is anticipated to begin in 
2027 and be complete in 2031. 


 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) 


The APE is defined as the entire Right of Entry (ROE) that exists for all features 
of Reach A (attachment KML #3). This includes area for earthen levee, staging areas, 
access roads, borrow, and floodgates.  In this letter, the APE is further categorized as 
APE for the constructible features as described above and depicted by attachment KML 
#1 of this letter, and APE for the programmatic features as described above and 
depicted by attachment KML #2. The ROE lands for constructible features total 
approximately 378 acres of land including borrow source; programmatic features total 
approximately 1271 acres including borrow source. 


No programmatic features are scheduled to begin construction before 2026. 
Although the APE for programmatic features remains within the ROE for Reach A of 
MTG, USACE has employed previous coordination dated September 28, 2023 


Borrow 
NFS-


 


Access Road 
4a 


Access Road 
4c 
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(Enclosure 1) to phase the completion of Cultural Resources Survey for some of these 
programmatic features. ROE available to USACE is currently restrained and does not 
include all of the Programmatic Features, associated Borrow, and Environmental 
Mitigation Areas. USACE has proposed to phase its historic property identification and 
evaluation following the guidelines in 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2). In USACE’s consultation 
when considering whether to phase or not, the Agency committed to documenting 
phasing in the Section 106 consultations, NEPA EA, and FONSI.   


This letter offers an assessment of effects for the entire APE of constructible 
features and programmatic features for the entire ROE for MTG Reach A, as currently 
known. The APE is inclusive of all potential effects, both direct (construction) and 
indirect (staging area, haul road, etc.). 
 
Identification and Evaluation 


USACE contracted R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates, Inc. (RCGA) to 
conduct Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the APE. It was quickly realized that the 
natural landscape contains great variability as regards its cultural resources potential. At 
the southern edge of the APE exists a prehistoric mound site (16TR19) that is listed 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). This site was kept out of 
any possible design plans, but it is located in a large cane field and otherwise utilized 
lands including a previously used borrow source (Figure 3 - Borrow NFS) that produced 
a Negative Findings report accessible via the SHPO Database (Parrish and Parrish 
2013 Report 22-4163), and the MTG project intends to use access roads that pass in 
close proximity. 


 
As the Reach A designs move north but remain south of GIWW, the land has 


subsided so notably that pedestrian survey became impossible. Conditions are 
described as a high percentage of open water with broken marshlands and open ponds. 
Archival review and remote sensing analysis, indicated to RCGA that any past elevated 
portions have now subsided to inaccessible levels. On both sides of GIWW, the same 
conditions of lands unsuitable and unlikely to contain cultural resources have been 
present for as long as archival materials allow interpretation of such.  Pedestrian survey 
is not possible due to presence of flotant that is unable to support the weight of humans. 


 
Phase I cultural resources survey has not yet covered all existing ROE of the 


programmatic features of Reach A. However, all ROE of the constructible features of 
Reach A have been surveyed or documented using State Standards. A Management 
Summary (MS) prepared by RCGA, is included with this correspondence and the areas 
so far surveyed for cultural resources are discussed within it.  Any areas not yet 
included within that MS are the areas where USACE relies on the previously 
coordinated ability to phase survey coverage. This has allowed a greater span of time to 
complete survey coverage for borrows not yet necessary for use, for areas lacking 
proper ROE to gain access, and similar reasons. 
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Assessment of Effects 
The ongoing and completed Phase I cultural resources survey located no previously 


unrecorded historic properties.  Attention was paid to the possibility of an access road or 
staging area nearby to 16TR19 and 16TR218 undergoing expansion, but testing and 
examination did not find any cultural resources within the entire nearby ROE, and there 
is no evidence that portions of 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218 will be affected. 


 
Based on the information presented in this letter and attached materials, USACE 


has made a determination of no historic properties affected within the Reach A 
footprint. The portion of Reach A with completed cultural resources survey includes all 
footprint of the Contract 1 constructible features, as well as many portions of the 
programmatic feature footprints.  Cultural resources survey will continue under a 
phased approach (36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2)), until all ROE lands with Reach A features 
have been examined which will be well before the next construction is scheduled to 
begin at the Minors Canal Floodgate in 2026. If cultural resources are located in the 
Programmatic Features APE by ongoing cultural resources survey, proper steps will be 
followed and coordinated and the effect finding for the entirety of Reach A will be re-
evaluated. When these remaining lands have been surveyed for cultural resources, a 
completed Draft Report of findings will be coordinated for consultation. 


 
We look forward to your concurrence with this determination. Should you have any 


questions or need additional information with this undertaking, please contact Dr. Paul 
Hughbanks, Archaeologist; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District at 
(504) 862-1100 paul.j.hughbanks@usace.army.mil; or Brian Ostahowski, Archaeologist 
and Tribal Liaison at (504) 862-2188 brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil. 


 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
ERIC M. WILLIAMS 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 


 
 


Source Cited 
Parrish, Jason and E. Parrish 
  2013  Negative Findings Report for the Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the 
Proposed Ridge Oak Property Borrow Pit, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. (State Report 
22-4163)
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management Summary


Introduction
This document summarizes a portion of the 
results of Phase I Terrestrial Cultural Re-


sources Survey for the Morganza to the Gulf, 
Reach A Contract 1 project area (Area of Poten-
tial Effect [APE]) (Figure 1), and provides cultur-
al resources management recommendations for 
the examined area . The summary primarily dis-
cusses APE segments designated “Constructable” 
by the U .S . Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
New Orleans District (MVN), although two 
“Programmatic” segments are also included . 
 Investigations were completed by R . Christo-
pher Goodwin & Associates, Inc . (RCG&A) on 
behalf of the USACE-MVN under Contract No . 
W912P8-19-D-0006, Task Order #17 . In order 
to partially fulfill CEMVN’s obligations under 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act of 1966 (NHPA), in accordance with 30 
CFR Part 800 (Protection of Historic Properties), 
the objective of the Phase I Cultural Resources 
Survey was to locate and define the boundaries of 
any cultural resources loci – both archaeological 
deposits and standing structures built more than 
45 years ago – situated wholly or in part within 
the APE and to provide conclusive recommen-
dations regarding the eligibility of any identified 
sites for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) .
 All cultural resources investigations were 
conducted by, or under the direct supervision of, 
a Principal Investigator and one Project Manag-
er, both of whom meet or exceed the appropriate 
qualifications presented in Professional Qualifica-
tions Standards (36 CFR 61 Appendix A), as well 
as The Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifi-
cations Standards (48 FR 44738-44739) . Further-
more, all work completed was performed with 
reference to and consistent with the principles 
and standards contained in The Secretary of the In-
terior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and 


Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716), as amend-
ed and annotated, the NHPA, as amended, the 
revised regulations of the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation implementing Section 106 
of the NHPA (30 CFR 800 “Protection of His-
toric Properties”), and the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969, as amended . The investi-
gation and summary production were conducted 
and prepared in accordance with all appropriate 
Louisiana Division of Archaeology (LDOA) and 
USACE guidelines and regulations . Additionally, 
all applicable deliverables complied with Section 
508 of the United States Rehabilitation Act, as 
amended (29 U .S .C . § 794d) .


Project Background
 The Morganza to the Gulf Levee System 
(MTG) Project is intended to provide hurricane 
and storm damage risk reduction for the commu-
nities located within the levee system . The over-
arching goal is to reduce the risk to people and 
property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisi-
ana . The project is needed because of the increas-
ing susceptibility of coastal communities to storm 
surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and sub-
sidence . This project represents an opportunity 
to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and 
tropical storm damages by implementing an ef-
fective, comprehensive system for hurricane and 
storm damage risk reduction .


Definition of the Area of Potential Effects 
(APE)
 The MTG project consists of the construc-
tion of 98 miles of levees, approximately 84 miles 
of which would overlay existing hydrologic bar-
riers such as natural ridges, roadbeds, and exist-
ing levees . The majority of the remaining levee 
alignment would be constructed in unprotect-
ed coastal wetlands . Construction would in-
clude 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, in-
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cluding the Houma Navigation Canal lock com-
plex, and 23 environmental water control struc-
tures designed to allow tidal exchange through 
the levee . The structure features would be inte-
grated into the levee alignment to provide hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, 
and navigational passage . 
 The section of the larger MTG project area 
discussed in this document is termed “Reach A .” 
Portions of Reach A – the Constructable seg-
ments – are scheduled for construction before 
other portions, and the results of Phase I survey 
in these Constructable segments are the focus 
of this summary . All Constructable segments of 
Reach A lie south of the Gulf Intracoastal Water 
Way (GIWW); Programmatic segments, most of 
which are located north of GIWW, will not be 
constructed until an undefined later date . 
 In addition to flood protection infrastructure, 
two borrow areas have been identified as likely 
sources for construction material . One of these 
has previously been surveyed for cultural resources 
and is currently in use (Parrish and Parrish 2013), 
while the other is a probable source of more ma-
terial and was investigated by RCG&A . Further-
more, access roads to be utilized during construc-
tion of Reach A were identified by USACE and 
examined as part of this study . Two of these roads 
are located at the southern portion of Reach A, 
near the Marmande Ridge . Despite the fact that 
these roads have previously been used, they are 
proximate to three cultural resource sites (Sites 
16TR3, 16TR19 and 16TR218); the footprints 
for any future expansions or improvements of 
these roads were treated as high-probability areas 
for encountering additional cultural resources .
 This summary covers eight APE segments in 
the Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A Contract 1 
(MTG RA1) project area that vary in shape and 
cover approximately 361 .1 acres (ac) (146 .1 hect-
ares [ha]) (Figure 2) . All but two of these segments 
are designated by USACE as Constructable; Pro-
grammatic segments will be noted in the follow-
ing descriptions . The segments correspond to dif-
ferent uses proposed by USACE for the Reach A 
construction project and include: 1) a levee reach, 
encompassing approximately 272 .4 ac (110 .2 ha) 
and stretching from coordinates 29 .534, -90 .773 
in the north to 29 .480, -90 .763 in the south; 2) a 


northern access road (Access Road 1), covering 
about 4 .9 ac (2 ha) that connects the levee reach 
to LA 315; 3) a staging area situated between LA 
315 and Bayou Dularge that covers about 1 .9 ac 
(0 .8 ha); 4) a southern access Road (Access Road 
4a) that connects the staging area to the south 
end of the levee reach and covers about 5 .1 ac (2 .1 
ha); 5) a Programmatic extension of the southern 
access road corridor (Access Road 4b) covering 
an area of about 6 .5 ac (2 .6 ha); 6) an extension 
of the southern access road corridor (Access Road 
4c) toward an existing borrow pit covering an area 
of about 1 .3 ac (0 .5 ha); 6) a potential Program-
matic borrow area (Borrow A82) abutting a sec-
tion of Access Roads 4a and 4c that covers ap-
proximately 31 .4 ac (12 .7 ha); and 7) an existing 
borrow area (NSF-A100) south of Borrow A82, 
covering approximately 37 .2 ac (15 ha), which 
was previously surveyed for cultural resources and 
is currently being excavated by heavy machinery .


Project Personnel
 Wayne C .J . Boyko, Ph .D ., R .P .A served as 
Principal Investigator for this project, while Sher-
man W . Horn III, Ph .D ., R .P .A . acted as proj-
ect manager, supervised archaeological field in-
vestigations, and conducted remote sensing anal-
ysis . Crew lead Leslie Clements, B .A ., along 
with Chris Alfonso, B .A ., Adam Boe, B .A ., Wil-
liam Cronvich, B .A ., Alexis Kaminski, B .A ., Isa-
belle Pecquet, B .A ., Denis Shovelton, B .A ., and 
Samuel Timkin, B .A ., assisted in completing the 
fieldwork . Dr . Horn III authored this summary . 
Tyler Leben, B .A ., and Elliot Clark, B .A ., com-
pleted the graphics presented herein, and Ms . 
Heidi Post, B .A ., produced this document .


Previous Investigations
 Two Phase I cultural resources investigations 
have been completed within 1 .0 mi (1 .6 km) of 
the MTG RA1 project area, one of which signif-
icantly intersected the current APE and will be 
discussed in more detail . RCG&A performed a 
Phase I survey of the proposed Terrebonne Parish 
Upper Dularge Flood Protection Levee project 
in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, approximately 
0 .55 mi (0 .89 km) south of the proposed project 
area (Boyko et al . 2012) . This study recorded no 
new archaeological sites across the 4 .75 mi (7 .64 
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 1 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 2 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 3 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 4 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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km) levee survey corridor and recommended no 
further work within its project area .
 Earth Search, Inc ., completed a Phase I inves-
tigation of the Ridge Oak Property borrow area 
(Parish and Parish 2013), which intersected the 
easternmost portion of the Access Road 4a seg-
ment and entirely covered the NSF-A100 borrow 
area of the current project . In addition to areas 
that overlap parcels included in the MTG RA1 
project area, this study examined two proposed 
crossings of Bayou Dularge, another proposed 
access road corridor, a culvert placement, and a 
temporary drainage reroute outside the MTG 
RA1 APE . The investigation recovered no cultur-
al materials and recorded no new archaeological 
sites; it also did not relocate Site 16TR218 along 
the access road corridors that passed through the 
site boundaries . Investigators recommended no 
additional work within the project area, and the 
area around the proposed NSF-A100 borrow pit 
is currently being mechanically excavated . Due to 
this previous assessment and the ongoing excava-
tions, RCG&A did not examine NSF-A100 as 
part of the current study .


Previously Recorded Archeological Sites In-
tersected by the Project Area
 Three previously recorded archaeologi-
cal sites were crossed by access road corri-
dors in the current project area (Sites 16TR3, 
16TR19, 16TR218) and are discussed in detail 
here . Updated site forms for each have been ac-
cepted by the LA SHPO .
 
Site 16TR3
 Site 16TR3, the St . Eloie Plantation Site, was 
identified by McIntire in 1952 but may have been 
sampled at an earlier date; it was subsequently re-
visited by Altschul (1978), Weinstein and Kelley 
(1992), and RCG&A (Robblee et al . 2000) . The 
site is described as a Pre-Contact shell midden 
situated in a sugarcane field along the Marmande 
Ridge – the natural levee of a relict distributary 
channel – although previous investigations con-
cluded it had been largely destroyed by repeated 
plowing for sugarcane cultivation . Disturbance by 
agricultural activities has generated discrepancies 
in the reported location of Site 16TR3 and its 


potential relationship to the nearby Pre-Contact 
mound within Site 16TR19 . 
 McIntire (1958) provided the first descrip-
tion of Site 16TR3 as a highly disturbed shell 
midden, with site integrity largely destroyed by 
plowing, and he plotted the site approximate-
ly 200 – 300 m (656 – 984 ft) southwest of 
Site 16TR19 on the original site map . In a later 
survey of the area, Altschul (1978) identified a 
large scatter of Pre-Contact and Post-Contact 
cultural material east of Site 16TR19 along the 
west bank of Bayou Dularge . Pre-Contact arti-
facts comprised Plaquemine and Mississippian 
period ceramics, faunal material, daub, and lith-
ics, and Altschul reasoned these materials were 
associated with Site 16TR3, given the proximi-
ty of the scatter to the mound at Site 16TR19 . 
Altschul analyzed his recovered materials, com-
pared them with those from Site 16TR19, and 
concluded that the sites were contemporaneous-
ly occupied; he subsequently modified the state 
site record form to reflect the association between 
Sites 16TR3 and 16TR19 and assessed the com-
bined sites as significant .
 Weinstein and Kelley (1992) became aware 
of the discrepancy in the reported location of Site 
16TR3 and determined the artifact scatter re-
ported by Altschul represented a previously un-
identified site, which was given the new trino-
mial 16TR218 (discussed below) . A reanalysis of 
ceramics previously recovered from Site 16TR3 
supported this determination: sherds from the 
original collection dated to the Baytown and 
Marksville periods, while those from Altschul’s 
scatter came from the later Plaquemine and Mis-
sissippi periods . Weinstein and Kelley subse-
quently restored McIntire’s original description 
and location of Site 16TR3, although their at-
tempts to relocate the site and collect additional 
data did not meet with success .
 R . Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 
Inc ., recovered cultural materials in the area of 
Site 16TR3, as plotted by McIntire and Wein-
stein and Kelley, during Phase I cultural resources 
survey and archaeological inventory for the Mor-
ganza to the Gulf Feasibility Study in the spring 
of 1999 (Robblee et al . 2000) . The recovered Pre-
Contact materials consisted of two ceramic frag-
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ments: one identified as a Plaquemine Brushed 
var. unspecified body sherd, and the other an un-
identified eroded body sherd . Investigators re-
ported no evidence of a shell midden, which sup-
ported previous accounts of its destruction . The 
single datable sherd postdated those reanalyzed 
by Weinstein and Kelly (1992), and any connec-
tion between these findings and the original re-
ported shell midden was not clear . Due to the loss 
of site integrity, 16TR3 was deemed not eligible 
for listing on the NRHP applying the NRHP 
Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .


Site 16TR19
 Site 16TR19, the Marmande Plantation Site, 
is a multi-component site that consists of a well-
documented Pre-Contact mound and two Post-
Contact artifact scatters that probably represent 
elements of a single farming complex . The site 
is situated at the intersection of the Marmande 
Ridge and the natural levee of an abandoned dis-
tributary, approximately 800 m (2,625 ft) west of 
Bayou Dularge . The terrain is mostly level and is 
currently used for sugarcane cultivation, with the 
subsided margins of the natural levees covered 
by mixed hardwoods and secondary growth that 
grade into marsh to the northwest . Gravel access 
roads run along the higher ground of the natural 
levee crests, and the Pre-Contact mound sits in 
a cleared and grated area where two gravel roads 
intersect . The previously recorded Post-Contact 
artifact scatters are located north and northeast 
of the mound in sugarcane fields .
 The prominent mound of Site 16TR19 was 
first documented in 1924 by Randolph Brazet; it 
was later surveyed by McIntire and Kniffen, who 
argued it was built atop an earlier shell midden, 
and McIntire (1958) dated the mound to the 
Troyville period based on material collected by 
Brazet . McIntire also identified Coles Creek 
and Plaquemine occupations at the site . Altschul 
(1978) revisited the site more than two decades 
later and argued for a Plaquemine period date of 
construction for the mound, with the possibility 
of an earlier Coles Creek component buried be-
neath it . Altschul also suggested the mound was 
contemporaneous with a nearby Plaquemine-pe-
riod artifact scatter he equated with Site 16TR3, 
which was subsequently reanalyzed and given the 


new designation Site 16TR218 (Weinstein and 
Kelly 1992) . In addition to reanalyzing previously 
collected materials, Weinstein and Kelly (1992) 
conducted test excavations at Site 16TR19; their 
combined analyses confirmed a Plaquemine con-
struction date for the mound and documented 
additional occupations during the Coles Creek 
and Mississippi periods, although they found 
no evidence for an earlier shell midden in the 
vicinity of the mound .
 Weinstein and Kelly (1992) also documented 
a previously unreported surface scatter of twen-
tieth century cultural material about 60 m (197 
ft) of the mound in a sugarcane field . This area of 
the site was relocated by RCG&A during Phase 
I cultural resources survey and archaeological in-
ventory for the Morganza to the Gulf Feasibility 
Study in the spring of 1999 and was designated 
Locus A (Robblee et al . 2000) . Phase I testing 
by RCG&A recovered an additional historic ar-
tifact scatter, designated Locus B, to the north-
east of the mound . Locus A and Locus B were 
likely the residence and barn/activity area, re-
spectively, of a twentieth century farmstead . Site 
16TR19 was deemed eligible for listing on the 
NRHP applying the NRHP Criteria for Evalua-
tion (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .


Site 16TR218
 Site 16TR218, known as Altschul or 
Altschul’s Area 1 after its discoverer, is a multi-
component site first reported by Altschul (1978) . 
The site contains a Pre-Contact artifact scatter 
dating to the Plaquemine period, a Post-Contact 
artifact scatter probably dating to the early twen-
tieth century (Weinstein and Kelly 1992), and 
the current grounds of St . Luke’s Baptist Church 
and Cemetery . Surface elevation is slightly higher 
here than in areas farther west, as the site sits atop 
the natural levee of Bayou Dularge on mostly 
level ground . This area is used for sugarcane cul-
tivation, and most of the site lies beneath sug-
arcane plants in varying phases of growth . A 
gravel road crosses the site from east to west near 
its center, and a gravel lot ringed by small struc-
tures extends to the south of this road on the 
west bank of the Bayou .
 The Pre-Contact artifact scatter was initial-
ly designated as part of Site 16TR3 by Altschul 
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(1978), who named it Area 1 (Area 2 was the 
mound at Site 16TR19 in this reclassification of 
sites) . Noting the concentration of early Missis-
sippian/Plaquemine ceramics, daub fragments, 
and other domestic debris, Altschul suggested the 
site represented the intensive, possibly continu-
ous occupation of a village associated with the 
nearby mound at Site 16TR19 . Weinstein and 
Kelly (1992) agreed with the association between 
the Plaquemine village and mound, but they de-
termined that Altschul’s Area 1 represented a 
distinct site from 16TR3 based on an analysis of 
previously collected ceramics and the location of 
Area 1 to the east of 16TR19 . The Plaquemine 
period date for the village was considerably later 
than the Baytown date assigned by Weinstein and 
Kelly to Site 16TR3, and Area 1 was subsequent-
ly separated and renamed Site 16TR218 .
 Post-Contact components of Site 16TR218 
include an artifact scatter and the cemetery at 
St . Luke’s Baptist Church . Altschul (1978:Table 
15) reported artifact counts but focused his inter-
pretations on Pre-Contact remains, while Wein-
stein and Kelly (1992) suggested an early twenti-
eth century date for these materials . The church 
building was demolished in 2010, and archaeolog-
ical monitors reported no adverse effects on cul-
tural resources from the demolition (Hanson and 
Montana 2010) . A new structure has since been 
built on the church grounds and the cemetery re-
mains active . At time of writing, Site 16TR218 
has not been assessed applying the NRHP Crite-
ria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .


Results: Archaeological Survey
 The portion of the MTG RA1 project area 
summarized here was subdivided into nine survey 
segments covering parcels proposed for levee con-
struction, access roads, staging areas, and borrow 
pits by USACE-MVN . Shovel testing was em-
ployed across the entirety of five segments, which 
corresponded to Access Road 4a, Access Road 
4b, Access Road 4c, Staging Area, and Borrow 
A82 . The Staging Area was designated Area 1 
for the cultural resources inventory, and Borrow 
A82 was divided into two segments, called Areas 
2A and 2b, along an east-west running drainage 
ditch that split the parcel roughly in half . Sec-
tions of the Access Road 1 and Levee segments 


were systematically shovel-tested in non-marsh 
settings, and accessible marsh areas were inves-
tigated by pedestrian survey; intensive remote 
sensing analysis supplemented ground survey of 
these segments where marsh inundation prevent-
ed entry by field teams . Borrow Area NSF-A100 
had been previously surveyed for cultural resourc-
es (Parrish and Parrish 2013) and was being exca-
vated with heavy machinery when investigations 
commenced (Figure 3), making further study of 
this area impossible . 


Area 1 (Staging Area)
 Area 1 was an irregularly shaped parcel mea-
suring approximately 1 .9 ac (0 .8 ha) that was pro-
posed for use as a staging area near the south-
ern end of the project area . This area was a level, 
overgrown field, bounded on the east by LA 315/
Bayou Dularge Road and on the west by Bayou 
Dularge; it was the only area of the APE located 
east of the bayou . Site 16TR218 lay across Bayou 
Dularge to the west, but its boundaries did not 
extend into this section of the APE . Access Road 
4a formed the southern boundary of Area 1, and 
a drainage ditch at the edge of a stand of trees en-
closed the area in the north . Area 1 was almost 
entirely covered by grasses, with the primary dif-
ference in vegetation being the height of the grass, 
which was much longer in the north than in the 
south, where patches of gravel and shell pavement 
were visible . A small stand of trees surrounded a 
rusting fuel-storage tank, raised on a platform, in 
the center of Area 1 .
 A total of 35 shovel tests were excavated in 
Area 1, comprising 31 shovel tests along three 
transects and an additional four judgmental shovel 
tests placed along the southwest boundary to in-
crease the sample coverage .  Four shovel test loca-
tions could not be excavated due the presence of 
a drainage ditch (northern boundary) and gravel 
pavement associated with Access Road 2 (south-
ern boundary) . A typical shovel test was excavat-
ed to a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and 
it exhibited two strata in profile (Figure 4) . Stra-
tum I was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) silty 
loam that extended from the ground surface to a 
depth of about 8 inbs (20 cmbs) . Stratum II was 
grayish brown (10YR 5/2) silty clay that extend-
ed from 8 inbs (20cmbs) to at least 20 inbs (50 
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Figure 3 Mechanical excavator working in Borrow NSF-A100, center, with transport vehicles to left. Facing northeast.
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Figure 4 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 1 (Staging Area).
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cmbs) . Excavations were terminated upon reach-
ing the maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 In addition to systematic subsurface testing, 
Area 1 was visually inspected and document-
ed with digital photography through pedestri-
an survey . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indica-
tions of intact archaeological deposits, and the 
single above-ground feature was a metal fuel-
storage tank; no additional testing or evaluation 
is recommended for this area . 


Area 2A (Borrow A82)
 Area 2A was a roughly rectangular segment 
approximately 15 .2 ac (6 .1 ha) in extent that corre-
sponded to the northern half of the Programmat-
ic Borrow A82 . The improved gravel Access Road 
4a formed the northern boundary of Area 2A, 
and the similar Access Road 4c bounded the area 
in the west; drainage ditches provided the eastern 
and southern limits, with the southern ditch serv-
ing to separate this area from Area 2B . A small, 
dirt two-track access road ran along the northern 
side of the southern boundary ditch . Area 2A was 
a level, plowed field covered in mature sugarcane 
plants that limited visibility and made traversing 
the area difficult in some sections .
 A total of 86 shovel tests were excavated 
along 17 transects in Area 2A, and one planned 
shovel test could not be excavated due to its lo-
cation at the intersection of gravel and two-
track access roads . Where possible, transects fol-
lowed plowed furrows through the cane field . A 
typical shovel test was excavated to a maximum 
depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two 
strata in profile (Figure 5) . Stratum I was dark 
gray (10YR 4/1) clay loam, typical of a plowzone, 
that extended from the ground surface to a depth 
of about 12 inbs (30 cmbs) . Stratum II was very 
dark gray (10YR 3/1) clay with FeO2 staining 
that extended from 12 inbs (30 cmbs) to a depth 
of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 Area 2A was visually inspected and docu-
mented with digital photography through pedes-
trian survey in addition to shovel testing . Test ex-
cavations and pedestrian survey produced no ar-


chaeological materials or indications of intact ar-
chaeological deposits, and no additional testing 
or evaluation is recommended for this area . 


Area 2B (Borrow A82)
 Area 2B was a roughly rectangular segment 
covering approximately 16 .2 ac (6 .6 ha) and cor-
responding to the southern half of the Program-
matic Borrow A82; it was bounded on the south, 
east, and north by drainage ditches, the latter 
of which separated it from Area 2A and was 
flanked by another dirt two-track road to the 
south . Access Road 4c provided the western limit 
of Area 2B . Like Area 2A, Area 2B was a level, 
plowed field covered in sugarcane plants, which 
limited visibility and made traversing the area dif-
ficult in some sections . In contrast to Area 2A, 
some sections of Area 2B were covered by young-
er sugarcane plants, and smaller drainage ditches 
cut across its width at regular intervals, running 
roughly north-south and parallel to the furrows 
in the rest of the field .
 A total of 87 shovel tests were excavat-
ed along 15 transects in Area 2B; one planned 
shovel test could not be excavated due to its lo-
cation in a drainage ditch along the southern 
boundary . As with survey in Area 2A, transects in 
Area 2B proceeded along plowed furrows where 
possible . A typical shovel test was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it ex-
hibited two strata in profile (Figure 6) . Stratum I 
was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) clay, typical 
of a plowzone, with FeO2 staining that extend-
ed from the ground surface to a depth of about 
8 inbs (20 cmbs) . Stratum II was grayish brown 
(10YR 5/2) clay that extended from 8 inbs (20 
cmbs) to a depth of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 Pedestrian survey provided visual inspec-
tion and photo-documentation for Area 2B 
that augmented the program of systematic sub-
surface testing . Test excavations and pedestri-
an survey produced no archaeological materials 
or indications of intact archaeological deposits, 
and no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 
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Figure 5 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 2A (Borrow A82).
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Figure 6 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 2B (Borrow A82).
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AR_SH100323A (Access Road 4a)
 Survey segment AR_SH100323A was a 
linear corridor encompassing Access Road 4a, 
which measured approximately 0 .9 mi (1 .4 km) 
by 30 ft (9 m) wide and contained two dis-
tinct segments: 1) an improved gravel road that 
stretched slightly over 0 .6 mi (1 km) west from 
LA 315, and 2) a grass two-track road extending 
northwest toward the proposed levee construc-
tion area over an additional 0 .25 mi (0 .4 km) . The 
gravel road originated along LA 315 and crossed 
Bayou Dularge over a culvert embankment north 
of several non-residential buildings and storage 
tanks surrounding a gravel lot . This lot extend-
ed southward from the road and created a large 
gravel shoulder that prevented the excavation of 
several shovel tests over a reach of approximately 
246 ft (75 m) west from the area of the buildings . 
Westward from this expansive gravel area, Access 
Road 2 was flanked by fields of mature sugar-
cane, including an uninvestigated field to the 
north and Area 2A to the south . At approximate-
ly 0 .6 m (1 .0 km) west of LA 315, the gravel road 
turned to the south and was investigated as part 
of survey segment AR_SH100423A, discussed 
in the following section . Another small gravel lot 
was located north of this bend in the road, and 
Access Road 2 continued to the northwest from 
this lot as an unimproved track through a grassy 
field bordered by forest on the north and south . 
Survey segment AR_SH100323A terminated at 
the southeastern boundary of the proposed levee 
construction parcel, although the track of Access 
Road 4a continued into that area .
 Survey proceeded along two transects laid 
out on parallel tracks flanking the centerline 
of Access Road 4a at a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . 
Shovel tests were frequently offset from these 
transects, often to the survey corridor boundaries, 
when their lines ran along sections of gravel road . 
A total of 132 shovel tests were excavated along 
the two transects, and an additional 34 planned 
shovel tests could not be excavated due to their 
locations on the gravel road, Bayou Dularge, and 
the gravel lot/shoulder at the western end of the 
corridor . A typical shovel test was excavated to 
a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it 
exhibited two strata in profile (Figure 7) . Stra-
tum I was grayish brown (10YR 5/2) compact 


sandy clay that extended from the ground sur-
face to a depth of about 8 inbs (20 cmbs) and was 
typical of plowzone soils across the APE . Stra-
tum II was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) clay 
that extended from 8 inbs (20 cmbs) to at least 
a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 Segment AR_SH100323A traversed areas of 
two known archaeological sites: Sites 16TR218 
and 16TR19 . Intervals between shovel tests were 
shortened to 33 ft (10 m) when passing through 
these known sites to increase the probability of 
locating cultural resources . The survey corridor 
crossed the eastern boundary of Site 16TR218, 
at the edge of Bayou Dularge, approximately 164 
ft (50 m) from its starting point and continued 
through the site for 807 ft (246 m) before pass-
ing through its western limit . A total of 31 shovel 
tests were excavated within the boundaries of 
Site 16TR218 in the segment AR_SH100323A 
survey corridor, with an additional planned 19 
shovel tests left unexcavated due to impenetra-
ble gravel road and lot surfaces . A typical shovel 
test inside Site 16TR218 was excavated to a max-
imum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibit-
ed two strata in profile (Figure 8) . Stratum I was 
grayish brown (10YR 5/2) sandy clay that extend-
ed from the ground surface to a depth of about 8 
inbs (20 cmbs) and was typical of plowzone soils 
across the segment . Stratum II was dark grayish 
brown (10YR 4/2) clay that extended from 8 inbs 
(20 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 About 400 ft (122 m) west from the south-
ward bend of the gravel road, AR_SH100323A 
crossed the eastern boundary of Site 16TR19 . 
Following first the gravel road and then the grass 
two-track, the survey corridor traversed approx-
imately 627 ft (191 m) through Site 16TR19 
before crossing its northwest boundary . Thirty-six 
shovel tests were excavated within the boundaries 
of Site 16TR19 in the segment AR_SH100323A 
corridor, and two planned shovel tests could not 
be excavated due to their location in the intersec-
tion of gravel access roads . A typical shovel test 
inside Site 16TR218 was excavated to a maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibit-
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Figure 7 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 2.
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Figure 8 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR218 along Access Road 4a.
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Figure 9 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR19 along Access Road 4a.
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ed two strata in profile (Figure 9) . Stratum I was 
brown (10YR 5/3) silty clay that extended from 
the ground surface to a depth of about 12 inbs 
(30 cmbs) . Stratum II was dark grayish brown 
(10YR 4/2) silty clay that extended from 12 inbs 
(30 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 AR_SH100323A was visually inspected and 
photo-documented through pedestrian survey in 
addition to systematic shovel testing . Test exca-
vations and pedestrian survey produced no ar-
chaeological materials or indications of intact 
archaeological deposits, including from within 
the boundaries of Sites 16TR218 and 16TR19 . 
The survey window provided by the APE poly-
gon was narrow (30 – 82 ft [9 – 25 m]), and cul-
tural materials related to those sites may yet be 
buried beyond the investigated area . Plowing and 
the digging of drainage ditches have consider-
ably disturbed the land immediately adjacent to 
Access Road 4a, however, and they have likely al-
ready impacted any cultural resources that may 
have once been present along the roadside . If 
road construction or improvement activities are 
not expanded beyond the original APE boundar-
ies, no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 


AR_SH100423A (Access Road 4b)
 AR_SH100423A is a linear corridor en-
compassing Access Road 4b, a Programmatic ex-
tension of Access Road 4a that continues to the 
southwest from the bend in the road mentioned 
in the previous section, where this segment abuts 
AR_SH100323A . This survey segment brack-
ets an improved gravel road about 33 ft (10 m) 
wide that runs generally southwest-northeast 
for approximately 0 .8 mi (1 .3 km), with numer-
ous slight changes in direction along its path . The 
southwestern limit of this road appears to be a 
property boundary marked by a line of trees that 
partially extend into the road, although access to 
the farther segment was not blocked . Beginning 
in the southwest and moving northeast along its 
length, AR_SH100423A is flanked by plowed, 
agricultural fields for approximately 0 .7 mi (1 .1 
km), which include both fields left fallow and 
those containing mature sugarcane . The final 0 .1 


mi (0 .2 km) in the northeast of the segment, be-
tween a drainage ditch and its intersection with 
AR_SH100323A, is bounded by mature sugar-
cane on the east and a small lot of mixed hard-
wood forest to the west . 
 As with Access Road 4a, survey of Access 
Road 4b proceeded along two transects laid out 
on parallel tracks flanking the road centerline at 
a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . Shovel tests were fre-
quently offset from these transects, often to the 
survey corridor boundaries, when their lines 
ran along sections of gravel road . A total of 150 
shovel tests were excavated along the two tran-
sects, and an additional 16 planned shovel tests 
could not be excavated due to their locations on 
the gravel road, in the gravel lot near the mound 
of Site 16TR19, and in a drainage ditch . A typi-
cal shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two strata 
in profile (Figure 10) . Stratum I was dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 4/2) silty clay that extended 
from the ground surface to a depth of about 12 
inbs (30 cmbs) and was typical of plowzone soils 
across the APE . Stratum II was very dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 3/2) clay that extended from 12 
inbs (30 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 
cmbs) . Excavations were terminated upon reach-
ing the maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 Segment AR_SH100423A traversed areas 
of two known archaeological sites: Sites 16TR3 
and 16TR19 . Intervals between shovel tests were 
shortened to 33 ft (10 m) when passing through 
these known sites to increase the probability of 
locating cultural resources . The survey corri-
dor crossed the northwestern boundary of Site 
16TR3 approximately 0 .3 mi (0 .5 km) from its 
starting point and continued through the site for 
a maximum distance of 314 ft (96 m) – along 
the southern corridor boundary – before passing 
through its northern limit . A total of 12 shovel 
tests were excavated within the boundaries of Site 
16TR3 in segment AR_SH100423A . A typical 
shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth of 
20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two strata in 
profile (Figure 11) . Stratum I was grayish brown 
(10YR 5/2) sandy clay that extended from the 
ground surface to a depth of about 10 inbs (25 
cmbs) . Stratum II was dark grayish brown (10YR 
4/2) clay that extended from 10 inbs (25 cmbs) 
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Figure 10 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 4b.
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Figure 11 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR3 along Access Road 4b.
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to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 A significant portion of AR_SH100423A 
was located within the boundaries of Site 
16TR19 . The segment crossed the southwest-
ern site boundary about 0 .5 mi (0 .8 km) from 
its starting point in the southwest and contin-
ued through the site about 0 .3 mi (0 .5 km) before 
ending at the junction with AR_SH100323A . 
Immediately southwest of the large mound that 
forms the extant Precontact component of Site 
16TR19, a second gravel road – currently in use 
by trucks carrying materials from Borrow NSF-
A100 – intersected Access Road 4b and created 
a large gravel lot measuring about 0 .5 ac (0 .2 ha) 
(Figure 12) . A total of 76 shovel tests were ex-
cavated within the boundaries of Site 16TR19 
in segment AR_SH100423A, and an additional 


12 planned shovel tests could not be excavated 
due to their location in the gravel road or nearby 
drainage ditches . Unexcavated test pits included 
five near the mound that fell within the adjacent 
gravel lot . A typical shovel test was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it ex-
hibited two strata in profile (Figure 13) . Stratum 
I was very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) silty 
clay loam that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of about 16 inbs (40 cmbs) . Stratum 
II was very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) clay 
that extended from 16 inbs (40 cmbs) to at least 
a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 In addition to systematic subsurface testing, 
segment AR_SH100423A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey . Test excavations and 


Figure 12 South side of mound at Site 16TR19 with plowed field in foreground and Access Road 4b in left rear. Gravel lot 
to left of mound. Facing northwest.
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Figure 13 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR19 along Access Road 4b.
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pedestrian survey produced no archaeological 
materials or indications of intact archaeological 
deposits, including from within the boundaries 
of Sites 16TR3 and 16TR19 . The survey window 
provided by the APE polygon was narrow (49 – 
66 ft [15 – 20 m]), and cultural materials re-
lated to those sites may yet be buried beyond 
the investigated area . Plowing and the digging 
of drainage ditches have considerably disturbed 
the land immediately adjacent to Access Road 
2 (South), however, and they have likely already 
impacted any cultural resources that may have 
once been present along the roadside . If road 
construction or improvement activities are not 
expanded beyond the original APE boundar-
ies, no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area .


AR_LAC121123A (Access Road 4c)
 AR_LAC121123A is a linear survey corridor 
encompassing Access Road 4c, which connects 
Access Road 4a with Borrow NSF-A100 . This 
unimproved access road is nearly level and con-
sists of gravel and packed dirt . After branching 
from Access Road 4a in the north, this road runs 
approximately 470 ft (143 m) south-southwest 
along the western boundary of Area 2A before 
joining an unnamed gravel road and bending east . 
After a distance of about 104 ft (32 m), the road 
turns south-southeast, and extends about 0 .25 mi 
(0 .4 km) to meet the boundary of Borrow NSF-
A100 . Access Road 4c is bounded by sugarcane 
fields over nearly all its length, some unculti-
vated areas of scrub vegetation occurring closer 
to the borrow area . 
 As with the other access roads in this area, 
survey of Access Road 4c proceeded along two 
transects laid out on parallel tracks flanking 
the road centerline at a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . 
Shovel tests were offset when transect lines ran 
along sections of gravel road . A total of 41 shovel 
tests were excavated along the two transects, and 
all planned shovel tests were excavated . A typical 
shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth of 
20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited one stratum in 
profile (Figure 14) . Stratum I was very dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 3/2) clay mottled with strong 
brown (7 .5YR 5/6) clay and stained with iron; it 
extended from the ground surface to a depth of 


at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs), and excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 AR_LAC121123A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey in addition to shovel 
testing . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indi-
cations of intact archaeological deposits, and 
no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 


AR_SH100923A (Access Road 1)
 AR_SH100923A was a linear corridor en-
compassing Access Road 1, which was located 
about 1 .7 mi (2 .8 km) north of the entrance to 
Access Road 4a along LA 315 . This survey seg-
ment stretched approximately 0 .75 mi (1 .2 km) in 
a west-northwest direction and ranged from 20 ft 
(6 m) wide at its eastern end to 60 ft (18 m) wide 
in the west, where it abutted the proposed levee 
construction parcel . The corridor for Access Road 
1 originated in the east at the Tommy Darcey 
Bridge, which provides access to Vice Road from 
LA 315 over Bayou Dularge . After crossing the 
asphalt-paved Vice Road, Access Road 1 extend-
ed west-northwest as an improved gravel road, 
flanked by manicured lawns and buildings, for 
around 0 .1 mi (0 .2 km) . The manicured lawns and 
structures were replaced by grassy and overgrown 
fields beyond this point, and Access Road 1 tran-
sitioned from a gravel road to a dirt two-track 
as it moved west . An abandoned drainage ditch, 
somewhat infilled and overgrown with wetland 
vegetation, began to run parallel to the southern 
edge of AR_SH100923A around 0 .25 mi (0 .4 
km) from the start of the segment and prohibited 
the excavation of a single shovel test . Farther on, 
at approximately 0 .4 mi (0 .6 km) from the be-
ginning of AR_SH100923A, the two-track road 
was completely overgrown by dense secondary 
growth . Several recent garbage dumps were ob-
served in this area . This section of the survey cor-
ridor was covered by mixed hardwood forest and 
secondary growth until around 0 .5 mi (0 .8 km) 
from its starting point, where the line of Access 
Road 1 entered a cypress swamp or dry marsh . 
 Survey of AR_SH100923A proceeded in 
three phases: 1) pedestrian survey of the devel-
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Figure 14 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 4c.
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oped eastern end of the corridor, over a distance 
of 0 .1 mi (0 .2 km); 2) pedestrian and shovel-test 
survey of the mixed field/forest area between the 
developed eastern portion and the wetland west-
ern portion of the corridor, over a distance of 0 .4 
mi (0 .6 km); and 3) pedestrian survey of 0 .16 mi 
(0 .25 km) of dry swamp/marsh moving westward 
toward the Levee APE . Each section used two 
transects set 16 ft (5 m) off the segment center-
line to guide surveyors . At the end of the final 
section of AR_SH100923A – approximate-
ly 408 ft (124 m) east of the levee parcel – the 
Access Road 1 APE entered an inaccessible sec-
tion of wet marsh, and survey operations ceased 
after a crew member broke through the flotant 
surface and had to be extricated from the fluid 
muck below (Figure 15) . 
 A total of 42 shovel tests were excavated 
along the two transects in the middle section of 


AR_SH100923A; one additional planned shovel 
test could not be excavated due to its location in 
a drainage ditch . A typical shovel test was exca-
vated to a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) 
and it exhibited one stratum in profile (Figure 
16) . Stratum I was dark grayish brown (10YR 
4/2) clay that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of about 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Survey crew 
members reported numerous examples of dis-
turbed soils along both transects .
 All accessible portions of segment AR_
SH100923A were visually inspected and doc-
umented with digital photography through pe-
destrian survey, and systematic subsurface test-
ing was employed in terrain where this was fea-
sible . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indi-


Figure 15 Water and mud beneath vegetation layer of ground surface at 1100 meters on Transect 1, Access Road 1. Area 
where survey became stuck in mud. Facing west.
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Figure 16 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 1.
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cations of intact archaeological deposits, and 
no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area .


SH_100623A (Levee)
 Survey segment SH_100623A was located at 
the southern end of the proposed levee construc-
tion parcel, where this section abutted Access 
Road 4a and segment AR_SH100323A . The 
two-track portion of Access Road 4a continued 
in a northwest direction through SH_100623A 
for approximately 0 .14 mi (0 .23 km) and was sur-
rounded by a grass field about 132 ft (40 m) wide 
from northeast to southwest . The field was bor-
dered by a thin line of mixed hardwood forest and 
dense secondary growth that extended around 98 
ft (30 m) away from road; marsh grasses, cattails, 
and humid soils indicative of wetlands were en-
countered on both the northeast and southwest 
sides of this segment beyond the strip of forest-
ed land . Above-ground pipeline infrastructure 
was also observed at the western end of this seg-
ment near Transect 7 .
 Shovel testing was only feasible in an area 
covering about 5 .7 ac (2 .3 ha) of SH_100623A, 
which included the cleared field around the 
Access Road 4a dirt track and the thin rim of 
scrub forest along its border . This area corre-
sponded to the crest of a relict natural levee that 
was elevated above the surrounding marshes . A 
total of 28 shovel tests were excavated along seven 
transects in this survey segment, and one addi-
tional planned shovel test could not be excavated 
due to its position near the pipeline infrastruc-
ture . A typical shovel test was excavated to a max-
imum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited 
a single stratum in profile (Figure 17) . Stratum 
I was dark gray (10YR 4/1) silty clay with FeO2 
staining that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth for shovel testing . 
 The remainder of SH_100623A that could be 
accessed by field teams was investigated through 
pedestrian survey . This included the southern end 
of the Levee segment, a roughly rectangular sec-
tion of approximately 4 .8 ac (1 .9 ha) that ex-
tended southwest from the access road through 
an area of cattail marsh that was mostly dry and 


could be traversed safely . Northeast of the access 
road, the transects crossed a similar, undifferenti-
ated cattail marsh (Figure 18), which became in-
creasingly wetter as survey crews moved farther 
away from the natural levee crest . This area cov-
ered about 23 .5 ac (11 .5 ha) and contained no 
areas of elevated ground or non-marsh vegetation 
that were discernible along the transects . At a dis-
tance of approximately 0 .29 mi (0 .47 km) from 
the start of pedestrian survey in this section, the 
transects crossed an infilled ditch that appeared 
to contain a buried pipeline . Beyond this ditch, 
the marsh became markedly wetter and its surface 
more unstable, and survey operations were sus-
pended in this direction due to the hazard pre-
sented by this terrain .
 Segment SH_100623A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey in areas that could be 
accessed, and systematic shovel testing was con-
ducted in non-marsh areas . Test excavations and 
pedestrian survey produced no archaeological 
materials or indications of intact archaeological 
deposits, and no additional testing or evaluation 
is recommended for this area . 


Remote Sensing Results
 Analysis of remote sensing data focuses on 
identifying cultural resources, landforms, evi-
dence of disturbance from land-use practices, and 
potential changes to the landscape over time in 
the sections of the project area that could not be 
accessed by survey teams . A predictive settlement 
model (Brown et al . 2000) provides an additional 
baseline for assessing the probability of encoun-
tering settlement remains on different landforms . 
The follow sections describe the results of the 
remote sensing analyses and discuss these results 
in relation to the predictive model .


Landforms and Current Terrain
 Examination of recent high-resolution aerial 
imagery (30 cm; 4-Band, 8 Bit) and a lidar-de-
rived digital elevation model (DEM) provides 
information on landforms and the current state 
of terrain in the inaccessible sectors of the proj-
ect area . About 33% of the northernmost sec-
tion of the Levee segment appears to be covered 
by open water, with broken marshlands, smaller 
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Figure 17 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated in the Levee survey segment.
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ponds, and marsh vegetation making up the re-
mainder of the area . Elevations are uniformly low 
and the terrain flat, and any elevated landforms 
that may once have existed here have since sub-
sided beneath the marsh .
 Undifferentiated marsh vegetation, similar to 
that in the area just described, blankets approxi-
mately 75% of the Levee segment in the area des-
ignated as a high-probability zone for settlement . 
The remaining land is covered in sparse vegeta-
tion that includes some trees, which appears sim-
ilar to the section of Access Road 1 where survey 
teams first observed an environmental shift from 
scrub forest to cypress swamp . The lidar DEM re-
veals the faint trace of a channel and its associated 
natural levee – likely from a subsided and infilled 
crevasse – extending from the western edge of the 
Bayou Dularge natural levee into the Levee APE 
(Figure 19) . This slightly elevated relict landform 


underlies the area of mixed vegetation and prob-
able cypress swamp . The DEM reveals a drop in 
elevation along the Access Road 1 segment as it 
approaches the levee alignment, where the exist-
ing road ends at the edge of the Bayou Dularge 
natural levee and the proposed corridor enters the 
inaccessible marshlands to the west . Analysis of 
the vegetation and elevation data suggests relict 
channels and the distal portions of natural levees 
extending into this zone of the project area have 
subsided beneath the Terrebonne Marsh .
 The large swath of the Levee APE that ex-
tends between the two zones of high settle-
ment probability, representing the largest seg-
ment as subdivided for this analysis (139 ac [43 .1 
ha]), is entirely covered by undifferentiated, low 
marsh vegetation with few or no trees discernible . 
Aerial imagery shows some minor ponding with 
no large areas of open water in this segment of 


Figure 18 Surveyors among marsh grasses and cattails typical of Levee segment north of access road, Transect 3 at 300 
meters. Facing southwest.
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Figure 19 One-meter lidar digital elevation model (DEM) showing differences in elevation and landform expression 
Sheet 1 across project area. DEM downloaded from USGS (2023).
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Figure 19 One-meter lidar digital elevation model (DEM) showing differences in elevation and landform expression 
Sheet 2 across project area. DEM downloaded from USGS (2023).
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marsh, and the DEM reveals no natural elevated 
features (e .g ., natural levees) in this portion of the 
project area . If the natural levee of Bayou Dularge 
once extended far enough west to enter this sec-
tion of the project area, its flanks have since sub-
sided beneath the marsh .
 The southernmost section of the Levee seg-
ment falls within a high probability settlement 
zone and provides critical information for inter-
preting imagery elsewhere in the project area, as 
this section was groundtruthed by survey teams . 
Once again, aerial imagery reveals a segment of 
undifferentiated marsh vegetation across this seg-
ment of the proposed alignment, which is iden-
tical to the vegetation in other areas described 
above . As with the adjacent segment to the north, 
the DEM shows no expressions of elevated land-
forms here . Surveyors documented a large ex-
panse of cattail marsh in this area, with surface 
conditions becoming increasingly wet and un-
stable moving northeast along transect lines . The 
conditions recorded by field crews in this section 
of the Levee segment are likely to obtain in other 
sections where similar vegetation and elevations 
characterize the landscape .


Cultural Resources and Historic Standing 
Structures
 Inspection of recent (2021) and historic 
(1940, 1953, 1957) aerial imagery, as well as the 
lidar DEM, reveals no evidence of cultural re-
sources or historic standing structures within the 
inaccessible sections of the project area . Stand-
ing structures are clearly visible along the natu-
ral levee of Bayou Dularge in recent and historic 
aerial imagery but do not appear within the area 
of interest . The extant mound of Site 16TR19, an 
example of substantial Pre-Contact settlement 
remains, is also easily recognized in aerial imagery 
and the DEM; nothing approximating this fea-
ture can be seen in the project area sections that 
could not be accessed by survey teams .


Land Modification and Diachronic Landscape 
Change
 Canals and canalized drainages comprise the 
most significant evidence of human-made land 
modifications visible in aerial images and the lidar 
DEM . Larger historic canals, used for transporta-


tion and drainage, approach the project area in the 
north and west, and one canal can be seen crossing 
the levee alignment running toward Lake Hatch 
in the 1940 aerial photographs . Few other canals 
appear in the 1940 images, and much of the area 
has the appearance of a wet marsh with visible 
tidal channels . No additional modifications are 
discernible in the 1953 photographs, aside from a 
large canal dredged south from the GIWW about 
0 .75 mi (1 .23 km) northwest of the project area, 
and the marsh appears largely undisturbed . 
 Major modifications in the form of canals, 
trenches, and access trails crosscut the marsh, 
especially in the northern section of the project 
area, in the 1957 aerial photographs . These fea-
tures relate to increasing investment in oil and 
gas exploration across the Terrebonne Marsh; few 
seem to represent long-term investments in infra-
structure, as they are not visible in recent imagery, 
although faint traces of some can be seen in the 
lidar DEM . Much of the permanent architecture 
of hydrocarbon extraction and transport, such as 
the buried pipelines encountered by field crews, 
postdates these historic photographs but is visible 
in more recent imagery .
 Comparative analysis of aerial photographs 
through time provides information on geomor-
phological processes active in the project area . 
For example, relict distributary channels and 
the higher ground of their natural levees can be 
clearly seen flanking the north end of the Levee 
segment on both east and west in earlier pho-
tographs . These landforms shrink or almost dis-
appear in recent imagery, reflecting processes 
of channel infilling and subsidence beneath the 
marsh that were likely accelerated by land modi-
fications since at least 1957 . The margins of nat-
ural levees, as revealed by the interface between 
scrub forest and marsh vegetation, also appear to 
recede away from the Levee segment boundar-
ies through time, providing additional evidence of 
higher ground subsiding beneath the marsh . 
 
Predictive Settlement Model
 The predictive settlement model identifies 
two zones within the MTG RA1 project area 
with high probabilities of containing settlement 
remains . These zones occur at the convergences of 
distributary and/or crevasse natural levees, which 
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create elevated masses or land-bridges above the 
surrounding, low-lying interdistributary marsh-
lands . The high-probability areas center around 
these confluence zones – where larger settlements 
are expected – and were originally created with 
0 .6 mi (1 km) radii to encompass the flanks and 
distal ends of natural levees, as these are consid-
ered high-probability areas for smaller resource-
extraction sites (Brown et al . 2000) . 
 In the south of the project area, the predic-
tive model accounts for the concentration of 
known archaeological sites, including the large 
mound site 16TR19 . Sites in this area occur on 
the crests of relict and current natural levees and 
are far enough from levee margins to be unaf-
fected by subsidence . Areas within the southern 
high-probability zone located on natural levee 
flanks, such as the southern end of the Levee seg-
ment, are currently subsiding beneath the marsh, 
making any cultural resources that may be lo-
cated there difficult to detect without extensive 
and deep excavations .
 Similar processes of subsidence are affect-
ing the terrain of the Levee segment in the north, 
which seem to have been accelerated by more in-
tensive historical land-modification activities . 
Areas that may have been elevated on relict natu-
ral levees in the past now lie beneath inundated 
marshlands . Despite the potential for this area to 
contain cultural resources suggested by the settle-
ment model, any such remains will likely prove 


inaccessible to tradition survey and shovel-testing 
methods due to subsidence .


Summary of Results
 Intensive Phase I Terrestrial Cultural Re-
sources Survey – comprising systematic subsur-
face testing, pedestrian survey, visual inspection, 
and photo-documentation – across the project 
area recovered no archaeological resources or new 
evidence of intact archaeological deposits . Analy-
sis of aerial imagery and a lidar DEM further in-
dicated that sections of the project area not ac-
cessible by survey teams have been substantial-
ly impacted by subsidence and large-scale land 
modification for oil and gas extraction . Survey 
within the project area did not recover any addi-
tional materials from the previously recorded ar-
chaeological sites 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218, 
despite the use of more intensive sampling pro-
cedures within site boundaries . No new archae-
ological properties are therefore recommended 
as eligible by applying the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) Criteria for Evaluation 
(36 CFR 60 .4[a-d]), and no additional testing or 
evaluation is recommended for the project area . 
Given previous assessments of the research po-
tential of Sites 16TR19 and 16TR218, however, 
additional testing would be recommended before 
expansion of construction or road improvement 
activities beyond the current APE limits within 
the boundaries of those sites .
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From: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
To: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Enclosure 1_ Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project
Date: Friday, December 15, 2023 9:55:03 AM


From: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) 
Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2023 3:07 PM
To: ''Earl Barbry Jr.' <earlii@tunica.org>; thpo@choctaw.org; Ms. Johnna Flynn
<jflynn@jenachoctaw.org>; dakotajohn@coushatta.org; 'Lindsey Bilyeau'
<lbilyeu@choctawnation.com>; 'Kimberly Walden' <kim@chitimacha.gov>
Cc: Carson, Melanie <MCarson@choctaw.org>; TMartin@tunica.org; 'Ian Thompson'
<ithompson@choctawnation.com>; Theresa Patingo <theresap@chitimacha.gov>; Chip McGimsey
<cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>; DCRT Section 106 <section106@crt.la.gov>; Ostahowski, Brian E CIV
USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil>
Subject: FW: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project
 
Dear all Tribal Partners,
 
During the monthly CEMVN Monthly Tribal Coordination Call of September 27, 2023, I introduced
the idea that USACE phase the cultural resource survey of proposed borrow areas for the Morganza
to the Gulf (MTG) Project (Figure 1), seeking your Tribe’s agreement.  CEMVN first ran this idea past
Louisiana State Archaeologist Chip McGimsey who agreed that, “as long as the agency can commit to
surveying all appropriate areas” it would be appropriate to phase the work (see below).
 
Phase I cultural resources survey of the Reach A portion of MTG has begun (Figure 2). The Project
Description of Reach A provided by CEMVN Design Engineers contains an excess of potential borrow
areas (more than necessary to actually construct the Reach A engineering design) (Figure 3). The
thinking of this Project Description was to include borrow areas that will become necessary as future
Reaches are designed for construction, a sooner rather than later approach.
 
However, this approach endangered the ability to complete cultural resources survey of Reach A and
associated elements (access roads, staging areas, borrow pits), on the schedule that the CEMVN
Commander has requested.
 
CEMVN proposes to include within the Environmental Assessment (EA) being written for Reach A,
the design commitment that any borrow area proposed for utilization by MTG, will have a
completed Phase I cultural resources survey, before any excavation of that borrow may occur.  This
same commitment will appear in any Design reviews, for other Reaches of MTG. Phase I cultural
resources survey of any proposed borrow will occur as soon as possible for all other Reaches of
MTG, so that results of survey are known and design commitments are no longer necessary.
 
If you object to this CEMVN proposal, please reply to this email within 30 days. If you have questions,
please reply by email or phone.
 
Sincerely,
Dr. Paul Hughbanks
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Project Archaeologist
Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil
(504) 862-1100
 


From: Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2023 9:52 AM
To: Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil>; Rachel Watson
<rwatson@crt.la.gov>
Cc: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project
 
Jason and Paul,
 
After all these years, this project is actually starting! Amazing!
 
Is there a project-specific PA for this now (I don’t remember one) or are we just going off what is laid
out in the EA?  Either way, seems clear that given the project as a whole that it is going to be phased
since many elements are slated for much later.  I see little difference in phasing project segments
and phasing parts of a specific segment.  Most all large projects do it in one sense or another with
design modifications, reroutes, etc.  As long as the Corps can promise that all appropriate areas will
be surveyed, I think we’re good.
 
Chip McGimsey
State Archaeologist
LA Divison of Archaeology
cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov
225-219-4598
 


From: Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2023 12:32 PM
To: Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>; Rachel Watson <rwatson@crt.la.gov>
Cc: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil>
Subject: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project
 


EXTERNAL EMAIL Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.


Chip and Rachel,
 
Paul and I wanted to talk about the phasing of the Reach A survey areas.  Since regulations require
the agency to request input from Consulting Parties before making this decision, we are reaching
out.  Here is a link to the project website: New Orleans District > About > Projects > Morganza to the
Gulf (army.mil) and attached is a slide show contextualizing MTG among other CEMVN projects,
providing the outline of MTG levee/floodwall/floodgate locations, and Reach A proposed route
specifically. 
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Paul has SOW developed for proposed construction areas, access areas, and critical borrow areas,
BUT there is some concept of alternative borrow locations.  I figure starting survey on critical path
elements and a commitment to phase ID/eval (per 36 CFR 800.4), based on large areas and
alternatives, it would make sense.  It’d be a Environmental commitment in the EA and noted in all
the 106 consultations around the survey effort and results reporting. 
 
I’d guess you want to chat on the specific intent.  Paul and I can do it together, or you call each of us,
but I know he is easier to catch at his desk than I am, if a choice has to be made.  If otherwise you
want to just say yes that’s a good idea USACE – we’ll take that. 
 
Either way, looking to get your take on this proposal?    
 
Jason
--------------------------------------------------------------------------
Jason A. Emery, RPA
Chief, Cultural & Social Resources Section (CEMVN-PDS-N)
MVD Regional Planning Division, South
New Orleans District (MVN)


United States Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District (CEMVN-PDS-N)
7400 Leake Ave.
New Orleans, LA 70118-3651
 
Office: (504) 862-2364
Cell: (504) 390-7868
FAX: 504-862-1375
Email:  jason.a.emery@usace.army.mil
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From: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
To: DCRT Section 106
Subject: USACE Section 106: Finding of No Historic Properties Affected – Reach A of Morgana to Gulf Project
Date: Friday, December 15, 2023 10:41:47 AM
Attachments: Morganza to Gulf Reach A No Historic Properties Affected - SHPO (signed).pdf
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EXTERNAL EMAIL Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.

Hello:
 
Attached, please find a signed Conclusion of No Historic Properties Affected, for Reach A of the
ongoing Morganza to the Gulf Project.
 
Please notify the Archaeologist or District Tribal Liaison with questions or comments. Their contact
information follows: Dr. Paul Hughbanks, (504) 862-1100 or Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil;
Brian Ostahowski, MVN Archaeologist and District Tribal Liaison at (504) 862-2188 or
brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil.
 
Sincerely,
Paul Hughbanks
Archaeologist, Natural/Cultural Resources Analysis RPEDS, New Orleans District
Office: 504-862-1100

mailto:Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil
mailto:section106@crt.la.gov



 DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 


7400 LEAKE AVE 
NEW ORLEANS LA 70118-3651 


 


 December 15, 2023 
 
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 
 
Only an electronic version of this letter will be provided to the LA SHPO's Section 106 
Inbox, section106@crt.la.gov. 
 
 
RE:  Section 106 Review Consultation 


Undertaking: Reach A Portion of Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico Project, 
Terrebonne Parish. 


Determination:  No Historic Properties Affected 


 
Dear Ms. Sanders: 
 


The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District, proposes to 
begin construction of a portion of the Morganza to Gulf of Mexico Project, identified as 
Reach A. USACE is evaluating the proposed features of Reach A construction for 
impacts to cultural resources.  


 
As part of USACE’s evaluation and in partial fulfillment of responsibilities under the 


National Environmental Policy Act and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, USACE offers you the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed action described in this letter to affect historic properties. Additionally, in 
accordance with the responsibilities of Executive Order 13175, USACE offers Federally-
recognized Tribes the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed undertaking described in this letter to significantly affect protected tribal 
resources, tribal rights, or tribal lands. 


 
Project Background 


The Morganza to the Gulf (MTG) project consists of the construction of 98 miles of 
levees, approximately 84 miles of which would overlay existing hydrologic barriers such 
as natural ridges, roadbeds, and existing levees (Map 1). The majority of the remaining 
levee alignment would be constructed in unprotected coastal wetlands. Construction 
would include 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, including the Houma Navigation 
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Canal lock complex, and 23 environmental water control structures designed to allow 
tidal exchange through the levee. The structural features would be integrated into the 
levee alignment to provide hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, and 
navigational passage. 


 
The purpose of the MTG project is to provide hurricane and storm damage risk 


reduction for the communities located within the levee system. The overarching goal is 
to reduce the risk to people and property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisiana. The 
project is needed because of the increasing susceptibility of coastal communities to 
storm surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and subsidence. This project represents 
an opportunity to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and tropical storm damages 
by implementing an effective, comprehensive system for hurricane and storm damage 
risk reduction. 


 
A Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (RPEIS) was 


completed for the overall MTG project in May 2013. The Record of Decision (ROD) was 
signed 9 December 2013. The RPEIS assessed both programmatic and constructible 
features for MTG. Constructible features included Reach F1, F2, G1, HNC Lock 
Complex and the Bayou Grand Caillou Floodgate. All other features and levee reaches 
were assessed programmatically and require further detailed evaluation pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Federal and State laws as well as Civil 
Works policies and guidance prior to construction. 


 
With recent renewal of Federal funding, the Programmatic features of the 2013 


PEIS are being updated for potential effects if construction occurs. Most recently a 
geotechnical survey and boring program has begun, testing suitability of soil conditions 
for the proposed project features.  USACE determined that the surveys and borings 
program to collect information for design of levees and other features would have No 
Effect on Historic Properties, in a letter shared with your office dated November 3, 2023. 
Review undertaken for the survey and boring coordination letter led to recognition that 
both high and low probability lands for cultural resources existing within the proposed 
MTG footprint, and that cultural resources surveys are necessary in some areas.  
USACE determined that Reach A does contain some lands requiring Phase I Cultural 
Resources Surveys. 


 
Description of the Undertaking 


Reach A begins in southwest Houma approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the 
intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct (Figure 1). It continues south to 
intersect with the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), and proceeds southeast, parallel 
with Highway 315. It terminates approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of 
Theriot. Figure 1 provides an overview of the authorized federal alignment. 


Project construction is expected to take place in a series of sequential construction 
contracts, the first of which includes construction of a 6-foot levee embankment (less 
than the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability design height of elevation +12.5 feet). 
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All work included in this first construction contract is described to a sufficiently detailed 
level of design to be fully assessed in an Environmental Assessment (EA) as required 
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This work is referred to herein as 
“constructible features” (Figures 2 and 3, and attachment KML #1). The remaining 
components of the project are considered “programmatic features” and are described to 
a feasibility level of detail, such that additional NEPA analysis and Section 106 
investigation will be required prior to their construction (attachment KML #2). These 
programmatic features include all work for the entirety of the Reach A levee to the 
design height to meet the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability (AEP) requirement, 
including the GIWW-West and Minors Canal Floodgates. 


 


 
Figure 1. Limits of Reach A and locations of Floodgates. Houma is located at top 


right. 
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Figure 2. Limits of constructible features outlined in white, note this is the southern 
portion of the Reach A alignment, and is only a Levee. 
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Figure 3. Borrow pit and access road for Constructible Features. 
 
After the construction of the Constructible Features, and completion of additional 


NEPA analysis, USACE anticipates the execution of a series of construction contracts 
to bring the entirety of Reach A to the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability 
elevation. This construction is anticipated to begin in 2029 and be complete in 2035. 
Levee lifts to bring Reach A up to the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability elevation 
is anticipated to occur around 2050 and 2070. 


 
Construction of the Minors Canal floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2026 and be 


complete in 2029. Construction of the GIWW-West Floodgate is anticipated to begin in 
2027 and be complete in 2031. 


 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) 


The APE is defined as the entire Right of Entry (ROE) that exists for all features 
of Reach A (attachment KML #3). This includes area for earthen levee, staging areas, 
access roads, borrow, and floodgates.  In this letter, the APE is further categorized as 
APE for the constructible features as described above and depicted by attachment KML 
#1 of this letter, and APE for the programmatic features as described above and 
depicted by attachment KML #2. The ROE lands for constructible features total 
approximately 378 acres of land including borrow source; programmatic features total 
approximately 1271 acres including borrow source. 


No programmatic features are scheduled to begin construction before 2026. 
Although the APE for programmatic features remains within the ROE for Reach A of 
MTG, USACE has employed previous coordination dated September 28, 2023 


Borrow 
NFS-


 


Access Road 
4a 


Access Road 
4c 
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(Enclosure 1) to phase the completion of Cultural Resources Survey for some of these 
programmatic features. ROE available to USACE is currently restrained and does not 
include all of the Programmatic Features, associated Borrow, and Environmental 
Mitigation Areas. USACE has proposed to phase its historic property identification and 
evaluation following the guidelines in 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2). In USACE’s consultation 
when considering whether to phase or not, the Agency committed to documenting 
phasing in the Section 106 consultations, NEPA EA, and FONSI.   


This letter offers an assessment of effects for the entire APE of constructible 
features and programmatic features for the entire ROE for MTG Reach A, as currently 
known. The APE is inclusive of all potential effects, both direct (construction) and 
indirect (staging area, haul road, etc.). 
 
Identification and Evaluation 


USACE contracted R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates, Inc. (RCGA) to 
conduct Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the APE. It was quickly realized that the 
natural landscape contains great variability as regards its cultural resources potential. At 
the southern edge of the APE exists a prehistoric mound site (16TR19) that is listed 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). This site was kept out of 
any possible design plans, but it is located in a large cane field and otherwise utilized 
lands including a previously used borrow source (Figure 3 - Borrow NFS) that produced 
a Negative Findings report accessible via the SHPO Database (Parrish and Parrish 
2013 Report 22-4163), and the MTG project intends to use access roads that pass in 
close proximity. 


 
As the Reach A designs move north but remain south of GIWW, the land has 


subsided so notably that pedestrian survey became impossible. Conditions are 
described as a high percentage of open water with broken marshlands and open ponds. 
Archival review and remote sensing analysis, indicated to RCGA that any past elevated 
portions have now subsided to inaccessible levels. On both sides of GIWW, the same 
conditions of lands unsuitable and unlikely to contain cultural resources have been 
present for as long as archival materials allow interpretation of such.  Pedestrian survey 
is not possible due to presence of flotant that is unable to support the weight of humans. 


 
Phase I cultural resources survey has not yet covered all existing ROE of the 


programmatic features of Reach A. However, all ROE of the constructible features of 
Reach A have been surveyed or documented using State Standards. A Management 
Summary (MS) prepared by RCGA, is included with this correspondence and the areas 
so far surveyed for cultural resources are discussed within it.  Any areas not yet 
included within that MS are the areas where USACE relies on the previously 
coordinated ability to phase survey coverage. This has allowed a greater span of time to 
complete survey coverage for borrows not yet necessary for use, for areas lacking 
proper ROE to gain access, and similar reasons. 
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Assessment of Effects 
The ongoing and completed Phase I cultural resources survey located no previously 


unrecorded historic properties.  Attention was paid to the possibility of an access road or 
staging area nearby to 16TR19 and 16TR218 undergoing expansion, but testing and 
examination did not find any cultural resources within the entire nearby ROE, and there 
is no evidence that portions of 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218 will be affected. 


 
Based on the information presented in this letter and attached materials, USACE 


has made a determination of no historic properties affected within the Reach A 
footprint. The portion of Reach A with completed cultural resources survey includes all 
footprint of the Contract 1 constructible features, as well as many portions of the 
programmatic feature footprints.  Cultural resources survey will continue under a 
phased approach (36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2)), until all ROE lands with Reach A features 
have been examined which will be well before the next construction is scheduled to 
begin at the Minors Canal Floodgate in 2026. If cultural resources are located in the 
Programmatic Features APE by ongoing cultural resources survey, proper steps will be 
followed and coordinated and the effect finding for the entirety of Reach A will be re-
evaluated. When these remaining lands have been surveyed for cultural resources, a 
completed Draft Report of findings will be coordinated for consultation. 


 
We look forward to your concurrence with this determination. Should you have any 


questions or need additional information with this undertaking, please contact Dr. Paul 
Hughbanks, Archaeologist; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District at 
(504) 862-1100 paul.j.hughbanks@usace.army.mil; or Brian Ostahowski, Archaeologist 
and Tribal Liaison at (504) 862-2188 brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil. 


 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
ERIC M. WILLIAMS 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 


 
 


Source Cited 
Parrish, Jason and E. Parrish 
  2013  Negative Findings Report for the Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the 
Proposed Ridge Oak Property Borrow Pit, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. (State Report 
22-4163)
 


FOR
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management Summary


Introduction
This document summarizes a portion of the 
results of Phase I Terrestrial Cultural Re-


sources Survey for the Morganza to the Gulf, 
Reach A Contract 1 project area (Area of Poten-
tial Effect [APE]) (Figure 1), and provides cultur-
al resources management recommendations for 
the examined area . The summary primarily dis-
cusses APE segments designated “Constructable” 
by the U .S . Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
New Orleans District (MVN), although two 
“Programmatic” segments are also included . 
 Investigations were completed by R . Christo-
pher Goodwin & Associates, Inc . (RCG&A) on 
behalf of the USACE-MVN under Contract No . 
W912P8-19-D-0006, Task Order #17 . In order 
to partially fulfill CEMVN’s obligations under 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act of 1966 (NHPA), in accordance with 30 
CFR Part 800 (Protection of Historic Properties), 
the objective of the Phase I Cultural Resources 
Survey was to locate and define the boundaries of 
any cultural resources loci – both archaeological 
deposits and standing structures built more than 
45 years ago – situated wholly or in part within 
the APE and to provide conclusive recommen-
dations regarding the eligibility of any identified 
sites for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) .
 All cultural resources investigations were 
conducted by, or under the direct supervision of, 
a Principal Investigator and one Project Manag-
er, both of whom meet or exceed the appropriate 
qualifications presented in Professional Qualifica-
tions Standards (36 CFR 61 Appendix A), as well 
as The Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifi-
cations Standards (48 FR 44738-44739) . Further-
more, all work completed was performed with 
reference to and consistent with the principles 
and standards contained in The Secretary of the In-
terior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and 


Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716), as amend-
ed and annotated, the NHPA, as amended, the 
revised regulations of the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation implementing Section 106 
of the NHPA (30 CFR 800 “Protection of His-
toric Properties”), and the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969, as amended . The investi-
gation and summary production were conducted 
and prepared in accordance with all appropriate 
Louisiana Division of Archaeology (LDOA) and 
USACE guidelines and regulations . Additionally, 
all applicable deliverables complied with Section 
508 of the United States Rehabilitation Act, as 
amended (29 U .S .C . § 794d) .


Project Background
 The Morganza to the Gulf Levee System 
(MTG) Project is intended to provide hurricane 
and storm damage risk reduction for the commu-
nities located within the levee system . The over-
arching goal is to reduce the risk to people and 
property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisi-
ana . The project is needed because of the increas-
ing susceptibility of coastal communities to storm 
surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and sub-
sidence . This project represents an opportunity 
to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and 
tropical storm damages by implementing an ef-
fective, comprehensive system for hurricane and 
storm damage risk reduction .


Definition of the Area of Potential Effects 
(APE)
 The MTG project consists of the construc-
tion of 98 miles of levees, approximately 84 miles 
of which would overlay existing hydrologic bar-
riers such as natural ridges, roadbeds, and exist-
ing levees . The majority of the remaining levee 
alignment would be constructed in unprotect-
ed coastal wetlands . Construction would in-
clude 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, in-
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cluding the Houma Navigation Canal lock com-
plex, and 23 environmental water control struc-
tures designed to allow tidal exchange through 
the levee . The structure features would be inte-
grated into the levee alignment to provide hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, 
and navigational passage . 
 The section of the larger MTG project area 
discussed in this document is termed “Reach A .” 
Portions of Reach A – the Constructable seg-
ments – are scheduled for construction before 
other portions, and the results of Phase I survey 
in these Constructable segments are the focus 
of this summary . All Constructable segments of 
Reach A lie south of the Gulf Intracoastal Water 
Way (GIWW); Programmatic segments, most of 
which are located north of GIWW, will not be 
constructed until an undefined later date . 
 In addition to flood protection infrastructure, 
two borrow areas have been identified as likely 
sources for construction material . One of these 
has previously been surveyed for cultural resources 
and is currently in use (Parrish and Parrish 2013), 
while the other is a probable source of more ma-
terial and was investigated by RCG&A . Further-
more, access roads to be utilized during construc-
tion of Reach A were identified by USACE and 
examined as part of this study . Two of these roads 
are located at the southern portion of Reach A, 
near the Marmande Ridge . Despite the fact that 
these roads have previously been used, they are 
proximate to three cultural resource sites (Sites 
16TR3, 16TR19 and 16TR218); the footprints 
for any future expansions or improvements of 
these roads were treated as high-probability areas 
for encountering additional cultural resources .
 This summary covers eight APE segments in 
the Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A Contract 1 
(MTG RA1) project area that vary in shape and 
cover approximately 361 .1 acres (ac) (146 .1 hect-
ares [ha]) (Figure 2) . All but two of these segments 
are designated by USACE as Constructable; Pro-
grammatic segments will be noted in the follow-
ing descriptions . The segments correspond to dif-
ferent uses proposed by USACE for the Reach A 
construction project and include: 1) a levee reach, 
encompassing approximately 272 .4 ac (110 .2 ha) 
and stretching from coordinates 29 .534, -90 .773 
in the north to 29 .480, -90 .763 in the south; 2) a 


northern access road (Access Road 1), covering 
about 4 .9 ac (2 ha) that connects the levee reach 
to LA 315; 3) a staging area situated between LA 
315 and Bayou Dularge that covers about 1 .9 ac 
(0 .8 ha); 4) a southern access Road (Access Road 
4a) that connects the staging area to the south 
end of the levee reach and covers about 5 .1 ac (2 .1 
ha); 5) a Programmatic extension of the southern 
access road corridor (Access Road 4b) covering 
an area of about 6 .5 ac (2 .6 ha); 6) an extension 
of the southern access road corridor (Access Road 
4c) toward an existing borrow pit covering an area 
of about 1 .3 ac (0 .5 ha); 6) a potential Program-
matic borrow area (Borrow A82) abutting a sec-
tion of Access Roads 4a and 4c that covers ap-
proximately 31 .4 ac (12 .7 ha); and 7) an existing 
borrow area (NSF-A100) south of Borrow A82, 
covering approximately 37 .2 ac (15 ha), which 
was previously surveyed for cultural resources and 
is currently being excavated by heavy machinery .


Project Personnel
 Wayne C .J . Boyko, Ph .D ., R .P .A served as 
Principal Investigator for this project, while Sher-
man W . Horn III, Ph .D ., R .P .A . acted as proj-
ect manager, supervised archaeological field in-
vestigations, and conducted remote sensing anal-
ysis . Crew lead Leslie Clements, B .A ., along 
with Chris Alfonso, B .A ., Adam Boe, B .A ., Wil-
liam Cronvich, B .A ., Alexis Kaminski, B .A ., Isa-
belle Pecquet, B .A ., Denis Shovelton, B .A ., and 
Samuel Timkin, B .A ., assisted in completing the 
fieldwork . Dr . Horn III authored this summary . 
Tyler Leben, B .A ., and Elliot Clark, B .A ., com-
pleted the graphics presented herein, and Ms . 
Heidi Post, B .A ., produced this document .


Previous Investigations
 Two Phase I cultural resources investigations 
have been completed within 1 .0 mi (1 .6 km) of 
the MTG RA1 project area, one of which signif-
icantly intersected the current APE and will be 
discussed in more detail . RCG&A performed a 
Phase I survey of the proposed Terrebonne Parish 
Upper Dularge Flood Protection Levee project 
in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, approximately 
0 .55 mi (0 .89 km) south of the proposed project 
area (Boyko et al . 2012) . This study recorded no 
new archaeological sites across the 4 .75 mi (7 .64 
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 1 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 2 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 3 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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Figure 2 Aerial photograph depicting Morganza to the Gulf, Reach A/Contract 1 parcels described in this summary 
Sheet 4 in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana.
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km) levee survey corridor and recommended no 
further work within its project area .
 Earth Search, Inc ., completed a Phase I inves-
tigation of the Ridge Oak Property borrow area 
(Parish and Parish 2013), which intersected the 
easternmost portion of the Access Road 4a seg-
ment and entirely covered the NSF-A100 borrow 
area of the current project . In addition to areas 
that overlap parcels included in the MTG RA1 
project area, this study examined two proposed 
crossings of Bayou Dularge, another proposed 
access road corridor, a culvert placement, and a 
temporary drainage reroute outside the MTG 
RA1 APE . The investigation recovered no cultur-
al materials and recorded no new archaeological 
sites; it also did not relocate Site 16TR218 along 
the access road corridors that passed through the 
site boundaries . Investigators recommended no 
additional work within the project area, and the 
area around the proposed NSF-A100 borrow pit 
is currently being mechanically excavated . Due to 
this previous assessment and the ongoing excava-
tions, RCG&A did not examine NSF-A100 as 
part of the current study .


Previously Recorded Archeological Sites In-
tersected by the Project Area
 Three previously recorded archaeologi-
cal sites were crossed by access road corri-
dors in the current project area (Sites 16TR3, 
16TR19, 16TR218) and are discussed in detail 
here . Updated site forms for each have been ac-
cepted by the LA SHPO .
 
Site 16TR3
 Site 16TR3, the St . Eloie Plantation Site, was 
identified by McIntire in 1952 but may have been 
sampled at an earlier date; it was subsequently re-
visited by Altschul (1978), Weinstein and Kelley 
(1992), and RCG&A (Robblee et al . 2000) . The 
site is described as a Pre-Contact shell midden 
situated in a sugarcane field along the Marmande 
Ridge – the natural levee of a relict distributary 
channel – although previous investigations con-
cluded it had been largely destroyed by repeated 
plowing for sugarcane cultivation . Disturbance by 
agricultural activities has generated discrepancies 
in the reported location of Site 16TR3 and its 


potential relationship to the nearby Pre-Contact 
mound within Site 16TR19 . 
 McIntire (1958) provided the first descrip-
tion of Site 16TR3 as a highly disturbed shell 
midden, with site integrity largely destroyed by 
plowing, and he plotted the site approximate-
ly 200 – 300 m (656 – 984 ft) southwest of 
Site 16TR19 on the original site map . In a later 
survey of the area, Altschul (1978) identified a 
large scatter of Pre-Contact and Post-Contact 
cultural material east of Site 16TR19 along the 
west bank of Bayou Dularge . Pre-Contact arti-
facts comprised Plaquemine and Mississippian 
period ceramics, faunal material, daub, and lith-
ics, and Altschul reasoned these materials were 
associated with Site 16TR3, given the proximi-
ty of the scatter to the mound at Site 16TR19 . 
Altschul analyzed his recovered materials, com-
pared them with those from Site 16TR19, and 
concluded that the sites were contemporaneous-
ly occupied; he subsequently modified the state 
site record form to reflect the association between 
Sites 16TR3 and 16TR19 and assessed the com-
bined sites as significant .
 Weinstein and Kelley (1992) became aware 
of the discrepancy in the reported location of Site 
16TR3 and determined the artifact scatter re-
ported by Altschul represented a previously un-
identified site, which was given the new trino-
mial 16TR218 (discussed below) . A reanalysis of 
ceramics previously recovered from Site 16TR3 
supported this determination: sherds from the 
original collection dated to the Baytown and 
Marksville periods, while those from Altschul’s 
scatter came from the later Plaquemine and Mis-
sissippi periods . Weinstein and Kelley subse-
quently restored McIntire’s original description 
and location of Site 16TR3, although their at-
tempts to relocate the site and collect additional 
data did not meet with success .
 R . Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 
Inc ., recovered cultural materials in the area of 
Site 16TR3, as plotted by McIntire and Wein-
stein and Kelley, during Phase I cultural resources 
survey and archaeological inventory for the Mor-
ganza to the Gulf Feasibility Study in the spring 
of 1999 (Robblee et al . 2000) . The recovered Pre-
Contact materials consisted of two ceramic frag-
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ments: one identified as a Plaquemine Brushed 
var. unspecified body sherd, and the other an un-
identified eroded body sherd . Investigators re-
ported no evidence of a shell midden, which sup-
ported previous accounts of its destruction . The 
single datable sherd postdated those reanalyzed 
by Weinstein and Kelly (1992), and any connec-
tion between these findings and the original re-
ported shell midden was not clear . Due to the loss 
of site integrity, 16TR3 was deemed not eligible 
for listing on the NRHP applying the NRHP 
Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .


Site 16TR19
 Site 16TR19, the Marmande Plantation Site, 
is a multi-component site that consists of a well-
documented Pre-Contact mound and two Post-
Contact artifact scatters that probably represent 
elements of a single farming complex . The site 
is situated at the intersection of the Marmande 
Ridge and the natural levee of an abandoned dis-
tributary, approximately 800 m (2,625 ft) west of 
Bayou Dularge . The terrain is mostly level and is 
currently used for sugarcane cultivation, with the 
subsided margins of the natural levees covered 
by mixed hardwoods and secondary growth that 
grade into marsh to the northwest . Gravel access 
roads run along the higher ground of the natural 
levee crests, and the Pre-Contact mound sits in 
a cleared and grated area where two gravel roads 
intersect . The previously recorded Post-Contact 
artifact scatters are located north and northeast 
of the mound in sugarcane fields .
 The prominent mound of Site 16TR19 was 
first documented in 1924 by Randolph Brazet; it 
was later surveyed by McIntire and Kniffen, who 
argued it was built atop an earlier shell midden, 
and McIntire (1958) dated the mound to the 
Troyville period based on material collected by 
Brazet . McIntire also identified Coles Creek 
and Plaquemine occupations at the site . Altschul 
(1978) revisited the site more than two decades 
later and argued for a Plaquemine period date of 
construction for the mound, with the possibility 
of an earlier Coles Creek component buried be-
neath it . Altschul also suggested the mound was 
contemporaneous with a nearby Plaquemine-pe-
riod artifact scatter he equated with Site 16TR3, 
which was subsequently reanalyzed and given the 


new designation Site 16TR218 (Weinstein and 
Kelly 1992) . In addition to reanalyzing previously 
collected materials, Weinstein and Kelly (1992) 
conducted test excavations at Site 16TR19; their 
combined analyses confirmed a Plaquemine con-
struction date for the mound and documented 
additional occupations during the Coles Creek 
and Mississippi periods, although they found 
no evidence for an earlier shell midden in the 
vicinity of the mound .
 Weinstein and Kelly (1992) also documented 
a previously unreported surface scatter of twen-
tieth century cultural material about 60 m (197 
ft) of the mound in a sugarcane field . This area of 
the site was relocated by RCG&A during Phase 
I cultural resources survey and archaeological in-
ventory for the Morganza to the Gulf Feasibility 
Study in the spring of 1999 and was designated 
Locus A (Robblee et al . 2000) . Phase I testing 
by RCG&A recovered an additional historic ar-
tifact scatter, designated Locus B, to the north-
east of the mound . Locus A and Locus B were 
likely the residence and barn/activity area, re-
spectively, of a twentieth century farmstead . Site 
16TR19 was deemed eligible for listing on the 
NRHP applying the NRHP Criteria for Evalua-
tion (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .


Site 16TR218
 Site 16TR218, known as Altschul or 
Altschul’s Area 1 after its discoverer, is a multi-
component site first reported by Altschul (1978) . 
The site contains a Pre-Contact artifact scatter 
dating to the Plaquemine period, a Post-Contact 
artifact scatter probably dating to the early twen-
tieth century (Weinstein and Kelly 1992), and 
the current grounds of St . Luke’s Baptist Church 
and Cemetery . Surface elevation is slightly higher 
here than in areas farther west, as the site sits atop 
the natural levee of Bayou Dularge on mostly 
level ground . This area is used for sugarcane cul-
tivation, and most of the site lies beneath sug-
arcane plants in varying phases of growth . A 
gravel road crosses the site from east to west near 
its center, and a gravel lot ringed by small struc-
tures extends to the south of this road on the 
west bank of the Bayou .
 The Pre-Contact artifact scatter was initial-
ly designated as part of Site 16TR3 by Altschul 
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(1978), who named it Area 1 (Area 2 was the 
mound at Site 16TR19 in this reclassification of 
sites) . Noting the concentration of early Missis-
sippian/Plaquemine ceramics, daub fragments, 
and other domestic debris, Altschul suggested the 
site represented the intensive, possibly continu-
ous occupation of a village associated with the 
nearby mound at Site 16TR19 . Weinstein and 
Kelly (1992) agreed with the association between 
the Plaquemine village and mound, but they de-
termined that Altschul’s Area 1 represented a 
distinct site from 16TR3 based on an analysis of 
previously collected ceramics and the location of 
Area 1 to the east of 16TR19 . The Plaquemine 
period date for the village was considerably later 
than the Baytown date assigned by Weinstein and 
Kelly to Site 16TR3, and Area 1 was subsequent-
ly separated and renamed Site 16TR218 .
 Post-Contact components of Site 16TR218 
include an artifact scatter and the cemetery at 
St . Luke’s Baptist Church . Altschul (1978:Table 
15) reported artifact counts but focused his inter-
pretations on Pre-Contact remains, while Wein-
stein and Kelly (1992) suggested an early twenti-
eth century date for these materials . The church 
building was demolished in 2010, and archaeolog-
ical monitors reported no adverse effects on cul-
tural resources from the demolition (Hanson and 
Montana 2010) . A new structure has since been 
built on the church grounds and the cemetery re-
mains active . At time of writing, Site 16TR218 
has not been assessed applying the NRHP Crite-
ria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60 .4 [a-d]) .


Results: Archaeological Survey
 The portion of the MTG RA1 project area 
summarized here was subdivided into nine survey 
segments covering parcels proposed for levee con-
struction, access roads, staging areas, and borrow 
pits by USACE-MVN . Shovel testing was em-
ployed across the entirety of five segments, which 
corresponded to Access Road 4a, Access Road 
4b, Access Road 4c, Staging Area, and Borrow 
A82 . The Staging Area was designated Area 1 
for the cultural resources inventory, and Borrow 
A82 was divided into two segments, called Areas 
2A and 2b, along an east-west running drainage 
ditch that split the parcel roughly in half . Sec-
tions of the Access Road 1 and Levee segments 


were systematically shovel-tested in non-marsh 
settings, and accessible marsh areas were inves-
tigated by pedestrian survey; intensive remote 
sensing analysis supplemented ground survey of 
these segments where marsh inundation prevent-
ed entry by field teams . Borrow Area NSF-A100 
had been previously surveyed for cultural resourc-
es (Parrish and Parrish 2013) and was being exca-
vated with heavy machinery when investigations 
commenced (Figure 3), making further study of 
this area impossible . 


Area 1 (Staging Area)
 Area 1 was an irregularly shaped parcel mea-
suring approximately 1 .9 ac (0 .8 ha) that was pro-
posed for use as a staging area near the south-
ern end of the project area . This area was a level, 
overgrown field, bounded on the east by LA 315/
Bayou Dularge Road and on the west by Bayou 
Dularge; it was the only area of the APE located 
east of the bayou . Site 16TR218 lay across Bayou 
Dularge to the west, but its boundaries did not 
extend into this section of the APE . Access Road 
4a formed the southern boundary of Area 1, and 
a drainage ditch at the edge of a stand of trees en-
closed the area in the north . Area 1 was almost 
entirely covered by grasses, with the primary dif-
ference in vegetation being the height of the grass, 
which was much longer in the north than in the 
south, where patches of gravel and shell pavement 
were visible . A small stand of trees surrounded a 
rusting fuel-storage tank, raised on a platform, in 
the center of Area 1 .
 A total of 35 shovel tests were excavated in 
Area 1, comprising 31 shovel tests along three 
transects and an additional four judgmental shovel 
tests placed along the southwest boundary to in-
crease the sample coverage .  Four shovel test loca-
tions could not be excavated due the presence of 
a drainage ditch (northern boundary) and gravel 
pavement associated with Access Road 2 (south-
ern boundary) . A typical shovel test was excavat-
ed to a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and 
it exhibited two strata in profile (Figure 4) . Stra-
tum I was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) silty 
loam that extended from the ground surface to a 
depth of about 8 inbs (20 cmbs) . Stratum II was 
grayish brown (10YR 5/2) silty clay that extend-
ed from 8 inbs (20cmbs) to at least 20 inbs (50 
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Figure 3 Mechanical excavator working in Borrow NSF-A100, center, with transport vehicles to left. Facing northeast.
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Figure 4 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 1 (Staging Area).
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cmbs) . Excavations were terminated upon reach-
ing the maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 In addition to systematic subsurface testing, 
Area 1 was visually inspected and document-
ed with digital photography through pedestri-
an survey . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indica-
tions of intact archaeological deposits, and the 
single above-ground feature was a metal fuel-
storage tank; no additional testing or evaluation 
is recommended for this area . 


Area 2A (Borrow A82)
 Area 2A was a roughly rectangular segment 
approximately 15 .2 ac (6 .1 ha) in extent that corre-
sponded to the northern half of the Programmat-
ic Borrow A82 . The improved gravel Access Road 
4a formed the northern boundary of Area 2A, 
and the similar Access Road 4c bounded the area 
in the west; drainage ditches provided the eastern 
and southern limits, with the southern ditch serv-
ing to separate this area from Area 2B . A small, 
dirt two-track access road ran along the northern 
side of the southern boundary ditch . Area 2A was 
a level, plowed field covered in mature sugarcane 
plants that limited visibility and made traversing 
the area difficult in some sections .
 A total of 86 shovel tests were excavated 
along 17 transects in Area 2A, and one planned 
shovel test could not be excavated due to its lo-
cation at the intersection of gravel and two-
track access roads . Where possible, transects fol-
lowed plowed furrows through the cane field . A 
typical shovel test was excavated to a maximum 
depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two 
strata in profile (Figure 5) . Stratum I was dark 
gray (10YR 4/1) clay loam, typical of a plowzone, 
that extended from the ground surface to a depth 
of about 12 inbs (30 cmbs) . Stratum II was very 
dark gray (10YR 3/1) clay with FeO2 staining 
that extended from 12 inbs (30 cmbs) to a depth 
of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 Area 2A was visually inspected and docu-
mented with digital photography through pedes-
trian survey in addition to shovel testing . Test ex-
cavations and pedestrian survey produced no ar-


chaeological materials or indications of intact ar-
chaeological deposits, and no additional testing 
or evaluation is recommended for this area . 


Area 2B (Borrow A82)
 Area 2B was a roughly rectangular segment 
covering approximately 16 .2 ac (6 .6 ha) and cor-
responding to the southern half of the Program-
matic Borrow A82; it was bounded on the south, 
east, and north by drainage ditches, the latter 
of which separated it from Area 2A and was 
flanked by another dirt two-track road to the 
south . Access Road 4c provided the western limit 
of Area 2B . Like Area 2A, Area 2B was a level, 
plowed field covered in sugarcane plants, which 
limited visibility and made traversing the area dif-
ficult in some sections . In contrast to Area 2A, 
some sections of Area 2B were covered by young-
er sugarcane plants, and smaller drainage ditches 
cut across its width at regular intervals, running 
roughly north-south and parallel to the furrows 
in the rest of the field .
 A total of 87 shovel tests were excavat-
ed along 15 transects in Area 2B; one planned 
shovel test could not be excavated due to its lo-
cation in a drainage ditch along the southern 
boundary . As with survey in Area 2A, transects in 
Area 2B proceeded along plowed furrows where 
possible . A typical shovel test was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it ex-
hibited two strata in profile (Figure 6) . Stratum I 
was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) clay, typical 
of a plowzone, with FeO2 staining that extend-
ed from the ground surface to a depth of about 
8 inbs (20 cmbs) . Stratum II was grayish brown 
(10YR 5/2) clay that extended from 8 inbs (20 
cmbs) to a depth of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 Pedestrian survey provided visual inspec-
tion and photo-documentation for Area 2B 
that augmented the program of systematic sub-
surface testing . Test excavations and pedestri-
an survey produced no archaeological materials 
or indications of intact archaeological deposits, 
and no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 
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Figure 5 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 2A (Borrow A82).
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Figure 6 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Area 2B (Borrow A82).
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AR_SH100323A (Access Road 4a)
 Survey segment AR_SH100323A was a 
linear corridor encompassing Access Road 4a, 
which measured approximately 0 .9 mi (1 .4 km) 
by 30 ft (9 m) wide and contained two dis-
tinct segments: 1) an improved gravel road that 
stretched slightly over 0 .6 mi (1 km) west from 
LA 315, and 2) a grass two-track road extending 
northwest toward the proposed levee construc-
tion area over an additional 0 .25 mi (0 .4 km) . The 
gravel road originated along LA 315 and crossed 
Bayou Dularge over a culvert embankment north 
of several non-residential buildings and storage 
tanks surrounding a gravel lot . This lot extend-
ed southward from the road and created a large 
gravel shoulder that prevented the excavation of 
several shovel tests over a reach of approximately 
246 ft (75 m) west from the area of the buildings . 
Westward from this expansive gravel area, Access 
Road 2 was flanked by fields of mature sugar-
cane, including an uninvestigated field to the 
north and Area 2A to the south . At approximate-
ly 0 .6 m (1 .0 km) west of LA 315, the gravel road 
turned to the south and was investigated as part 
of survey segment AR_SH100423A, discussed 
in the following section . Another small gravel lot 
was located north of this bend in the road, and 
Access Road 2 continued to the northwest from 
this lot as an unimproved track through a grassy 
field bordered by forest on the north and south . 
Survey segment AR_SH100323A terminated at 
the southeastern boundary of the proposed levee 
construction parcel, although the track of Access 
Road 4a continued into that area .
 Survey proceeded along two transects laid 
out on parallel tracks flanking the centerline 
of Access Road 4a at a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . 
Shovel tests were frequently offset from these 
transects, often to the survey corridor boundaries, 
when their lines ran along sections of gravel road . 
A total of 132 shovel tests were excavated along 
the two transects, and an additional 34 planned 
shovel tests could not be excavated due to their 
locations on the gravel road, Bayou Dularge, and 
the gravel lot/shoulder at the western end of the 
corridor . A typical shovel test was excavated to 
a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it 
exhibited two strata in profile (Figure 7) . Stra-
tum I was grayish brown (10YR 5/2) compact 


sandy clay that extended from the ground sur-
face to a depth of about 8 inbs (20 cmbs) and was 
typical of plowzone soils across the APE . Stra-
tum II was dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) clay 
that extended from 8 inbs (20 cmbs) to at least 
a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 Segment AR_SH100323A traversed areas of 
two known archaeological sites: Sites 16TR218 
and 16TR19 . Intervals between shovel tests were 
shortened to 33 ft (10 m) when passing through 
these known sites to increase the probability of 
locating cultural resources . The survey corridor 
crossed the eastern boundary of Site 16TR218, 
at the edge of Bayou Dularge, approximately 164 
ft (50 m) from its starting point and continued 
through the site for 807 ft (246 m) before pass-
ing through its western limit . A total of 31 shovel 
tests were excavated within the boundaries of 
Site 16TR218 in the segment AR_SH100323A 
survey corridor, with an additional planned 19 
shovel tests left unexcavated due to impenetra-
ble gravel road and lot surfaces . A typical shovel 
test inside Site 16TR218 was excavated to a max-
imum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibit-
ed two strata in profile (Figure 8) . Stratum I was 
grayish brown (10YR 5/2) sandy clay that extend-
ed from the ground surface to a depth of about 8 
inbs (20 cmbs) and was typical of plowzone soils 
across the segment . Stratum II was dark grayish 
brown (10YR 4/2) clay that extended from 8 inbs 
(20 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 About 400 ft (122 m) west from the south-
ward bend of the gravel road, AR_SH100323A 
crossed the eastern boundary of Site 16TR19 . 
Following first the gravel road and then the grass 
two-track, the survey corridor traversed approx-
imately 627 ft (191 m) through Site 16TR19 
before crossing its northwest boundary . Thirty-six 
shovel tests were excavated within the boundaries 
of Site 16TR19 in the segment AR_SH100323A 
corridor, and two planned shovel tests could not 
be excavated due to their location in the intersec-
tion of gravel access roads . A typical shovel test 
inside Site 16TR218 was excavated to a maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibit-
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Figure 7 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 2.
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Figure 8 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR218 along Access Road 4a.
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Figure 9 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR19 along Access Road 4a.
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ed two strata in profile (Figure 9) . Stratum I was 
brown (10YR 5/3) silty clay that extended from 
the ground surface to a depth of about 12 inbs 
(30 cmbs) . Stratum II was dark grayish brown 
(10YR 4/2) silty clay that extended from 12 inbs 
(30 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
Excavations were terminated upon reaching the 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 AR_SH100323A was visually inspected and 
photo-documented through pedestrian survey in 
addition to systematic shovel testing . Test exca-
vations and pedestrian survey produced no ar-
chaeological materials or indications of intact 
archaeological deposits, including from within 
the boundaries of Sites 16TR218 and 16TR19 . 
The survey window provided by the APE poly-
gon was narrow (30 – 82 ft [9 – 25 m]), and cul-
tural materials related to those sites may yet be 
buried beyond the investigated area . Plowing and 
the digging of drainage ditches have consider-
ably disturbed the land immediately adjacent to 
Access Road 4a, however, and they have likely al-
ready impacted any cultural resources that may 
have once been present along the roadside . If 
road construction or improvement activities are 
not expanded beyond the original APE boundar-
ies, no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 


AR_SH100423A (Access Road 4b)
 AR_SH100423A is a linear corridor en-
compassing Access Road 4b, a Programmatic ex-
tension of Access Road 4a that continues to the 
southwest from the bend in the road mentioned 
in the previous section, where this segment abuts 
AR_SH100323A . This survey segment brack-
ets an improved gravel road about 33 ft (10 m) 
wide that runs generally southwest-northeast 
for approximately 0 .8 mi (1 .3 km), with numer-
ous slight changes in direction along its path . The 
southwestern limit of this road appears to be a 
property boundary marked by a line of trees that 
partially extend into the road, although access to 
the farther segment was not blocked . Beginning 
in the southwest and moving northeast along its 
length, AR_SH100423A is flanked by plowed, 
agricultural fields for approximately 0 .7 mi (1 .1 
km), which include both fields left fallow and 
those containing mature sugarcane . The final 0 .1 


mi (0 .2 km) in the northeast of the segment, be-
tween a drainage ditch and its intersection with 
AR_SH100323A, is bounded by mature sugar-
cane on the east and a small lot of mixed hard-
wood forest to the west . 
 As with Access Road 4a, survey of Access 
Road 4b proceeded along two transects laid out 
on parallel tracks flanking the road centerline at 
a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . Shovel tests were fre-
quently offset from these transects, often to the 
survey corridor boundaries, when their lines 
ran along sections of gravel road . A total of 150 
shovel tests were excavated along the two tran-
sects, and an additional 16 planned shovel tests 
could not be excavated due to their locations on 
the gravel road, in the gravel lot near the mound 
of Site 16TR19, and in a drainage ditch . A typi-
cal shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two strata 
in profile (Figure 10) . Stratum I was dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 4/2) silty clay that extended 
from the ground surface to a depth of about 12 
inbs (30 cmbs) and was typical of plowzone soils 
across the APE . Stratum II was very dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 3/2) clay that extended from 12 
inbs (30 cmbs) to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 
cmbs) . Excavations were terminated upon reach-
ing the maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . 
 Segment AR_SH100423A traversed areas 
of two known archaeological sites: Sites 16TR3 
and 16TR19 . Intervals between shovel tests were 
shortened to 33 ft (10 m) when passing through 
these known sites to increase the probability of 
locating cultural resources . The survey corri-
dor crossed the northwestern boundary of Site 
16TR3 approximately 0 .3 mi (0 .5 km) from its 
starting point and continued through the site for 
a maximum distance of 314 ft (96 m) – along 
the southern corridor boundary – before passing 
through its northern limit . A total of 12 shovel 
tests were excavated within the boundaries of Site 
16TR3 in segment AR_SH100423A . A typical 
shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth of 
20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited two strata in 
profile (Figure 11) . Stratum I was grayish brown 
(10YR 5/2) sandy clay that extended from the 
ground surface to a depth of about 10 inbs (25 
cmbs) . Stratum II was dark grayish brown (10YR 
4/2) clay that extended from 10 inbs (25 cmbs) 
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Figure 10 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 4b.
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Figure 11 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR3 along Access Road 4b.
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to at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 A significant portion of AR_SH100423A 
was located within the boundaries of Site 
16TR19 . The segment crossed the southwest-
ern site boundary about 0 .5 mi (0 .8 km) from 
its starting point in the southwest and contin-
ued through the site about 0 .3 mi (0 .5 km) before 
ending at the junction with AR_SH100323A . 
Immediately southwest of the large mound that 
forms the extant Precontact component of Site 
16TR19, a second gravel road – currently in use 
by trucks carrying materials from Borrow NSF-
A100 – intersected Access Road 4b and created 
a large gravel lot measuring about 0 .5 ac (0 .2 ha) 
(Figure 12) . A total of 76 shovel tests were ex-
cavated within the boundaries of Site 16TR19 
in segment AR_SH100423A, and an additional 


12 planned shovel tests could not be excavated 
due to their location in the gravel road or nearby 
drainage ditches . Unexcavated test pits included 
five near the mound that fell within the adjacent 
gravel lot . A typical shovel test was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it ex-
hibited two strata in profile (Figure 13) . Stratum 
I was very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) silty 
clay loam that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of about 16 inbs (40 cmbs) . Stratum 
II was very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) clay 
that extended from 16 inbs (40 cmbs) to at least 
a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excavations were 
terminated upon reaching the maximum depth 
of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 In addition to systematic subsurface testing, 
segment AR_SH100423A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey . Test excavations and 


Figure 12 South side of mound at Site 16TR19 with plowed field in foreground and Access Road 4b in left rear. Gravel lot 
to left of mound. Facing northwest.
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Figure 13 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated within Site 16TR19 along Access Road 4b.
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pedestrian survey produced no archaeological 
materials or indications of intact archaeological 
deposits, including from within the boundaries 
of Sites 16TR3 and 16TR19 . The survey window 
provided by the APE polygon was narrow (49 – 
66 ft [15 – 20 m]), and cultural materials re-
lated to those sites may yet be buried beyond 
the investigated area . Plowing and the digging 
of drainage ditches have considerably disturbed 
the land immediately adjacent to Access Road 
2 (South), however, and they have likely already 
impacted any cultural resources that may have 
once been present along the roadside . If road 
construction or improvement activities are not 
expanded beyond the original APE boundar-
ies, no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area .


AR_LAC121123A (Access Road 4c)
 AR_LAC121123A is a linear survey corridor 
encompassing Access Road 4c, which connects 
Access Road 4a with Borrow NSF-A100 . This 
unimproved access road is nearly level and con-
sists of gravel and packed dirt . After branching 
from Access Road 4a in the north, this road runs 
approximately 470 ft (143 m) south-southwest 
along the western boundary of Area 2A before 
joining an unnamed gravel road and bending east . 
After a distance of about 104 ft (32 m), the road 
turns south-southeast, and extends about 0 .25 mi 
(0 .4 km) to meet the boundary of Borrow NSF-
A100 . Access Road 4c is bounded by sugarcane 
fields over nearly all its length, some unculti-
vated areas of scrub vegetation occurring closer 
to the borrow area . 
 As with the other access roads in this area, 
survey of Access Road 4c proceeded along two 
transects laid out on parallel tracks flanking 
the road centerline at a distance of 16 ft (5 m) . 
Shovel tests were offset when transect lines ran 
along sections of gravel road . A total of 41 shovel 
tests were excavated along the two transects, and 
all planned shovel tests were excavated . A typical 
shovel test was excavated to a maximum depth of 
20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited one stratum in 
profile (Figure 14) . Stratum I was very dark gray-
ish brown (10YR 3/2) clay mottled with strong 
brown (7 .5YR 5/6) clay and stained with iron; it 
extended from the ground surface to a depth of 


at least a depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs), and excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) .
 AR_LAC121123A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey in addition to shovel 
testing . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indi-
cations of intact archaeological deposits, and 
no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area . 


AR_SH100923A (Access Road 1)
 AR_SH100923A was a linear corridor en-
compassing Access Road 1, which was located 
about 1 .7 mi (2 .8 km) north of the entrance to 
Access Road 4a along LA 315 . This survey seg-
ment stretched approximately 0 .75 mi (1 .2 km) in 
a west-northwest direction and ranged from 20 ft 
(6 m) wide at its eastern end to 60 ft (18 m) wide 
in the west, where it abutted the proposed levee 
construction parcel . The corridor for Access Road 
1 originated in the east at the Tommy Darcey 
Bridge, which provides access to Vice Road from 
LA 315 over Bayou Dularge . After crossing the 
asphalt-paved Vice Road, Access Road 1 extend-
ed west-northwest as an improved gravel road, 
flanked by manicured lawns and buildings, for 
around 0 .1 mi (0 .2 km) . The manicured lawns and 
structures were replaced by grassy and overgrown 
fields beyond this point, and Access Road 1 tran-
sitioned from a gravel road to a dirt two-track 
as it moved west . An abandoned drainage ditch, 
somewhat infilled and overgrown with wetland 
vegetation, began to run parallel to the southern 
edge of AR_SH100923A around 0 .25 mi (0 .4 
km) from the start of the segment and prohibited 
the excavation of a single shovel test . Farther on, 
at approximately 0 .4 mi (0 .6 km) from the be-
ginning of AR_SH100923A, the two-track road 
was completely overgrown by dense secondary 
growth . Several recent garbage dumps were ob-
served in this area . This section of the survey cor-
ridor was covered by mixed hardwood forest and 
secondary growth until around 0 .5 mi (0 .8 km) 
from its starting point, where the line of Access 
Road 1 entered a cypress swamp or dry marsh . 
 Survey of AR_SH100923A proceeded in 
three phases: 1) pedestrian survey of the devel-
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Figure 14 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 4c.
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oped eastern end of the corridor, over a distance 
of 0 .1 mi (0 .2 km); 2) pedestrian and shovel-test 
survey of the mixed field/forest area between the 
developed eastern portion and the wetland west-
ern portion of the corridor, over a distance of 0 .4 
mi (0 .6 km); and 3) pedestrian survey of 0 .16 mi 
(0 .25 km) of dry swamp/marsh moving westward 
toward the Levee APE . Each section used two 
transects set 16 ft (5 m) off the segment center-
line to guide surveyors . At the end of the final 
section of AR_SH100923A – approximate-
ly 408 ft (124 m) east of the levee parcel – the 
Access Road 1 APE entered an inaccessible sec-
tion of wet marsh, and survey operations ceased 
after a crew member broke through the flotant 
surface and had to be extricated from the fluid 
muck below (Figure 15) . 
 A total of 42 shovel tests were excavated 
along the two transects in the middle section of 


AR_SH100923A; one additional planned shovel 
test could not be excavated due to its location in 
a drainage ditch . A typical shovel test was exca-
vated to a maximum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) 
and it exhibited one stratum in profile (Figure 
16) . Stratum I was dark grayish brown (10YR 
4/2) clay that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of about 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Survey crew 
members reported numerous examples of dis-
turbed soils along both transects .
 All accessible portions of segment AR_
SH100923A were visually inspected and doc-
umented with digital photography through pe-
destrian survey, and systematic subsurface test-
ing was employed in terrain where this was fea-
sible . Test excavations and pedestrian survey 
produced no archaeological materials or indi-


Figure 15 Water and mud beneath vegetation layer of ground surface at 1100 meters on Transect 1, Access Road 1. Area 
where survey became stuck in mud. Facing west.
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Figure 16 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated along Access Road 1.
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cations of intact archaeological deposits, and 
no additional testing or evaluation is recom-
mended for this area .


SH_100623A (Levee)
 Survey segment SH_100623A was located at 
the southern end of the proposed levee construc-
tion parcel, where this section abutted Access 
Road 4a and segment AR_SH100323A . The 
two-track portion of Access Road 4a continued 
in a northwest direction through SH_100623A 
for approximately 0 .14 mi (0 .23 km) and was sur-
rounded by a grass field about 132 ft (40 m) wide 
from northeast to southwest . The field was bor-
dered by a thin line of mixed hardwood forest and 
dense secondary growth that extended around 98 
ft (30 m) away from road; marsh grasses, cattails, 
and humid soils indicative of wetlands were en-
countered on both the northeast and southwest 
sides of this segment beyond the strip of forest-
ed land . Above-ground pipeline infrastructure 
was also observed at the western end of this seg-
ment near Transect 7 .
 Shovel testing was only feasible in an area 
covering about 5 .7 ac (2 .3 ha) of SH_100623A, 
which included the cleared field around the 
Access Road 4a dirt track and the thin rim of 
scrub forest along its border . This area corre-
sponded to the crest of a relict natural levee that 
was elevated above the surrounding marshes . A 
total of 28 shovel tests were excavated along seven 
transects in this survey segment, and one addi-
tional planned shovel test could not be excavated 
due to its position near the pipeline infrastruc-
ture . A typical shovel test was excavated to a max-
imum depth of 20 inbs (50 cmbs) and it exhibited 
a single stratum in profile (Figure 17) . Stratum 
I was dark gray (10YR 4/1) silty clay with FeO2 
staining that extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of at least 20 inbs (50 cmbs) . Excava-
tions were terminated upon reaching the maxi-
mum depth for shovel testing . 
 The remainder of SH_100623A that could be 
accessed by field teams was investigated through 
pedestrian survey . This included the southern end 
of the Levee segment, a roughly rectangular sec-
tion of approximately 4 .8 ac (1 .9 ha) that ex-
tended southwest from the access road through 
an area of cattail marsh that was mostly dry and 


could be traversed safely . Northeast of the access 
road, the transects crossed a similar, undifferenti-
ated cattail marsh (Figure 18), which became in-
creasingly wetter as survey crews moved farther 
away from the natural levee crest . This area cov-
ered about 23 .5 ac (11 .5 ha) and contained no 
areas of elevated ground or non-marsh vegetation 
that were discernible along the transects . At a dis-
tance of approximately 0 .29 mi (0 .47 km) from 
the start of pedestrian survey in this section, the 
transects crossed an infilled ditch that appeared 
to contain a buried pipeline . Beyond this ditch, 
the marsh became markedly wetter and its surface 
more unstable, and survey operations were sus-
pended in this direction due to the hazard pre-
sented by this terrain .
 Segment SH_100623A was visually inspect-
ed and documented with digital photography 
through pedestrian survey in areas that could be 
accessed, and systematic shovel testing was con-
ducted in non-marsh areas . Test excavations and 
pedestrian survey produced no archaeological 
materials or indications of intact archaeological 
deposits, and no additional testing or evaluation 
is recommended for this area . 


Remote Sensing Results
 Analysis of remote sensing data focuses on 
identifying cultural resources, landforms, evi-
dence of disturbance from land-use practices, and 
potential changes to the landscape over time in 
the sections of the project area that could not be 
accessed by survey teams . A predictive settlement 
model (Brown et al . 2000) provides an additional 
baseline for assessing the probability of encoun-
tering settlement remains on different landforms . 
The follow sections describe the results of the 
remote sensing analyses and discuss these results 
in relation to the predictive model .


Landforms and Current Terrain
 Examination of recent high-resolution aerial 
imagery (30 cm; 4-Band, 8 Bit) and a lidar-de-
rived digital elevation model (DEM) provides 
information on landforms and the current state 
of terrain in the inaccessible sectors of the proj-
ect area . About 33% of the northernmost sec-
tion of the Levee segment appears to be covered 
by open water, with broken marshlands, smaller 
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Figure 17 A typical shovel test profile for those excavated in the Levee survey segment.
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ponds, and marsh vegetation making up the re-
mainder of the area . Elevations are uniformly low 
and the terrain flat, and any elevated landforms 
that may once have existed here have since sub-
sided beneath the marsh .
 Undifferentiated marsh vegetation, similar to 
that in the area just described, blankets approxi-
mately 75% of the Levee segment in the area des-
ignated as a high-probability zone for settlement . 
The remaining land is covered in sparse vegeta-
tion that includes some trees, which appears sim-
ilar to the section of Access Road 1 where survey 
teams first observed an environmental shift from 
scrub forest to cypress swamp . The lidar DEM re-
veals the faint trace of a channel and its associated 
natural levee – likely from a subsided and infilled 
crevasse – extending from the western edge of the 
Bayou Dularge natural levee into the Levee APE 
(Figure 19) . This slightly elevated relict landform 


underlies the area of mixed vegetation and prob-
able cypress swamp . The DEM reveals a drop in 
elevation along the Access Road 1 segment as it 
approaches the levee alignment, where the exist-
ing road ends at the edge of the Bayou Dularge 
natural levee and the proposed corridor enters the 
inaccessible marshlands to the west . Analysis of 
the vegetation and elevation data suggests relict 
channels and the distal portions of natural levees 
extending into this zone of the project area have 
subsided beneath the Terrebonne Marsh .
 The large swath of the Levee APE that ex-
tends between the two zones of high settle-
ment probability, representing the largest seg-
ment as subdivided for this analysis (139 ac [43 .1 
ha]), is entirely covered by undifferentiated, low 
marsh vegetation with few or no trees discernible . 
Aerial imagery shows some minor ponding with 
no large areas of open water in this segment of 


Figure 18 Surveyors among marsh grasses and cattails typical of Levee segment north of access road, Transect 3 at 300 
meters. Facing southwest.
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Figure 19 One-meter lidar digital elevation model (DEM) showing differences in elevation and landform expression 
Sheet 1 across project area. DEM downloaded from USGS (2023).
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Figure 19 One-meter lidar digital elevation model (DEM) showing differences in elevation and landform expression 
Sheet 2 across project area. DEM downloaded from USGS (2023).
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marsh, and the DEM reveals no natural elevated 
features (e .g ., natural levees) in this portion of the 
project area . If the natural levee of Bayou Dularge 
once extended far enough west to enter this sec-
tion of the project area, its flanks have since sub-
sided beneath the marsh .
 The southernmost section of the Levee seg-
ment falls within a high probability settlement 
zone and provides critical information for inter-
preting imagery elsewhere in the project area, as 
this section was groundtruthed by survey teams . 
Once again, aerial imagery reveals a segment of 
undifferentiated marsh vegetation across this seg-
ment of the proposed alignment, which is iden-
tical to the vegetation in other areas described 
above . As with the adjacent segment to the north, 
the DEM shows no expressions of elevated land-
forms here . Surveyors documented a large ex-
panse of cattail marsh in this area, with surface 
conditions becoming increasingly wet and un-
stable moving northeast along transect lines . The 
conditions recorded by field crews in this section 
of the Levee segment are likely to obtain in other 
sections where similar vegetation and elevations 
characterize the landscape .


Cultural Resources and Historic Standing 
Structures
 Inspection of recent (2021) and historic 
(1940, 1953, 1957) aerial imagery, as well as the 
lidar DEM, reveals no evidence of cultural re-
sources or historic standing structures within the 
inaccessible sections of the project area . Stand-
ing structures are clearly visible along the natu-
ral levee of Bayou Dularge in recent and historic 
aerial imagery but do not appear within the area 
of interest . The extant mound of Site 16TR19, an 
example of substantial Pre-Contact settlement 
remains, is also easily recognized in aerial imagery 
and the DEM; nothing approximating this fea-
ture can be seen in the project area sections that 
could not be accessed by survey teams .


Land Modification and Diachronic Landscape 
Change
 Canals and canalized drainages comprise the 
most significant evidence of human-made land 
modifications visible in aerial images and the lidar 
DEM . Larger historic canals, used for transporta-


tion and drainage, approach the project area in the 
north and west, and one canal can be seen crossing 
the levee alignment running toward Lake Hatch 
in the 1940 aerial photographs . Few other canals 
appear in the 1940 images, and much of the area 
has the appearance of a wet marsh with visible 
tidal channels . No additional modifications are 
discernible in the 1953 photographs, aside from a 
large canal dredged south from the GIWW about 
0 .75 mi (1 .23 km) northwest of the project area, 
and the marsh appears largely undisturbed . 
 Major modifications in the form of canals, 
trenches, and access trails crosscut the marsh, 
especially in the northern section of the project 
area, in the 1957 aerial photographs . These fea-
tures relate to increasing investment in oil and 
gas exploration across the Terrebonne Marsh; few 
seem to represent long-term investments in infra-
structure, as they are not visible in recent imagery, 
although faint traces of some can be seen in the 
lidar DEM . Much of the permanent architecture 
of hydrocarbon extraction and transport, such as 
the buried pipelines encountered by field crews, 
postdates these historic photographs but is visible 
in more recent imagery .
 Comparative analysis of aerial photographs 
through time provides information on geomor-
phological processes active in the project area . 
For example, relict distributary channels and 
the higher ground of their natural levees can be 
clearly seen flanking the north end of the Levee 
segment on both east and west in earlier pho-
tographs . These landforms shrink or almost dis-
appear in recent imagery, reflecting processes 
of channel infilling and subsidence beneath the 
marsh that were likely accelerated by land modi-
fications since at least 1957 . The margins of nat-
ural levees, as revealed by the interface between 
scrub forest and marsh vegetation, also appear to 
recede away from the Levee segment boundar-
ies through time, providing additional evidence of 
higher ground subsiding beneath the marsh . 
 
Predictive Settlement Model
 The predictive settlement model identifies 
two zones within the MTG RA1 project area 
with high probabilities of containing settlement 
remains . These zones occur at the convergences of 
distributary and/or crevasse natural levees, which 
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create elevated masses or land-bridges above the 
surrounding, low-lying interdistributary marsh-
lands . The high-probability areas center around 
these confluence zones – where larger settlements 
are expected – and were originally created with 
0 .6 mi (1 km) radii to encompass the flanks and 
distal ends of natural levees, as these are consid-
ered high-probability areas for smaller resource-
extraction sites (Brown et al . 2000) . 
 In the south of the project area, the predic-
tive model accounts for the concentration of 
known archaeological sites, including the large 
mound site 16TR19 . Sites in this area occur on 
the crests of relict and current natural levees and 
are far enough from levee margins to be unaf-
fected by subsidence . Areas within the southern 
high-probability zone located on natural levee 
flanks, such as the southern end of the Levee seg-
ment, are currently subsiding beneath the marsh, 
making any cultural resources that may be lo-
cated there difficult to detect without extensive 
and deep excavations .
 Similar processes of subsidence are affect-
ing the terrain of the Levee segment in the north, 
which seem to have been accelerated by more in-
tensive historical land-modification activities . 
Areas that may have been elevated on relict natu-
ral levees in the past now lie beneath inundated 
marshlands . Despite the potential for this area to 
contain cultural resources suggested by the settle-
ment model, any such remains will likely prove 


inaccessible to tradition survey and shovel-testing 
methods due to subsidence .


Summary of Results
 Intensive Phase I Terrestrial Cultural Re-
sources Survey – comprising systematic subsur-
face testing, pedestrian survey, visual inspection, 
and photo-documentation – across the project 
area recovered no archaeological resources or new 
evidence of intact archaeological deposits . Analy-
sis of aerial imagery and a lidar DEM further in-
dicated that sections of the project area not ac-
cessible by survey teams have been substantial-
ly impacted by subsidence and large-scale land 
modification for oil and gas extraction . Survey 
within the project area did not recover any addi-
tional materials from the previously recorded ar-
chaeological sites 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218, 
despite the use of more intensive sampling pro-
cedures within site boundaries . No new archae-
ological properties are therefore recommended 
as eligible by applying the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) Criteria for Evaluation 
(36 CFR 60 .4[a-d]), and no additional testing or 
evaluation is recommended for the project area . 
Given previous assessments of the research po-
tential of Sites 16TR19 and 16TR218, however, 
additional testing would be recommended before 
expansion of construction or road improvement 
activities beyond the current APE limits within 
the boundaries of those sites .
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Enclosure 1_ Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project

		From

		Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

		To

		Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

		Recipients

		Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil







From: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) 

Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2023 3:07 PM

To: ''Earl Barbry Jr.' <earlii@tunica.org>; thpo@choctaw.org; Ms. Johnna Flynn <jflynn@jenachoctaw.org>; dakotajohn@coushatta.org; 'Lindsey Bilyeau' <lbilyeu@choctawnation.com>; 'Kimberly Walden' <kim@chitimacha.gov>

Cc: Carson, Melanie <MCarson@choctaw.org>; TMartin@tunica.org; 'Ian Thompson' <ithompson@choctawnation.com>; Theresa Patingo <theresap@chitimacha.gov>; Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>; DCRT Section 106 <section106@crt.la.gov>; Ostahowski, Brian
 E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Brian.E.Ostahowski@usace.army.mil>

Subject: FW: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project







 



Dear all Tribal Partners,



 



During the monthly CEMVN Monthly Tribal Coordination Call of September 27, 2023, I introduced the idea that USACE phase the cultural resource survey of proposed borrow areas for the Morganza to the Gulf (MTG) Project (Figure 1), seeking
 your Tribe’s agreement.  CEMVN first ran this idea past Louisiana State Archaeologist Chip McGimsey who agreed that, “as long as the agency can commit to surveying all appropriate areas” it would be appropriate to phase the work (see below).



 



Phase I cultural resources survey of the Reach A portion of MTG has begun (Figure 2). The Project Description of Reach A provided by CEMVN Design Engineers contains an excess of potential borrow areas (more than necessary to actually construct
 the Reach A engineering design) (Figure 3). The thinking of this Project Description was to include borrow areas that will become necessary as future Reaches are designed for construction, a sooner rather than later approach.



 



However, this approach endangered the ability to complete cultural resources survey of Reach A and associated elements (access roads, staging areas, borrow pits), on the schedule that the CEMVN Commander has requested.




 



CEMVN proposes to include within the Environmental Assessment (EA) being written for Reach A, the design commitment that any borrow area proposed for utilization by MTG, will have a completed Phase I cultural resources survey, before any
 excavation of that borrow may occur.  This same commitment will appear in any Design reviews, for other Reaches of MTG. Phase I cultural resources survey of any proposed borrow will occur as soon as possible for all other Reaches of MTG, so that results of
 survey are known and design commitments are no longer necessary.



 



If you object to this CEMVN proposal, please reply to this email within 30 days. If you have questions, please reply by email or phone.



 



Sincerely,



Dr. Paul Hughbanks



Project Archaeologist



Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil



(504) 862-1100



 





From: Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>


Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2023 9:52 AM

To: Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil>; Rachel Watson <rwatson@crt.la.gov>

Cc: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project







 



Jason and Paul,



 



After all these years, this project is actually starting! Amazing!



 



Is there a project-specific PA for this now (I don’t remember one) or are we just going off what is laid out in the EA?  Either way, seems clear that given the project as a whole that it is going to be phased since many elements are slated
 for much later.  I see little difference in phasing project segments and phasing parts of a specific segment.  Most all large projects do it in one sense or another with design modifications, reroutes, etc.  As long as the Corps can promise that all appropriate
 areas will be surveyed, I think we’re good.



 




Chip McGimsey



State Archaeologist



LA Divison of Archaeology



cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov



225-219-4598





 





From: Emery, Jason A CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Jason.A.Emery@usace.army.mil>


Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2023 12:32 PM

To: Chip McGimsey <cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov>; Rachel Watson <rwatson@crt.la.gov>

Cc: Hughbanks, Paul J CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Paul.J.Hughbanks@usace.army.mil>

Subject: Phasing Request for Reach A of the Morganza to the Gulf Project







 




EXTERNAL EMAIL Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.







Chip and Rachel,



 



Paul and I wanted to talk about the phasing of the Reach A survey areas.  Since regulations require the agency to request input from Consulting Parties before making this decision, we are reaching out.  Here is a link to the project website:

New Orleans District > About > Projects > Morganza to the Gulf (army.mil) and attached is a slide show contextualizing MTG among other CEMVN projects, providing the outline of MTG levee/floodwall/floodgate locations, and Reach A proposed route specifically. 




 



Paul has SOW developed for proposed construction areas, access areas, and critical borrow areas, BUT there is some concept of alternative borrow locations.  I figure starting survey on critical path elements and a commitment to phase ID/eval
 (per 36 CFR 800.4), based on large areas and alternatives, it would make sense.  It’d be a Environmental commitment in the EA and noted in all the 106 consultations around the survey effort and results reporting. 




 



I’d guess you want to chat on the specific intent.  Paul and I can do it together, or you call each of us, but I know he is easier to catch at his desk than I am, if a choice has to be made.  If otherwise you want to just say yes that’s
 a good idea USACE – we’ll take that.  



 



Either way, looking to get your take on this proposal?    



 



Jason



--------------------------------------------------------------------------



Jason A. Emery, RPA



Chief, Cultural & Social Resources Section (CEMVN-PDS-N)



MVD Regional Planning Division, South



New Orleans District (MVN)



United States Army Corps of Engineers




New Orleans District (CEMVN-PDS-N)



7400 Leake Ave.



New Orleans, LA 70118-3651 




 



Office: (504) 862-2364



Cell: (504) 390-7868



FAX: 504-862-1375



Email:  jason.a.emery@usace.army.mil
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				 Access Road 4c
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle30
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75702458973574,29.47893888822304,0 -90.75711811416939,29.47894933687443,0 -90.75730390722937,29.47768716935585,0 -90.7571952239434,29.47757706881814,0 -90.75700305852477,29.47756508364188,0 -90.75693661374284,29.47753859005259,0 -90.75689774330812,29.47745013745856,0 -90.75684644263816,29.47720213969511,0 -90.756235708625,29.47543430503226,0 -90.75562546213128,29.47405498311516,0 -90.75562019391825,29.47404307592913,0 -90.75553656720997,29.47408256763137,0 -90.7555411402423,29.47409290461016,0 -90.75614649508728,29.47546117130442,0 -90.75642472472894,29.47626654844152,0 -90.75642645358197,29.47626677800206,0 -90.75643012534957,29.47628218141369,0 -90.75675462925368,29.47722148582773,0 -90.75680655070052,29.47747248531574,0 -90.75686244461679,29.47759967629444,0 -90.75697941539471,29.47764631586026,0 -90.75714946648841,29.47765692173046,0 -90.75715588181018,29.47766342062505,0 -90.75720501470943,29.47771319442258,0 -90.75709514149551,29.47845961042196,0 -90.75702458973574,29.47893888822304,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Centerline - Constructable
			 
			 Polylines
			 
				 Reach A Centerline
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>OID</td>

<td>7</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Name</td>

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>SymbolID</td>

<td>6</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Miles</td>

<td>3.257618</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Feet</td>

<td>17200.220846</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Constructable</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Section</td>

<td>Reach A South</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
				 #LineStyle20
				 
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.77301365476283,29.52369981673668,0 -90.77144454776352,29.52208847563028,0 -90.76712423277904,29.51416004644637,0 -90.768867895684,29.50906095327244,0 -90.76726216227941,29.50594170509219,0 -90.75968786075305,29.4867520022646,0 -90.76020978668186,29.48446487243372,0 -90.76375994024636,29.4805178009868,0 
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		 Programmatic Features
		 
		 New Group Layer
		 
			 Centerline - Programmatic
			 
			 Levee_Centerline
			 
				 Reach A Centerline
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Name</td>

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>SymbolID</td>

<td>6</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Miles</td>

<td>2.551893</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Feet</td>

<td>13473.994852</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Section</td>

<td>Reach A South</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
				 #LineStyle50
				 
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.76375994024636,29.4805178009868,0 -90.76440839587424,29.47892583120906,0 -90.76410164631581,29.4779937092347,0 -90.76475250838914,29.47702231160968,0 -90.76502627792976,29.47626645813925,0 -90.76713042919927,29.47412234843703,0 -90.76940866485536,29.47253122352249,0 -90.76811813916242,29.47125358207984,0 -90.76711880979046,29.47075790840817,0 
						
					
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.79293513432647,29.53537060545174,0 -90.79282982137491,29.5323795566084,0 -90.78158332262093,29.53249826083724,0 -90.77301401732556,29.52369954672137,0 
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Reach A Centerline
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Name</td>

<td>Reach A Centerline</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>SymbolID</td>

<td>6</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Miles</td>

<td>2.304745</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Feet</td>

<td>12169.053337</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Section</td>

<td>Reach A North</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
				 #LineStyle50
				 
					 
						 1
						 
							-90.80471551080265,29.56153645824929,0 -90.80444969793382,29.55346413960389,0 -90.79650201532002,29.55079263598108,0 -90.79681704220837,29.55013814234051,0 -90.7973440839442,29.54735025602715,0 -90.79695593998198,29.54322369283102,0 -90.79554334834295,29.53764944870921,0 -90.7930177706786,29.53771747927303,0 -90.79293513432647,29.53537060545174,0 
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 ALT2_ReachA_EA_Programmatic
			 
			 ALT2_ReachA_EA_Programmatic
			 
				 Access Road 2
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80220678271773,29.55320817102391,0 -90.80205612600774,29.55315753279938,0 -90.80200653108193,29.55346565591273,0 -90.80190829587852,29.55395603042811,0 -90.80126823126442,29.55648653599976,0 -90.80106674350492,29.55734189770642,0 -90.80099947610067,29.55759345314043,0 -90.80088772614927,29.55786555432099,0 -90.80058598392672,29.55848681737961,0 -90.80033150685115,29.5590218266644,0 -90.8000773512758,29.55948196682114,0 -90.79999280075741,29.55962598280335,0 -90.7998118494624,29.55989185408818,0 -90.79953374384328,29.56021660381198,0 -90.79893463793887,29.56088716826578,0 -90.79852374063741,29.56133505210912,0 -90.7978614755578,29.56207806763813,0 -90.79765835130783,29.56228992206475,0 -90.79723292946453,29.56278993091123,0 -90.79645304816195,29.56364708773561,0 -90.79637727923711,29.56374030773268,0 -90.79651494577232,29.56380830737536,0 -90.79657878458355,29.56372976613111,0 -90.79735759934154,29.5628737797808,0 -90.79778181418118,29.56237518838587,0 -90.7979838051059,29.56216451644872,0 -90.79864711530709,29.56142032628061,0 -90.79905795531317,29.56097250497319,0 -90.79965867417786,29.56030013488676,0 -90.79994273801837,29.55996842603685,0 -90.80013046835825,29.559692595582,0 -90.80021813873462,29.55954326464832,0 -90.80047503317985,29.5590781641758,0 -90.8007309706644,29.5585400849141,0 -90.80103422814109,29.5579156979107,0 -90.80115054950717,29.55763246474836,0 -90.801220352858,29.55737142196329,0 -90.80142203044454,29.55651524970905,0 -90.80206259621457,29.55398274793964,0 -90.80216188638768,29.55348710326419,0 -90.80220678271773,29.55320817102391,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 4b
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75891064344488,29.47945765089549,0 -90.75899772320786,29.4795713822919,0 -90.75903710389613,29.47949723433232,0 -90.75910919001417,29.47937011020194,0 -90.75917521632053,29.47909294768507,0 -90.75942293576021,29.47778468044985,0 -90.75943088557175,29.47759463986309,0 -90.75954262577739,29.4773191129205,0 -90.75961728664657,29.47721068823327,0 -90.75969962812655,29.47714279656483,0 -90.76057269447813,29.47669344205208,0 -90.76095158731201,29.4764427958466,0 -90.76122545412824,29.47637162160254,0 -90.76180771034095,29.4762705692729,0 -90.76195805208489,29.47622494181983,0 -90.76254481287819,29.47593582887686,0 -90.76279556553392,29.47579847708942,0 -90.76299765790048,29.47570400437571,0 -90.76405309649211,29.47531817340231,0 -90.76442624441617,29.4751080881776,0 -90.76655925931846,29.4735107806305,0 -90.76668479293912,29.47338443406092,0 -90.76689386787865,29.47302577094455,0 -90.767045799016,29.47280278317688,0 -90.7671879927932,29.47267391521876,0 -90.76755913160538,29.47237477584607,0 -90.76812762625018,29.4720542794512,0 -90.768046740587,29.47196903124568,0 -90.76748193877364,29.47228744469984,0 -90.76710012023557,29.47259519259577,0 -90.76694527041475,29.47273552967556,0 -90.7667837730492,29.47297255857011,0 -90.76657981616123,29.47332244077804,0 -90.76647047675422,29.47343248761092,0 -90.76435101860693,29.47501964227635,0 -90.76399440349235,29.47522041886352,0 -90.76294368964766,29.47560452325617,0 -90.76273252240821,29.47570323824486,0 -90.76248058768074,29.47584123795978,0 -90.76190620004333,29.47612425331996,0 -90.76177472705598,29.47616415372143,0 -90.76119526432149,29.47626472279169,0 -90.76089395265645,29.47634302899015,0 -90.76050268654515,29.47660185900698,0 -90.75962370638695,29.47705425827429,0 -90.75951851617127,29.47714098812332,0 -90.75942839838638,29.47727185973046,0 -90.75930596286248,29.47757375557652,0 -90.75929760282186,29.47777363388831,0 -90.75905161813886,29.47907272758581,0 -90.75898941086184,29.47933385733176,0 -90.75893923050278,29.47942235090638,0 -90.75891064344488,29.47945765089549,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.7979786561239,29.55193424312194,-0.0617999999958556 -90.79683542935643,29.55154993040736,0 -90.79672166307422,29.55181579186442,0 -90.79672166307422,29.55181579186442,-0.03190000000176951 -90.79788083825298,29.5521753382703,0.01099999999860302 -90.79788083825298,29.5521753382703,-0.07200000000011642 -90.7979786561239,29.55193424312194,-0.0617999999958556 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79867003371321,29.55023015671098,0.01099999999860302 -90.79747536826252,29.54985960314994,-0.03320000000530854 -90.79739512191159,29.55028408008454,0 -90.79735299888154,29.55037159368904,0 -90.79846446663629,29.55073683943432,-0.01119999999355059 -90.79867003371321,29.55023015671098,0.0102000000042608 -90.79867003371321,29.55023015671098,0.01099999999860302 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79415803000819,29.53652188431105,0 -90.80057922158608,29.53646249714966,0 -90.80054860328882,29.53393748494031,0 -90.79412757349206,29.53399687060666,0 -90.79415803000819,29.53652188431105,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.78545417488257,29.53407658869019,0 -90.78548441286742,29.53660160440146,0 -90.79198176188692,29.53654194099785,0 -90.79195136020653,29.53401692588643,0 -90.78545417488257,29.53407658869019,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 1
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79579938115995,29.55105432836062,0 -90.79586326365009,29.55092160989417,0 -90.79024148299435,29.5504786771723,0 -90.79020410696401,29.55060072045824,0 -90.79024761784973,29.55557815658506,0 -90.79027799706978,29.55753786316133,0 -90.79029756420768,29.55953041045526,0 -90.79028838667855,29.559562850221,0 -90.79025485660004,29.55962338588145,0 -90.79039640216443,29.55968331072552,0 -90.79043710214442,29.55960982913026,0 -90.79045499627675,29.55954658067045,0 -90.79043525357785,29.55753634123068,0 -90.79040487093025,29.55557669964857,0 -90.79036158805975,29.55062619645461,0 -90.79579938115995,29.55105432836062,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.7902358016336,29.55422640690385,0 -90.79022858949926,29.55340145566567,0 -90.7896467522819,29.55340534336106,0 -90.78965395963543,29.55423029282677,0 -90.7902358016336,29.55422640690385,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Staging
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle62
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80154622099994,29.55298614237135,0 -90.8013775457777,29.55389720666173,0 -90.80190431602641,29.55397175967015,0 -90.80200653108193,29.55346565591273,0 -90.80205612498067,29.55315753189303,0 -90.80154622099994,29.55298614237135,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79244453333779,29.53653767461268,0 -90.79250292730978,29.53819629616312,0 -90.79511971880794,29.53812581991327,0 -90.79642921861276,29.54329333378855,0 -90.79680899034142,29.54733111837661,0 -90.79630285654667,29.55000833286898,0 -90.79579938115995,29.55105432836062,0 -90.79689053743799,29.55142114795974,0 -90.79683542935643,29.55154993040736,0 -90.7979786561239,29.55193424312194,0 -90.79803125073383,29.55180461538806,0 -90.80392857035982,29.55378688007005,0 -90.80412934554575,29.55988512459865,0 -90.8036428082932,29.55989664093319,0 -90.80364893595878,29.56009456195753,0 -90.80413586119856,29.56008303723866,0 -90.80419053333668,29.56174348939771,0 -90.80544873204806,29.56132446899263,0 -90.80536705598355,29.56125516422096,0 -90.80509724735712,29.55306310040802,0 -90.79841188358611,29.55086644483142,-0.0166999999928521 -90.79846446663629,29.55073683943432,0 -90.79735299888154,29.55037159368904,0 -90.79735338703743,29.55037078870003,0 -90.79739512191159,29.55028408008454,0 -90.79794566912713,29.54737176801123,0 -90.79754811344654,29.54314539722387,0 -90.79601961276401,29.53711388319734,0 -90.79359658149473,29.53717916140995,0 -90.79357362323272,29.53652726891625,0 -90.79244453333779,29.53653767461268,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.76854306069711,29.47249211640873,0 -90.76928583474907,29.47327493197404,0 -90.77015626203186,29.47264253935731,0 -90.76841122987477,29.47080342588702,0 -90.7673661627048,29.47033518430763,0 -90.76685054965958,29.47121635943326,0 -90.76768905409821,29.47159205096211,0 -90.76854306069711,29.47249211640873,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Floodwall
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle611
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.76928583474907,29.47327493197404,0 -90.76854306069711,29.47249211640873,0 -90.76757962422118,29.47319206289294,0 -90.76698818440231,29.47405925784824,0 -90.76489031338437,29.47622399996305,0 -90.76489031338437,29.47622399996305,0 -90.76460674085013,29.47697956878741,0 -90.76460674085013,29.47697956878741,0 -90.76355212175902,29.47821914704998,0 -90.76355212175902,29.47821914704998,0 -90.76380536657014,29.47891520656693,0 -90.76330633742432,29.48020527237477,0 -90.76422263995228,29.4808376989255,0 -90.76502924860119,29.4789249243616,0 -90.76462470976229,29.47781306002859,0 -90.76462470976229,29.47781306002859,0 -90.76516973401496,29.47636086197126,0 -90.76722787730256,29.47423710798937,0 -90.76847588626673,29.47386337405378,0 -90.76928583474907,29.47327493197404,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 NFS-A1
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle612
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.72489305610932,29.54719247081324,0 -90.72430826778512,29.54718514771649,0 -90.72023884053372,29.54664098123763,0 -90.72062452008051,29.55163671125166,0 -90.72092893999668,29.554416119978,0 -90.72160934384254,29.55430412367703,0 -90.72210415146213,29.55438475076829,0 -90.72215984322273,29.55518566023786,0 -90.72358151557141,29.5547605910631,0 -90.72418505959426,29.55528248810588,0 -90.72302894320663,29.55671659688151,0 -90.72431725907809,29.55784104595774,0 -90.72522502431219,29.55847180499876,0 -90.72607587238774,29.55893183698608,0 -90.72691741624851,29.559189114644,0 -90.7280478837441,29.55959514408553,0 -90.72870417938519,29.55998976374405,0 -90.72992132848943,29.56087990479219,0 -90.73061940667294,29.56133920365455,0 -90.7312236387916,29.56163221922988,0 -90.73193243342089,29.56206391826171,0 -90.73257223375838,29.56257822323222,0 -90.73306940662208,29.56315176083635,0 -90.73505724609676,29.56205239503642,0 -90.73463358876536,29.56158251865763,0 -90.7353436958355,29.56106578522531,0 -90.73336582218781,29.55941228409537,0 -90.7267674932655,29.55436034697583,0 -90.72619581114184,29.55500285745444,0 -90.72564249283927,29.5545501073662,0 -90.7254180317386,29.55413552505085,0 -90.72661253381504,29.55387818868487,0 -90.72519657807425,29.54840089907565,0 -90.72489305610932,29.54719247081324,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Potential_Borrow_A60
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle612
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80776504627457,29.54674445780265,0 -90.80780591155138,29.54697497497615,0 -90.80799133328155,29.54700216040319,0 -90.80862612167297,29.54822133439923,0 -90.80931611118865,29.54818702067158,0 -90.80933041340322,29.54812881762039,0 -90.80936012569981,29.54801798709239,0 -90.80924898681634,29.54769123481631,0 -90.80940657976001,29.54663790361035,0 -90.80997248276302,29.54658455711105,0 -90.80995953037512,29.54621360035582,0 -90.80955540576974,29.54618311862744,0 -90.8093600772838,29.54510319932849,0 -90.80930608102956,29.54456523529747,0 -90.80921470698563,29.54358282819062,0 -90.80908515036565,29.54239602042421,0 -90.80893615800255,29.54136051302114,0 -90.80900434934706,29.54084920635304,0 -90.80899353074491,29.54046564509336,0 -90.80902977885276,29.53950565496299,0 -90.80910365272474,29.53887613808763,0 -90.80917638230939,29.53845217895219,0 -90.80921397023781,29.53804467719019,0 -90.80916971253482,29.53667760965468,0 -90.80905840928467,29.53654767460209,0 -90.80755827271851,29.53651050878652,0 -90.8074366330184,29.54355779032867,0 -90.80720087742986,29.5448649392487,0 -90.80715779023018,29.54602188015565,0 -90.80709058934606,29.54670125814986,0 -90.80776504627457,29.54674445780265,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Potential_Borrow_A82
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle612
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.75202635392158,29.47830860660942,0 -90.75473453513693,29.4784839959693,0 -90.75700805923664,29.47891962090345,0 -90.75724478737547,29.47766909240439,0 -90.75675329138619,29.47763773828395,0 -90.75642645358197,29.47626677800206,0 -90.75215436874683,29.47569799682268,0 -90.75202635392158,29.47830860660942,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79348472120802,29.53400278923318,0 -90.79340894340172,29.53185089641721,0 -90.79264567427455,29.53185898606683,0 -90.79264491251269,29.53180399224757,0 -90.78568735157191,29.53187752981558,0 -90.78568810951616,29.53193252367517,0 -90.78188513724518,29.53191756520402,0 -90.77352211843436,29.52333067771095,0 -90.77257660216459,29.52403497360008,0 -90.78134042903577,29.53296558399564,0 -90.79231470322256,29.5328497851968,0 -90.79235565974346,29.53401319506622,0 -90.79348472120802,29.53400278923318,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Levee
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle69
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.79235565974346,29.53401319506622,0 -90.79195136024063,29.53401691957109,0 -90.79198176189666,29.53654193919348,0 -90.79244453333779,29.53653767461268,0 -90.79357362323272,29.53652726891625,0 -90.7941580300276,29.53652188070231,0 -90.79412757352603,29.53399686429133,0 -90.79348472120802,29.53400278923318,0 -90.79235565974346,29.53401319506622,0 
								
							
						
					
				
			
			 
				 Access Road 2a
				 
				 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

</head>

<body>

<table>

<tr><td style="white-space: nowrap;"></td></tr>

</table>

</body>

</html>
				 #PolyStyle60
				 
					 
						 
							 
								 
									-90.80231350733538,29.55214848073767,-0.006999999997788109 -90.80231322183472,29.55212252568726,0 -90.80231320238757,29.55207849682678,0 -90.80231312292179,29.55190522875472,0 -90.80231304448819,29.55173196068637,0 -90.8023319594012,29.55153108524153,0 -90.80235087320659,29.55133020978921,0 -90.80236978796313,29.55112933523989,0 -90.80238870264864,29.55092845978506,0 -90.80240761622647,29.55072758432277,0 -90.80242653076027,29.55052670886134,0 -90.80244096427178,29.55033335411675,0 -90.80245539875938,29.55013999937425,0 -90.80247423796975,29.54995466417864,0 -90.80249307711046,29.54976932897985,0 -90.80251191618146,29.54958399377788,0 -90.80251215021464,29.5495809145786,0 -90.802521314717,29.54939790398013,0 -90.80253047918586,29.54921489338053,0 -90.80253964464829,29.54903188368622,0 -90.80254880905021,29.54884887308438,0 -90.80255797341863,29.54866586248152,0 -90.80256713775356,29.54848285187744,0 -90.80257630308205,29.54829984217873,0 -90.80258546735004,29.54811683157249,0 -90.80259463158455,29.54793382096517,0 -90.80260673890839,29.54773360178041,0 -90.80261884618392,29.54753338259408,0 -90.80263095444762,29.54733316250799,0 -90.80264306162637,29.5471329433183,0 -90.80265516875669,29.54693272412693,0 -90.80266727583866,29.5467325049339,0 -90.80267938390878,29.54653228484122,0 -90.80269149089395,29.54633206564487,0 -90.80270359783074,29.54613184644692,0 -90.80275237332138,29.54607518842245,0 -90.80280373189835,29.54604298443192,0 -90.80294261347362,29.54603692437699,0 -90.80308149503691,29.54603086327278,0 -90.80329933686392,29.54602790653204,0 -90.80351717867813,29.54602494942923,0 -90.80373502047945,29.54602199196427,0 -90.80395286226793,29.54601903413725,0 -90.80417070404349,29.54601607594806,0 -90.80438854684279,29.54601311649873,0 -90.80460638859269,29.54601015758534,0 -90.80482423032966,29.54600719830979,0 -90.80504207205379,29.54600423867213,0 -90.80525991376504,29.54600127867241,0 -90.8054706374098,29.54600509862242,0 -90.80568136107058,29.54600891823356,0 -90.80589208474741,29.54601273750595,0 -90.80610280844033,29.54601655643945,0 -90.80631353317635,29.54602037594043,0 -90.80652425690137,29.54602419419632,0 -90.80673498064245,29.5460280121133,0 -90.80694570439964,29.54603182969144,0 -90.80715642817286,29.5460356469307,0 -90.80715779023018,29.54602188015565,0 -90.80715983574677,29.54596697261723,0 -90.80715983588416,29.54596694645365,0 -90.80716146389342,29.54589821356885,0 -90.80695031224656,29.5458943892045,0 -90.80673916062051,29.5458905635978,0 -90.80652800797411,29.54588673854891,0 -90.80631685637552,29.54588291316397,0 -90.80610570479789,29.5458790865366,0 -90.80589455323161,29.54587526047125,0 -90.80568340064971,29.54587143406149,0 -90.80547224912043,29.54586760641346,0 -90.80526109760254,29.54586377932739,0 -90.80525888024883,29.54586377941435,0 -90.80504076332133,29.54586674371499,0 -90.80482264741744,29.54586970675454,0 -90.80460453046889,29.54587266942696,0 -90.80438641453448,29.54587563264262,0 -90.80416829755536,29.54587859549112,0 -90.8039501815999,29.54588155707854,0 -90.80373206459973,29.54588451829883,0 -90.80351394861371,29.54588748006237,0 -90.803295831583,29.54589044145873,0 -90.80307771557598,29.54589340159405,0 -90.80307501698954,29.54589347909142,0 -90.80292390484296,29.54590007351386,0 -90.80277279268122,29.54590666685984,0 -90.80273089338601,29.54591946108443,0 -90.80265096930329,29.54596957644421,0 -90.80263397175945,29.54598409906458,0 -90.8025635352997,29.54606591768218,0 -90.80254783669464,29.5461036332699,0 -90.80253558468658,29.54630624813887,0 -90.80252333262897,29.54650886300612,0 -90.80251108051705,29.5467114787739,0 -90.8024988283603,29.54691409363778,0 -90.80248657512222,29.54711670849577,0 -90.80247432286639,29.54731932335626,0 -90.80246207055623,29.54752193911725,0 -90.80244981820131,29.54772455397435,0 -90.80243756579681,29.54792716882977,0 -90.80242840592911,29.54811008020176,0 -90.80241924602799,29.54829299157271,0 -90.80241008609342,29.54847590294254,0 -90.80240092612537,29.54865881431125,0 -90.80239176509686,29.54884172477253,0 -90.80238260506195,29.549024636139,0 -90.80237344499356,29.54920754750445,0 -90.80236428489179,29.54939045886874,0 -90.80235512475655,29.5495733702319,0 -90.80233630935517,29.54975846822703,0 -90.80231749492093,29.54994356532097,0 -90.80229867938051,29.55012866330975,0 -90.80229853671199,29.55013027227552,0 -90.80228411833301,29.5503234511362,0 -90.80226969990323,29.55051662909259,0 -90.80225075885335,29.55071777599062,0 -90.80223181773223,29.55091892198313,0 -90.80221287653025,29.55112006887457,0 -90.80219393628407,29.55132121576681,0 -90.8021749949348,29.5515223617494,0 -90.8021560535047,29.55172350863081,0 -90.80215578806816,29.55172900472449,0 -90.8021558713551,29.55191220525081,0 -90.80215595464715,29.55209540487436,0 -90.80231350733538,29.55214848073767,-0.006999999997788109 
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		 ReachA_EA_Features_ROE Status_20230927
		 1
		 
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>256.706</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.77257658011925,29.52403502312749,0 -90.77431163067757,29.52274193245341,0 -90.77295963865681,29.52135357191294,0 -90.77194039185694,29.52177883642818,0 -90.76742597253953,29.51350140630656,0 -90.7684191340993,29.51308703288931,0 -90.76647507808087,29.50952209724114,0 -90.76910516621126,29.50618638239573,0 -90.76107110847445,29.4858327317929,0 -90.76505761182962,29.48141083903674,0 -90.76330548005923,29.48020624754347,0 -90.75856724251518,29.48546181606093,0 -90.76663051263728,29.50589097901794,0 -90.76390548927451,29.50939582886151,0 -90.7709580361979,29.52237290642667,0 -90.77099179260054,29.52240757266006,0 -90.77257658011925,29.52403502312749,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 4b
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 4b</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 4b</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>6.4546</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 -90.75907757562342,29.47948892920331,0 -90.75922711905559,29.47883538965104,0 -90.75952099611308,29.47731282445948,0 -90.76063807294213,29.47667885590927,0 -90.76112313937047,29.47644140460119,0 -90.76181769831578,29.4762767397871,0 -90.76279680901358,29.4758258222484,0 -90.76411403571419,29.47529651273647,0 -90.76503019505434,29.47467760443323,0 -90.76618502482187,29.47381216564258,0 -90.7667443828387,29.4733434274219,0 -90.76705774025253,29.47280175125835,0 -90.76783669918331,29.47223014391922,0 -90.768134245353,29.47206363057826,0 -90.7679761861139,29.47189474345795,0 -90.76705808662081,29.47246310470913,0 -90.76666140764631,29.47278214682667,0 -90.76650081704155,29.47329254057459,0 -90.76562641204453,29.47401960782349,0 -90.76446014746125,29.4748163760962,0 -90.76394452845192,29.47521342189169,0 -90.76270122916448,29.47568216154063,0 -90.76178603738357,29.47612736665456,0 -90.76105551897041,29.47625012969097,0 -90.76058585422302,29.47653388559254,0 -90.75939892011948,29.47711513983215,0 -90.75925209798351,29.47785068546154,0 -90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>0.6153</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76804855598598,29.5132416488066,0 -90.76742597253953,29.51350140630656,0 -90.7677566845895,29.51410783637061,0 -90.76804855598598,29.5132416488066,0 
							
						
					
				
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.7677566845895,29.51410783637061,0 -90.76775143094885,29.51412342737489,0 -90.76775673257409,29.51410792409236,0 -90.7677566845895,29.51410783637061,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>14.929</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76845625667849,29.50700941402899,0 -90.76772293495796,29.50793948732504,0 -90.76768228669513,29.50799104015176,0 -90.76825431286974,29.50910223215261,0 -90.76748035736799,29.51136557607211,0 -90.76822658013205,29.51273394718173,0 -90.76949299959071,29.50903035728948,0 -90.76845625667849,29.50700941402899,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging 3
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging 3</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging 3</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.8796</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.74910252599682,29.47831930837751,0 -90.74902157900989,29.47834962969058,0 -90.74901759949951,29.47835112043479,0 -90.74874017220935,29.47837918708607,0 -90.74865964326035,29.47943018986921,0 -90.74939021367908,29.47959496724116,0 -90.74939504382594,29.47905652013663,0 -90.74910252599682,29.47831930837751,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 3
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 3</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 3</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>4.8794</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76563268521757,29.50336336086728,0 -90.75952418666245,29.50268928021431,0 -90.75886028126304,29.50261073507819,0 -90.75807921077342,29.50247219642297,0 -90.75756620367673,29.502428244042,0 -90.75736298276676,29.5023868367669,0 -90.75538206689063,29.50214683838211,0 -90.75529542968329,29.50218492373995,0 -90.75498322128547,29.50214709534268,0 -90.75381182354913,29.50201589883326,0 -90.75366977226622,29.50201702058911,0 -90.75360257753647,29.50203515813247,0 -90.75326722305412,29.5021645746599,0 -90.75329259931732,29.50221489427449,0 -90.75362460899433,29.50208676838071,0 -90.75367952896053,29.50207194446895,0 -90.75380809778864,29.50207092906088,0 -90.75497491576473,29.50220161186951,0 -90.75528364591337,29.50223901984306,0 -90.75535206885363,29.50230977376119,0 -90.75732858083522,29.50254923895934,0 -90.75753548591011,29.50259139597996,0 -90.75805120394749,29.50263558142563,0 -90.75882886738204,29.5027735152526,0 -90.75949974114567,29.50285288591921,0 -90.76570132330031,29.50353723585565,0 -90.76563268521757,29.50336336086728,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 4a
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 4a</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 4a</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>5.0563</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 -90.75820473098537,29.47895660984561,0 -90.75687052809684,29.47886657628142,0 -90.75515555757993,29.47850644754339,0 -90.75378975049126,29.47846632575116,0 -90.75276739385386,29.47843628376385,0 -90.75085974450997,29.47820186180159,0 -90.74941211467528,29.47803696934552,0 -90.74871630008836,29.47816163366719,0 -90.74872917672806,29.47829725315553,0 -90.74874017117301,29.47837918798365,0 -90.74901759949951,29.47835112043479,0 -90.74910252599682,29.47831930837751,0 -90.74940606255811,29.47820560745573,0 -90.74956312328065,29.47817239890493,0 -90.75106211624305,29.47835112433586,0 -90.75207656904722,29.47843702581809,0 -90.7532408181399,29.47857296927838,0 -90.75417323774963,29.47859808074406,0 -90.75505939088359,29.47867122168955,0 -90.75628911361213,29.47891121314625,0 -90.75682798875587,29.47900994458492,0 -90.75736146058911,29.47906438478047,0 -90.75784546028194,29.4791295104536,0 -90.75818419387019,29.47921010544217,0 -90.7583712945262,29.47930283721488,0 -90.7588332170024,29.47960775610676,0 -90.75886551933178,29.47982565312176,0 -90.7588966739003,29.47986344271814,0 -90.76117171389875,29.48077397516752,0 -90.7622866707157,29.48133635381517,0 -90.76234568367734,29.48127089577217,0 -90.76121496424375,29.48070056703789,0 -90.75900421132492,29.47981576418693,0 -90.75899769911894,29.47957142910139,0 -90.75902544831365,29.47951787095261,0 -90.75907757562342,29.47948892920331,0 -90.75887260075224,29.47937131009649,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - A82
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - A82</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - A82</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>31.9633</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75215434670724,29.47569804544442,0 -90.75203096796726,29.47834579104067,0 -90.75269960191605,29.47842795442001,0 -90.75274065130975,29.47843299843941,0 -90.75276739385386,29.47843628376385,0 -90.75378975049126,29.47846632575116,0 -90.75515555757993,29.47850644754339,0 -90.75687052809684,29.47886657628142,0 -90.75701622651974,29.4788764092839,0 -90.75724476533792,29.47766914102699,0 -90.75675326934841,29.47763778690646,0 -90.75642643154433,29.47626682662452,0 -90.75215434670724,29.47569804544442,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - NFS-A100
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - NFS-A100</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - NFS-A100</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>53.9217</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Contract 1 Construction</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.75096778815293,29.47122998564168,0 -90.75104746962033,29.47140743984211,0 -90.75166753555854,29.47278831657999,0 -90.7521217248961,29.47398552606494,0 -90.75218297800011,29.47565978786384,0 -90.75450311810678,29.47455976906304,0 -90.75684724806828,29.4735055355284,0 -90.75535672398752,29.46963868805978,0 -90.75096778815293,29.47122998564168,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Floodwall
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Floodwall</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Floodwall</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>13.3296</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.7675796021897,29.4731921115173,0 -90.76712362722229,29.47386068471134,0 -90.76698816236519,29.47405930737468,0 -90.76628761333961,29.47478220023705,0 -90.76604330129314,29.47503430105994,0 -90.76596694011018,29.47511309606151,0 -90.76551544554738,29.47557898042765,0 -90.76545881733816,29.47563741295827,0 -90.76489029135087,29.47622404858694,0 -90.76460671881631,29.47697961741125,0 -90.76355209869332,29.47821919566918,0 -90.76380534349929,29.47891525608833,0 -90.76330631538922,29.48020532099838,0 -90.76486569755576,29.47847552178757,0 -90.76462468875937,29.47781310865694,0 -90.76516971198157,29.47636091059519,0 -90.76558879869701,29.47592847445684,0 -90.76564103156876,29.47587457628107,0 -90.76608024196291,29.47542137028631,0 -90.76621145224452,29.47528597700072,0 -90.76671669023983,29.47476462834391,0 -90.76722785423449,29.47423715751138,0 -90.76736701604429,29.47419548407132,0 -90.7684758632044,29.47386342267387,0 -90.76928581271326,29.47327498150091,0 -90.76854303763511,29.4724921650288,0 -90.7675796021897,29.4731921115173,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 1
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 1</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 1</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>5.8281</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.795799359125,29.55105437698969,0 -90.79586324161035,29.55092165942543,0 -90.79024146095193,29.55047872670267,0 -90.79020408492642,29.55060076908635,0 -90.79024759580619,29.55557820611538,0 -90.79027797503069,29.55753791178947,0 -90.79029754216822,29.55953045908343,0 -90.79028836360713,29.55956289884485,0 -90.79025483455558,29.55962343541178,0 -90.79039638012007,29.55968336025594,0 -90.79043707907303,29.55960987775416,0 -90.79045497423249,29.55954663020087,0 -90.790435230507,29.55753638985458,0 -90.79040484888679,29.55557674917898,0 -90.79036156602223,29.55062624508275,0 -90.795799359125,29.55105437698969,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging 1
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging 1</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging 1</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.2741</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.7902357785634,29.5542264555277,0 -90.79022856745624,29.55340150519605,0 -90.78964673024343,29.55340539198906,0 -90.78965393656006,29.55423034235271,0 -90.7902357785634,29.5542264555277,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging 2
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging 2</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging 2</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>1.2476</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>NO</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Red</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0101
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80154619896733,29.55298619100141,0 -90.8013775237448,29.55389725529175,0 -90.80190429399377,29.55397180830026,0 -90.80200650904465,29.55346570544503,0 -90.80205610397532,29.55315758142955,0 -90.80154619896733,29.55298619100141,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Access Road 2
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Access Road 2</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Access Road 2</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>4.988</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80220676068541,29.55320821965406,0 -90.80205610397532,29.55315758142955,0 -90.80200650904465,29.55346570544503,0 -90.80190827384587,29.55395607905822,0 -90.80126820923091,29.55648658462977,0 -90.80106672043443,29.55734194723437,0 -90.8009994540668,29.55759350177038,0 -90.80088770411525,29.55786560295095,0 -90.80058596292434,29.55848686601369,0 -90.80033148481185,29.5590218761964,0 -90.80007732923626,29.55948201635315,0 -90.79999277974974,29.55962603233949,0 -90.79981182639065,29.55989190361596,0 -90.79953372180336,29.5602166533439,0 -90.79893461590328,29.56088721689539,0 -90.79852371860152,29.56133510073862,0 -90.79786145248463,29.5620781171655,0 -90.79765832927129,29.56228997069411,0 -90.79723290742768,29.56278997954053,0 -90.79645302611976,29.56364713726698,0 -90.79637725719482,29.56374035726406,0 -90.79651492373488,29.56380835600456,0 -90.79657876254132,29.56372981566252,0 -90.79735757729992,29.5628738293123,0 -90.79778179214469,29.56237523701525,0 -90.79798378307437,29.56216456417599,0 -90.7986470932664,29.56142037581234,0 -90.79905793327765,29.56097255360279,0 -90.79965865213794,29.56030018441864,0 -90.79994271597866,29.55996847556881,0 -90.80013044632346,29.55969264421183,0 -90.80021811669995,29.55954331327818,0 -90.80047501114541,29.55907821280567,0 -90.80073094759349,29.55854013444204,0 -90.8010342061072,29.55791574654067,0 -90.80115052643667,29.55763251427635,0 -90.80122033082425,29.55737147059329,0 -90.80142200840629,29.5565152992413,0 -90.8020625741772,29.553982797472,0 -90.80216186435047,29.55348715279656,0 -90.80220676068541,29.55320821965406,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>73.6121</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.76959908431098,29.47354528801624,0 -90.76921802686496,29.4736471443185,0 -90.76330631333209,29.48020532008724,0 -90.76505761182962,29.48141083903674,0 -90.77198993405392,29.47372018060894,0 -90.77173000479083,29.47297567051324,0 -90.77067807219036,29.47325686835364,0 -90.76958642739503,29.47012986913404,0 -90.76850747002426,29.47041827979359,0 -90.76877623088033,29.47118818573248,0 -90.76850055078485,29.47089763583828,0 -90.76841120784417,29.4708034745115,0 -90.76790870181428,29.47057832939073,0 -90.76736613963767,29.47033523382968,0 -90.76722108436327,29.47058313377907,0 -90.76685052763321,29.4712164071553,0 -90.7676712543628,29.47158413565514,0 -90.767689031031,29.47159210048421,0 -90.76813569422174,29.47206285551603,0 -90.76854303763511,29.4724921650288,0 -90.76928581271326,29.47327498150091,0 -90.7694604311892,29.47314811651721,0 -90.76959908431098,29.47354528801624,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Staging - Minor's Canal Floodgate
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Staging - Minor's Canal Floodgate</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Staging - Minor's Canal Floodgate</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>28.0335</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.79763780036262,29.54900029877881,0 -90.79739509987756,29.5502841287139,0 -90.79729193382136,29.55049846904895,0 -90.79981341019952,29.55134672891631,0 -90.80042935228698,29.54993870155679,0 -90.79763780036262,29.54900029877881,0 
							
						
					
				
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.79579935912984,29.55105437608754,0 -90.79512883964976,29.55257912316504,0 -90.79873523948764,29.55379148564299,0 -90.79940572054768,29.55226670213268,0 -90.79579935912984,29.55105437608754,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Levee
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Levee</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>867.6961</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.80419051130345,29.56174353802818,0 -90.80422616856957,29.56282646530565,0 -90.80482940967582,29.56229375211047,0 -90.80562839164631,29.56159608474001,0 -90.80642485484046,29.56088918723262,0 -90.80614562798665,29.55241383992285,0 -90.80206423256848,29.55104205851283,0 -90.80102024038628,29.55069114051654,0 -90.80062358893356,29.55159326515458,0 -90.79841186154762,29.55086649436315,0 -90.79729193382136,29.55049846904895,0 -90.79739509987756,29.5502841287139,0 -90.79794564709401,29.54737181664066,0 -90.79754809038242,29.54314544584903,0 -90.79705136734854,29.54118544119775,0 -90.80475563967568,29.54097753480606,0 -90.80435969486231,29.52970851025812,0 -90.78168792356614,29.53031572262504,0 -90.77429456927202,29.52272441177754,0 -90.77261449378128,29.52400609988034,0 -90.77261487944648,29.52400649489534,0 -90.77257658011925,29.52403502312749,0 -90.78134040699781,29.5329656326223,0 -90.78159951689842,29.53296290937122,0 -90.78190077831469,29.54159296873067,0 -90.79590285026079,29.54121639577912,0 -90.79642919657498,29.54329338331993,0 -90.79680896830294,29.54733116790809,0 -90.79630283451219,29.55000838149816,0 -90.795799359125,29.55105437698969,0 -90.79689051540346,29.55142119658899,0 -90.79803122766795,29.55180466401326,0 -90.80125279671879,29.55288757130842,0 -90.80392854832819,29.55378692870049,0 -90.80412932248096,29.55988517322496,0 -90.80364278522337,29.55989669046158,0 -90.80364891392087,29.56009461149013,0 -90.80413583916565,29.56008308586915,0 -90.80419051130345,29.56174353802818,0 
							
						
					
				
			
		
		 
			 Borrow - NFS-A1 - NOTIFY LANDOWNER
			 
			 <html xmlns:fo="http://www.w3.org/1999/XSL/Format" xmlns:msxsl="urn:schemas-microsoft-com:xslt">

<head>

<META http-equiv="Content-Type" content="text/html">

<meta http-equiv="content-type" content="text/html; charset=UTF-8">

</head>

<body style="margin:0px 0px 0px 0px;overflow:auto;background:#FFFFFF;">

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-collapse:collapse;padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr style="text-align:center;font-weight:bold;background:#9CBCE2">

<td>Borrow - NFS-A1 - NOTIFY LANDOWNER</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>

<table style="font-family:Arial,Verdana,Times;font-size:12px;text-align:left;width:100%;border-spacing:0px; padding:3px 3px 3px 3px">

<tr>

<td>Feature Name</td>

<td>Borrow - NFS-A1 - NOTIFY LANDOWNER</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>Acreage</td>

<td>218.2156</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>ROE_Status</td>

<td>YES</td>

</tr>

<tr bgcolor="#D4E4F3">

<td>ColorKey</td>

<td>Green</td>

</tr>

<tr>

<td>Phase</td>

<td>Programmatic</td>

</tr>

</table>

</td>

</tr>

</table>

</body><script type="text/javascript">

				function changeImage(attElement, nameElement) {

				document.getElementById('imageAttachment').src = attElement;

				document.getElementById('imageName').innerHTML = nameElement;}

			</script></html>
			 #PolyStyle0023
			 
				 
					 
						 
							 
								-90.72489880583872,29.54719782417828,0 -90.7243140174828,29.54719050110721,0 -90.72024458895102,29.54664633480206,0 -90.72063026879952,29.55164206570098,0 -90.72093468991774,29.55442147532072,0 -90.72161509379359,29.55430947898991,0 -90.72210990041236,29.55439010605465,0 -90.72216559325376,29.55519101552652,0 -90.72358726565409,29.5547659462894,0 -90.72419080973917,29.55528784330568,0 -90.72303469336649,29.55672195303418,0 -90.7243230093714,29.55784640205374,0 -90.72523077469025,29.55847716105482,0 -90.72608162283768,29.55893719300485,0 -90.72692316675824,29.55919447062579,0 -90.7280536343375,29.55960050001772,0 -90.72870993106285,29.55999512055433,0 -90.72992708028325,29.56088526154899,0 -90.73062515853049,29.56134456038063,0 -90.73122939070369,29.56163757502727,0 -90.73193818539023,29.56206927493012,0 -90.73257798579147,29.56258357987251,0 -90.7330751587147,29.56315711745478,0 -90.73506299926447,29.5620577515724,0 -90.73463934188345,29.56158787521225,0 -90.73534944999919,29.56107114085133,0 -90.73337157511889,29.55941763980367,0 -90.72677324452731,29.55436570206721,0 -90.72620156137813,29.55500821256613,0 -90.72564824405183,29.55455546250691,0 -90.72542378188356,29.55414088019663,0 -90.72661828504094,29.55388354378307,0 -90.72520232788918,29.5484062524272,0 -90.72489880583872,29.54719782417828,0 
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Figure A-1 Construction Status on Alignment of Mississippi River 
and Tributaries, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico Levee System  
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVE 
NEW ORLEANS LA 70118-3651 

December 15, 2023 

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 

Only an electronic version of this letter will be provided to the LA SHPO's Section 106 
Inbox, section106@crt.la.gov. 

RE:  Section 106 Review Consultation 
Undertaking: Reach A Portion of Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico Project, 

Terrebonne Parish. 
Determination:  No Historic Properties Affected 

Dear Ms. Sanders: 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District, proposes to 
begin construction of a portion of the Morganza to Gulf of Mexico Project, identified as 
Reach A. USACE is evaluating the proposed features of Reach A construction for 
impacts to cultural resources.  

As part of USACE’s evaluation and in partial fulfillment of responsibilities under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, USACE offers you the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed action described in this letter to affect historic properties. Additionally, in 
accordance with the responsibilities of Executive Order 13175, USACE offers Federally-
recognized Tribes the opportunity to review and comment on the potential of the 
proposed undertaking described in this letter to significantly affect protected tribal 
resources, tribal rights, or tribal lands. 

Project Background 
The Morganza to the Gulf (MTG) project consists of the construction of 98 miles of 

levees, approximately 84 miles of which would overlay existing hydrologic barriers such 
as natural ridges, roadbeds, and existing levees (Map 1). The majority of the remaining 
levee alignment would be constructed in unprotected coastal wetlands. Construction 
would include 22 floodgates on navigable waterways, including the Houma Navigation 
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Canal lock complex, and 23 environmental water control structures designed to allow 
tidal exchange through the levee. The structural features would be integrated into the 
levee alignment to provide hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, drainage, and 
navigational passage. 

 
The purpose of the MTG project is to provide hurricane and storm damage risk 

reduction for the communities located within the levee system. The overarching goal is 
to reduce the risk to people and property within the vicinity of Houma, Louisiana. The 
project is needed because of the increasing susceptibility of coastal communities to 
storm surge due to wetland loss, sea level rise, and subsidence. This project represents 
an opportunity to reduce the risk of catastrophic hurricane and tropical storm damages 
by implementing an effective, comprehensive system for hurricane and storm damage 
risk reduction. 

 
A Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (RPEIS) was 

completed for the overall MTG project in May 2013. The Record of Decision (ROD) was 
signed 9 December 2013. The RPEIS assessed both programmatic and constructible 
features for MTG. Constructible features included Reach F1, F2, G1, HNC Lock 
Complex and the Bayou Grand Caillou Floodgate. All other features and levee reaches 
were assessed programmatically and require further detailed evaluation pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Federal and State laws as well as Civil 
Works policies and guidance prior to construction. 

 
With recent renewal of Federal funding, the Programmatic features of the 2013 

PEIS are being updated for potential effects if construction occurs. Most recently a 
geotechnical survey and boring program has begun, testing suitability of soil conditions 
for the proposed project features.  USACE determined that the surveys and borings 
program to collect information for design of levees and other features would have No 
Effect on Historic Properties, in a letter shared with your office dated November 3, 2023. 
Review undertaken for the survey and boring coordination letter led to recognition that 
both high and low probability lands for cultural resources existing within the proposed 
MTG footprint, and that cultural resources surveys are necessary in some areas.  
USACE determined that Reach A does contain some lands requiring Phase I Cultural 
Resources Surveys. 

 
Description of the Undertaking 

Reach A begins in southwest Houma approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the 
intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct (Figure 1). It continues south to 
intersect with the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), and proceeds southeast, parallel 
with Highway 315. It terminates approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of 
Theriot. Figure 1 provides an overview of the authorized federal alignment. 

Project construction is expected to take place in a series of sequential construction 
contracts, the first of which includes construction of a 6-foot levee embankment (less 
than the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability design height of elevation +12.5 feet). 
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All work included in this first construction contract is described to a sufficiently detailed 
level of design to be fully assessed in an Environmental Assessment (EA) as required 
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This work is referred to herein as 
“constructible features” (Figures 2 and 3, and attachment KML #1). The remaining 
components of the project are considered “programmatic features” and are described to 
a feasibility level of detail, such that additional NEPA analysis and Section 106 
investigation will be required prior to their construction (attachment KML #2). These 
programmatic features include all work for the entirety of the Reach A levee to the 
design height to meet the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability (AEP) requirement, 
including the GIWW-West and Minors Canal Floodgates. 

 

 
Figure 1. Limits of Reach A and locations of Floodgates. Houma is located at top 

right. 
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Figure 2. Limits of constructible features outlined in white, note this is the southern 
portion of the Reach A alignment, and is only a Levee. 

 
 



-5- 

Figure 3. Borrow pit and access road for Constructible Features. 
 
After the construction of the Constructible Features, and completion of additional 

NEPA analysis, USACE anticipates the execution of a series of construction contracts 
to bring the entirety of Reach A to the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability 
elevation. This construction is anticipated to begin in 2029 and be complete in 2035. 
Levee lifts to bring Reach A up to the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability elevation 
is anticipated to occur around 2050 and 2070. 

 
Construction of the Minors Canal floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2026 and be 

complete in 2029. Construction of the GIWW-West Floodgate is anticipated to begin in 
2027 and be complete in 2031. 

 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

The APE is defined as the entire Right of Entry (ROE) that exists for all features 
of Reach A (attachment KML #3). This includes area for earthen levee, staging areas, 
access roads, borrow, and floodgates.  In this letter, the APE is further categorized as 
APE for the constructible features as described above and depicted by attachment KML 
#1 of this letter, and APE for the programmatic features as described above and 
depicted by attachment KML #2. The ROE lands for constructible features total 
approximately 378 acres of land including borrow source; programmatic features total 
approximately 1271 acres including borrow source. 

No programmatic features are scheduled to begin construction before 2026. 
Although the APE for programmatic features remains within the ROE for Reach A of 
MTG, USACE has employed previous coordination dated September 28, 2023 

Borrow 
NFS-

 

Access Road 
4a 

Access Road 
4c 
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(Enclosure 1) to phase the completion of Cultural Resources Survey for some of these 
programmatic features. ROE available to USACE is currently restrained and does not 
include all of the Programmatic Features, associated Borrow, and Environmental 
Mitigation Areas. USACE has proposed to phase its historic property identification and 
evaluation following the guidelines in 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2). In USACE’s consultation 
when considering whether to phase or not, the Agency committed to documenting 
phasing in the Section 106 consultations, NEPA EA, and FONSI.   

This letter offers an assessment of effects for the entire APE of constructible 
features and programmatic features for the entire ROE for MTG Reach A, as currently 
known. The APE is inclusive of all potential effects, both direct (construction) and 
indirect (staging area, haul road, etc.). 
 
Identification and Evaluation 

USACE contracted R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates, Inc. (RCGA) to 
conduct Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the APE. It was quickly realized that the 
natural landscape contains great variability as regards its cultural resources potential. At 
the southern edge of the APE exists a prehistoric mound site (16TR19) that is listed 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). This site was kept out of 
any possible design plans, but it is located in a large cane field and otherwise utilized 
lands including a previously used borrow source (Figure 3 - Borrow NFS) that produced 
a Negative Findings report accessible via the SHPO Database (Parrish and Parrish 
2013 Report 22-4163), and the MTG project intends to use access roads that pass in 
close proximity. 

 
As the Reach A designs move north but remain south of GIWW, the land has 

subsided so notably that pedestrian survey became impossible. Conditions are 
described as a high percentage of open water with broken marshlands and open ponds. 
Archival review and remote sensing analysis, indicated to RCGA that any past elevated 
portions have now subsided to inaccessible levels. On both sides of GIWW, the same 
conditions of lands unsuitable and unlikely to contain cultural resources have been 
present for as long as archival materials allow interpretation of such.  Pedestrian survey 
is not possible due to presence of flotant that is unable to support the weight of humans. 

 
Phase I cultural resources survey has not yet covered all existing ROE of the 

programmatic features of Reach A. However, all ROE of the constructible features of 
Reach A have been surveyed or documented using State Standards. A Management 
Summary (MS) prepared by RCGA, is included with this correspondence and the areas 
so far surveyed for cultural resources are discussed within it.  Any areas not yet 
included within that MS are the areas where USACE relies on the previously 
coordinated ability to phase survey coverage. This has allowed a greater span of time to 
complete survey coverage for borrows not yet necessary for use, for areas lacking 
proper ROE to gain access, and similar reasons. 
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Assessment of Effects 
The ongoing and completed Phase I cultural resources survey located no previously 

unrecorded historic properties.  Attention was paid to the possibility of an access road or 
staging area nearby to 16TR19 and 16TR218 undergoing expansion, but testing and 
examination did not find any cultural resources within the entire nearby ROE, and there 
is no evidence that portions of 16TR3, 16TR19, or 16TR218 will be affected. 

 
Based on the information presented in this letter and attached materials, USACE 

has made a determination of no historic properties affected within the Reach A 
footprint. The portion of Reach A with completed cultural resources survey includes all 
footprint of the Contract 1 constructible features, as well as many portions of the 
programmatic feature footprints.  Cultural resources survey will continue under a 
phased approach (36 CFR § 800.4(b)(2)), until all ROE lands with Reach A features 
have been examined which will be well before the next construction is scheduled to 
begin at the Minors Canal Floodgate in 2026. If cultural resources are located in the 
Programmatic Features APE by ongoing cultural resources survey, proper steps will be 
followed and coordinated and the effect finding for the entirety of Reach A will be re-
evaluated. When these remaining lands have been surveyed for cultural resources, a 
completed Draft Report of findings will be coordinated for consultation. 

 
We look forward to your concurrence with this determination. Should you have any 

questions or need additional information with this undertaking, please contact Dr. Paul 
Hughbanks, Archaeologist; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District at 
(504) 862-1100 paul.j.hughbanks@usace.army.mil; or Brian Ostahowski, Archaeologist 
and Tribal Liaison at (504) 862-2188 brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil. 

 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
ERIC M. WILLIAMS 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

 
 

Source Cited 
Parrish, Jason and E. Parrish 
  2013  Negative Findings Report for the Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the 
Proposed Ridge Oak Property Borrow Pit, Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. (State Report 
22-4163)
 

FOR

mailto:paul.j.hughbanks@usace.army.mil
mailto:brian.e.ostahowski@usace.army.mil


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. Kevin Norton                                                                                    
State Conservationist 
National Resource Conservation Service 
3737 Government Street  
Alexandria, LA 71302 
 
Dear Mr. Norton: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/


 

 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 

State Office 
3737 Government Street 

Alexandria, Louisiana  71302 
Voice:  (318) 473-7751   Fax:  (844) 325-6947 

 
USDA is an Equal Opportunity Provider, Employer, and Lender 

Helping People Help the Land 

 
January 5, 2024 
 
Jordan R. Logarbo – Biologist  
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – New Orleans District 
Regional Planning and Environment Division, south 
Jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil 
 
RE: Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico – Reach A Prime and Unique Farmland Form 
 
Jordan: 
 
I have reviewed the above referenced project for potential requirements of the Farmland 
Protection Policy Act (FPPA) and potential impact to Natural Resources Conservation Service 
projects in the immediate vicinity.   
 
Projects are subject to FPPA requirements if they may irreversibly convert farmland (directly or 
indirectly) to nonagricultural use and are completed by a federal agency or with assistance from 
a federal agency.  For the purpose of FPPA, farmland includes prime farmland, unique farmland, 
and land of statewide or local importance.  Farmland subject to FPPA requirements can be 
forest land, pastureland, cropland, or other land, but not water or urban built-up land. 
 
The project map and narrative submitted with your request indicates that the proposed 
construction area will potentially impact the following prime or unique farmland soils:  
 
Reach A Alternative 1 
Soil Mapunit Symbol and Name    Acres    RV  
CbA – Cancienne silt loam, 0-1% slopes   17.1    100 
CdA – Cancienne silty clay loam, 0-1% slopes  11.3    100 
GcA – Gramercy-Cancienne silty clay loams, 0-1% slopes 2.8    92 
ShA – Schriever clay, 0-1% slopes, rarely flooded  2.7    92 
              
      Total Acres:    33.9 Weighted Average RV: 99 
 
Reach A Alternative 2 
Soil Mapunit Symbol and Name    Acres    RV  
CbA – Cancienne silt loam, 0-1% slopes   134    100 
CdA – Cancienne silty clay loam, 0-1% slopes  99    100 
GcA – Gramercy-Cancienne silty clay loams, 0-1% slopes 148    92 
ShA – Schriever clay, 0-1% slopes, rarely flooded  2    92 
              
      Total Acres:    383 Weighted Average RV: 97 

mailto:Jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil


Please find attached an ‘CPA-106 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for Corridor Type 
Projects’ form with our agency’s information completed. Furthermore, we do not predict 
impacts to NRCS work in the vicinity. 

For specific information about the soils found in the project area, please visit our Web Soil 
Survey at the following location: http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/ 

For more information on FPPA requirements or the process to receive a Farmland Conversion 
Impact Rating (Form AD-1006 or CPA-106) please visit the following location: 
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/landuse/fppa/ 

Please direct all future correspondence to me at the address shown below. 

Respectfully, 

Brandon Waltman 
Assistant State Soil Scientist 

Attachment 

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/landuse/fppa/


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)

1. Name of Project

2. Type of Project

PART II (To be completed by NRCS)

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

5. Federal Agency Involved

6. County and State

1. Date Request Received by NRCS

YES                NO  

4.
Sheet 1 of

NRCS-CPA-106
(Rev. 1-91)

2.  Person Completing Form

4.  Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

7.  Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

Acres: %

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

6.  Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction

Acres: %

3.  Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland?
     (If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).

5.  Major Crop(s)

8.  Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9.  Name of Local Site Assessment System 10.  Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Alternative Corridor For Segment
Corridor A            Corridor B              Corridor C            Corridor D

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency)

A.  Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

B.  Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services

C.  Total Acres In Corridor

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information

 A.  Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland

B.  Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland

C.  Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted

D.  Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative 
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c))

1.  Area in Nonurban Use

2.  Perimeter in Nonurban Use

3.  Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed

4.  Protection Provided By State And Local Government

5.  Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average

6.  Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

Maximum
Points

15
10

20

20
10

25
57.  Availablility Of Farm Support Services

8.  On-Farm Investments

9.  Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services

10.  Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

20

25

10

160TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100

Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260

1.  Corridor Selected: 2.  Total Acres of Farmlands to be
     Converted by Project:

5.  Reason For Selection:

Signature of Person Completing this Part:

3. Date Of Selection: 4.  Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

YES                 NO

DATE

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor



NRCS-CPA-106 (Reverse)

CORRIDOR - TYPE SITE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

            The following criteria are to be used for projects that have a linear  or corridor - type site configuration connecting two distant
points, and crossing several different tracts of land.  These include utility lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood
control systems.  Federal agencies are to assess the suitability of each corridor - type site or design alternative for protection as farmland
along with the land evaluation information.

           (1)      How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is intended?
More than 90 percent - 15 points 
90 to 20 percent - 14 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

           (2)      How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban use?
More than 90 percent - 10 points
90 to 20 percent - 9 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

           (3)      How much of the site has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) more than five of the last
10 years?
More than 90 percent - 20 points
90 to 20 percent - 19 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

           (4)      Is the site subject to state or unit of local government policies or programs to protect farmland or covered by private programs 
to protect farmland?
Site is protected - 20 points
Site is not protected - 0 points

           (5)      Is the farm unit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average - size farming unit in the County ?
(Average farm sizes in each county are available from the NRCS field offices in each state.  Data are from the latest available Census of
Agriculture, Acreage or Farm Units in Operation with $1,000 or more in sales.)
As large or larger - 10 points
Below average - deduct 1 point for each 5 percent below the average, down to 0 points if 50 percent or more below average - 9 to 0 points

           (6)      If the site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining land on the farm will become non-farmable because of 
interference with land patterns?
Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly converted by the project - 25 points
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 1 to 24 point(s)
Acreage equal to less than 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 0 points

           (7)      Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support services and markets, i.e., farm suppliers, equipment dealers, 
processing and storage facilities and farmer's markets?
All required services are available - 5 points
Some required services are available - 4 to 1 point(s)
No required services are available - 0 points

           (8)      Does the site have substantial and well-maintained on-farm investments such as barns, other storage building, fruit trees
and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, waterways, or other soil and water conservation measures?
High amount of on-farm investment - 20 points
Moderate amount of on-farm investment - 19 to 1 point(s)
No on-farm investment - 0 points

           (9)      Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricultural use, reduce the demand for farm support
services so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support services and thus, the viability of the farms remaining in the area?
Substantial reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 25 points
Some reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 1 to 24 point(s)
No significant reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 0 points

         (10)      Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with agriculture that it is likely to
contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to nonagricultural use?
Proposed project is incompatible to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 10 points
Proposed project is tolerable to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 9 to 1 point(s)
Proposed project is fully compatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 0 points
 



From: Waltman, Brandon - FPAC-NRCS, LA
To: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA); Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-NRCS, LA
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Crawford, Tonya

(CTR) - FPAC-NRCS, LA; Pickney, Derrick - FPAC-NRCS, LA
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: NRCS Response - Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique Farmland

Form
Date: Friday, January 5, 2024 3:05:20 PM
Attachments: image002.png

No problem! Blocks 1-5 are meant to be completed upon the final determination on which corridor
will be chosen. For Block 4, you can check no. Once that’s filled out, please send the completed CPA-
106 back to us so we can have it for our records.
 
Hope this helps!
 
 
Brandon Waltman
Assistant State Soil Scientist
USDA-NRCS
Opelousas, LA
Work: 337-948-8288 x2218
Cell: 337-290-4720
brandon.waltman@usda.gov
 
 
 

From: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 2:29 PM
To: Waltman, Brandon - FPAC-NRCS, LA <brandon.waltman@usda.gov>; Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-
NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>; Crawford, Tonya (CTR) - FPAC-NRCS,
LA <Tonya.Crawford@usda.gov>; Pickney, Derrick - FPAC-NRCS, LA <Derrick.Pickney@usda.gov>
Subject: RE: NRCS Response - Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique Farmland
Form
 
Thank you so much, Brandon!
 
Would it be okay to leave Blocks 1-5 (after TOTAL POINTS and before Signature) blank at the
bottom of the form or is that something I should fill out?
 
Best,
Jordan
 
Jordan R. Logarbo
Biologist
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South

mailto:brandon.waltman@usda.gov
mailto:Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil
mailto:mitchell.mouton@usda.gov
mailto:Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil
mailto:Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil
mailto:Tonya.Crawford@usda.gov
mailto:Tonya.Crawford@usda.gov
mailto:Derrick.Pickney@usda.gov
mailto:brandon.waltman@usda.gov



jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
office: (504) 862-1158
 

From: Waltman, Brandon - FPAC-NRCS, LA <brandon.waltman@usda.gov> 
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 12:45 PM
To: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil>; Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-
NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>; Crawford, Tonya (CTR) - FPAC-NRCS,
LA <Tonya.Crawford@usda.gov>; Pickney, Derrick - FPAC-NRCS, LA <Derrick.Pickney@usda.gov>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] NRCS Response - Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and
Unique Farmland Form
 
Jordan,
 
Attached is an NRCS response letter and CPA-106 for the referenced project.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Best Regards,
 
Brandon Waltman
Assistant State Soil Scientist
USDA-NRCS
Opelousas, LA
Work: 337-948-8288 x2218
Cell: 337-290-4720
brandon.waltman@usda.gov
 

 

 
 
 

From: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Friday, December 22, 2023 1:05 PM
To: Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>; Waltman, William - FPAC-NRCS, LA
<brandon.waltman@usda.gov>

mailto:jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
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Subject: RE: Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique Farmland Form
 
Thank you so much, Mitch!
 
Please feel free to reach out with any questions.
 
Happy Holidays!
 
Best,
Jordan
 
Jordan R. Logarbo
Biologist
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South
jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
office: (504) 862-1158
 

From: Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov> 
Sent: Friday, December 22, 2023 1:01 PM
To: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>; Waltman, William - FPAC-NRCS, LA
<brandon.waltman@usda.gov>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique
Farmland Form
 
Jordan,
 
Thanks for the project description. We will try and have a response sent back to you during the first
week of January.
 
Best Regards,
 
Mitch
 

From: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Friday, December 22, 2023 9:42 AM
To: Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: RE: Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique Farmland Form
 
Good Morning Mitch,
 
Below is a brief project description and attached is the larger, final project description document

mailto:jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
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for this effort:
 
“The proposed construction activities for Reach A include: levee construction, construction of
levee maintenance roads (permanent), degrading of existing canal spoil banks within the levee
ROW to match ground elevations (to prepare ground for levee construction and improve direct
drainage into the culverts), construction of a floodwall, placement of concrete scour protection
or grouted riprap (to protect environmentally sensitive areas on the southern portion of the
levee alignment and on the tie-ins with the floodgates), construction of a floodgate on the
GIWW, and construction of a floodgate on Minors Canal.
The proposed project consists of the excavation of four borrow sites: NFS-01, A60, A82, and
NFS-A100. The proposed borrow sites are listed below with an approximate total amount of
material excavated and the method of transport.
For NFS-A1, approximately 640,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated and
transported via barge to construct the portion of the levee between Minors Canal and the
GIWW.
For A60, approximately 520,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated and
transported via dump trucks using access roads to portions east of the Minors Canal.
For A82, approximately 713,400 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated and
transported via dump trucks using access roads to the southern portion of Reach A.
For NFS-A100, approximately 392,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated and
transported via dump trucks using access roads to Hwy 315.”
 
 
Do you have an estimate of when the form would be ready for my input? I realize it is the
holidays, so no rush – just wondering about a potential time frame  Thank you so much!
 
Best,
Jordan
 
Jordan R. Logarbo
Biologist
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South
jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
office: (504) 862-1158
 

From: Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2023 8:09 AM
To: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique
Farmland Form
 
Hello Jordon,
 
I have received the zips files and pdfs. I am not sure I will need a WSS map of the Study Area. If you
need one, I can try and get one made for you. Looking forward to the project description.

mailto:jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
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Best Regards,
 
Mitch
 

From: Logarbo, Jordan Rita CIV (USA) <Jordan.R.Logarbo@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Thursday, December 21, 2023 7:43 AM
To: Mouton, Mitchell - FPAC-NRCS, LA <mitchell.mouton@usda.gov>
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E
CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico - Reach A Prime and Unique Farmland Form
 
Good Morning Mitch,
 
I am reaching out about Prime and Unique Farmland in Terrebonne Parish Louisiana. The
team is working on a draft EA for a portion of the overall Morganza to the Gulf levee system
called Reach A.
 
Will send a brief project description your way soon.
 
I have attached some shapefiles that go along with the project. Let me know if you get all of the
attachments (there are 4 shapefiles and 3 PDF’s), I can always send via DoDSafe if they do not
go through.
 
Please let me know if you need any further information from me, have any questions, or are
having any trouble deciphering the shapefiles.
 
Also, when I tried to put the entire Study Area shapefile into the Web Soil Survey website, I got
an error message because the AOI was greater than 100,000 acres. Is there a work-around to
this?
 
Best,
Jordan
 
Jordan R. Logarbo
Biologist
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
Regional Planning and Environment Division, South
jordan.r.logarbo@usace.army.mil
office: (504) 862-1158
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Brigette Firmin                                                                                       
Field Office Supervisor  
Louisiana Ecological Services 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
200 Dulles Drive 
Lafayette, LA 70506 
 
Dear Ms. Firmin: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI, if deemed 
appropriate, will not be signed until all environmental review and compliance requirements are 
complete.  
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/
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Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 8:10 AM
To: Castellanos, David; O'connor, Hugh G
Cc: Behrens, Elizabeth H CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Gilmore, Tammy F CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); 

Stiles, Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Morganza to the Gulf Reach A Sec 7 Consultation 
Attachments: MTG Reach A USFWS BA 20240110.pdf

Good morning and happy new year!  
 
Attached is the BA for Morganza Reach A for your review. Please let me know if you need any additional information.  
 
Thanks,  
 
Kristin Gunning 
Biologist, Environmental Studies Section 
Regional Environmental Planning Division, South 
USACE, New Orleans District 
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The purpose of this Biological Assessment (BA) is to assess the effects of the proposed 
project and determine whether the project may affect any Federally threatened, 
endangered, proposed or candidate species. This BA is prepared in accordance with 
legal requirements set forth under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 
1536 I). 
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1 Description of the Action 
 

1.1 Project Name  
Morganza to the Gulf Reach A Environmental Assessment 

 

1.2 Introduction 
Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended, requires 
that “Each Federal agency shall in consultation with and with the assistance of the 
secretary, ensure that any action authorized, funded or carried out by such agency…is 
not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or 
threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat of such 
species…” 

The U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District (MVN), has prepared 
this Biological Assessment (BA) to evaluate the potential impacts associated with 
construction of a portion of the Morganza to the Gulf levee system, hereby referred to 
as ‘Reach A’, and associated mitigation in Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes, 
Louisiana. This BA provides the information required pursuant to the ESA and 
implementing regulation (50 CFR 402.13), to comply with the ESA. Additional legal 
authorities include the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 
section 4321, et seq.; the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act of 1958 (PL 85-624; 16 
U.S.C. 661 et seq.); the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (MMPA); and the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA).  A BA has been submitted to the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) by the 
USACE, MVN to initiate informal consultation regarding potential impacts to threatened 
and endangered species from Reach A activities. This BA addresses impacts from the 
proposed action to species within USFWS jurisdiction. A separate BA was submitted to 
the NMFS to address species and critical habitat within NMFS jurisdiction. 

A search on the USFWS’ Information for Planning and Consulting (IPaC) site, 
conducted on December 15, 2023, resulted in a list of ESA-listed species that should be 
considered when assessing the impacts of this project (Appendix B). That list includes 
the alligator snapping turtle, eastern black rail, West Indian manatee, and monarch 
butterfly. Only impacts to the West Indian manatee are discussed in this BA.  

Email correspondence with USFWS determined that the black rail is known to occur 
only in the Gulf Coast Chenier Plain of Louisiana (specifically Cameron and Vermilion 
Parishes); Since the proposed action would not impact this the "no effect" determination 
can be made for this species (Appendix B).  
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The monarch butterfly is listed in the ESA as a “candidate” species. Candidate species 
receive no protections under the ESA. Should a listing decision be made prior to 
completion of the proposed action, CEMVN will reinitiate consultation with the USFWS.  

The alligator snapping turtle is listed in the ESA as “proposed threatened”. Proposed 
species are not protected by the take prohibitions of Section 9 of the ESA until the rule 
to list is finalized. Under section 7(a)(4) of the ESA, Federal agencies must confer with 
the Service if their action will jeopardize the continued existence of a proposed species.  
Measures to minimize impacts to the alligator snapping turtle provided by the USFWS 
are included in Section 1.5.2.  

Marine Mammal Protection Act prohibits the take (i.e., harass, hunt, capture, or kill) of 
all marine mammals. The responsibilities for the protection, conservation, and 
management of marine mammals are shared by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
NOAA Fisheries. Within the Action Area, the West Indian manatee is protected under 
the MMPA and ESA. Impacts to the manatee are discussed in Section 2.1. 

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (”BTA)’(16 U.S.C. 703, et seq.) is the primary legislation 
in the United States established to conserve migratory birds. The MBTA prohibits the 
taking, killing, possession, transportation, and importation of migratory birds, their eggs, 
parts, and nests, except when specifically authorized by the Department of the Interior. 
An IPaC search indicated there are 18 species of MTBA-listed birds within the Action 
Area. While the MBTA has no provision for allowing incidental take, USFWS recognizes 
that some birds may be taken during project construction/operation, even if all 
reasonable measures to avoid take are implemented.  

 
1.3 Project Description 
The proposed action consists of construction of an approximately 8-mile segment of the 
proposed 98-mile Morganza to the Gulf levee system and associated mitigation to offset 
construction impacts. The levee segment would be constructed approximately 4 miles 
southwest of Houma, Louisiana. Mitigation features would be constructed in Lake 
Salvador, Louisiana. A detailed project description can be found in Appendix A-1.  
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Figure 1. Reach A levee and mitigation sites within the Action Area 

 

1.3.1 Location  
Reach A activities would occur in Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes, Louisiana 
(Figure 1).  

 

1.3.2 Description of the Project Habitat 
Louisiana contains one of the largest expanses of coastal wetlands in the contiguous 
United States and accounts for 90 percent of the total coastal marsh loss occurring in 
the nation (USACE 2011). This ecosystem provides habitat for migratory birds, wildlife, 
finfish, shellfish, and other aquatic organisms including threatened or endangered 
species. In addition, Louisiana’s coastal wetlands provide protection from wave action, 
erosion, and storm damage and offer various consumptive and non-consumptive 
recreational opportunities. Coastal wetland types within the project area include 
bottomland hardwood forests, swamps, marsh (fresh, intermediate, brackish and 
saline), and open water.  

Bottomland hardwoods (BLH) are alluvial-forested wetlands typically found throughout 
southern Louisiana in the deltaic plain of the Mississippi River (Hodges, 1997). A variety 
of plant species, including live oak (Quercus virginiana), water oak (Quercus nigra), 
sugarberry (Celtis laevigata), and Drummond red maple (Acer rubrum drummondii) 
occur in this habitat. Between the forested wetlands and marsh lies a thin band of scrub 

Reach A Levee 

Lake Salvador 
Mitigation Area 
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shrub habitat, and typical vegetation includes elderberry (Sambucus sp.), wax myrtle 
(Myrica sp.), buttonbush (Cephalanthus occidentalis), and red maple (Connor et al, 
1976). In coastal BLH forests stressed by prolonged inundation, the less water tolerant 
tree species gradually die out leaving the more water tolerant bald cypress (Taxodium 
distichum) and water tupelo (Nyssa aquatica) present (Kiem et al. 2013).  

Swamps are defined by their higher proportional representation of bald cypress and 
tupelo and a repetitive wet-dry cycle. The Louisiana swamps generally lack a mature 
tree canopy because of historic logging and have lower productivity where isolated from 
riverine influences (Shaffer et al., 2003). Bald cypress, as an important indicator species 
of the health of a swamp, is a large deciduous conifer and has long been recognized for 
its decay resistant wood. It can grow to a height of 100 to 120 feet with a diameter of 3 
to 5 feet. In the original, old grove forests of the south, virgin bald cypress averaged 
over 500 years old and could reach a diameter of 6 to 8 feet. Young bald cypress tree 
trunks are considerably tapered and support an open, narrowly pyramidal crown. As the 
tree ages, the trunk becomes more cylindrical and the crown irregularly fattened. Older 
trunks often are ashy-gray with swollen, fluted bases, and branches bearded with 
Spanish moss. Older bald cypress trees also have a very distinctive root system that 
consists of several descending roots, providing anchorage, and many wide-spreading 
roots commonly known as "knees.” This type of root system makes the bald cypress 
exceptionally stable, even on the most unstable sites. Permanent inundation results in a 
loss of regeneration and eventually conversion to marsh (Hodges, 1997). 

Freshwater marsh is found surrounding bodies of open water and is located in the 
northern portion of the study area along the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) 
(CPRA, 2023). Freshwater habitats generally have salinities less than 0.5 parts per 
thousand (ppt) and form in accreting, sediment rich, high-energy environments typical 
for this region.  Freshwater marsh is dominated by rush and reed plant species like 
cattails (Typha sp.) and arrowhead (Sagittaria graminea) and can form detached mats 
of vegetation, known as flotant, which encourage colonization by other plant species. 
Historically, wax myrtle trees would colonize the mat, which results in the entire mat 
sinking, allowing for more open water plants to infiltrate thick marshes. Freshwater 
marsh that does not float is more dramatically impacted by flood events and can be less 
productive.  

Fresh marshes provide nursery habitat for estuarine-dependent species important to 
recreational and commercial fisheries such as blue crab, white shrimp, Gulf menhaden, 
Atlantic croaker, red drum, southern flounder, bay anchovy, striped mullet, and others. 
Fresh marshes also provide habitat for largemouth bass, warmouth, black crappie, blue 
catfish, bowfin, and gar. 

Intermediate marsh is a unique type of wetland marsh found in the study area whose 
vegetative community reflects the shifts in salinity associated with proximity to marine 
environments. This type of marsh is the middle part of the gradient found in vegetative 
communities shifting from fresh to saline waters (0.5-5.0 ppt), and the marsh species 



8 
 

that are found in this type are capable of withstanding spikes of salinity that are 
associated with tropical storm surge events. It is commonly a narrow band of vegetation 
when compared with other marsh types due to the large differences between freshwater 
and brackish salinities. Wildlife found within an intermediate marsh is less diverse than 
found in freshwater marshes, but more individuals may be present.  

Open water habitats within the Action Area consists of shallow channels, ponds, lakes, 
and bayous, typically under 8 feet in depth. These interconnected waterbodies serve as 
passageways for many ecologically and economically important aquatic species that 
use the adjacent wetlands for breeding, foraging, and nursery habitats. The GIWW is 
utilized as a navigation channel and is maintained at a depth of 12 feet. The average 
depth of Lake Salvador is 9 feet with salinities ranging between 0.39-5.00 ppt (Ryu, 
2021). 

 

1.3.3 Project Proponent Information 
Requesting Agency  
Department of Defense (DOD) 
Army Corp of Engineers (COE) 
Kristin Gunning  
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
504-862-1514 
Kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil 

Lead Agency 
Same as Requesting Agency 

 

1.3.4 Project Purpose  
The purpose of the proposed action is to construct a flood risk reduction system to 
reduce the severity of flood damages and risk to public health and safety, caused 
tropical storms and hurricanes.  

 

1.3.5 Project Type and Deconstruction 
The Proposed Action consists of construction of approximately 8 miles of earthen levee, 
environmental control structures, and associated mitigation. Project construction is 
expected to take place in a series of sequential construction contracts, the first of which 
includes construction of a 6-foot levee embankment within the portion of Reach A.  

 

mailto:Kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil
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All work included in the first construction contract is referred to herein as “constructible 
features”. The remaining components of the project are considered “programmatic 
features”. These programmatic features include all work for the entirety of the Reach A 
levee to the design height to meet the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability (AEP) 
requirement, including the GIWW-West and Minors Canal Floodgates. This BA 
assesses impacts associated with constructable features only. Programmatic features 
will require additional NEPA analysis and consultation with NMFS prior to their 
construction. A detailed project description is located in Appendix A. 

After the construction of the Constructible Features, and completion of additional NEPA 
analysis, CEMVN anticipates the execution of a series of construction contracts to bring 
the entirety of Reach A to the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability elevation. This 
construction is anticipated to begin in 2029 and be complete in 2035. Levee lifts to bring 
Reach A up to the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability elevation is anticipated to 
occur around 2050 and 2070. 

Construction of the Minors Canal floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2026 and be 
complete in 2029. Construction of the GIWW-West Floodgate is anticipated to begin in 
2027 and be complete in 2031.  

 

Programmatic Features  

Levee 

The portion of Reach A north of the GIWW includes 2.14 miles of earthen levee running 
north to south between Station 1828+22.13 at the beginning of the reach, located 
approximately 2,740 feet west-southwest of the intersection of Bayou Black Drive 
(Parish Road 182) and Sportsman’s Court, to Station 1941+40.00 immediately north of 
the proposed West GIWW Gate. The levee would be constructed to a design elevation 
of 17.0, a base width (levee toe to levee toe) of 265 feet, with 4:1 side slopes above the 
levee berm, and a crown width of 10 feet. Total permanent ROW for this portion of the 
reach would be 369 feet wide. The levee maintenance road will be located within this 
ROW beyond the protected side levee toe. 

The levee would be constructed in multiple lifts with the first lift being constructed to 
elevation 6.0, the second lift bring the levee up to the 2035 design elevation of 12.5. 
Future lifts will bring the levee up to the 2085 design elevation of 17.0. During 
construction of the first lift, the foundation for the full levee section would be 
constructed. The foundation features a geofabric reinforced sand base. 

South of the GIWW, the reach includes approximately 4.8 miles of earthen levee 
generally running north to south between Station 1941+40.00 immediately north of the 
West GIWW flood gate to Station 2259+26.11 located approximately 7,090 feet west-
southwest of the intersection of Bayou Dularge Rd. (LA 315) and Seven Oaks Court. 
The levee would be constructed to a design elevation of 17.0, a base width (levee toe to 
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levee toe) of 265 feet, with 4:1 side slopes above the levee berm, and a crown width of 
10 feet. Total permanent ROW for this portion of the reach would be 369 feet wide. The 
levee maintenance road will be located within this ROW beyond the protected side 
levee toe. 

The levee would be constructed in multiple lifts with the first lift being constructed to 
elevation 6.0, the second lift bring the levee up to the 2035 design elevation of 12.5, 
future lifts will bring the levee up to the 2085 design elevation of 17.0. During 
construction of the first lift, the foundation for the full levee section would be 
constructed. The foundation features a geofabric reinforced sand base. This would be 
constructed in lifts with hauled borrow material then compacted. Geofabric would be 
installed when a suitable base is established then filled with additional lifts. Figures 1 
and 2 provide a typical cross-section for the 2035 and 2085 design elevations. Table 1 
includes a preliminary list of equipment for levee construction and estimated duration of 
construction. 

 

 
Figure 1. Typical levee section for 2035 design elevation 

 
Figure 2. Typical levee section for 2085 design elevation 
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Table 1. Preliminary list of equipment for levee construction and estimated duration of 
construction 

Project 
Component 

Duration (days) Equipment used 

Reach A South of 
GIWW-2035 
Elevation 
 
Reach A North of 
GIWW-2035 
Elevation 
 
Reach A South of 
GIWW-2085 
Elevation 
 
Reach A North of 
GIWW-2085 
Elevation 

1095 
 
 

730 
 
 

730 
 
 

730 

Dump Trucks  
Bull Dozers  
Fill Compactor  
Front End Loader / 
Backhoe 
Fuel Tanks 
Construction Trailer 
Portable Chemical 
Toilets 

 

Borrow, Access, and Haul Roads 

To construct the portion of Reach A north of the GIWW to the 2035 design elevation, 
approximately 1,150,00 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated from borrow 
sites NFS-A1 and A60. Approximately 520,000 cubic yards of borrow would be hauled 
via dump trucks to the levee site from A60 via the portion of Access Road 2 south of the 
levee ROW to construct the portion of the levee east of Minors Canal (Figure 3).  
Access Route No. 2 (36 feet wide requiring 60 feet of permanent ROW) would follow an 
existing route (Sportsman’s Ct.) for 5,500 feet north of the levee ROW and 3,745 feet 
south of the levee ROW.  Access Route No. 1 would be approximately 20 feet wide 
(requiring 60 feet of ROW) by 4,560 feet in length and would utilize the northern section 
of an existing route (Rue De La Manson) and would be used to bring trucks and 
equipment from US Highway 90 to the levee ROW. The northern portion of Access 
Route 2 would also be used to bring trucks and equipment from US Highway 90 to the 
levee ROW. The portion of Access Road 1 which crosses wetland habitat would include 
installation of culverts under the road to allow unimpeded water flow. These culverts are 
estimated to be 24 inches in diameter and placed every 250 feet along the portion of 
road crossing wetland habitat. The size, spacing, and bottom elevation of these culverts 
would be such that natural pre-project flow conditions within the area would be 
maintained. 

There would be two temporary 1.25-acre staging areas for equipment and construction 
trailers adjacent to Access Roads 1 and 2. The existing land for these staging areas is 
agricultural and approximately 6 inches of temporary stone would be placed to provide a 
dry area as needed within the staging area limits. Once the project is complete, the area 
would be restored to original conditions. 
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Borrow site NFS-A1 is located approximately 5.5 miles east of the project alignment 
parallel to the GIWW where 640,000 cubic yards of borrow would be barged in to 
construct the portion of the levee between Minors Canal and the GIWW. Borrow 
material would be hauled from the borrow pit via an internal haul road to an existing 
bulkhead where it would be loaded onto barges for transport to the levee ROW north of 
the GIWW and south of Minors Canal. An excavator would be used to unload borrow 
material from the barges and stockpile it within the project ROW.  

To bring the portion of the reach south of the GIWW to the 2035 design elevation, 
approximately 2,378,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated from 
borrow pits A82 and NFS-A1. A82 is located less than a mile from the southern end of 
the south Reach A alignment. Dump trucks would haul approximately 713,400 cubic 
yards of borrow from A82 to the levee using Access Road 4a (Figure 4). Borrow site 
NFS-A1 is located approximately 2.25 miles east of the project alignment on the GIWW. 
Approximately 832,300 cubic yards of borrow material would be delivered via barge to 
construct the northern section of the South Reach A Levee beginning at the GIWW. 
Approximately 832,300 cubic yards of borrow material would be hauled via truck from 
NFS-A1 via an internal haul road to Highway 315 South and Access Road 3 (Figure 4). 
Access Roads 3 and 4a would also be used to bring trucks and equipment to the levee 
ROW. 

Access Road 3 would include improvement of an existing 550 foot long and 15 ft wide 
road leading from Bayou Dularge Canal and construction of 3,430 feet of a new 40 ft 
wide road from the end of the existing road to the levee ROW. Access Road 4a would 
include improvement of 4,700 feet of an existing 24-foot wide road between Highway 
315 and the Levee ROW. Improvement of existing roads would include placement of 
surfacing material such as 4 inches of crushed stone. Construction of the new access 
road would include placement of two feet of sand topped with geotextile fabric and 7 
inches of crushed stone. Access Road 4b would be approximately 4,250 feet long with a 
ROW width of 24 feet, providing access to the southern end of the Reach A levee 
alignment via Access Road 4a and LA 315.  The portion of Access Road 3 which 
crosses wetland habitat would include installation of culverts under the road to allow 
unimpeded water flow. These culverts are estimated to be 24 inches in diameter and 
placed every 250 feet along the portion of road crossing wetland habitat. The size, 
spacing, and bottom elevation of these culverts would be such that natural pre-project 
flow conditions within the area would be maintained. 

There would be one staging area adjacent to Access Route 4a and would be 1.50 
acres. The existing land is agricultural and approximately 6 inches of temporary stone 
would be placed to provide a dry area as needed within the staging area limits. Once 
the project is complete the area would be restored to original conditions. The staging 
area would be used for construction equipment and construction trailers. 

Latitudes and longitudes for the corners of both staging areas is provided in Table 2. 
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Figure 3. Borrow areas and access for Reach A North 

 

Figure 4. Borrow areas and access for Reach A South. Note that some material would also 
come from NFS-A1 in Figure 13 via Hwy 315. 
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Table 2. Latitude and longitude for location of staging areas. 

Staging Area 1 Staging Area 2 Staging Area 3 Staging Area 4 
29°33'14.66"N 
90°48'06.95"W 

29°13'15.00"N 
90°47'24.90"W 

29°30'35.79"N 
90°45'23.98"W 

29°28'45.83"N 
90°45'32.30"W 

29°33'14.42"N 
90°48'04.64"W 

29°33'14.96"N 
90°47'22.54"W 

29°30'34.91"N 
90°45'20.45"W 

29°28'46.01"N 
90°45'31.53"W 

29°33'11.83"N 
90°48'05.15"W 

29°33'12.33"N 
90°47'22.51"W 

29°30'33.48"N 
90°45'21.06"W 

29°28'45.06"N 
90°45'29.97"W 

29°33'12.12"N 
90°48'07.51"W 

29°33'12.47"N 
90°47'24.88"W 

29°33'33.55"N 
90°45'25.14"W 

29°28'44.85"N 
90°45'29.37"W 

 

Structures 

Southern End Floodwall 

On the southern portion of the levee alignment, a floodwall would be constructed to 
minimize impacts to adjacent environmentally sensitive habitat and potential active 
petroleum wells. The approximate length of the floodwall will be 1,160 feet. The T-wall 
will be constructed on pile foundations with concrete base slabs and stems to the 2085 
elevation +16.5 feet. It is anticipated that this floodwall will be constructed at grade 
minimizing the requirement for any significant excavation. It is anticipated any required 
staging for this floodwall will be within the staging areas already defined for the levee 
construction. In addition, the access points being used to construct the levee will also be 
used to construct floodwall. 

At both ends of the floodwall that ties into the typical levee section, six-inch concrete 
scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/T-wall transition. The 
concrete scour protection will wrap around the T-wall stem that extends into the full 
levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection will continue for 
a distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off sheet piling will 
extend horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and seepage control. 

 

GIWW-West Floodgate 

The GIWW-West floodgate 225-foot-wide sector gate type of structure within the Reach 
A levee reach of the Morganza to the Gulf project approximately at the GIWW mile 48. 
A sector gate is a pie-slice structure that allows navigation to pass when the gate is in 
the open position within the gate bay recess of the structure. The floodgate would 
provide an opening in the system to allow unimpeded navigation, except when a tropical 
system approaches the Gulf of Mexico in which the gate would be closed. T-walls 
extend from the gate and tie into the adjacent levees with 650 total linear feet of T-walls. 
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The floodwalls would have a top elevation of 16.5 NAVD88. Below is a sketch of a 
sector gate complex (Figure 5). 

Six-inch concrete scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/ T-wall 
transition. The concrete scour protection the levee where the T-wall stem extends into 
the full levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection would 
continue for a distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off 
sheet piling would extend horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and 
seepage control. The design of the new T-wall including the foundation is subject to 
change once detailed geotechnical investigations are conducted. 

 

 

Figure 5. Conceptual sketch of sector gate complex 

 

 

Minor Canal Floodgate 

This floodgate would be a 56-foot-wide barge type floodgate gate with a top elevation of 
16.5 NAVD88, and a slab invert elevation of -9.0 NAVD88. The floodgate would provide 
an opening in the system to allow unimpeded navigation, except when a tropical system 
approaches the Gulf of Mexico in which the gate would be closed. T-walls extend from 
the gate and tie into the adjacent levees with 510 total linear feet of T-walls (255 linear 
feet on either side of the floodgate). The floodwalls would have a top elevation of 16.5 
NAVD88. A barge gate is a gate constructed in the shape of a barge and would consist 
of various structural shapes and plates in a hollow box configuration. 

Six-inch concrete scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/ T-wall 
transition. The concrete scour protection the levee where the T-wall stem extends into 
the full levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection would 
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continue for a distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off 
sheet piling would extend horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and 
seepage control. The design of the new barge gate including the foundation is subject to 
change once detailed geotechnical investigations are conducted during detailed design. 
See Figure 6 for an example barge gate. 

Figure 6. Barge Gate Example 

 

Environmental Control Structures  

Eleven environmental control structures (ECS) would be installed within the Reach A 
levee (Figure 7). Environmental Control Structures 3, 4, 5, and 6 would be constructed 
at locations where Culverts 5, 3, 2, and 1, respectively, were previously installed during 
the first construction contract. These culverts would be removed and replaced with box 
culverts as part of ECS construction described in this section. 

Nine of the structures would be box culverts with sluice gates, and two would be 
corrugated metal pipe with a flap gate. A sluice gate is a structure that contains a 
movable gate or series of movable gates that, when lifted, allow material and water to 
flow under it.  The sluice gate would provide an opening in the system to allow 
unimpeded tidal flow, except when a tropical system approaches the Gulf of Mexico in 
which the gates would be closed. Generally, sluice gates are not navigable as they do 
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not raise high enough, or they have fixed components that do not allow vessels to pass 
through. Flap gates control water flow by only allowing water to flow in one direction. 
When the water level in the canal on the inside of the levee system is higher than the 
level in the canal outside of the levee system, the water would flow through the open 
flap gate. The gate would automatically close when the water level in the canal outside 
the levee system is higher than in the canal inside the levee system. 

T-walls would extend from the control structures and tie into the adjacent levees with 
860 total linear feet of T-walls (430 linear feet on either side of the floodgate). The 
floodwalls would have a top elevation of 16.5 NAVD88.  

Six-inch concrete scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/ T-wall 
transition. The concrete scour protection the levee where the T-wall stem extends into 
the full levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection would 
continue for a distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off 
sheet piling would extend horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and 
seepage control. The design of the new environmental control structure including the 
foundation is subject to change once detailed geotechnical investigations are conducted 
during detailed design.  
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Figure 7. Approximate location of environmental control structures in levee north (left) and 
south (right) of the GIWW. 

Constructable Features 

Levee 

Between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00, the first lift would be constructed with a 
foundation for the full 2035 levee lift but would be built to elevation 6.0-ft within the 
areas outlined in white (with the levee centerline shown in orange) in Figure 8. The 
levee cross-section is shown in Figure 9. This would be constructed in lifts with hauled 
borrow material then compacted. Geofabric would be installed when a suitable base is 
established then filled with additional lifts.  

Within the areas outlined in green, yellow, and light blue in Figure 8, no levee would be 
constructed at this time. Instead, within the green and light blue sections, temporary 
roads would be built to allow construction equipment to move between levee 
construction segments. These temporary roads would be 40 feet wide and constructed 
with compacted fill material placed to elevation 3 feet, topped with geotextile fabric and 
7 inches of crushed stone.  Within the area outlined in yellow in Figure 8, a timber mat 
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bridge would be used to cross an existing pipeline corridor and allow construction 
equipment to reach the southernmost portion of the levee to be built.  

 

 

Figure 8. Limits of constructible levee features 
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Figure 9. Typical cross-sectional dimensions for levee sections between Stations 3684+00.00 
and 3552+00.00 

Where canals intersect these temporary roads, culverts would be constructed under 
temporary roads (locations shown as yellow pins in Figure 10) to allow water flow 
between the landside and floodside of the levee through existing canals. The 
northernmost culvert complex (Culvert 1) would be constructed with eight 48-inch 
diameter culverts. Moving south along the levee ROW, the next two culvert complexes 
(Culverts 2 and 3) would be constructed with four 48-inch diameter culverts, and the two 
southernmost culvert complexes (Culverts 4 and 5) would be constructed with three 48-
inch diameter culverts.  

Culverts would be constructed by excavation of the canal to allow placement of 12 
inches of sand fill, geotextile fabric, and 12 inches of bedding material (rock), such that 
the culverts can be placed to match the invert of the existing ditch. Any material 
removed from the canal would be placed adjacent to the canal, within the levee ROW, 
spread to match the top of the embankment elevation, and seeded to prevent erosion. 
The road over the culverts would be built using compacted fill to meet the top of 
embankment elevation of 3 feet, geotextile fabric, and 7 inches of crushed stone. 

Figure 10 shows also shows locations where existing canal spoil banks would be 
degraded to adjacent ground elevation within the levee ROW. These areas would be 
degraded to allow water within the canal to flow over canal banks rather than stack 
against the levee or culverts. Any material removed from these spoil banks would be 
spread within the levee ROW to match the constructed embankment elevation and 
would be seeded.  

Construction of these features would last approximately 730 days and would utilize the 
same equipment listed in Table 1. 
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Figure 10. Areas of soil bank degradation (shown in green) and culvert placement (show with 
yellow pins) 

 

Borrow, Access Roads, and Haul Roads  

Approximately 392,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated from borrow 
pit NFS-A100 to build the constructible levee features described above. Dump trucks 
would haul approximately 196,000 cubic yards of borrow material using Access Road 
4a (Figure 11), and another 196,000 cubic yards of borrow material using Access Road 
4a to Hwy 315 North to Access Road 3 (previously shown in Figure 4). Access Road 4a 
would be improved as discussed in previous section. Access Road 4c would include 
improvement of approximately 1,900 feet of an existing 24-foot road by placement of 
surfacing material such as 4 inches of crushed stone. 

 



22 
 

 

 

Figure 11. Borrow pit and access road for Constructible Features. 

 

Mitigation  

Lake Salvador Fresh/Intermediate Marsh Creation 

The proposed Lake Salvador marsh creation area is located at an open water site along 
the southern edge of Lake Salvador and north of the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway 
(GIWW), approximate Mile 26, within Lafourche Parish, Louisiana (Figure 12).  The 
required marsh creation at this location is approximately 255 acres with a proposed 
construction footprint is 261 acres. This acreage assumes approximately 2.5% of the 
constructed marsh platform will not meet the required marsh target elevation in the 
event any interior borrow exaction is needed to create the retention dikes. The 
estimated construction duration is approximately 5 years. 

To construct the marsh platform, material from a borrow area within Lake Salvador, 
approximately 413 acres in size and 1,000-ft offshore from the marsh creation site, will 
be dredged via hydraulic cutterhead and the slurry pumped into the marsh creation 
area. The general order of work for construction is as follows:  

1. Construct earthen perimeter containment dikes, front and back, to contain 
dredged slurry. 

2. Construct earthen cross dikes to create cells to assist in managing dredge slurry 
containment.  

3. Construct spill boxes for each cell for effluent discharge locations.  
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4. Construct the 1st marsh platform lift by pumping the dredge slurry into the marsh 
creation cells.  

5. Stone armor the front dike once the 1st lift is complete.  
6. A year after the 1st lift, construct earthen lifts/caps on perimeter containment 

dikes and cross dikes to contain dredge slurry for the 2nd marsh platform lift.  
7. Construct the 2nd marsh platform lift by pumping dredge slurry into the marsh 

creation cells.  
8. Stone armor the front dike once the 2nd lift is complete.  
9. A year after the 2nd lift, construct stone cap on front dikes and earthen caps on 

back dikes to contain dredge slurry for the 3rd marsh platform lift. 
10. Construct the 3rd marsh platform lift by pumping dredge slurry into the marsh 

creation cells.  
11. A year after the 3rd lift, degrade the back dikes down to elevation 1.0’ and install 

fish dips as necessary. 
 

A detailed project description for mitigation activities is located in Appendix A-2.  

 

 

Figure 12. Fresh intermediate marsh creation area (orange) within Lake Salvador 
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1.3.6 Anticipated Environmental Stressors 
 

1.3.6.1 Animal Features 
Existing terrestrial wildlife habitat and wildlife resources within the Project Area would be 
directly impacted by the removal of existing terrestrial habitat along the proposed Reach 
A levee system and associated features. Though the existing terrestrial habitats would 
be removed, similar habitat is located adjacent to the project area that could be utilized 
by local wildlife during construction.   

Disturbance from excavation and placement of material along the proposed levee and 
alignment, as well as, from within Lake Salvador could result in death of individuals if 
they are unable to flee the construction work area. This is especially relevant to sessile 
species. Mitigation measures, including habitat restoration activities, would be 
implemented to offset the intensity of these impacts during and after the construction 
activities are completed. 

1.3.6.2 Aquatic Features 
Construction of the levee system includes the removal of approximately 150 acres of 
marsh and BLH habitat. Indirect impacts to aquatic features would result from the 
alteration of drainage and flow on the protected side of the levee, and anticipated 
erosion of marsh on the floodside of the levee.  

In-water construction activities within the project area would impact the GIWW, Lake 
Salvador, and other adjacent tributaries by increasing water turbidity. Turbidity could 
adversely affect aquatic species and their food sources by reducing light penetration 
within the water column and reducing species ability to absorb dissolved oxygen. 
However, adverse impacts associated turbidity would be negligible due to the temporary 
nature and limited area of impact.  

A 260-acre marsh site would be created on the south shore of Lake Salvador to offset 
some impacts from the proposed action. This would increase the available aquatic 
features within the project area by converting open water habitat to marsh. This new 
marsh would provide additional habitat to nearby species and increase the ecological 
value of the system as a whole.   

Impacts to aquatic and fisheries resources associated with sedimentation poses a risk. 
Best Management Practices would be implemented to reduce this risk. The potential for 
sedimentation during construction could adversely affect food sources for aquatic 
species. However, this impact would be temporary.  

Changes to overall available aquatic and fisheries habitat would be negligible in Lake 
Salvador, the GIWW, and adjacent tributaries as a result of the proposed action. The 
Lake Salvador mitigation project would create 260 acres of aquatic and fish habitat 
within Lake Salvador, post-construction.  
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1.3.6.3 Environmental Quality Features  
There would be temporary impacts to local water quality within the GIWW and Lake 
Salvador during in-water activities. Changes to temperature, dissolved oxygen (DO), 
ultimate carbonaceous biochemical oxygen demand (CBODU), total nitrogen (TN), 
ammonia-nitrogen (NH3-N), nitrate-nitrite (NOX), organic nitrogen (Org-N), total 
phosphorus (TP), orthophosphate (PO4), organic phosphorus (Org-P), phytoplankton 
chlorophyll-a, and total suspended solids (TSS) could occur. However, these changes 
are expected to be negligible due to the limited size of the work area compared to the 
overall size of the channels and flushing rates as a whole. Overall, there would be 
temporary short-term, adverse impacts to water quality both during and for a short time 
following in-water construction activities.    

Direct and indirect impacts to the air quality within the Project Area could occur as a 
result of construction activity (e.g., machinery/vehicle emissions, dust, etc.) However, 
impacts would be temporary and limited to the construction period only. 

 

1.3.6.4 Landform (topographic) Features 
The current topographic features in the project area include the GIWW, Lake Salvador, 
adjacent tributaries and bayous, natural ridges, Native American earthworks/mounds, 
existing levees, agricultural fields, and mixed-use areas. Direct and indirect impacts to 
the land features within the Project Area could occur as a construction of levee features 
would permanently alter the landscape.  

 

1.3.6.5 Soil and Sediment  
The study area lies entirely within the south-central region of the Mississippi River Delta 
Plain. It falls within two major land resource areas (MLRAs): MLRA 131 and MLRA 151. 
MLRA 131, the Southern Mississippi River Alluvium, makes up about 29 percent of the 
study area. MLRA 151, the Gulf Coast Marsh, makes up the remaining 71 percent of the 
study area. The soils formed from sediments deposited by former channels of the 
Mississippi River and its distributaries on the Atchafalaya and Lafourche Delta Complex. 
Loamy soils are dominant on the high and intermediate parts of the natural levees, and 
clayey soils are dominant on the lower parts of the natural levees and in backswamps. 
Elevations range from about 14 feet above mean sea level along the natural levee of 
Bayou Terrebonne in the northern part of the study area to about five feet below sea 
level in the former marshes and swamps that have been drained. 

Indirect impacts to soils within the Project Area could be anticipated because of ongoing 
operations and associated maintenance through the life of the project. There is potential 
for increased sedimentation in Lake Salvador and the GIWW from dredging operations. 
Best Management Practices would be implemented to reduce temporary adverse 
impacts from sedimentation. 

Gilmore, Tammy F CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
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1.4 Action Area  
Pursuant to 50 C.F.R. § 402.02, the term action area is defined as “all areas to be 
affected directly or indirectly by the federal action and not merely the immediate area 
involved in the action.”  Accordingly, the action area typically includes the affected 
jurisdictional waters and other areas affected by the authorized work or structures within 
a reasonable distance.  The ESA regulations recognize that, in some circumstances, 
the action area may extend beyond the limits of the Corps’ regulatory jurisdiction.  

 
 

 Figure 13. Approximate Action Area in Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes, Louisiana. 

For the purposes of this consultation, CEMVN has defined the action area to include the 
following:  

 

Reach A  

Reach A project area begins in southwest Houma approximately 0.5 miles southwest of 
the intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct. It continues south to intersect with 
the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), and proceeds southeast, parallel with Highway 
315. It terminates approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of Theriot. 
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Lake Salvador  

The proposed Lake Salvador marsh creation area is located at an open water site along 
the southern edge of Lake Salvador and north of the GIWW, approximate Mile 26, 
within Lafourche Parish, Louisiana. 

 
1.5 Conservation Measures 
 
1.5.1 West Indian Manatee  
To minimize the potential for construction activities to cause adverse impacts to 
manatees, the standard manatee protection measures developed by the USFWS, 
Lafayette, Louisiana Field Office and located in Appendix D-1, would be implemented 
when activities are proposed that would impact habitat where manatees could occur.  

 

1.5.2 Alligator Snapping Turtle 
To minimize the potential for construction activities to cause adverse impacts to alligator 
snapping turtles, the USFWS recommends the conservation measures located in 
Appendix D-2 
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2 Species Affects Analysis 
  

2.1 West Indian Manatee (Trichechus manatus) 
 

2.1.1 Status of the Species 
 

2.1.1.1. Legal Status 
The West Indian manatee is listed as threatened under the Endangered Species 
Act (Federal Register Vol. 32, No. 48, March 11, 1967). 
 

2.1.1.2 Recovery Plans 
The most recent recovery plan available for the West Indian manatee is dated 
October 2001 (Appendix C-1). 
 

2.1.1.3 Life History Information  
West Indian manatees are massive fusiform-shaped animals with skin that is 
uniformly dark grey, wrinkled, sparsely haired, and rubber-like. Manatees possess 
paddle-like forelimbs, no hind limbs, and a spatulate, horizontally flattened tail.  
Adults average about 3.0 m (9.8 ft) in length and 1,000 kg (2,200 lbs) in weight but 
may reach lengths of up to 4.6 m (15 ft) (Gunter 1941) and weigh as much as 1,620 
kg (3,570 lbs) (Rathbun et al. 1990).  
 
In general, the data show that manatees exhibit opportunistic, as well as 
predictable patterns in their distribution and movement. They are able to undertake 
extensive north-south migrations with seasonal distribution determined by water 
temperature. When ambient water temperatures drop below 20° C (68°F) in autumn 
and winter, manatees aggregate within the confines of natural and artificial warm-
water refuges or move to the southern tip of Florida (Snow 1991). Most artificial 
refuges are created by warm-water outfalls from power plants or paper mills. As 
water temperatures rise manatees disperse from winter aggregation areas. While 
some remain near their winter refuges, others undertake extensive travels along 
the coast and far up rivers and canals.  
 
Manatees are herbivores that feed opportunistically on a wide variety of 
submerged, floating, and emergent vegetation. Because of their broad distribution 
and migratory patterns, West Indian manatees utilize a wider diversity of food items 
and are possibly less specialized in their feeding strategies than manatees in 
tropical regions (Lefebvre et al. 2000). Shallow grass beds with ready access to 
deep channels are preferred feeding areas in coastal and riverine habitats. 
Manatees often use secluded canals, creeks, embayments, and lagoons, 
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particularly near the mouths of coastal rivers and sloughs, for feeding, resting, 
cavorting, mating, and calving (Marine Mammal Commission 1986, 1988). In 
estuarine and brackish areas, natural and artificial fresh water sources are sought 
by manatees.  
 
Female manatees appear to reach sexual maturity by about age five but have given 
birth as early as four (Marmontel 1995; Odell et al. 1995; O’Shea and Hartley 1995; 
Rathbun et al. 1995), and males may reach sexual maturity at 3 to 4 years of age 
(Hernandez et al. 1995). Breeding takes place when one or more males (ranging 
from 5 to 22) are attracted to an estrous female to form an ephemeral mating herd 
(Rathbun et al. 1995). Mating herds can last up to 4 weeks, with different males 
joining and leaving the herd daily (Hartman 1979; Bengtson 1981; Rathbun et al. 
1995). Although breeding has been reported in all seasons, Hernandez et al. 
(1995) reported that histological studies of reproductive organs from carcasses of 
males found evidence of sperm production in 94% of adult males recovered from 
March through November. Only 20% of adult males recovered from December 
through February showed similar production. The length of the gestation period is 
uncertain but is thought to be between 11 and 14 months (Odell et al. 1995; 
Rathbun et al. 1995; Reid et al. 1995). The normal litter size is one, with twins 
reported rarely (Marmontel 1995; Odell et al. 1995; O’Shea and Hartley 1995; 
Rathbun et al. 1995). Manatees may live in excess of 50 years. 
 

2.1.1.4 Conservation Needs  
The Recovery Plan for the West Indian Manatee dated October 2001 includes 
actions needed to achieve species recovery. Below are the main objectives. See 
Appendix C-1 for further details. 

• Minimize causes of manatee disturbance, harassment, injury and mortality 
• Determine and monitor the status of the manatee population 
• Protect, identify, evaluate, and monitor manatee habitats 
• Facilitate manatee recovery through public awareness and education 

 

2.1.2 Environmental Baseline 
 

2.1.2.1 Species Presence and Use  
The West Indian manatee is known to regularly occur in Lakes Pontchartrain and 
Maurepas and their associated coastal waters and streams. It also can be found less 
regularly in other Louisiana coastal areas, most likely while the average water 
temperature is warm. Based on data maintained by the Louisiana Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries, Wildlife Diversity Program, over 80 percent of reported manatee 
sightings (1999-2011) in Louisiana have occurred from the months of June through 
December. Manatee occurrences in Louisiana appear to be increasing and they have 
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been regularly reported in the Amite, Blind, Tchefuncte, and Tickfaw Rivers, and in 
canals within the adjacent coastal marshes of southeastern Louisiana. Manatees may 
also infrequently be observed in the Mississippi River and coastal areas of 
southwestern Louisiana. Cold weather and outbreaks of red tide may adversely affect 
these animals. However, human activity is the primary cause for declines in species 
number due to collisions with boats and barges, entrapment in flood control structures, 
poaching, habitat loss, and pollution. No manatee sightings have been reported within 
the Action Area. 

 
2.1.2.2 Species Conservation Needs within the Action Area 

The Recovery Plan for the West Indian Manatee dated October 2001 includes 
actions needed to achieve species recovery. Below are the objectives that might be 
applicable to the action area. See Appendix C-1 for further details. 

• Minimize causes of manatee disturbance, harassment, injury and mortality 
• Protect, identify, evaluate, and monitor manatee habitat  
• Facilitate manatee recovery through public awareness and education 

 
2.1.2.3 Habitat Condition (General) 

The West Indian manatee lives in freshwater, brackish and marine habitats. The 
extent of potential habitat for the manatee within the project area includes the 
GIWW, Lake Salvador, and adjacent tributaries. Waterbodies within the project 
area are characterized by shallow open water (less than 8 feet) and unconsolidated 
bottom. 
 

2.1.2.4 Influences 
Human activity is the primary cause for declines in species number due to collisions 
with boats and barges, entrapment in flood control structures, poaching, habitat 
loss, and pollution. Collisions with watercraft account for an average of 24 percent 
(%) of known manatee deaths in Florida annually (1976-2000), with 30% in 1999 
and 29% in 2000. Deaths attributed to water control structures and navigational 
locks represents 4% of known deaths. The future of the current system of warm-
water refuges for manatees is uncertain as deregulation of the power industry in 
Florida occurs, and if minimum flows and levels are not established and maintained 
for the natural springs on which many manatees depend.  
 

2.1.2.5 Additional Baseline Information  
There is no additional baseline information.  
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2.1.3 Effects of the Action  
 

2.1.3.1 Indirect Interaction  
Indirect impacts could occur due to turbidity from construction activities degrading water 
quality and reducing the availability of manatee food sources. Turbidity would be 
expected to be temporary and limited to the areas immediately surrounding construction 
activities. In addition, any runoff from construction activities on land would be controlled 
through the use of best management practices and adherence to regulations governing 
stormwater runoff at construction sites and staging areas. No permanent indirect 
impacts to manatees are expected to occur from the proposed project.  

 

2.1.3.2 Direct Interactions   
In-water construction activities would likely temporarily displace manatees from the 
project area. Displacement of manatees is not likely to significantly impact the species 
as the size of the area from which animals would be displaced is relatively small in 
comparison to the available similar habitat nearby, which would be accessible to 
manatees. Disturbances and loss of habitat access would be temporary and limited to 
days of in-water activities.  After the project is completed, manatees would be able to 
return to the project area. 

Manatees may be physically injured if struck by equipment, vessels, or materials during 
in-water construction activities. This effect is discountable due to the ability of the 
species to move away from the project site if disturbed.  

 

2.1.4 Cumulative Effects 
For purposes of consultation under ESA Section 7, cumulative effects are those caused 
by future state, tribal, local, or private actions that are reasonably certain to occur in the 
Action Area. Future Federal actions that are unrelated to the proposed action are not 
considered, because they require separate consultation under Section 7 of the ESA.  

At this time the Non-Federal Sponsor is pursuing permits to construct numerous levee 
sections associated with the Morganza to the Gulf system within the Action Area. In 
addition, USACE plans to construct the remainder of the 98-mile Morganza to the Gulf 
levee system and associated structures in the foreseeable future. Impacts from the 
eventual construction of the system would be an additive impact to other similar projects 
constructed in the past, present and into the future.  
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2.1.5 Discussion and Conclusion  
To minimize the potential for construction activities to cause adverse impacts to 
manatees, Standard Manatee Conditions for In-Water Activities, developed by the 
USFWS, Lafayette, Louisiana Field Office, would be implemented when activities are 
proposed that would impact habitat where manatees could occur (Appendix D-1).  

Based upon literature review, available survey data, the current status of the species, 
the environmental baseline for the action area, and the effects of the action, and 
implementation of minimization measures, the CEMVN has determined that 
implementation of the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect the West Indian 
Manatee. 
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3 Critical Habitat Effects Analysis 
No critical habitats intersect with the project Action Area.  
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4 Summary Discussion, Conclusion, and Effect 
Determinations 

 

4.1 Effect Determination Summary  
Species 
Common 

Name  

Scientific 
Name  

Listing 
Status  

Present in the 
Action Area  

Effect 
Determination 

West Indian 
Manatee 

(Trichechus 
manatus) 

Threatened Yes NLAA 

 

4.2 Summary Discussion  
The proposed action consists of construction of an approximately 8-mile segment of the 
proposed 98-mile Morganza to the Gulf levee system and associated mitigation to offset 
construction impacts.  

A search on the USFWS’ IPaC site indicated that the ESA-listed, eastern black rail, 
West Indian manatee, alligator snapping turtle, and monarch could occur in the project 
area and should be considered when assessing the impacts of this project. Upon further 
conference with the USFWS on the project, the USFWS and CEMVN determined that 
the eastern black rail is unlikely to occur in the project area, therefore, only impacts to 
the West Indian manatee were evaluated in this BA.  

The monarch butterfly is listed in the ESA as a “candidate” species. Candidate species 
receive no protections under the ESA. Should a listing decision be made prior to 
completion of the proposed action, CEMVN will reinitiate consultation with the USFWS. 

The alligator snapping turtle is listed in the ESA as “proposed threatened”. Proposed 
species are not protected by the take prohibitions of Section 9 of the ESA until the rule 
to list is finalized. However, under section 7(a)(4) of the ESA, Federal agencies must 
confer with the Service if their action will jeopardize the continued existence of a 
proposed species. Since the alligator snapping turtle may occur in the project area, the 
USFWS provided a list of minimization measures to reduce potential adverse effects to 
the species.   

To reduce impacts to the West Indian manatee, implementation of the proposed action 
would include Standard Manatee Conditions for In-Water Activities. In summary, the 
contractor will be responsible for instructing all personnel regarding the potential 
presence of protected species in the area and the need to avoid collisions with these 
animals. If protected species are sighted within 50 feet of the area, all operations of 
moving equipment must cease until the species has departed the area on its own 
volition or 30 minutes have passed without a sighting. There also would be reporting 
requirements, restrictions on vessel operation, and restrictions on the use of siltation 
barriers. 
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4.3 Conclusion  
Based on currently available historical and catch data; a review of current literature and 
studies; and with the employment of avoidance measures recommended through 
guidelines set up during coordination with USFWS and NMFS, the CEMVN believes 
that the actions, as proposed, may affect but are not likely to adversely affect the 
federally listed West Indian manatee. 

Based on the information provided in this document, the CEMVN requests concurrence 
with may affect, but are not likely to adversely affect determination for the West Indian 
manatee.   

The Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) will not be signed until ESA coordination 
is complete. 
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December 15, 2023

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Louisiana Ecological Services Field Office
200 Dulles Drive

Lafayette, LA 70506
Phone: (337) 291-3100 Fax: (337) 291-3139

In Reply Refer To: 
Project Code: 2024-0027175 
Project Name: Morganza to the Gulf Reach A
 
Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project 

location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, and candidate species, as well as 
designated and proposed critical habitat that may occur within the boundary of your proposed 
project and may be affected by your proposed project. The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is 
providing this list under section 7 (c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended 
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). Changes in this species list may occur due to new information from 
updated surveys, changes in species habitat, new listed species and other factors. Because of 
these possible changes, feel free to contact our office (337-291-3109) for more information or 
assistance regarding impacts to federally listed species. The Service recommends visiting the 
IPaC site or the Louisiana Ecological Services Field Office website (https://www.fws.gov/ 
southeast/lafayette) at regular intervals during project planning and implementation for updated 
species lists and information. An updated list may be requested through the IPaC system by 
completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list. 
 
The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and 
the habitats upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of 
the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to 
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of Federal trust resources and 
to determine whether projects may affect Federally listed species and/or designated critical 
habitat. 
 
A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having 
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) (c)). 
  
Bald eagles have recovered and were removed from the List of Endangered and Threatened 
Species as of August 8, 2007. Although no longer listed, please be aware that bald eagles are 
protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.). 
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▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

The Service developed the National Bald Eagle Management (NBEM) Guidelines to provide 
landowners, land managers, and others with information and recommendations to minimize 
potential project impacts to bald eagles, particularly where such impacts may constitute 
“disturbance”, which is prohibited by the BGEPA. A copy of the NBEM Guidelines is available at: 
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/ 
nationalbaldeaglenanagementguidelines.pdf 
 
Those guidelines recommend: (1) maintaining a specified distance between the activity and the 
nest (buffer area); (2) maintaining natural areas (preferably forested) between the activity and 
nest trees (landscape buffers); and (3) avoiding certain activities during the breeding season. 
Onsite personnel should be informed of the possible presence of nesting bald eagles within the 
project boundary, and should identify, avoid, and immediately report any such nests to this 
office. If a bald eagle nest occurs or is discovered within or adjacent to the proposed project 
area, then an evaluation must be performed to determine whether the project is likely to disturb 
nesting bald eagles. That evaluation may be conducted on-line at: https://www.fws.gov/ 
southeast/our-services/eagle-technical-assistance/. Following completion of the evaluation, that 
website will provide a determination of whether additional consultation is necessary. The 
Division of Migratory Birds for the Southeast Region of the Service (phone: 404/679-7051, e- 
mail: SEmigratorybirds@fws.gov) has the lead role in conducting any necessary consultation. 
 
Activities that involve State-designated scenic streams and/or wetlands are regulated by the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
respectively. We, therefore, recommend that you contact those agencies to determine their 
interest in proposed projects in these areas. 
 
Activities that would be located within a National Wildlife Refuge are regulated by the refuge 
staff. We, therefore, recommend that you contact them to determine their interest in proposed 
projects in these areas. 
 
Additional information on Federal trust species in Louisiana can be obtained from the Louisiana 
Ecological Services website at: https://www.fws.gov/southeast/lafayette 
 
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their 
project planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking 
Number in the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about 
your project that you submit to our office.

Attachment(s):

Official Species List
USFWS National Wildlife Refuges and Fish Hatcheries
Bald & Golden Eagles
Migratory Birds
Marine Mammals
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OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

Louisiana Ecological Services Field Office
200 Dulles Drive
Lafayette, LA 70506
(337) 291-3100
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PROJECT SUMMARY
Project Code: 2024-0027175
Project Name: Morganza to the Gulf Reach A
Project Type: Levee / Dike - New Construction
Project Description: Reach A EA
Project Location:

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@29.468325200000002,-90.75177090715664,14z

Counties: Terrebonne County, Louisiana

https://www.google.com/maps/@29.468325200000002,-90.75177090715664,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@29.468325200000002,-90.75177090715664,14z
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1.

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SPECIES
There is a total of 4 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species 
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA 
Fisheries , as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the 
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially 
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office 
if you have questions.

NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

MAMMALS
NAME STATUS

West Indian Manatee Trichechus manatus
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
This species is also protected by the Marine Mammal Protection Act, and may have additional 
consultation requirements.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4469

Threatened

BIRDS
NAME STATUS

Eastern Black Rail Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. jamaicensis
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10477

Threatened

REPTILES
NAME STATUS

Alligator Snapping Turtle Macrochelys temminckii
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4658

Proposed 
Threatened

1

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4469
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10477
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4658
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1.
2.
3.

INSECTS
NAME STATUS

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Candidate

CRITICAL HABITATS
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.

YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IF YOUR PROJECT(S) MAY HAVE EFFECTS ON ALL 
ABOVE LISTED SPECIES.

USFWS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE LANDS 
AND FISH HATCHERIES
Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a 
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to 
discuss any questions or concerns.

The following FWS National Wildlife Refuge Lands and Fish Hatcheries lie fully or partially 
within your project area:

FACILITY NAME ACRES

MANDALAY NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
https://www.fws.gov/our-facilities? 
$keywords="%5C%22MANDALAY+NATIONAL+WILDLIFE+REFUGE%5C%22"

4,633.302

BALD & GOLDEN EAGLES
Bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act  and the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act .

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to bald or 
golden eagles, or their habitats , should follow appropriate regulations and consider 
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described in the links below. Specifically, 
please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

There are bald and/or golden eagles in your project area.

1
2

3

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/
https://www.fws.gov/our-facilities?$keywords="%5C%22MANDALAY+NATIONAL+WILDLIFE+REFUGE%5C%22"
https://www.fws.gov/our-facilities?$keywords="%5C%22MANDALAY+NATIONAL+WILDLIFE+REFUGE%5C%22"
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/law/bald-and-golden-eagle-protection-act
https://www.fws.gov/law/migratory-bird-treaty-act-1918
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 no data survey effort breeding season probability of presence

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures 
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE 
SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in your 
project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention 
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain 
types of development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Breeds Sep 1 to 
Jul 31

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be 
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project 
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read "Supplemental 
Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper 
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret 
this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Green bars; the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project 
overlaps during that week of the year.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars; liberal estimate of the timeframe inside which the bird breeds across its entire 
range.

Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines; the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) 
your project area overlaps.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
Bald Eagle
Non-BCC 
Vulnerable

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
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▪
▪

▪

▪

1.
2.
3.

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/ 
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/ 
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/ 
media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur- 
project-action

MIGRATORY BIRDS
Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act  and the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act .

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to 
migratory birds, eagles, and their habitats  should follow appropriate regulations and consider 
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described in the links below. Specifically, 
please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures 
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE 
SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in your 
project area.

NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

American Oystercatcher Haematopus palliatus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8935

Breeds Apr 15 
to Aug 31

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention 
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types 
of development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Breeds Sep 1 to 
Jul 31

1
2

3

https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/law/migratory-bird-treaty-act-1918
https://www.fws.gov/law/bald-and-golden-eagle-protection-act
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8935
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626
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NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

Chimney Swift Chaetura pelagica
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9406

Breeds Mar 15 
to Aug 25

Dickcissel Spiza americana
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9453

Breeds May 5 to 
Aug 31

Gull-billed Tern Gelochelidon nilotica
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9501

Breeds May 1 to 
Jul 31

Kentucky Warbler Oporornis formosus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9443

Breeds Apr 20 
to Aug 20

King Rail Rallus elegans
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8936

Breeds May 1 to 
Sep 5

Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679

Breeds 
elsewhere

Little Blue Heron Egretta caerulea
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9477

Breeds Mar 10 
to Oct 15

Painted Bunting Passerina ciris
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9511

Breeds Apr 25 
to Aug 15

Pectoral Sandpiper Calidris melanotos
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9561

Breeds 
elsewhere

Prairie Warbler Dendroica discolor
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9513

Breeds May 1 to 
Jul 31

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9406
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9453
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9501
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9443
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8936
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9477
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9511
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9561
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9513
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NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

Prothonotary Warbler Protonotaria citrea
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9439

Breeds Apr 1 to 
Jul 31

Reddish Egret Egretta rufescens
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7617

Breeds Mar 1 to 
Sep 15

Rusty Blackbird Euphagus carolinus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9478

Breeds 
elsewhere

Sandwich Tern Thalasseus sandvicensis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9731

Breeds Apr 25 
to Aug 31

Swallow-tailed Kite Elanoides forficatus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8938

Breeds Mar 10 
to Jun 30

Wood Thrush Hylocichla mustelina
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9431

Breeds May 10 
to Aug 31

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be 
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project 
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read "Supplemental 
Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper 
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret 
this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Green bars; the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project 
overlaps during that week of the year.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars; liberal estimate of the timeframe inside which the bird breeds across its entire 
range.

Survey Effort ( )

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9439
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7617
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9478
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9731
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8938
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9431
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
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 no data survey effort breeding season probability of presence

Vertical black lines; the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) 
your project area overlaps.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
American 
Oystercatcher
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Bald Eagle
Non-BCC 
Vulnerable

Chimney Swift
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Dickcissel
BCC - BCR

Gull-billed Tern
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Kentucky Warbler
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

King Rail
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Lesser Yellowlegs
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Little Blue Heron
BCC - BCR

Painted Bunting
BCC - BCR

Pectoral Sandpiper
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Prairie Warbler
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
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▪
▪

▪

▪

Prothonotary 
Warbler
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Reddish Egret
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Rusty Blackbird
BCC - BCR

Sandwich Tern
BCC - BCR

Swallow-tailed Kite
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Wood Thrush
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/ 
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/ 
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/ 
media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur- 
project-action

MARINE MAMMALS
Marine mammals are protected under the Marine Mammal Protection Act. Some are also 
protected under the Endangered Species Act  and the Convention on International Trade in 
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora .

The responsibilities for the protection, conservation, and management of marine mammals are 
shared by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service [responsible for otters, walruses, polar bears, 
manatees, and dugongs] and NOAA Fisheries  [responsible for seals, sea lions, whales, dolphins, 
and porpoises]. Marine mammals under the responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown on 
this list; for additional information on those species please visit the Marine Mammals page of the 
NOAA Fisheries website.

The Marine Mammal Protection Act prohibits the take of marine mammals and further 
coordination may be necessary for project evaluation. Please contact the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Field Office shown.

1
2

3

https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/ documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/ documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action
https://www.fws.gov/international/laws-treaties-agreements/us-conservation-laws/marine-mammal-protection-act.html
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/species/mammals
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1.
2.

3.

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973.
The Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(CITES) is a treaty to ensure that international trade in plants and animals does not 
threaten their survival in the wild.
NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

NAME

West Indian Manatee Trichechus manatus
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4469

https://www.fws.gov/law/endangered-species-act
https://www.fws.gov/program/cites
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4469
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION
Agency: Army Corps of Engineers
Name: Kristin Gunning
Address: 7400 Leake Ave
City: New Orleans
State: LA
Zip: 70118
Email kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil
Phone: 5048621514
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Gunning, Kristin T MVN

From: Soileau, Karen <karen_soileau@fws.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2023 12:25 PM
To: Gunning, Kristin T MVN
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: [EXTERNAL] Biological Assessment for St. Tammany SEIS

Hey Kristen, 
 
For the threatened and endangered listed species we should address: 

 West Indian manatee 
 Louisiana quillwort 
 Gulf sturgeon 
 gopher tortoise 
 RCW 

We do not have any reports of black rails within the proposed project area.  This species is known to occur in 
the Gulf Coast Chenier Plain of Louisiana (specifically Cameron and Vermilion Parishes); therefore, a "no 
affect" determination can be made for this species. 
 
The Louisiana quillwort grows on sand and gravel bars on the accreting sides of streams and moist overflow 
channels within riparian forest and bay head swamp communities.  We do not have suitable habitat in Mile 
Branch; therefore, a survey is not needed. 
 
Gulf sturgeon ‐ the proposed project does not occur within Gulf sturgeon critical habitat; however, potential 
impacts to the species should be addressed. 
 
AST ‐ proposed species are not protected by the take prohibitions of section 9 of the ESA until the rule to list is 
finalized. Under section 7(a)(4) of the ESA, Federal agencies must confer with the Service if their action will 
jeopardize the continued existence of a proposed species.  Because of the scale of the project relative to the 
range of this species and the availability of suitable habitat a conference is not necessary.  I am going into the 
office tomorrow, I'll get with our AST biologist to ask about minimization features for this species.   
 
Monarch ‐ candidate species receive no statutory protection under the ESA.  I'll check tomorrow to see if there 
are any minimization features that we recommend for this species. 
 
Let me know if you have any additional questions and I'll be back in touch with you tomorrow. 
 
Thanks, 
 

Karen Soileau 

Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
200 Dulles Drive 
Lafayette, La 70506 
Office:  337/291‐3132 
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From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil> 
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2023 10:57 AM 
To: Soileau, Karen <karen_soileau@fws.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Biological Assessment for St. Tammany SEIS  
  
  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI ‐ Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or 
responding.   

 

Hi Karen,  
  
I’m finishing up the BA for this St. Tammany project and I was hoping you could provide some guidance on a few things 
before I submit. I’ve included the project description, a KMZ of the proposed alignment, and the official species list for 
your reference. Listed species in the project area include: 
  

 West Indian Manatee – Threatened 
 Eastern Black Rail – Threatened  
 RCW – Endangered 
 Alligator Snapping Turtle – Proposed Threatened 
 Gopher Tortoise – Threatened 
 Ringed Map Turtle – Threatened 
 Gulf Sturgeon – Threatened  
 Monarch Butterfly – Candidate  
 Louisiana Quillwort – Endangered  
 Gulf Sturgeon CH 

  
Do I need to consult on proposed threatened of candidate species? If so, does the service have any 
recommendations/requirements to minimize and/or avoid impacts to ASTs or monarchs? 
  
From the map on IPaC, it appears that the Louisiana quillwort occurs in the area where the Mile Branch channelization 
will be occurring. Based on the Recovery Plan for the quillwort, this action has the potential to adversely affect the 
species. Do you know if any surveys for the presence of the quillwort have been done in the area and are there any 
recommendations/requirements that need to be implemented to reduce impacts on the species? 
  
Thanks,  
  
Kristin Gunning 
Biologist, Environmental Studies Section 
Regional Environmental Planning Division, South 
USACE, New Orleans District 
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DISCLAIMER
Recovery plans delineate reasonable actions believed to be required to recover and/or protect listed species.
Plans published by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), are sometimes prepared with the assistance
of recovery teams, contractors, state agencies, and other affected and interested parties.  Recovery teams
serve as independent advisors to FWS.  Plans are reviewed by the public and submitted to additional peer
review before they are adopted by FWS.  Objectives of the plan will be attained and any necessary funds
made available subject to budgetary and other constraints affecting the parties involved, as well as the need
to address other priorities.  Recovery plans do not obligate other parties to undertake specific tasks and may
not represent the views nor the official positions or approval of any individuals or agencies involved in the
plan formulation, other than FWS.  They represent the official position of FWS only after they have been
signed by the Regional Director as approved.  Approved recovery plans are subject to modification as
dictated by new findings, changes in species status, and the completion of recovery tasks.

By approving this document, the Regional Director will certify that the data used in its development represent
the best scientific and commercial data available at the time it was written.  Copies of all documents
reviewed in development of the plan are available in the administrative record located at U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, 6620 Southpoint Drive, South, Suite 310, Jacksonville, Florida 32216. (904) 232-2580.

LITERATURE CITATION SHOULD READ AS FOLLOWS:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  2001.  Florida Manatee Recovery Plan, (Trichechus manatus latirostris),
Third Revision.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  Atlanta, Georgia.  144 pp. + appendices.

ADDITIONAL COPIES MAY BE OBTAINED FROM:

Fish and Wildlife Reference Service
5430 Grosvenor Lane, Suite 110
Bethesda, Maryland 20814
(301) 492-6403 or 1-800-582-3421

Fees for plans vary depending upon the number of pages.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

CURRENT SPECIES STATUS

Endangered.  The near and long term threats from human-related activities are the reasons for which the
Florida manatee currently necessitates protection under the Endangered Species Act. The focus of recovery
is not on how many manatees exist, but instead the focus is on implementing,  monitoring and addressing the
effectiveness of conservation measures to reduce or remove threats which will lead to a healthy and self-
sustaining population.  The Florida manatee could be considered for reclassification from endangered to
threatened provided that threats can be reduced or removed, and that the population trend is stable or
increasing for a sufficient time period.

HABITAT REQUIREMENTS AND LIMITING FACTORS

The Florida manatee lives in freshwater, brackish and marine habitats.  Submerged, emergent, and floating
vegetation are their preferred food.  During the winter, cold temperatures keep the population concentrated
in peninsular Florida and many manatees rely on the warm water from natural springs and power plant
outfalls.  During the summer they expand their range and on rare occasions are seen as far north as Rhode
Island on the Atlantic coast and as far west as Texas on the Gulf coast.

The most significant problem presently faced by manatees in Florida is death or injury from boat strikes. The
long-term availability of warm-water refuges for manatees is uncertain if minimum flows and levels are not
established for the natural springs on which many manatees depend, and as deregulation of the power
industry in Florida occurs.  Their survival will depend on maintaining the integrity of ecosystems and habitat
sufficient to support a viable manatee population.

RECOVERY GOAL

The goal of this revised recovery plan is to assure the long-term viability of the Florida manatee in the wild,
allowing initially for reclassification to threatened status and, ultimately, removal from the List of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife.

RECOVERY CRITERIA

This plan sets forth criteria, which when met, will ensure a healthy, self-sustaining population of manatees
in Florida by reducing or removing threats to the species’ existence.  
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The following criteria must be met prior to reclassification of the Florida manatee from endangered to
threatened (downlisting):

1. Reduce threats to manatee habitat or range, as well as threats from natural and manmade factors by:
- identifying minimum spring flows;
- protecting selected warm-water refuge sites;
- identifying for protection foraging habitat associated with the warm-water refuge sites;
- identifying for protection other important manatee areas; and
- reducing unauthorized human caused “take.”

2. Achieve the following population benchmarks in each of the four regions over the most recent 10
year period of time: 

- statistical confidence that the average annual rate of adult survival is 90% or greater;
- statistical confidence that the average annual percentage of adult female manatees
   accompanied by first or second year calves in winter is at least 40%; and
- statistical confidence that the average annual rate of population growth is equal to or greater
  than zero.

The following criteria must be met prior to removal of the Florida manatee from the List of Endangered
and Threatened Wildlife (delisting):

1. Reduce or remove threats to manatee habitat or range, as well as threats from natural and manmade
factors by enacting and implementing federal, state or local regulations that:

- adopt and maintain minimum spring flows;
- protect warm-water refuge sites;
- protect foraging habitat associated with select warm-water refuge sites;
- protect other important manatee areas; and
- reduce or remove unauthorized human caused “take.”

2. Achieve the following population benchmarks in each of the four regions for an additional 10 years
after reclassification: 

- statistical confidence that the average annual rate of adult survival is 90% or greater;
- statistical confidence that average annual percentage of adult female manatees accompanied
  by first or second year calves in winter is at least 40%; and
- statistical confidence that average annual rate of population growth is equal to or greater
  than zero.
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ACTIONS NEEDED

1. Minimize causes of manatee disturbance, harassment, injury and mortality.
2. Determine and monitor the status of the manatee population.
3. Protect, identify, evaluate, and monitor manatee habitats.
4. Facilitate manatee recovery through public awareness and education.

DATE OF RECOVERY

Currently, in some regions of the state, there are only reliable population data for the past 6 years. Therefore,
full recovery may not be possible for at least another 14 years in order to meet the standard of assessing the
population over the most recent 10 years of data for reclassification from endangered to threatened status and
for an additional 10 years after reclassification for removal from the List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife. Time is also needed to establish and implement management initiatives to reduce or remove the
threats.

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF RECOVERY

Based on information provided by our recovery partners, current annual estimated budget expenditures for
recovery approach $10,000,000.
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PREFACE

This Florida Manatee Recovery Plan revision adds new and refines existing recovery program activities for
the next five years.  The Recovery Plan is composed of four major sections:

1. Introduction:  This section acquaints the reader with the Florida manatee, its status, the threats it faces,
and past and ongoing conservation efforts.  It also serves as a review of the biological literature for this
subspecies.

2. Recovery:  This section describes the goal of the plan; outlines an upcoming status review; presents
reclassification and delisting criteria based upon the five listing/recovery factors and population
benchmarks to assist in evaluating the status; objectives, strategy and actions or tasks needed to achieve
recovery.  These recovery tasks are presented in step-down outline format for quick reference and in a
narrative outline, organized by four major objectives:  (1) minimize causes of manatee disturbance,
harassment, injury and mortality; (2) determine and monitor the status of the manatee population; (3)
protect, identify, evaluate, and monitor manatee habitats; and (4) facilitate manatee recovery through
public awareness and education.

3. Implementation Schedule:  This section presents the recovery tasks from the step down outline in table
format; assigns priorities to the tasks; estimates the time necessary to complete the tasks; identifies
parties with authority, responsibility, or expressed interest in implementation of the tasks; and estimates
the cost of the tasks and recovery program.

4. Appendices: This section presents additional information utilized by the FWS and Recovery Team to
draft this revision.
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PART  I.  INTRODUCTION

The Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) (ESA), establishes policies and
procedures for identifying, listing and protecting species of wildlife that are endangered or threatened with
extinction. The ESA defines an “endangered species” as “any species which is in danger of extinction
throughout all or a significant portion of its range.”  A “threatened species” is defined as “any species which
is likely to become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion
of its range.” 

The West Indian manatee, Trichechus manatus, was listed as endangered throughout its range for both the
Florida and Antillean subspecies (T. manatus latirostris and T. manatus manatus) in 1967 (32 FR 4061) and
received federal protection with the passage of the ESA in 1973.  It should be noted that since the manatee
was designated as an endangered species prior to enactment of the ESA, there was no formal listing package
identifying threats to the species, as required by Section 4(a)(1) of the ESA.  Critical habitat was designated
in 1976 for the Florida subspecies, Trichechus manatus latirostris (50 CFR Part 17.95(a)).  This was one of
the first ESA designations of critical habitat for an endangered species and the first for an endangered marine
mammal.  

The Secretary of the Interior is responsible for administering the ESA’s provisions as they apply to this
species.  Day-to-day management authority for endangered and threatened species under the Department’s
jurisdiction has been delegated to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).  To help identify and guide
species recovery needs, section 4(f) of the ESA directs the Secretary to develop and implement recovery
plans for listed species or populations.  Such plans are to include:  (1) a description of site-specific
management actions necessary to conserve the species or population; (2) objective measurable criteria which,
when met, will allow the species or populations to be removed from the List; and (3) estimates of the time
and funding required to achieve the plan’s goals and intermediate steps.  Section 4 of the ESA and
regulations (50 CFR Part 424) promulgated to implement its listing provisions, also set forth the procedures
for reclassifying and delisting species on the federal lists.  A species can be delisted if the Secretary of the
Interior determines that the species no longer meets the endangered or threatened status based upon these
five factors listed in Section 4(a)(1) of the ESA:

(1) the present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range;
(2) overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes;
(3) disease or predation;
(4) the inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; and
(5) other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence.
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Further, a species may be delisted, according to 50 CFR Part 424.11(d), if the best scientific and commercial
data available substantiate that the species or population is neither endangered nor threatened for one of the
following reasons:  (1) extinction; (2) recovery; or (3) original data for classification of the species were in
error. 

West Indian manatees also are protected under the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) of 1972, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 1461 et seq.).  The MMPA establishes, as national policy, maintenance of the health
and stability of marine ecosystems, and whenever consistent with this primary objective, obtaining and
maintaining optimum sustainable populations of marine mammals.  It also establishes a moratorium on the
taking of marine mammals, which includes harassing, hunting, capturing, killing, or attempting to harass,
hunt, capture, or kill any marine mammal.  Section 101(a)(5)(A) of the MMPA allows FWS, upon request,
to authorize by specific regulation the incidental, unintentional take of marine mammals by persons engaged
in identified activities within specific geographic areas, if FWS determines that such taking would have a
negligible impact on the species or stock.  Since the West Indian manatee, which is comprised of the Florida
and Antillean manatee stocks, is currently listed as “endangered” under ESA, they are thus considered
“depleted” under the MMPA.  Section 115(b) of the MMPA requires that conservation plans be developed
for marine mammals considered “depleted.”  Such plans are to be modeled after recovery plans required
under section 4(f) of the ESA, as described above.  The purpose of a conservation plan is to identify actions
needed to restore species or stocks to optimum sustainable population levels as defined under the MMPA.
Thus, in the case of the Florida manatee, this plan addresses conservation planning under MMPA and
recovery planning under the ESA.

FWS developed the initial recovery plan for the West Indian manatee in 1980.  This initial plan focused
primarily on manatees in Florida, but included Antillean manatees in Puerto Rico and the United States
Virgin Islands.  In 1986, FWS adopted a separate recovery plan for manatees in Puerto Rico.  To reflect new
information and planning needs for manatees in Florida, FWS revised the original plan in 1989 and focused
exclusively on the Florida manatee.  This first revision covered a 5-year planning period ending in 1994.
FWS revised and updated the plan again in 1996, which again covered a 5-year planning period ending in
2000.  In 1999, FWS initiated the process to revise the plan for a third time.  A 18-member recovery team
(see Acknowledgment Section), consisting of representatives of the public, agencies, and groups that have
an interest in manatee recovery and/or could be affected by proposed recovery actions, was established to
draft this revision.

In the 20 years since approval of the original recovery plan, a tremendous amount of knowledge of manatee
biology and ecology has been obtained, and significant protection programs have been implemented, through
the guidance provided by the recovery planning process.  This third revision of the Florida Manatee Recovery
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Figure 1. Florida manatee generalized regions:  Northwest,
Southwest, Upper St. Johns River and Atlantic coast.

Plan reflects many of those accomplishments, addresses current threats and needs, and specifically addresses
the planning requirements of both the ESA and MMPA through 2006.  This plan was developed with the
assistance of the Florida Manatee Recovery Team.  Henceforth in this document, unless otherwise specified,
the term “manatee” refers to Trichechus manatus latirostris, the Florida manatee subspecies of the West
Indian manatee.

OVERVIEW

In the southeastern United States, manatees occur primarily in Florida and southeastern Georgia, but
individuals can range as far north as Rhode Island on the Atlantic coast (Reid 1996), and probably as far west
as Texas on the Gulf coast.  This population appears to be divided into at least two somewhat isolated areas,
one on the Atlantic coast and the other on the Gulf of Mexico coast of Florida and into two regional groups
on each coast:  Northwest, Southwest, Atlantic, and Upper St. Johns River (Fig. 1).
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Florida manatees have a low level of genetic diversity (Garcia-Rodriguez et al. 1998).  Historical accounts
and archeological evidence of manatees prior to the first half of the 20th century are poor and often
contradictory (Domning et al. 1982; O’Shea 1988).  The record indicates that manatees probably are almost
as geographically widespread today as they were historically; however, they appear to be less abundant in
many regions (Lefebvre et al. 2001).  They were hunted by pre-Columbian societies, but the extent to which
they were taken is unclear.  After Spanish occupation, Florida’s human population increased, and manatees
probably were taken in greater numbers.  Commercial and subsistence hunting, particularly in the 1800s,
probably reduced the population significantly.  In 1893, the State of Florida passed legislation prohibiting
the killing of manatees.

The major threats faced by manatees today are many fold.  Collisions with watercraft account for an average
of 24 percent (%) of known manatee deaths in Florida annually (1976-2000), with 30% in 1999 and 29% in
2000.  Deaths attributed to water control structures and navigational locks represents 4% of known deaths.
The future of the current system of warm-water refuges for manatees is uncertain as deregulation of the
power industry in Florida occurs, and if minimum flows and levels are not established and maintained for
the natural springs on which many manatees depend.  There are also threats to habitat caused by coastal
development throughout much of the manatee’s Florida range.  Florida’s human population has grown by
130% since 1970 (6.8 to 15.7 million) and is expected to exceed 18 million by 2010 and 20 million by the
year 2015 (Florida Office of Economic and Demographic Research 2000).  It is also projected that by 2010,
13.7 million people will reside in the 35 coastal counties (Florida Office of Economic and Demographic
Research 2000).  There are also threats from natural events such as red tide and cold events.  The challenge
for managers has increasingly become how to modify human, not manatee, behavior (Reynolds 1999).  Yet,
since the first Manatee Recovery Plan in 1980, well-coordinated interagency and non-governmental efforts
to recover the Florida manatee have been extraordinary, making recovery an achievable goal (Domning
1999).

Based on the highest minimum count of the southeastern United States manatee population (Table 1), Florida
manatees constitute the largest known group of West Indian manatees anywhere in the species’ range.
Outside the United States, manatees occur in the Greater Antilles, on the east coast of Mexico and Central
America, along the North and Northeastern coast of South America, and in Trinidad (Lefebvre et al. 2001).
In most of these areas, remaining populations are believed to be much smaller than the United States
population and are subject to poaching for food, incidental take in gillnets, and habitat loss.  Manatee
protection programs in many countries are not well organized or supported and, in this context, protection
of the Florida population takes on international significance.
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Table 1. Estimates of manatee life history traits and related statistics.  Except as noted, information

was obtained from O’Shea et al. 1995.

Life-history trait Data

Maximum determined age 59 years

Gestation 11-14 months

Litter size 1

% twins Blue Spring 1.79%

Crystal River 1.40%

Sex ratio at birth 1:1

Calf survival Blue Spring 60%

Crystal River 67%

Annual adult survival Atlantic coast 90%

Blue Spring 96%

Crystal River 96%

Age of first pregnancy (female) 3-4 years

Mean age at first reproduction (female) 5 years

Age of spermatogenesis (male) 2-3 years

Proportion pregnant Salvaged carcasses 33%

Blue Spring (photo-ID) 41%

Proportion nursing - 1st-year calves during winter Mean 36%

Blue Spring 30%

Crystal River 36%

Atlantic coast 38%

Calf dependency 1.2 years

Interbirth interval 2.5 years

Highest number of births May-September

Highest frequency in mating herds February-July

No. verified carcasses in Floridaª 4,043 (1974-2000)

No. documented in ID catalog >1,200 (1975-2000)

Highest minimum count (aerial surveys)ª 3,276 in Jan 5-6, 2001

ª Data provided by the Florida Marine Research Institute, FWC.
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A. TAXONOMY

The West Indian manatee, Trichechus manatus Linnaeus, 1758, is one of four living species of the
mammalian Order Sirenia.  The other three sirenians are the West African manatee (T. senegalensis), the
Amazonian manatee (T. inunguis), and the dugong (Dugong dugon).  All four species are aquatic herbivores
listed as endangered or threatened throughout their ranges by FWS.  A fifth species, Steller’s sea cow
(Hydrodamalis gigas), existed in sub-Arctic waters of the Bering Sea.  Hunted to extinction within 27 years
of its discovery in 1741, Steller’s sea cow was a toothless sirenian that fed on kelp and reached lengths of
up to 8 m (26 ft) (Reynolds and Odell 1991).

Two subspecies of West Indian manatee are now recognized:  the Florida manatee, T. manatus latirostris,
which occurs in the southeastern United States, and the Antillean manatee, T. manatus manatus, found
throughout the remainder of the species’ range.  The Florida manatee was first described by Harlan (1824)
as a separate species, Manatus latirostris.  Later, Hatt (1934) recognized Florida manatees as a subspecies
of T. manatus Linnaeus.  Although subsequent researchers (Moore 1951; Lowery 1974) questioned the
validity of the subspecies status, Domning and Hayek (1986) carefully examined morphological
characteristics and concluded that the distinction was warranted.  The historical ranges of the two subspecies
may overlap on the coast of Texas, where the origin of occasional strays (from Florida or Mexico) is
uncertain.

B. SPECIES DESCRIPTION

West Indian manatees are massive fusiform-shaped animals with skin that is uniformly dark grey, wrinkled,
sparsely haired, and rubber-like.  Manatees possess paddle-like forelimbs, no hind limbs, and a spatulate,
horizontally flattened tail.  Females have two axillary mammae, one at the posterior base of each forelimb
(Fig. 2).  Their bones are massive and heavy with no marrow cavities in the ribs or long bones of the
forearms (Odell 1982).  Adults average about 3.0 m (9.8 ft) in length and 1,000 kg (2,200 lbs) in weight, but
may reach lengths of up to 4.6 m (15 ft) (Gunter 1941) and weigh as much as 1,620 kg (3,570 lbs) (Rathbun
et al. 1990).  Newborns average 1.2 to 1.4 m (4 to 4.5 ft) in length and about 30 kg (66 lbs) (Odell 1981).
The nostrils, located on the upper snout, open and close by means of muscular valves as the animals surface
and dive (Husar 1977; Hartman 1979).  A muscular flexible upper lip is used with the forelimbs to
manipulate food into the mouth (Odell 1982).  Bristles are located on the upper and lower lip pads.  Molars
designed to crush vegetation form continuously at the back of the jaw and move forward as older ones wear
down (Domning and Hayek 1986).  The eyes are very small, close with sphincter action, and are equipped
with inner membranes that can be drawn across the eyeball for protection.  Externally, the ears are minute
with no pinnae.  Internally, the ear structure suggests that they can hear sound within a relatively narrow low
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Figure 2.  Mother manatee nursing a calf.  (Photograph by G. Rathbun)

frequency range, that their hearing is not acute, and that they have difficulty in localizing sound (Ketten et
al. 1992).  This indirect “structured” evidence is not entirely concordant with actual electro physiological
measurements.  Gerstein (1995) suggested that manatees may have a greater low-frequency sensitivity than
the other marine mammal species that have been tested.

C. POPULATION BIOLOGY

Information on manatee population biology was reviewed during a technical workshop held in February 1992
(O’Shea et al. 1992).  The objectives of the workshop were to synthesize existing information, evaluate the
strengths and weaknesses of current data sets and research methods, and make recommendations for future
research, particularly for constructing new population models (O’Shea et al. 1995). The population and life
history information published in the workshop proceedings suggests that the potential long-term viability of
the Florida manatee population is good, provided that strong efforts are continued to curtail mortality, ensure
warm-water refuges are protected, maintain and improve habitat quality, and offset potential catastrophes
(Lefebvre and O’Shea 1995).

The value of maintaining long-term databases was emphasized in the 1992 workshop. The collection of
manatee reproduction, sighting history, life history, carcass salvage, and aerial survey data has continued,
and improved techniques for estimating trends in important population characteristics have been developed.
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Figure 3. Manatee aggregated during a winter cold front at a power plant
warm-water outfall in Titusville, Florida.  (Photograph by B. Bonde)

Such measures include estimation of adult manatee survival (probabilities based on photo-identification)
(Langtimm et al. 1998), determination of population trends from aerial survey data (Craig et al. 1997;
Eberhardt et al. 1999), and development of population models (Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995).  Population
modeling will be an ongoing process that evolves as databases and modeling tools improve.

POPULATION SIZE  Despite considerable effort in the early 1980s, scientists have been unable to develop
a useful means of estimating or monitoring trends in the size of the overall manatee population in the
southeastern United States (O’Shea 1988; O’Shea et al. 1992; Lefebvre et al. 1995).  Even though many
manatees aggregate at warm-water refuges in winter (Fig. 3) and most if not all such refuges are known,
direct counting methods (i.e., by aerial and ground surveys) have been unable to account for uncertainty in
the number of animals that may be away from these refuges at any given time, the number of animals which
are not seen because of turbid water, and other factors.  The use of mark-resighting techniques to estimate
manatee population size based on known animals in the manatee photo identification database also has been
impractical, as the proportion of unmarked manatees cannot be estimated.

The only data on population size have been uncalibrated indices based on maximum counts of animals at
winter refuges made within one or two days of each other.  Based on such information in the late 1980s, the
total number of manatees throughout Florida was known to be at least 1,200 animals (Reynolds and Wilcox
1987).  Because aerial and ground counts at winter refuges are highly variable depending on the weather,
water clarity, manatee behavior, and other factors (Packard et al. 1985; Lefebvre et al. 1995), interpretation
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Figure 4. Manatee synoptic survey total, West coast, and East coast counts, 1991-2001
(FWC, unpublished data).

of analyses for temporal trends is difficult (Packard and Mulholland 1983; Garrott et al. 1994).  Strip-transect
aerial surveys are used routinely to estimate dugong population size and trends (Marsh and Sinclair 1989);
however, they are difficult to adapt to manatees because of the species’ much more linear (coastal and
riverine) distribution.  This survey method was tested in the Banana River, Brevard County, and
recommended for use in that area to monitor manatee population trends (Miller et al. 1998).  This approach
may also have utility in the Ten Thousand Islands-Everglades area.

Beginning in 1991, the former Florida Department of Natural Resources (FDNR) initiated a statewide aerial
survey program to count manatees in potential winter habitat during periods of severe cold weather
(Ackerman 1995).  These surveys are much more comprehensive than those used to estimate a minimum
population during the 1980s.  The highest two-day minimum count of manatees from these winter synoptic
aerial surveys and ground counts is 3,276 manatees in January 2001 (Fig. 4); the highest east coast of Florida
count is 1,756 and highest on the west coast is 1,520, both in 2001.  It remains unknown what proportions
of the total manatee population were counted in these surveys.  No statewide surveys were done during the
winters of 1992-93 or 1993-94 because of the lack of strong mid-winter cold fronts.  These uncorrected
counts do not provide a basis for assessing population trends.  However, trend analyses of
temperature-adjusted aerial survey counts show promise for providing insight to general patterns of
population growth in some regions (Garrott et al. 1994, 1995; Craig et al. 1997; Eberhardt et al. 1999).



INTRODUCTION - POPULATION BIOLOGY

-10-

On a more limited basis, it has been possible to monitor the number of manatees using the Blue Spring and
Crystal River warm-water refuges.  At Blue Spring, with its unique combination of clear water and a
confined spring area, it has been possible to count the number of resident animals by identifying individual
manatees from scar patterns.  The data indicate that this group of animals has increased steadily since the
early 1970s when it was first studied.  During the 1970s the number of manatees using the spring increased
from 11 to 25 (Bengtson 1981).  In the mid-1980s about 50 manatees used the spring (Beeler and O’Shea
1988), and in the winter of 1999-2000, the number increased to 147 (Hartley 2001).

On the west coast of Florida, the clear, shallow waters of Kings Bay have made it possible to monitor the
number of manatees using the warm-water refuge in Kings Bay at the head of the Crystal River.  Large
aggregations of manatees apparently did not exist there until recent times (Beeler and O’Shea 1988).  The
first careful counts were made in the late 1960s.  Since then manatee numbers have increased significantly.
In 1967 to 1968, Hartman (1979) counted 38 animals in Kings Bay.  By 1981 to 1982, the maximum winter
count increased to 114 manatees (Powell and Rathbun 1984) and in December 1997, the maximum count was
284 (Buckingham et al. 1999).  Both births and immigration of animals from other areas have contributed
to the increases in manatee numbers at Crystal River and Blue Spring.  Three manatee sanctuaries in Kings
Bay were established in 1980, an additional three were added in 1994, and a seventh in 1998.  The increases
in counts at Blue Spring and Crystal River are accompanied by estimates of adult survival and population
growth that are higher than those determined for the Atlantic coast (Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995; Langtimm
et al. 1998; Eberhardt et al. 1999).

OPTIMUM SUSTAINABLE POPULATION  The MMPA defines the term “optimum sustainable population”
(OSP) for any population stock to mean “the number of animals which will result in the maximum
productivity of the population or species, keeping in mind the carrying capacity of the habitat and the health
of the ecosystem of which they form a constituent element.”  By regulation (50 CFR 216.3), the OSP is
further defined as a range of population sizes between the maximum net productivity level (MNPL) and the
carrying capacity (K) of the environment, under conditions of no harvest. The MNPL is defined as the
population level producing “the greatest net annual increment in population numbers or biomass resulting
from additions to the population due to reproduction and/or growth less losses due to natural mortality.”

Pursuant to the MMPA, stocks are to be maintained within their OSP ranges.  Just as we are uncertain of the
Florida manatee’s population size and trend, we are uncertain whether the population is currently below or
within its OSP level. Even in the regions where population growth has been documented (Northwest and
Upper St. Johns River), we do not know if maximum productivity has yet been achieved.

The MNPL has been estimated only for a few marine mammal species, and is generally treated as a
percentage of carrying capacity.  Carrying capacity varies over time and space, and is likely to be artificially
reduced by a growing human population.  Loss of artificial and natural warm-water refuges, for example,
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could greatly reduce the winter carrying capacity of habitats north of the Sebastian River on the Atlantic
coast and the Caloosahatchee River on the Gulf coast.  The Recovery Team recognizes the importance of
conserving important manatee habitat, and emphasizes the need for sufficient quantity and quality of habitat
within each region of the Florida manatee’s range to permit sustained manatee population growth from
current population levels.  Key habitat types include those that are used for the following essential manatee
activities:  (1) thermoregulation at warm-water refuges; (2) feeding, reproduction and shelter; and (3) travel
and migration.

DETERMINATION OF POPULATION STATUS   The quality of the long-term database of scarred manatees
“captured” by photography (Fig. 5) at  winter-aggregation sites, combined with advances in mark-recapture
(resighting) statistical models and computer programs, has allowed statistically valid estimates of adult
manatee survival rates (Pollock et al. 1990; Lebreton et al. 1992; Pradel and Lebreton 1993, cited in
Langtimm et al. 1998; Langtimm et al. 1998; White and Burnham 1999).  Additional models have been
developed that will allow estimation of the proportion of females with calves (Nichols et al. 1994).  These
statistical techniques allow the examination of vital rate variation over time or in association with specific
environmental factors.  They provide “Goodness-of-Fit” tests of the data to the models to assess bias in the
estimates, and provide confidence intervals to assess the precision of the estimates.  The application of these
techniques to the manatee photo-identification (photo-ID) data provides statistical robustness (Langtimm et
al. 1998) that has not yet been achieved with trend analyses of aerial survey data (Lefebvre et al. 1995;
Eberhardt et al. 1999) or carcass recovery data (Ackerman et al. 1995).  Furthermore, population size
changes only after there has been a change in survival and/or reproductive rates (or emigration/immigration).
Thus, directly monitoring survival and reproduction rates can provide immediate information on probable
trends in abundance and gives managers specific information that can help them design realistic plans to
achieve species recovery, reclassification, and eventual removal from the List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife.

The previous recovery plan (FWS 1996) identified the need for a population status working group to assess
manatee population size and trends. The first meeting of the Manatee Population Status Working Group
(MPSWG), a subcommittee of the Recovery Team, was held in March 1998. The goals of the MPSWG are
to:  (1) assess the status of the Florida manatee population; (2) advise FWS on population recovery criteria
for determining when recovery has been achieved (see Appendix A); (3) provide interpretation of available
information on manatee population biology to managers; (4) make recommendations concerning needed
research directions and methods; and (5) obtain rigorous external review of manatee population data,
conclusions, and research methods by independent researchers with expertise in population biology.  The
Manatee Population Ecology and Management Workshop, scheduled for April 2002, is a forum that will
address these goals and will specifically include a panel of independent experts to review research progress
and to make recommendations on how to improve integration of population models with management.



INTRODUCTION - POPULATION BIOLOGY

-12-

Figure 5. Catalogued female Florida manatee SB 79 was first documented on May 1, 1993
with a large calf (not shown on  left). Documented with her third calf (right) on
August 15, 1997.  These photographs illustrate how injuries/scars appear to change
as they heal or as they are altered by new features. This individual uses the Ft.
Myers/Charlotte Harbor area during the winter and Sarasota Bay during the warmer
months.  Estimated to be at least 13 years old, she has given birth to calves in 1992,
1994, 1997, and 2000.  (Photographs by J. Koelsch)

In order to develop quantitative recovery criteria, the MPSWG reviewed the best available published
information on manatee population trends, and determined that analysis of status and trends by region would
be appropriate.  Based on the highest minimum winter counts for each region between 1996 and 1999 (Fig.
4 and Fig. 6), the number of manatees on the east and west coasts of Florida appears to be approximately
equal.  Within both the east and west coast segments of the Florida manatee population, documented
movements suggest that at least some loosely formed subpopulations exist, which may constitute useful
management units.  Four subgroups were identified, which tend to return to the same warm-water refuge(s)
each winter (Fig. 1) and have similar non-winter distribution patterns.  For example, on the east coast, a core
group of more than 100 manatees use the Blue Spring warm-water refuge in the upper St. Johns River.
Radio-tracking studies (Bengtson 1981) and other information (Beeler and O’Shea 1988; Marine Mammal
Commission 1988) suggest that most manatees wintering at Blue Spring tend to remain in the area identified
as the Upper St. Johns River Region (Fig. 1).  The lower St. Johns River, the east coast, and the Florida
Keys are considered to represent the Atlantic Region (Fig. 1), based on the results of long-term radio
tracking and photo-ID studies (Beck and Reid 1995; Reid et al. 1995; Deutsch et al. 1998).
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Figure 6. Florida manatee population distribution among regions.  Percentage
estimates are based upon highest minimum winter counts for each
region between 1996 and 2000 (FWC, unpublished data).

On the west coast, Rathbun et al. (1995) reported that of 269 recognizable manatees identified at the Kings
Bay and Homosassa River warm-water refuges in northwest Florida between 1978 and 1991, 93% of the
females and 87% of the males returned to the same refuge each year.  Radio-tracking results suggest that
many animals wintering at Crystal River disperse north in warm seasons to rivers along the Big Bend coast,
particularly the Suwannee River (Rathbun et al. 1990).  This area is designated as the Northwest Region
(Fig. 1).   The existence of more or less distinct subgroups in the southwestern half of Florida (i.e., from
Tampa Bay south) is debatable.  It is possible that manatees using warm-water refuges in Tampa Bay, the
Caloosahatchee River, and Collier County may be somewhat discrete groups; however, given available data,
the Recovery Team chose to identify them as one group, the Southwest Region (Fig. 1).

Determination of manatee population status is based upon research described in Objective 2 and Appendix
B.  Table 2 provides regional status summaries and includes an overview of current status, habitat concerns,
carcass recovery and cause of death data, and reproduction, survival, and population growth estimates for
each region, if available.  Cause of death data are summarized for each region in Appendix C to provide an
overview on causes of death for:  (1) all age classes; and (2) for adults only.  Modeling has shown that
manatee population trends are most sensitive to changes in adult survival rates (Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995;
Marmontel et al. 1997; Langtimm et al. 1998).
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Table 2. Florida manatee population status summaries by region.  Data from the Northwest,
Upper St. Johns River and Atlantic Regions were based upon survival rates from
Langtimm et al. (1998) and population growth estimates from Eberhardt and O’Shea
(1995).

CURRENT STATUS  Two goals of the MPSWG are to assess the status of the Florida manatee population and
provide interpretation of available information on manatee population biology to managers.  The MPSWG
developed a status statement (Appendix D) for these purposes, and through Recovery Task 2.1 will update
this statement annually.

The Northwest and Upper St. Johns River Regions have survival and reproduction rates that are adequate
to sustain population growth (Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995).  The adult survival rates are estimated at 96.5%
and 96.1% respectively (Table 2).  These two regions represent only 16% of the manatees documented in
the last three years (Fig. 6).  Collection of comparable life history data for the Southwest Region only began
in 1995 and was not adequate for these survival estimates.  This region represents 37% of the population.
The health of the population in the Atlantic Region, which represents almost one-half of the entire
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population, is less certain, and the confidence interval surrounding a 90.7% adult survival rate suggests a
cause for concern as it drops below 90.0% (Langtimm et al. 1998).  These statements about the regions are
based on data collected from 1977 to 1993 and thus may not reflect the current status of the population.
Additionally, the recent increase in the percentage of watercraft-related deaths as a proportion of the total
mortality and the effects this will have on adult survival rates is uncertain.  Regional demographic estimates
are currently being updated for the Manatee Population Ecology and Management Workshop in April 2002.

The near and long term threats from human-related activities are the reasons for which the Florida manatee
currently necessitates protection under the ESA. The focus of recovery is not on how many manatees exist,
but instead the focus is on implementing,  monitoring and addressing the effectiveness of conservation
measures to reduce or remove threats which will lead to a healthy and self-sustaining population.  The
Florida manatee could be considered for reclassification from endangered to threatened provided that threats
can be reduced or removed, and that the population trend is stable or increasing for a sufficient time period.

D. DISTRIBUTION AND HABITAT USE PATTERNS

Based on telemetry, aerial surveys, photo identification sighting records, and other studies over the past 20
years, manatee distribution in the southeastern United States is now well known (Marine Mammal
Commission 1984, 1986; Beeler and O’Shea 1988; O’Shea 1988; Lefebvre et al. 2001).  In general, the data
show that manatees exhibit opportunistic, as well as predictable patterns in their distribution and movement.
They are able to undertake extensive north-south migrations with seasonal distribution determined by water
temperature.

When ambient water temperatures drop below 20° C (68°F) in autumn and winter, manatees aggregate within
the confines of natural and artificial warm-water refuges (Fig. 7, Lefebvre et al. 2001) or move to the
southern tip of Florida (Snow 1991).  Most artificial refuges are created by warm-water outfalls from power
plants or paper mills.  The largest winter aggregations (maximum count of 100 or more animals) are at
refuges in Central and Southern Florida (Fig. 7).  The northernmost natural warm-water refuge used regularly
on the west coast is at Crystal River and at Blue Springs in the St. Johns River on the east coast.  Most
manatees return to the same warm-water refuges each year; however, some use different refuges in different
years and others use two or more refuges in the same winter (Reid and Rathbun 1984, 1986; Rathbun et al.
1990; Reid et al. 1991; Reid et al. 1995).  Many lesser known, minor aggregation sites are used as temporary
thermal refuges.  Most of these refuges are canals or boat basins where warmer water temperatures persist
as temperatures in adjacent bays and rivers decline.
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Figure 7. General winter distribution and warm-water manatee aggregation sites in the
southeastern United States.  Key with name of location and status of refuge is on the
following page.

During mild winter periods, manatees at thermal refuges move to nearby grassbeds to feed, or even return
to a more distant warm season range (Deutsch et al. 2000).  For example, manatees using the Riviera Power
Plant feed in adjacent Lake Worth and in Jupiter and Hobe Sounds, 19 to 24 km (12 to 15 mi) to the north
(Packard 1981); animals using the Port Everglades power plant feed in grass beds in Biscayne Bay 24 to 32
km (15 to 20 mi) to the south (Marine Mammal Commission 1988); animals in Kings Bay feed on submerged
aquatic vegetation along the mouth of the Crystal River (Rathbun et al. 1990); animals at Blue Spring leave
the spring run to feed on freshwater aquatic plants along the St. Johns River and associated waters near the
spring (Bengtson 1981; Marine Mammal Commission 1986).
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Key to Figure 7.  Winter Aggregation Sites (based on Table 1, FWS 1996)
  = commonly have aggregations of 100 or more manatees

  = commonly have aggregations of 25 to 100 manatees

 = aggregations of less than 25 manatees

EAST COAST (1) Blue Spring (Volusia County, FL)

(2) Reliant Energy Power Plant (Brevard County, FL)

(3) FPL Canaveral Power Plant (Brevard County, FL)

(4) Sebastian River (Brevard County, FL)

(5) Vero Beach Power Plant (Indian River County, FL)

(6) Henry D. King Electric Station (St. Lucie County, FL)

(7) FPL Riviera Beach Power Plant (Palm Beach County, FL)

(8) FPL Port Everglades Power Plant (Broward County, FL)

(9) FPL Fort Lauderdale Power Plant (Broward County, FL)

(10) Little River (Dade County, FL)

(11) Coral Gables Waterway (Dade County, FL)

(12)  Palmer Lake (Dade County, FL)

(13) Black Creek Canal (Dade County, FL)

WEST COAST (14) FPC Crystal River Power Plant (Citrus County, FL)

(15) Crystal River (Citrus County, FL)

(16) Homosassa River (Citrus County, FL)

(17) Weeki Watchee/Mud/Jenkins Creek Springs  (Hernando County, FL)

(18) FPC Anclote Plant (Pasco County, FL)

(19) TECO Port Sutton Plant (Hillsborough County, FL)

(20) TECO Big Bend Power Plant (Hillsborough County, FL)

(21) FPC Bartow Power Plant (Pinellas County, FL)

(22) Warm Mineral Springs (Sarasota County, FL)

(23) Matlacha Isles (Lee County, FL)

(24) FPL Fort Myers Power Plant (Lee County, FL)

(25) Ten Mile Canal Borrow Pit (Lee County, FL)

(26) Port of the Islands (Collier County, FL)

Abbreviations: FPC Florida Power Corporation
FPL Florida Power & Light Company
TECO Tampa Electric Company
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As water temperatures rise manatees disperse from winter aggregation areas.  While some remain near their
winter refuges, others undertake extensive travels along the coast and far up rivers and canals.  On the east
coast, summer sightings drop off rapidly north of Georgia (Lefebvre et al. 2001) and are rare north of Cape
Hatteras (Rathbun et al. 1982; Schwartz 1995); the northernmost sighting is from Rhode Island (Reid 1996).
On the west coast, sightings drop off sharply west of the Suwannee River in Florida (Marine Mammal
Commission 1986), although a small number of animals, about 12 to 15 manatees, are seen each summer in
the Wakulla River at the base of the Florida Panhandle.  Rare sightings also have been made in the Dry
Tortugas (Reynolds and Ferguson 1984) and the Bahamas (Lefebvre et al. 2001; Odell et al. 1978).

In recent years, the most important spring habitat along the east coast of Florida has been the northern
Banana River and Indian River Lagoon and their associated waters in Brevard County; more than 300 to 500
manatees have been counted in this area shortly before dispersing in late spring (Provancha and Provancha
1988; FWC, unpublished data).  A comparable spring aggregation area does not appear to exist on the west
coast, although Charlotte Harbor was visited in the spring by almost half of the 35 manatees radio-tagged
at the Fort Myers power plant in Lee County (Lefebvre and Frohlich 1986).  During summer, manatees may
be commonly found almost anywhere in Florida where water depths and access channels are greater than 1
to 2 m (3.3 to 6.6 ft) (O’Shea 1988).  Manatees can be found in very shallow water.  Hartman (1979)
observed manatees utilizing waters as shallow as 0.4 m with their backs out of the water.  In warm seasons
they usually occur alone or in pairs, although interacting groups of five to ten animals are not unusual.

Shallow grass beds with ready access to deep channels are preferred feeding areas in coastal and riverine
habitats.  Manatees often use secluded canals, creeks, embayments, and lagoons, particularly near the mouths
of coastal rivers and sloughs, for feeding, resting, cavorting, mating, and calving (Marine Mammal
Commission 1986, 1988).  In estuarine and brackish areas, natural and artificial fresh water sources are
sought by manatees.  As in winter, manatees often use the same summer habitats year after year (Reid et al.
1991; Koelsch 1997).

E. BEHAVIOR AND PHYSIOLOGY

The first comprehensive study of manatee behavior was conducted in the late 1960s at Crystal River by
Hartman (1979).  This study attempted, among other things, to develop an ethogram for the species, and
despite a number of additional studies that have been done since, Hartman’s work stands today as the best
source of information on certain aspects of manatee behavior, such as locomotion, breathing, resting, and
socializing.
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Figure 8. Manatee aggregation at power plant warm-water outfall in Titusville,
Florida.  (Photograph by T. O’Shea)

Other aspects of manatee behavioral ecology have been clarified during the last 20 years of manatee research.
Migration corridors and responses by individual animals have been elaborated by long-term telemetry studies
initiated by scientists at U.S. Geological Survey, Sirenia Lab (USGS-Sirenia) and the Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC) Florida Marine Research Institute (FMRI).  Scientists have
demonstrated site-fidelity in manatees, but have also noted that individual animals adjust their behaviors to
take advantage of protected areas or changes in availability of resources.  For example, Buckingham et al.
(1999) confirmed increased manatee use of selected sanctuary areas during times when surrounding
disturbance by boats was high.  Reynolds and Wilcox (1994) continued to document the extent that manatees
seek warm water at power plant discharges in winter (Fig. 8), taking advantage of the tendency by the
manatees to aggregate around warm-water refuges in winter.  Packard (1981, 1984), Lefebvre and Powell
(1990), Rathbun et al. (1990) and Zoodsma (1991) described feeding and feeding ecology of manatees
aggregated at natural or artificial warm-water refuges in winter, and additional studies further elaborated
aspects of feeding behavior and ecological consequences thereof.  Studies of foraging ecology were
complemented by analyses of gut contents (e.g., Ledder 1986) and assessments of the functional morphology
of the gastrointestinal tract (Reynolds and Rommel 1996).
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Descriptions of behaviors have been followed or paralleled by studies that address how and why questions.
Perhaps the most obvious questions center around why manatees need to seek warm-water refuges in winter.
Gallivan and Best (1980) and Irvine (1983) documented the surprisingly low metabolism of manatees, and
scientists suggested that water temperatures below 19° C triggered manatee behavioral changes, such as
movements to warm-water sources.  Recent research suggests that the temperature eliciting metabolic and
behavioral changes in manatees is closer to 17° C, but upper and lower critical temperatures for manatees
(the points at which they become metabolically stressed) remain unclear (Worthy et al. 1999).  It is also
unclear, but vital to understand, how manatees would react physiologically and behaviorally to reductions,
cessations, or other changes in availability of warm water in winter.

Scientists have noted that manatees seek freshwater sources to drink.  Hill and Reynolds (1989) suggested
that the structure of the manatee kidney should permit the animals to survive well without regular access to
freshwater.  In other words, fresh water may be an attractant, without being required for survival, by
manatees.  Although manatees can tolerate a wide range of salinities (Ortiz et al. 1998), they prefer habitats
where osmotic stress is minimal or where fresh water is periodically available (O’Shea and Kochman 1990).
Ortiz et al. (1998) report that “manatees may be susceptible to dehydration after an extended period if
freshwater is not available.”

A number of research projects have considered manatee sensory capabilities, in part to attempt to
comprehend how manatees perceive their environment, including aspects of the environment that are harmful
to manatees, such as high-speed watercraft.  Behavioral observation studies (e.g., Hartman 1979; Wells et
al. 1999), and anatomical studies (e.g., Ketten et al. 1992) and psychoacoustic research that produced an
audiogram for the manatee (Gerstein et al. 1999) have all addressed manatee hearing capabilities and the
watercraft/manatee issue.  These studies have not produced a complete understanding of manatee acoustics.

Other studies that have assessed other sensory capabilities, neuroanatomy, or fine motor coordination
include:   (1) Cohen et al. 1982 (photo receptors and retinal function);  (2) Griebel and Schmid 1996 (color
vision);  (3) Griebel and Schmid 1997 (brightness discrimination);  (4) Marshall et al.1998a (use of perioral
bristles in feeding); (5) Marshall et al. 1998b (presence of a muscular hydrostat to facilitate bristle use);  (6)
Marshall and Reep 1995 (structure of the cerebral cortex); (7) Mass et al. 1997 (ganglion layer topography
and retinal resolution); (8) O’Shea and Reep 1990 (extent of encephalization); (9) Reep et al. 1998
(distribution and innervation of facial bristles and hairs)and (10) Bowles et al. 2001(studies of response to
novelty).  Questions still remain regarding chemosensory ability of manatees, and clarification is needed
regarding acoustics and the functional morphology of non-cerebral cortex regions of the brain.
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The outcome of research into behavior, general physiology and sensory biology is that these aspects of
manatee biology are better understood than is the case for most marine mammals.  Due to long-term and
diverse research efforts, scientists understand a great deal and continue to learn more about manatee habitat
utilization, general behavior patterns, and life history attributes.  Science and management would benefit
from a carefully structured approach to answering, or providing higher resolution answers to questions
associated with thermoregulation and thermal requirements of manatees and aspects of psychoacoustics and
perceptual psychology (e.g., what they hear and how they respond to high levels of anthropogenic noise).

A comprehensive description of manatee behavior appears in Wells et al. (1999).  This chapter provides
synopses of the following topics:  diving behavior, predation, foraging, thermoregulation and
thermally-induced movements, resource aggregations, mating, rearing patterns, communication, and social
organization.  Sensory and general physiology of manatees are reviewed by Wartzok and Ketten (1999) and
Elsner (1999), respectively.  Reynolds and Powell (in press) provide a brief overview of manatee biology
and conservation, including synopses of behavioral and physiological attributes.

F. FEEDING ECOLOGY

Manatees are herbivores that feed opportunistically on a wide variety of submerged, floating, and emergent
vegetation.  Because of their broad distribution and migratory patterns, Florida manatees utilize a wider
diversity of food items and are possibly less specialized in their feeding strategies than manatees in tropical
regions (Lefebvre et al. 2000).

Feeding rates and food preferences depend, in part, on the season and available plant species.  Bengtson
(1981, 1983) reported that the time manatees spent feeding in the upper St. Johns River was greatest (6 to
7 hrs/day) before winter (August to November), least (3 to 4 hrs/day) in spring and summer (April to July),
and intermediate (about 5 hrs/day) in winter (January to March).  He estimated annual mean consumption
rates at 33.2 kg/day/manatee or about 4 to 9% of their body weight per day depending on season (Bengtson
1983).  At Crystal River, Etheridge et al. (1985) reported cumulative daily winter feeding times from 0 to
6 hrs. 10 min. based on observations of three radio-tagged animals over seven 24-hour periods.  The
estimated daily consumption rates by adults, juveniles, and calves eating hydrilla (Hydrilla verticillata) were
7.1, 9.6, and 15.7% of body weight per day, respectively.

Seagrasses appear to be a staple of the manatee diet in coastal areas (Ledder 1986; Provancha and Hall 1991;
Kadel and Patton 1992; Koelsch 1997; Lefebvre et al. 2000).  Packard (1984) noted two feeding methods
in coastal seagrass beds:  (1) rooting, where virtually the entire plant is consumed; and (2) grazing, where
exposed grass blades are eaten without disturbing the roots or sediment.  Manatees may return to specific
seagrass beds to graze on new growth (Koelsch 1997; Lefebvre et al. 2000).
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Figure 9. Mating herd in Plummers Cove, St. Johns River, Jacksonville, Florida.
(Photograph by B. Brooks)

In the upper Banana River, Provancha and Hall (1991) found spring concentrations of manatees grazing in
beds dominated by manatee grass (Syringodium filiforme).  They also reported an apparent preference for
manatee grass and shoalgrass (Halodule wrightii) over the macroalga Caulerpa spp. Along the
Florida-Georgia border, manatees feed in salt marshes on smooth cordgrass (Spartina alterniflora) by timing
feeding periods with high tide (Baugh et al. 1989; Zoodsma 1991).

G. REPRODUCTION

Breeding takes place when one or more males (ranging from 5 to 22) are attracted to an estrous female to
form an ephemeral mating herd (Rathbun et al. 1995).  Mating herds can last up to 4 weeks, with different
males joining and leaving the herd daily (Hartman 1979; Bengtson 1981; Rathbun et al. 1995. Cited in
Rathbun 1999).  Permanent bonds between males and females do not form.  During peak activity, the males
in mating herds compete intensely for access to the female (Fig. 9; Hartman 1979).  Successive copulations
involving different males have been reported.  Some observations suggest that larger, presumably older,
males dominate access to females early in the formation of mating herds and are responsible for most
pregnancies (Rathbun et al. 1995), but males as young as three years old are spermatogenic (Hernandez et
al. 1995).  Although breeding has been reported in all seasons, Hernandez et al. (1995) reported that
histological studies of reproductive organs from carcasses of males found evidence of sperm production in
94% of adult males recovered from March through November.  Only 20% of adult males recovered from
December through February showed similar production.
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Females appear to reach sexual maturity by about age five but have given birth as early as four (Marmontel
1995; Odell et al. 1995; O’Shea and Hartley 1995; Rathbun et al. 1995), and males may reach sexual
maturity at 3 to 4 years of age (Hernandez et al. 1995).  Manatees may live in excess of 50 years (Marmontel
1995), and evidence for reproductive senescence is unclear (Marmontel 1995; Rathbun et al. 1995).
Catalogued Florida manatee CR 28, a wild manatee that overwinters in Crystal River, was last documented
with a calf in 1998, at which time she was estimated to be at least 34 years of age (USGS-Sirenia,
unpublished data).  A captive animal, MSTm-5801, gave birth to a calf in 1990, at which time she was
estimated to be 43 to 48 years of age (FWS, unpublished data).  The length of the gestation period is
uncertain but is thought to be between 11 and 14 months (Odell et al. 1995; Rathbun et al. 1995; Reid et al.
1995).  The normal litter size is one, with twins reported rarely (Marmontel 1995; Odell et al. 1995; O’Shea
and Hartley 1995; Rathbun et al. 1995).

Calf dependency usually lasts one to two years after birth (Hartman 1979; O’Shea and Hartley 1995; Rathbun
et al. 1995; Reid et al. 1995).  Calving intervals vary greatly among individuals.  They are probably often
less than 2 to 2.5 years, but may be considerably longer depending on age and perhaps other factors
(Marmontel 1995; Odell et al. 1995; Rathbun et al. 1995; Reid et al. 1995).  Females that abort or lose a calf
due to perinatal death may become pregnant again within a few months (Odell et al. 1995), or even weeks
(Hartman 1979).

H. THREATS TO THE SPECIES  

The most significant problem presently faced by manatees in Florida is death or serious injury from boat
strikes. The availability of warm-water refuges for manatees is uncertain if minimum flows and levels are
not established for the natural springs on which many manatees depend, and as deregulation of the power
industry in Florida occurs. Consequences of an increasing human population and intensive coastal
development are long-term threats to the Florida manatee.  Their survival will depend on maintaining the
integrity of ecosystems and habitat sufficient to support a viable manatee population.

CAUSES OF DEATH  (A summary of Cause of Death by region can be found in Appendix C). Data on
manatee deaths in the southeastern United States have been collected since 1974 (O’Shea et al. 1985;
Ackerman et al. 1995; FWC, unpublished data).  Data since 1976 were used in the following summary (Table
3), as carcass collection efforts were more consistent following that year.  They indicate a clear increase in
manatee deaths over the last 25 years (Fig. 10, 6.0 % per year exponential regression between 1976 and 2000;
Ackerman et al. 1995; FWC, unpublished data).  Most of the increase can be attributed to increases in
watercraft-related and perinatal deaths (Marine Mammal Commission 1993).  However, it is unclear whether
this represents a proportional increase relative to the overall population of manatees.
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Figure 10. Florida manatee deaths from 1976 to 2000 with an
exponential regression of +6.0% per year (FWC,
unpublished data).

Natural causes of death include disease, parasitism, reproductive complications, and other non-human-related
injuries, as well as occasional exposure to cold and red tide (O’Shea et al. 1985; Ackerman et al. 1995).
These natural causes of death accounted for 17% of all deaths between 1976 and 2000 (FWC, unpublished
data).  Perinatal deaths accounted for 21% of all deaths in the same period.  Human-related causes of death
include watercraft collisions, manatees crushed in water control structures and navigational locks, and a
variety of less-common causes.  Human-related causes of death accounted for at least 31% of deaths between
1976 and 2000.  Cause of death of some carcasses could not be determined, because they were too
decomposed, the cause was medically difficult to determine, or the carcass was verified but not recovered.
The cause of death for these carcasses was classified as undetermined (30% of deaths between 1976 and
2000).

A prominent natural cause of death in some years is exposure to cold.  Following a severe winter cold spell
at the end of 1989, at least 46 manatee carcasses were recovered in 1990; cause of death for each was
attributed to cold stress.  Exposure to cold is believed to have caused many deaths in the winters of 1977,
1981, 1984, 1990, 1996, 2001 and have been documented as early as the 19th century (Ackerman et al. 1995;
O’Shea et al. 1985; FWC, unpublished data).
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In 1982, a large number of manatees also died coincidentally with a red tide dinoflagellate (Gymnodinium
breve) outbreak between February and March in Lee County, Florida (O’Shea et al. 1991).  At least 37
manatees died, perhaps in part due to incidental ingestion of filter-feeding tunicates that had accumulated
the neurotoxin-producing dinoflagellates responsible for causing the red tide.  In 1996, from March to May,
at least 145 manatees died in a red tide epizootic over a larger area of southwest Florida (Fig. 11; Bossart
et al. 1998; Landsberg and Steidinger 1998).  Although the exact mechanism of manatee exposure to the red
tide brevetoxin is unknown in the 1982 and 1996 outbreaks, ingestion, inhalation, or both are suspected
(Bossart et al. 1998).  The critical circumstances contributing to high red tide-related deaths are
concentration and distribution of the red tide, timing and scale of manatee aggregations, salinity, and timing
and persistence of the bloom (Landsberg and Steidinger 1998).  It is difficult to manage for these rare but
catastrophic causes of mortality.

Figure 11. Several of the 145 manatees that died during the red tide mortality event, 
Southwest Florida, 1996.  (Photographs by T. Pitchford)

Perinatal deaths are carcasses of very small manatees ( 150 cm in length, O’Shea et al. 1995).  Some are
aborted fetuses; others are stillborn or die of natural causes within a few days of birth.  Some may die from
disease, reproductive complications, and/or congenital abnormalities.  The cause of many perinatal deaths
is difficult to determine, because these carcasses are generally in an advanced state of decomposition at the
time they are retrieved.  Most perinatal deaths appear to be due to natural causes; however, watercraft-related
injuries or disturbance, or other human-related factors affecting pregnant and nursing mothers also may be
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responsible for a significant number of perinatal deaths.  It has also been suggested that some may die from
harassment by adult males (O’Shea and Hartley 1995).  Between 1976 and 1999, perinatal deaths increased
at an average of 8.8 % per year, increasing from 14% of all deaths between 1976 and 1980 to 22% between
1992 and 2000 (Ackerman et al. 1995; FWC, unpublished data). 

The largest known cause of manatee deaths is collisions with the hulls and/or propellers of boats and ships.
Between 1976 and 2000, watercraft-related deaths accounted for 24% of the total mortality and increased
at an average of 7.2% per year:  increasing from 21% of all deaths between 1976 and 1980; to 29% between
1986 and 1991; and 24% between 1992 and 2000 (Ackerman et al. 1995; FWC, unpublished data).
Watercraft-related deaths were much lower in 1992 and 1993, but increased thereafter.  From 1996 to 2000,
the watercraft-related deaths have been the highest on record.

The next largest human-related cause of manatee deaths is entrapment or crushing in water control structures
and navigational locks and accounts for 4% of the total mortality between 1976 and 2000 (Ackerman et al.
1995; FWC, unpublished data).  These deaths were first recognized in the 1970s (Odell and Reynolds 1979),
and steps have been taken to eliminate this source of death.  Beginning in the early 1980s gate-opening
procedures were modified; annual numbers of deaths initially decreased after this modification.  However,
the number of deaths subsequently increased, and in 1994, a record 16 deaths were documented.  An ad hoc
interagency task force was established in the early 1990s and now includes representatives from the South
Florida Water Management District (WMD), U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE), FWS, Miami-Dade
Department of Environmental Research Management (DERM), FWC and Florida Department of
Environmental Protection (FDEP).  This group meets several times a year to discuss recent manatee deaths
and develop measures to protect manatees at water control structures and navigational locks.  The overall
goal is to eliminate completely structure-related deaths.

Other known causes of human-related manatee deaths include poaching and vandalism, entanglement in
shrimp nets, monofilament line (and other fishing gear), entrapment in culverts and pipes, and ingestion of
debris.  These account for 3% of the total mortality from 1976 to 2000.  Together, deaths attributable to these
causes have remained constant and have accounted for a low percentage of total known deaths, i.e., about
4% between 1976 and 1980, 3% between 1981 and 1985, 2% between 1986 and 1991, and 2% between 1992
and 2000 (Ackerman et al. 1995; FWC, unpublished data).  Entrapment in shrimp nets has been the largest
component of this catch-all category.  Eleven deaths were probably related to shrimping activities from 1976
to 1998 (7 in Florida, 4 in other states; Nill 1998).  These deaths have become less common since regulations
on inshore shrimping, the 1995 Florida Net Ban regulations, and education efforts about protecting manatees
were implemented.
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These data on causes of manatee deaths, and particularly the increasing number of watercraft-related deaths,
should be viewed in the context of Florida’s growing human population, which increased by 130% since
1970, 6.8 to 15.7 million (Florida Office of Economic and Demographic Research, 2001).  The rise in
manatee deaths during this period is attributable, in part, to the increasing number of people and boats
sharing the same waterways.  It should be noted that the increasing number of deaths could, in part, also be
due to increasing numbers of manatees.

Table 3.  Known manatee mortality in the southeastern United States reported through the manatee
salvage and necropsy program, 1976 to 2000 (FWC, unpublished data).

Age
Class

Adult/Subadult Perinatal ( 150 cm)

TotalCause Water-
craft

Lock
Gate

Other
Human

Natural Undeter-
mined

Water-
craft

Lock
Gate

Other
Human

Natural/
Undeter-

mined
Year

1976 10 3 0 1 32 0 1 0 15 62
1977 13 6 5 1 79 0 0 1 10 115
1978 21 9 1 3 40 0 0 0 10 84
1979 22 8 8 4 24 2 0 1 9 78
1980 15 8 2 6 19 1 0 0 14 65
1981 23 2 4 9 65 1 0 0 13 117
1982 19 3 2 40 37 1 0 0 15 117
1983 15 7 5 6 30 0 0 0 18 81
1984 33 3 1 24 41 1 0 0 27 130
1985 35 3 3 20 39 0 0 0 23 123
1986 31 3 1 13 47 2 0 0 28 125
1987 37 5 3 15 23 2 0 1 31 117
1988 43 7 3 22 25 0 0 1 33 134
1989 50 3 4 32 45 1 0 1 40 176
1990 49 3 4 71 41 0 0 0 46 214
1991 52 9 6 15 39 1 0 0 53 175
1992 38 5 6 21 49 0 0 0 48 167
1993 35 5 7 24 36 1 0 0 39 147
1994 50 16 5 37 40 0 0 0 46 194
1995 43 8 5 35 55 0 0 0 57 203
1996 59 10 1 118 164 1 0 0 63 416
1997 52 8 8 46 67 3 0 1 61 246
1998 66 9 6 23 85 1 0 0 53 243
1999 83 15 7 43 69 0 0 1 56 274
2000 79 8 8 51 75 0 0 0 58 279
Total 973 166 105 680 1,266 18 1 7 866 4,082
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THREATS TO HABITAT

WARM WATER  One of the greatest threats to the continued existence of the Florida manatee is the stability
and longevity of warm-water refuges.  Historically, the sub-tropical manatee relied on the warm temperate
waters of south Florida and on natural warm-water springs scattered throughout their range as buffers to the
lethal effects of cold winter temperatures.  With the advent of industrial plants and their associated
warm-water discharges, manatees have expanded their winter range to include these sites as refuges from
the cold.  In the absence of these sources of warm water, manatees are vulnerable to cold temperatures and
can die from both hypothermia and prolonged exposure to cold.  Based upon recent synoptic survey data, just
under two-thirds of the population of Florida manatees rely on industrial sites, which are now made up
almost entirely of power plants (FWC unpublished data).

Overall, industrial warm-water refuges have been a benefit to manatees inasmuch as they have:  (1) reduced
the frequency of cold-related deaths by providing reliable sources of warm water during the winter;
(2) reduced the incidence of juvenile, cold-weather related mortality in south Florida; and (3) provided
additional winter refuges and foraging sites which supplant heavily-stressed wintering sites in south Florida.
While these sites have clearly benefitted the species, they also pose a significant risk.  During periods of
extreme cold, some plants are unable to provide water warm enough to meet the manatees’ physiological
needs.  Plants are also vulnerable to winter shutdowns due to equipment failures and needed maintenance
and, in the long-term, have a limited life span.  Older plants are less cost-effective to operate, and market
economics will increasingly play a more significant role in the plants’ operating schedules (FWS 2000).

In addition, natural wintering sites also have been affected by human activities (FWS 2000).  Winter habitat
in south Florida has been altered (e.g., shoreline areas have been rip-rapped and bulkheaded, sources of warm
water have been diverted and/or capped, foraging and resting sites have been eliminated, etc.).  Important
springs in the northern area of the species’ range have also been altered; demands for water for residential,
industrial, and agricultural purposes from the aquifer have diminished spring flows, as have paving and water
diversion projects in spring recharge areas.  Nutrient loading (e.g., nitrates) from residential and agricultural
sources has promoted the growth of alga and clouded water columns, thus reducing available winter forage
in these refuges.

Alterations to both natural and industrial warm-water refuges will significantly affect the manatee’s ability
to tolerate and withstand the cold.  In the absence of stable, long term sources of warm water and winter
habitat, large numbers of manatees may succumb to the cold.  Given the magnitude of the problem, the
outright loss of these numbers of animals could significantly affect recovery efforts.  The power industry and
wildlife managers and researchers are currently working together to secure the manatee’s winter habitat.
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OTHER HABITAT As discussed earlier in this document, Florida manatees are found in fresh, brackish, and
marine environments in the southeastern United States.  These areas include many habitat types (including
vegetated freshwater bottoms, salt marshes, sea grass meadows, and many others) where manatees ably
exploit the many resources found in these areas.  As herbivores, manatees feed on the wide range of forage
that these habitats provide.  In addition, manatees utilize many other resources found in these areas,
including:  (1) springs and deep water areas for warmth; (2) springs and freshwater runoff sites for drinking
water; (3) quiet, secluded tributaries and feeder creeks for resting, calving, and nurturing their young, (4)
open waterways and channels as travel corridors, etc.

These habitats are affected by human activities.  Dredge and fill activities, polluted runoff, propeller scarring,
and other actions have resulted in the loss of vegetated areas and springs.  Quiet backwaters have been made
more accessible to human activities, and increasing levels of vessel traffic have made manatees increasingly
vulnerable to boat collisions in travel corridors.  Manatees seem to have adapted to some of these changes.
For example, industrial warm-water discharges and deep-dredged areas are now used as wintering sites,
stormwater pipes and freshwater discharges in marinas provide manatees with drinking water, and the
imported exotic plant, hydrilla (which has replaced native aquatic species), has become an important food
source at wintering sites.

While manatees may adapt to some changes, some activities clearly can have an adverse effect on the species.
The loss of industrial warm-water discharges can result in the deaths of individuals using these sites.  Dozens
of manatees die each year due to collisions with watercraft.  Other activities may also affect manatees, albeit
on a much more subtle level.  Harassment by boats and swimmers may drive animals away from preferred
sites; the loss of vegetation in certain areas (e.g., as seen in winter foraging areas) requires manatees to travel
greater distances to feed.  Adequate feeding habitat associated with warm-water refuge sites is important to
the overall recovery of the Florida manatee, however, it does not appear that warm season foraging habitat
is limiting.

Efforts are in place and are being made to protect, enhance, and restore the manatee’s aquatic environment.
There are many existing federal, state, and local government regulations in place to minimize the effect of
human activities on manatees and their habitat (e.g., Clean Water Act, Rivers and Harbors Act, ESA, Fish
and Wildlife Coordination Act, Coastal Zone Management Act, etc.), and significant efforts are being made
to improve this environment and to maintain those resources that are vital to the manatee.  Also refer to the
discussion in section I, HABITAT PROTECTION.

CONTAMINANTS AND POLLUTION EFFECTS   The reliance of manatees on inshore habitats and their
attraction to industrial and municipal outfalls have the potential to expose them to relatively high levels of
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contaminants.  Despite this relationship, there have been few studies of contaminant levels and their effects
on manatees.  Available information suggests that direct effects are not significant at a population level.
O’Shea et al. (1984) investigated levels of pesticides, polychlorinated biphenyls, mercury, lead, cadmium,
copper, iron, and selenium in manatee tissues collected in the late 1970s and early 1980s.  Of these, only
copper levels in the liver were found to be notably high.  The highest copper levels (1,200 ppm dry weight)
were found in animals from areas of high herbicidal copper usage and exceeded all previously reported
concentrations in livers of wild mammals.  Despite these findings, there were no field reports of copper
poisoning and no evidence of deleterious effects to individual animals.  Ames and Van Vleet (1996) analyzed
a small number of tissue samples for chlorinated hydrocarbons and petroleum hydrocarbons.  None of the
latter were found; however, pesticides (o,p-DDT, o,p-DDD, hexachlorobenzene, and lindane) were found
in some of the liver, kidney, and blubber samples, but at very low concentrations and at a lower frequency
of occurrence than in earlier studies.  Contaminants, siltation and modified deliveries of fresh water to the
estuary can indirectly impact manatees by causing a decline in submerged aquatic vegetation on which
manatees depend.

Manatees ingest various debris incidental to feeding.  Beck and Barros (1991) found monofilament fishing
line, plastic bags, string, rope, fish hooks, wire, rubber bands, and other debris in the stomachs of 14.4% of
439 manatees recovered between 1978 and 1986.  Monofilament line was the most common item found.  In
most cases, ingested items do not appear to affect animals.  However, ingested monofilament line has
resulted in death due to blockage of the digestive system (Forrester et al. 1975; Buergelt et al. 1984).  A few
deaths were caused by ingesting wire, which perforated the stomach lining, and plastic sheeting, which
blocked the digestive tract (Laist 1987).  Discarded monofilament line and rope were found wrapped around
flippers, sometimes leading to serious injury or death (Beck and Barros 1991).  Records of scarred or
mutilated flippers on free-ranging manatees known from the photo-ID catalog and rescue events suggest that
female manatees are  more vulnerable than males to entanglement in fishing gear (Beck and Lefebvre 1995).

I. PAST AND ONGOING CONSERVATION EFFORTS

Under the guidance of previous manatee recovery plans, federal agencies, state agencies, local agencies and
private organizations have initiated cooperative actions to address the important conservation needs, which
this plan builds upon.  Some of the major initiatives are reviewed below.

EFFORTS TO REDUCE WATERCRAFT-RELATED INJURIES AND DEATHS  The largest identified cause of
manatee death is collisions with watercraft.  Many living manatees also bear scars or wounds from vessel
strikes.  An analysis of injuries to 406 manatees killed by watercraft and recovered between 1979 and 1991
found that 55% were killed by impact, 39% were killed by propeller cuts, 4% had both types of injuries,
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Figure 12. Florida manatee watercraft deaths from 1976 to 2000
with an exponential regression increase of 7.2% per
year (FWC, unpublished data).

either of which could have been fatal, and 2% with unidentified specifics (Wright et al. 1995).  Between
1976 and 2000, the total number of carcasses (i.e., deaths due to all causes) collected has increased at a rate
of 6.0 percent per year, while deaths caused by watercraft strikes increased by 7.2 percent per year (Fig. 12).
Because watercraft operators cannot reliably detect and avoid hitting manatees, federal and state managers
have sought to limit watercraft speed in areas where manatees are most likely to occur to afford both
manatees and boaters time to avoid collisions.

In 1989, the Florida Governor and Cabinet approved a series of recommendations by the former FDNR to
improve protection of manatees in 13 key counties.  For the next ten years, state and local governments
cooperated in the creation and implementation of four county Manatee Protection Plans and 12 county-wide
manatee protection speed zone rules.  In 1999, Florida’s manatee research and management programs were
transferred to the newly created FWC.  FWC approved comprehensive manatee protection rules in Lee
County, completing the speed zone component of the initiative started in 1989.  As the State of Florida’s
initiative to establish manatee protection zones in the 13 key counties is completed, attention is now focused
on the development and approval of key county manatee protection plans.

Two types of manatee protection areas also have been developed by FWS:  (1) manatee sanctuaries; and 
(2) manatee refuges.  Manatee sanctuaries are areas in which all waterborne activities are prohibited, and
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Figure 13. Three Sisters Spring Manatee Sanctuary, Crystal River, Florida.  Manatees
within the sanctuary and tour boats (left) and  snorklers (right) along the outer
sanctuary boundary edge.  (Photographs by J. Kleen and C. Shaw)

manatee refuges are areas where certain waterborne activities are restricted or prohibited (designation of
refuges or sanctuaries, however, will not eliminate waterway property owner access rights). To date, FWS
has established seven winter sanctuaries to protect manatees in association with the Crystal River National
Wildlife Refuge (NWR).  The most recent was a one-quarter-acre sanctuary established in 1997 at Three
Sisters Spring run (Fig. 13).

FWS and FWC continue to evaluate needs for additional protection areas that may be necessary to achieve
recovery.  The goal is to consider the needs of the manatee at an ecosystem level and to establish regulations
to ensure that adequate protected areas are available throughout Florida to satisfy habitat requirements of the
Florida manatee population with a view toward recovery.  In addition, through the NWR System
Administration Act, access rules for boats have been established by FWS to protect manatees within Merritt
Island NWR.

In recent years, both the FWS and FWC have been using targeted enforcement strategies in an attempt to
increase boater compliance with speed zones and ultimately reduce manatee injuries and death.  FWS
strategy has been to allocate significant enforcement manpower to specific areas on designated weekends.
These enforcement teams travel to various locations around the state, with particular emphasis given to those
zones within counties where there is a history of high watercraft-caused manatee deaths.  FWC has increased
its emphasis on enforcement and compliance with manatee speed zones by adding new officers, conducting
law enforcement task force initiatives, increasing overtime, and increasing the proportion of law enforcement
time devoted to manatee conservation.

In addition to manatee protection plans, manatee protection areas, and other efforts, managers, researchers,
and the boating industry have investigated the use of various devices to aid in the reduction of
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watercraft-related manatee deaths.  For example, the State of Florida funded an evaluation of propeller
guards (Milligan and Tennant 1998).  The state’s evaluation concluded that these devices would reduce
cutting damage associated with propellers when boats were operating at low speeds.  However, when boats
(including boats equipped with propeller guards) operate at high speeds, guards would be of little benefit
because animals would continue to be killed by blunt trauma associated with impacts from boat hulls, lower
units, and other gear.  The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) identified additional concerns, stating that propeller
guards on small recreational vessels “may create more problems than they solve” and does not support their
use on recreational vessels at this time (Carmichael 2001).  There are propeller guard applications, however,
that appear to work for certain large, commercial vessels; for example, the use of guards on C-tractor tugs
has eliminated this specific source of manatee mortality at the Kings Bay Naval Submarine Base in St.
Marys, Georgia.  To prevent injuries to manatees, propeller guards are used on some rental and sight-seeing
boats at Blue Spring and Crystal River.  

Researchers have also begun to investigate the manatees’ acoustic environment to better evaluate the
animal’s response to vessel traffic.  This line of research needs to be thoroughly assessed for its potential as
another management tool to minimize collisions between manatees and boats.   Results from Gerstein (1999)
indicate that manatees hear in the range from 500 Hz to 38 kHz and that inadequate hearing sensitivity at low
frequencies may be a contributing factor to the manatees’ ability to effectively detect boat noise to avoid
collisions.  One technology often discussed is an acoustic deterrence device mounted on a boat.
Conceptually, this technological approach may sound like an answer to the manatee/watercraft issue.  A
number of problems have been defined with the use of acoustic deterrents.  No alarm/warning device has yet
been demonstrated to adequately protect wildlife or marine mammals.  Additionally, concern has also been
stated regarding the increase in background noise that these deterrents would add to an already noisy marine
environment.  It has not been determined what negative impacts this device would have on marine life and
what effects it would have on animals that use acoustic cues for a variety of purposes. For these reasons, this
technology needs to be thoroughly researched and assessed and managers need to evaluate the MMPA and
ESA “take” issues related to implementing such technology.

Current research into the sensory capabilities of manatees is being supported at both the state and federal
levels.  The FWC contracted Mote Marine Laboratory to further test manatee sensory capabilities.  One
contract assessed the effects of boat noise in a more controlled environment.  This study recorded the
physical and acoustic reaction of a manatee to a  pre-determined acoustical level.  This study design will
allow the development of a relationship between acoustic dosage and behavioral responses (vocal and visual
displays; movements).  Another contract study looked at acoustical propagation over various types of marine
topography.  In cooperation with Mote Marine Laboratory and the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution,
the FWC is also examining manatee behavioral response to watercraft using new technology, the DTAG, a
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digital acoustic tag which records acoustic attributes of the environment and detailed manatee movement
simultaneously.  A FWS contracted study to assess manatee behaviors in the presence of fishing gear and
their response to novelty and the potential for reducing gear interactions has an acoustic component.   The
FWC also received funding to support the development and implementation of technological solutions for
reducing the risks that watercraft pose to manatees.  They recently issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) to
specifically address manatee avoidance technology.

Currently, priority actions in manatee conservation and protection include  boater education, enforcement,
maintenance of signs and buoys, compliance assessment, and periodic re-evaluation of the effectiveness of
the rules.  Such work requires close cooperation between FWC Bureau of Protected Species Management
(BPSM), FWC’s Division of Law Enforcement (DLE), county officials, the Inland Navigation Districts,
FWS, USCG, and, of course, boaters.

EFFORTS TO REDUCE FLOOD GATE AND NAVIGATION LOCK DEATHS  Entrapment in water-control
structures and navigational locks is the second largest cause of human-related manatee deaths.  In some cases,
manatees appear to have been crushed in closing gates; in others, they may have been drowned after being
pinned against narrow gate openings by water currents rushing through openings.  Water-control structures
implicated in manatee deaths in Dade and Broward counties are operated by the South Florida WMD.  From
1976 through 2000, 166 manatees have been killed in water control structures in Dade County alone,
accounting for 33% of all manatee deaths in this county.

The COE operates five water-control structures in conjunction with navigational locks along the Okeechobee
Waterway and also operates the Port Canaveral Lock, located in Brevard County.  FDEP operates locks and
water-control structures associated with the Cross Florida Greenway.

In the early 1980s, steps were taken to modify gate-opening procedures to ensure openings were wide enough
to allow a manatee to pass through unharmed.  Steps were also initiated to fence off openings and cavities
in gate structures where manatees might become trapped.  Manatee deaths subsequently declined and
remained low for much of the 1980s (Table 2).  Since the 1996 Recovery Plan, much progress has been made
toward identifying, testing, and installing manatee protection devices at water control structures.  The COE
Section 1135 Study, “Project Modification on Manatee Protection at Select Navigation and Water Control
Structures, Part I,” has been completed and the technology developed and successfully tested.  Consequently,
since 1996, pressure sensor devices have been installed at the five water control structures.  Three recent
deaths at two of the modified South Florida Water Management District water control structures suggests
that these type of protective measures will continue to need on-going maintenance, review and refinement.
The COE has also installed removable barriers on the upstream side of the Ortona and St. Lucie Lock
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Figure 14. Water control structure retrofitted with pressure sensitive technology (left). 
Retrofitting of St. Lucie Lock with acoustic sensors (right) to protect manatees
from being crushed as the gates close.  (Photographs by FWS and B. Brooks)

spillway structures.  The large difference in the up and downstream water levels at these structures
compromises the effectiveness and use of pressure sensor devices.  Such barriers will be considered for other
structures where appropriate.  A task force, established in 1991, comprised of representatives from the South
Florida WMD, COE, FWC, FDEP, DERM, and FWS, continues to monitor, examine and make
recommendations to protect manatees at water control structures and navigational locks. 

The COE completed the “Section 1135 Project Modification Report on Manatee Protection at Select
Navigation and Water Control Structures, Part II,” which investigated several alternatives to protect manatees
at locks.  The COE contracted with the Harbor Branch Oceanographic Institute (HBOI) to develop and install
a prototype acoustic array for manatee protection at lock gates.  HBOI completed system design, and during
1999 the St. Lucie Lock was equipped with this manatee protection system (Fig. 14).  This system consists
of a device that is installed on the lock gates and detects the presence of manatees through acoustic signals.
When a manatee is detected near the gate during the last 52 inches of closure, an alarm sounds; the gate stops
closing and is then re-opened back to 52 inches.  An upgraded version of this same type of system also has
been installed at Port Canaveral Lock.  Future plans are to install protective systems at the following locks:
Moore Haven, Ortona, and Port Mayaca.

FDEP currently is designing and preparing to install barriers at the Kirkpatrick Dam (Putnam County), and
on the tainter valve culvert pipes at Buckman Lock (Putnam County) and downstream side of Inglis Lock
(Levy County); work is anticipated to be completed during 2001.  FDEP also has contracted with HBOI to
install an acoustic array system at Buckman Lock, similar to arrays installed at the COE’s Port Canaveral
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and St. Lucie Locks.  Upon completion of the manatee protection systems at the Rodman Reservoir (Putnam
County), FDEP plans to reopen Buckman Lock for operation.  Currently the FDEP’s Inglis Lock at Lake
Rouseau/Withlacoochee River is not operating; long-term plans are to replace Inglis Lock with a smaller one
with a manatee protection system installed.

HABITAT PROTECTION  Intensive coastal development throughout Florida poses a long-term threat to the
Florida manatee.  There are three major approaches to address this problem.  First, FWS, FWC, Georgia
Department of Natural Resources (GDNR), and other recovery partners review and comment on applications
for federal and state permits for construction projects in manatee habitat areas and to minimize their impacts.
Under section 7 of the ESA, FWS annually reviews hundreds of permit applications to the COE for
construction projects in waters and wetlands that include or are adjacent to important manatee habitat.  FWC
and GDNR provide similar reviews to their respective state’s environmental permitting programs.

A second approach is the development of county manatee protection plans.  The provisions of these plans
are anticipated to be implemented through amendments to local growth management plans under the
Florida’s Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Regulation Act of 1985.  In
addition to boat speed rules, manatee protection plans are to include boat facility siting policies and other
measures to protect manatees and their habitat.  To date, five counties (Citrus, Collier, Dade, Duval, and
Indian River counties) have completed manatee protection plans, which the State of Florida has approved,
and other counties’ plans are in varying stages of development.  Of the five completed plans, FWS has
approved only two, those of Citrus and Dade.

A third approach to habitat protection is land acquisition.  Both FWS and the State of Florida have taken
steps to acquire and add new areas containing important manatee habitat to federal and state protected area
systems.  The State of Florida has acquired important areas through several programs, most notably the
Florida Forever Program (formerly the Conservation and Recreational Lands Program).  In Florida, the
Governor and Cabinet have included special consideration for purchase of lands that can be of benefit to
manatees and their habitat.  Over $500 million has been spent to acquire 250,000 acres, whose importance
included, but was by no means limited to, protection of manatee habitat.  Particularly important purchases
have been made along and near the Crystal River, at Rookery Bay, the Sebastian River, and near Blue Spring.
FWS has also acquired and now manages thousands of acres of land important to manatees and many other
species in the NWR System.  In addition to these efforts, FWS’s initiative to propose new manatee refuges
and sanctuaries factors into habitat protection.  Both the State of Florida and FWS are continuing cooperative
efforts with a view towards establishing a network of important manatee habitats throughout Florida.
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Figure 15. Locations of participants in the manatee rescue, rehabilitation, and release
program.

MANATEE RESCUE, REHABILITATION AND RELEASE Thousands of reports of distressed manatees
purportedly in need of assistance have been made to the state wildlife enforcement offices and other resource
protection agencies by a concerned public.  While most of the manatees do not require assistance, dozens
of manatees are rescued and treated each year.  A network of state and local agencies and private
organizations (Fig. 15), coordinated by FWS, has been rescuing and treating these animals for well over
twenty years.

Manatees are brought into captivity when stressed by cold weather, when struck and injured by watercraft,
when injured because of entanglements in crab traps and monofilament fishing line, when orphaned, and
when compromised by other natural and man-made factors.  Program veterinarians and staff have developed
treatments and protocols for these animals and have been remarkably successful in their efforts to rehabilitate
compromised individuals (Fig. 16).  Since 1973, over 180 manatees have been treated and returned to the
wild (FWS unpublished data).
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Figure 16.  Manatee rescue, rehabilitation, and release program.  (Photographs by G. Rathbun, C. Shaw,
J. Reid, Miami Seaquarium, J. Pennington, and J. Reid) 

Treatments and protocols developed for these distressed animals have provided notable insights into the
physiology and behavior of manatees.  In certain settings, captive manatees are used in research; captive
studies have provided a wealth of information on sensory capacities, digestion, reproduction, etc.
Information obtained through treatments and research, in addition to the number of animals released back
into the wild each year, contributes significantly to efforts to reduce mortality and further the recovery of the
species.

Media coverage of manatee rescues, treatments, and releases helps to educate millions of people about
manatees, the life-threatening problems that they face, and actions that can be taken to minimize the effect
of anthropogenic activities on this species.  In addition, more than eighteen million visitors a year see
manatees at rehabilitation facilities and participate in manatee education programs sponsored by several
parks.  The publicity and outreach inherent in this program provide significant support to efforts to recover
the manatee.

PUBLIC EDUCATION, AWARENESS, AND SUPPORT  Government agencies, industries, oceanaria and
environmental groups have all contributed to manatee public awareness and education efforts that were
initiated in the 1970s.  These efforts have expanded in scope and increased in quantity since that time.  Some
key counties in Florida also have started the education component of their manatee protection plans.
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These public awareness and education efforts encourage informed public participation in regulatory and other
management decision-making processes and provide constructive avenues for private funding of state
manatee recovery programs, research, and land acquisition efforts through programs such as the specialty
automobile license tag for manatees.  This particular funding source has resulted in substantial savings in
federal and state tax revenues and has permitted important work to proceed which likely would not have been
possible in their absence.

The public has been made aware of new information on the biology and status of manatees, urgent
conservation issues, and the regulations and measures required to assure their protection through the
production of brochures, posters, films and videos, press releases, public service announcements and
advertisements, and other media-oriented materials.  Outdoor signs have been produced that provide general
manatee information and highlight the problems associated with feeding manatees.

Manatee viewing opportunities have also been made available to the public.  In addition, volunteers from
several organizations annually give presentations to schools and other groups and distribute educational
materials at festivals and events.  Such efforts are essential for obtaining public compliance with
conservation measures to protect manatees and their habitats.

Many public awareness materials have been developed specifically focusing on boater education.  Public
awareness waterway signs are produced and distributed alerting boaters to the presence of manatees.
Brochures, boat decals, boater’s guides, and other materials with manatee protection tips and boating safety
information have been produced and are distributed by law enforcement groups, through marinas, and
boating safety classes.  Educational kiosks have been designed and installed at marinas, boat ramps, and other
waterfront locations.  Fishing line collection sites and cleanup efforts are being established.  In addition, the
Manatee Awareness Coalition of Tampa Bay and Crystal River NWR have initiated programs for on-water
manatee public awareness.

Several agencies and organizations provide educator’s guides, posters, and coloring and activity books to
teachers in Florida and across the United States.  In addition, Save The Manatee Club (SMC) and FWC
Advisory Council on Environmental Education have produced a video for distribution to schools throughout
Florida and the United States.  SMC and FWC also provide free manatee education packets to students and
staff interviews for students.  Agencies and organizations help to educate law enforcement personnel about
manatees and inform them about available outreach materials that can be distributed to user groups.

Public interest in manatee conservation also has grown internationally.  Manatee education and public
awareness materials are distributed in Central and South America and the wider Caribbean, as well as to
numerous other countries around the world.
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PART II.     RECOVERY

The goal of this revised recovery plan is to assure the long-term viability of the Florida manatee in the wild,
allowing initially for reclassification from endangered to threatened status (downlisting) and ultimately
removal from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife (delisting).

This section of the Recovery Plan presents: (A) details on an upcoming status review;  (B) objective and
measurable recovery criteria; (C and D) site-specific management actions to monitor and reduce or remove
threats to the Florida manatee; and (E) Literature Cited.  The steps for reclassification and removal from the
list are consistent with provisions specified under sections 4(a)(1), 4(b), 4(c)(2)(B), and 4(f)(1) of the ESA.
The FWS must, to the maximum extent practicable, incorporate into each recovery plan objective,
measurable recovery criteria which, when met, would result in a determination that the species be removed
from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife.  In designing these criteria, the FWS has addressed
the five statutory listing/recovery factors (section 4(a)(1) of the ESA, (see page 1) to the current extent
practicable.

A. STATUS REVIEW

The 1967 Federal Register Notice (32FR406) designating the West Indian manatee and several other species
as “endangered”  did not provide a detailed explanation for the listing.  Since the manatee was designated
as an endangered species prior to enactment of the ESA (1973), there was no formal listing package
identifying threats to the species, as required by Section 4(a)(1). Under section 4(c)(2) of the ESA, the FWS
is charged with periodically reviewing the the status of species included in the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife to determine whether any species should change in status from a threatened species to
an endangered species, change in status from an endangered species to a threatened species, or be removed
from the List.

During the 20 years since approval of the first manatee recovery plan, a tremendous amount of knowledge
has been gained about manatee biology and ecology and significant protection programs have been
implemented.  The knowledge and the results of these protection programs are reflected in this recovery plan.
The Manatee Population Ecology and Management Workshop scheduled for April 2002 will update and
review the science and population ecology of manatees, including an assessment of the recovery criteria
presented in this plan.  The FWS has determined that the year following this workshop is an appropriate time
to conduct a thorough status review of the Florida manatee and anticipates this review to take place in 2003.



RECOVERY - RECOVERY CRITERIA

-41-

The review will include:

(1) a detailed evaluation of the population status using the most up to date demographic data and other
biological indices available (The FWS anticipates that much of this data will come from the April
2002 Manatee Population Ecology and Management Workshop);

(2) an evaluation of the status of manatee habitat as it relates to recovery;
(3) an evaluation of the existing threats to the species and the effectiveness of existing mechanisms to

reduce or  remove those threats (e.g., adequate protection areas, signage, enforcement, education and
compliance have resulted in a reduction or minimization of watercraft deaths) as prescribed in this
recovery plan;

(4) recommendations, if any, regarding reclassification of the Florida manatee; and
(5) if necessary, recommendations to update or modify recovery criteria.

B. RECOVERY CRITERIA

RECLASSIFICATION FROM ENDANGERED TO THREATENED (DOWNLISTING)
The near and long term threats from human-related activities are the reasons for which the Florida manatee
currently necessitates protection under the ESA. The focus of recovery is not on how many manatees exist,
but instead the focus is on implementing,  monitoring and addressing the effectiveness of conservation
measures to reduce or remove threats which will lead to a healthy and self-sustaining population.  The
Florida manatee could be considered for reclassification from endangered to threatened status if the
following listing/recovery and demographic criteria are met:

LISTING/RECOVERY FACTOR CRITERIA: Tasks listed with each criterion are examples of actions that
may reduce or remove the identified threats and were developed from recovery team discussions.

Listing/Recovery Factor A:  The Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or
Curtailment of a Species Habitat or Range ( Habitat Working Group and Warm-water Task Force
identified in other portions of this plan are tasked to further refine and improve these criteria.)  In
order to ensure the long-term recovery needs of the manatee and provide adequate assurance of
population stability (i.e., achieving the demographic criteria), threats to the manatee’s habitat or
range must be reduced or removed.  This can be accomplished through federal, state or local
regulations (identified in Factor D below) to establish minimum spring flows and protect the
following areas of important manatee habitat: 
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a. Minimum flow levels to support manatees at the Crystal River Spring Complex, Homosassa
Springs, Blue Springs, Warm Mineral Spring, and other spring systems as appropriate, in terms
of quality (including thermal) and quantity have been identified by the WMDs or other
organizations.(Task 3.2.4.3) 

b. A network of the level 1 and 2 warm-water refuge sites identified in Figure 7 are protected as
either manatee sanctuaries, refuges or safe havens. (Task 1.2.3, 1.3, 3.2.2, 3.2.3, 3.2.4, 3.3.1)

c. Feeding habitat sites (extent, quantity and quality) associated with the network of  warm-water
refuge sites above in (b) have been identified by the HWG for protection. (Task 3.1(3), 3.3.8).

d. A network of migratory corridors, feeding areas, calving and nursing areas are identified by the
HWG to be protected as manatee sanctuaries, refuges and/or safe havens in the following Florida
counties: Duval (including portions of Clay and St. Johns in the St. Johns River), Volusia,
Brevard, Indian River, Martin, Palm Beach, Broward, Dade and Monroe on the Florida Atlantic
Coast;  Citrus, Pinellas, Hillsborough, Manatee, Sarasota, Charlotte, Lee and Collier on the
Florida Gulf Coast; and Glades County on the Okeechobee Waterway.  (Task 1.3, 3.3.1)

Listing/Recovery Factor B:  Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, Scientific, or
Educational Purposes  “Take” in the form of harassment, is currently occurring at some of the
winter refuge sites and other locations.  This “take” is presently not authorized under the MMPA or
ESA.  However, there are no data at this time to indicate that this issue is limiting the recovery of
the Florida manatee.  The actions in this plan that address harassment are recommended in order to
achieve compliance with the MMPA and ESA and as a conservation benefit to the species.  Statutory
mechanisms outlined in Factor D to protect and enact protection regulations for important manatee
habitats identified in Factor A and enact regulations to address unauthorized “take” identified in
Factor E, will also assist to reduce or remove these threats.

Recovery actions and their subtasks specifically addressing this issue are 1.1, 1.11, 4.4 and those
tasks identified in Factors A, D and E.

Listing/Recovery Factor C: Disease or Predation  At this time, there are no data indicating that
this is a limiting factor, thus no reclassification (downlisting) criteria are necessary.

Listing/Recovery Factor D:  The Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms  The current
legal framework outlined below allows federal and state government agencies to take both broad
scale and highly protective action for the conservation of the manatee and its habitat.  The FWS
believes these regulatory mechanisms are adequate for recovery.  However, additional specific
actions under these laws such as those listed pursuant to Factor A and E must be accomplished (as



RECOVERY - RECOVERY CRITERIA

-43-

well as meeting the demographic criteria) before the FWS will consider this species for
reclassification.

Factor A (a) Establish Minimum Flows (Task 3.2.4.3)
STATE  Florida Water Resources Act of 1972, Chapter 373, F.S. (specifically Minimum Flows
and Levels, Sect. 370.42, F.S. and Establishment and Implementation of Minimum Flows and
Levels, Sect. 370.421, F.S.)

Factor A (b)(c) and (d) Protect Important Manatee Habitats (Task 1.2, 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.4, 3.2.2, 3.2.3,
3.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.8) 

FEDERAL  Endangered Species Act; Marine Mammal Protection Act; Clean Water Act, Sect.
401, 402 and 404; Rivers and Harbors Act, Sect. 10; National Environmental Policy Act; and
Coastal Zone Management Act;

 STATE  Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act, Sect. 370.12(2), F.S.; Florida Water Resources Act
of 1972, Chapter 373, F.S.; Florida Air and Water Pollution Control Act, Chapter 403, F.S.;
State Lands, Chapter 253, F.S.; and State Parks and Preserves, Chapter 258, F.S.; and

LOCAL  Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act, Sect. 370.12(o), F.S. which allows local governments
to regulate by ordinance, motorboat speed and operations to protect manatees.

Factor E (a)(b)(c) Reduce or Remove Unauthorized “take” (Task 1.1, 1.2, 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.4, 1.6, 1.7,
 3.3.1)

FEDERAL  Marine Mammal Protection Act; and Endangered Species Act; and

STATE  Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act, 370.12(2), F.S.

Listing/Recovery Factor E:  Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting Its Continued
Existence The most predictable and controllable threat to manatee recovery remains human-related
mortality.   In order to ensure the long-term recovery needs of the manatee and provide adequate
assurance of population stability (i.e., achieving the demographic criteria), natural and manmade
threats to manatees need to be reduced or removed.  This can be accomplished through establishing
the following federal, state or local regulations, tasks and guidelines to reduce or remove human
caused “take” of manatees:
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a. State safe havens and/or federal manatee refuges have been established by regulation and are
being adequately enforced to reduce unauthorized watercraft-related “take” in the following
Florida counties: Duval (including portions of Clay and St. Johns in the St. Johns River),
Volusia, Brevard, Indian River, Martin, Palm Beach, Broward, Dade and Monroe on the Florida
Atlantic Coast;  Citrus, Pinellas, Hillsborough, Manatee, Sarasota, Charlotte, Lee and Collier
on the Florida Gulf Coast; and Glades County on the Okeechobee Waterway. (Task 1.3, 1.4, 1.5,
3.3.1)

b. One half of the water control structures and navigational locks listed as needing devices to
prevent mortality have been  retrofitted.  (Task 1.6)

c. Guidelines have been drafted to reduce or remove threats of injury or mortality from fishery
entanglements and entrapment in storm water pipes and structures. (Task 1.7, 1.6.3)

DEMOGRAPHIC CRITERIA:  The annual synoptic surveys have too many weaknesses to reliably guage
the health of the population (see discussion of Population Size in the Introduction and in Appendix D).
Therefore, the FWS has established population related benchmarks for certain aspects of manatee
demographics (based upon mark/recapture studies and population modeling) that it will use to help
determine the success of manatee conservation efforts.  These are derived from the MPSWG’s
Recommendation for Population Benchmarks To Help Measure Recovery (Appendix A).  While these
benchmarks are dependent on the amount and statistical reliability of the data available, we believe these
“vital signs” are currently the best scientific indicators of the overall health of the manatee population.
If future scientific studies indicate that other survival, reproduction, or population growth rates or other
population indices are more appropriate for demographic recovery criteria, the FWS will modify these
benchmarks.

The current benchmarks are as follows:

a. statistical confidence that the average annual rate of adult manatee survival is 90 % or greater;
b. statistical confidence that the average annual percentage of adult female manatees accompanied

by first or second year calves in winter is 40% or greater; and
c. statistical confidence that the average annual rate of population growth is equal to or greater than

zero.

These population benchmarks should be achieved with a 95% level of statistical confidence.  When they
are achieved  in each of the four regions for the most recent ten year period of time (approximately one
manatee generation), we may conclude that the manatee is not in danger of extinction throughout all or
significant portion of its range and reclassify to threatened, provided the listing/recovery factor criteria
(outlined above) are also met.
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REMOVAL FROM THE LIST OF ENDANGERED AND THREATENED WILDLIFE (DELISTING)
The Florida manatee could be considered for removal from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
if the following listing/recovery and demographic criteria are met:

LISTING/RECOVERY FACTOR CRITERIA: Tasks listed with each criterion are examples of actions that
may reduce or remove the identified threats.

Listing/Recovery Factor A:  The Present or Threatened Destruction, Modification, or
Curtailment of a Species Habitat or Range  (The Warm-water Task Force and Habitat Working
Group identified in other portions of this plan are tasked to further refine and improve these criteria.)
In order to ensure the long-term recovery needs of the manatee and provide adequate assurance of
population stability (i.e., achieving the demographic criteria), threats to the manatee’s habitat or
range must be reduced or removed.  This can be accomplished through federal, state or local
regulations to establish and maintain minimum spring flows and protect the following areas of
important manatee habitat: 

a. Minimum flow levels to support manatees at the Crystal River Spring Complex, Homosassa
Springs, Blue Springs, Warm Mineral Spring, and other spring systems as appropriate, in terms
of quality (including thermal) and quantity have been adopted by regulation and are being
maintained.(Task 3.2.4.3) 

b. A network of level 1, 2 and 3 warm-water refuge sites identified in Figure 7 have been protected
as either manatee sanctuaries, refuges or safe havens. (Task 1.2.3, 1.3, 3.2.2, 3.2.3, 3.2.4, 3.3.1)

c. Adequate feeding habitat sites (extent, quantity and quality) associated with the network warm-
water refuge sites identified by the HWG and are protected. (Task 3.1(3), 3.3.8).

d. The network of migratory corridors, feeding areas, calving and nursing areas identified by the
HWG are protected as manatee sanctuaries, refuges or safe havens.  (Task 1.3, 3.3.1)

Listing/Recovery Factor B:  Overutilization for Commercial, Recreational, Scientific, or
Educational Purposes  “Take” in the form of harassment, is currently occurring at some of the
winter refuge sites and other locations.  This “take” is presently not authorized under the MMPA or
ESA.  However, there are no data at this time to indicate that this issue is limiting the recovery of
the Florida manatee.  The actions in this plan that address harassment are recommended in order to
achieve compliance with  the MMPA and ESA and as a conservation benefit to the species.
Statutory mechanisms outlined in Factor D to protect and enact protection regulations for important
manatee habitats identified in Factor A and enact regulations to address unauthorized “take”
identified in Factor E, will also assist to reduce or remove these threats.
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Recovery actions and their subtasks specifically addressing this issue are 1.1, 1.11, 4.4 and those
tasks identified in Factors A, D and E.

Listing/Recovery Factor C: Disease or Predation  At this time, there are no data indicating that
this is a limiting factor, thus no delisting criteria are necessary.

Listing/Recovery Factor D:  The Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory Mechanisms  The current
legal framework outlined below allows federal and state government agencies to take both broad
scale and highly protective action for the conservation of the manatee and its habitat.  The FWS
believes these regulatory mechanisms are adequate for recovery.  However, additional specific
actions under these laws such as those listed pursuant to Factor A and E must be accomplished (as
well as meeting the demographic criteria) before the FWS will consider this species for removal
from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife.  

Factor A (a) Establish Minimum Flows (Task 3.2.4.3) 
STATE  Florida Water Resources Act of 1972, Chapter 373, F.S. (specifically Minimum Flows
and Levels, Sect. 370.42, F.S. and Establishment and Implementation of Minimum Flows and
Levels, Sect. 370.421, F.S.)

Factor A (b)(c) and (d) Protect Important Manatee Habitats (Task 1.2, 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.4, 3.2.2, 3.2.3,
3.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.8) 

FEDERAL  Marine Mammal Protection Act; Clean Water Act, Sect. 401, 402 and 404; Rivers
and Harbors Act, Sect. 10; National Environmental Policy Act; and Coastal Zone Management
Act;

STATE  Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act, Sect. 370.12(2), F.S.; Florida Water Resources Act of
1972, Chapter 373, F.S.; Florida Air and Water Pollution Control Act, Chapter 403, F.S.; State
Lands, Chapter 253, F.S.; and State Parks and Preserves, Chapter 258, F.S.; and

LOCAL  Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act, Sect. 370.12(o), F.S. which allows local governments
to regulate by ordinance, motorboat speed and operations to protect manatees.

Factor E (a)(b)(c) Reduce or Remove Unauthorized “take” (Task 1.1, 1.2, 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.4, 1.6, 1.7,
3.3.1)

FEDERAL  Marine Mammal Protection Act; and

STATE  Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act, 370.12(2), F.S.
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Listing/Recovery Factor E:  Other Natural or Manmade Factors Affecting Its Continued
Existence The most predictable and controllable threat to manatee recovery remains human-related
mortality.   In order to ensure the long-term recovery needs of the manatee and provide adequate
assurance of population stability (i.e., achieving the demographic criteria), natural and manmade
threats to manatees need to be removed or removed.  This can be accomplished through establishing
the following federal, state or local regulations, tasks and guidelines to reduce or  remove human
caused “take” of manatees:

a. State, federal and local government manatee conservation measures (such as, but not limited to
speed zones, refuges, sanctuaries, safe havens, enforcement, education programs, county MPPs
etc.) have been adopted and implemented to reduce or remove unauthorized watercraft-related
“take” in the following Florida counties: Duval (including portions of Clay and St. Johns in the
St. Johns River), Volusia, Brevard, Indian River, Martin, Palm Beach, Broward, Dade and
Monroe on the Florida Atlantic Coast; Citrus, Pinellas, Hillsborough, Manatee, Sarasota,
Charlotte, Lee and Collier on the Florida Gulf Coast; and Glades County on the Okeechobee
Waterway.   These measures are not only necessary to achieve recovery, but may ultimately help
to comply with the MMPA.  (Task 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 3.3.1).

Stable or positive population benchmarks as outlined in the demographic criteria provide
measurable population parameters that will assist in measuring the stabilization, reduction, or
minimization of watercraft related “take.”  Two other indices (weight of evidence) will assist
in measuring success include: (1) watercraft-related deaths as a proportion of the total known
mortality; and (2) watercraft-related deaths as a proportion of a corrected estimated population.
These and other indices should be monitored. 

b. All water control structures and navigational locks listed as needing devices to prevent mortality
have been retrofitted.  (Task 1.6)

c. Guidelines have been established and are being implemented to reduce or remove threats of
injury or mortality from fishery entanglements and entrapment in storm water pipes and
structures. (Task 1.7, 1.6.3)

DEMOGRAPHIC CRITERIA:  The ESA requires that the FWS, to the maximum extent practicable,
incorporate into each recovery plan objective, measurable recovery criteria which, when met, would
result in a determination that the species be removed from the List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife.  The MPSWG thus far has not proposed delisting criteria to the FWS “as specific, quantitative
habitat criteria have yet to be developed” (Appendix A).  In lieu of criteria from the MPSWG, the FWS
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will use the population benchmarks for reclassification (downlisting) to help determine the long-term
success of manatee conservation efforts and recovery.  While these benchmarks are dependent on the
amount and statistical reliability of the data available, we believe these “vital signs” are currently the best
scientific indicators of the overall health of the manatee population.  If future scientific studies indicate
that other survival, reproduction, or population growth rates or other population indices are more
appropriate for demographic recovery criteria, the FWS will modify these benchmarks.

Those benchmarks are as follows:

a. statistical confidence that the average annual rate of adult manatee survival is 90 % or greater;
b. statistical confidence that the average annual percentage of adult female manatees accompanied

by first or second year calves in winter is 40% or greater; and
c. statistical confidence that the average annual rate of population growth is equal to or greater than

zero.

These benchmarks should be achieved with a 95% level of statistical confidence.  When they are
achieved in each of the four regions for an additional 10 years after reclassification (an additional
manatee generation), we may conclude that the population is healthy and will sustain itself such that  the
Florida manatee could be removed from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife provided the
listing/recovery factor criteria (outlined above) are also met.
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D. NARRATIVE OUTLINE OF RECOVERY ACTIONS

OBJECTIVE 1:  Minimize causes of manatee disturbance, harassment, injury, and mortality. 
Manatees are killed and injured as a result of interactions with boats, water control structures, navigational
locks, stormwater pipes, marine debris, and fishing gear.  In rare cases, manatees are killed by vandals and
poachers.  Additional mortalities from natural causes, such as severe cold weather or red tide, may also
significantly affect the status of the manatee population.  To permit maintenance and/or growth of the
manatee population to attain recovery, such causes of mortality, injury, harassment and disturbance must be
minimized.  This section of the recovery plan identifies activities needed to minimize sources of disturbance,
harassment, injury, and mortality.

1.1 Promulgate special regulations for incidental take under the MMPA for specific activities. 
FWS will evaluate its programs related to watercraft operation and watercraft access facilities and
promulgate incidental take regulations under the MMPA for FWS activities (e.g., operation of
vessels, managing surface waters and recreation on NWRs, and funding of boat ramps through
Federal Aid).  The process will lead to appropriate modification to FWS activities to ensure that such
activities are minimized to the maximum extent practicable and ensure that these activities will have
no more than a negligible impact on the manatee.  FWS believes that programs of other federal and
state agencies would benefit from a similar review and rule promulgation process.

1.2 Continue state and federal review of permitted activities to minimize impacts to manatees and
their habitat.  There are three separate processes where state and federal agencies provide biological
review in order to minimize impacts to manatees and their habitat.  These are:  (1) review of permits
for development activities (such as marinas, boat ramps, and other boat-related facilities) and dredge
and fill activities; (2) review of permits for marine events (boat races and regattas); and (3) review
of permits for power plants and other industrial outfalls (authorization to discharge warm water
through the NPDES permit). FWS , FWC and GDNR should continue to participate in all of these
review processes.

1.2.1 Continue to review coastal construction permits to minimize impacts.  Dredge and fill
activities and coastal construction of facilities such as marinas or large docks require permits
from the COE, environmental resource permits from FDEP or the WMDs, and, in some
cases, submerged land leases from Florida’s Board of Trustees, and in Georgia from the
GDNR Coastal Resources Division.  There are several aspects of these development projects
that must be considered.  First, the construction process itself should be conducted in a way
to minimize the direct risk to manatees.  Second, the permanent effect of the facility once
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it is built must be considered.  For example, facilities should be designed to minimize
shading of submerged aquatic plants.  Third, the intended use or indirect effects of the
project must also be considered.  Marinas, boat ramps, and docking facilities can alter boat
traffic patterns and increase boat traffic in specific areas, thus potentially increasing the
possibility that manatees will be injured or killed.  The effects of that traffic should be
considered in the permit evaluation.  Finally, the cumulative effect of multiple projects must
be taken into account.  While the impacts of a small single project may be negligible,
multiple small projects may have a cumulative effect as great or greater than single large
projects.

FWC will continue to provide assessments and recommendations on permit and submerged
land lease applications to FDEP or appropriate WMD.  GDNR Wildlife Resources Division
will continue to provide assessments and recommendations on permit applications to the
Coastal Resources Division.  These permitting agencies have specific state statutory
obligations to protect listed species and should use the recommendations provided by FWC
and GDNR in meeting those obligations. In addition, FWC and GDNR will actively
coordinate on an annual basis with the permitting agencies to ensure that the best data are
available, that communication remains unimpeded, and that the review process is efficient
and effective.  FWS will continue to provide consultations, pursuant to section 7 of the ESA
and other federal laws to the COE, USCG, and other federal agencies on permit applications
where it has been determined that the activity may affect manatees or any other listed
species and/or their habitat.  This formal review process is a fundamental part of the
manatee recovery program and must be continued.  (Also refer to Task 3.3.5 regarding
regulatory recommendations supporting habitat conservation.)

1.2.2 Minimize the effect of organized marine events on manatees.  Marine sport events may
also affect manatees, and many of these events require permits from the USCG.  Under
section 7 of the ESA and other federal laws, the FWS reviews and comments on permit
applications where it has been determined that the activity may affect manatees or any other
listed species.  In order to provide guidance to the USCG regarding the types of events and
the locations where manatee conditions are needed, standard draft guidelines were prepared.
These are also intended to assist event planners involved in the planning process for boat
races, fishing tournaments, water ski events, boat parades, and other organized boating
events.  The guidelines and standard conditions pertaining to when, where, and under what
conditions such events could be held consistent with manatee protection objectives, should
be updated and agreed upon by FWS and FWC.  These guidelines should be distributed to
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the USCG groups in Florida. The USCG, in following those guidelines, should consult with
FWS on appropriate events.  FWC should provide technical expertise and data where needed
to assist FWS in the review.

1.2.3 Continue to review NPDES permits to minimize impacts.  The NPDES has been
approved by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to be implemented by FDEP and
GDNR.  Power plants and other industries that discharge into state waters are required to
obtain a NPDES permit.  In Florida, power plants that have the potential to affect manatees
because of the attraction of a warm-water discharge are required to have a power plant
manatee protection plan (MPP) as part of the permit.  FWC works directly with the utilities
in the development of the plan.  FWC provides a recommendation to FDEP whether to
accept, modify, or reject the MPP.  FWS also reviews the plan and provides an assessment.
This program ensures that issuance of the NPDES permit for discharge of warm water into
ambient waters of the State of Florida by powerplants includes FWS- and FWC-approved
plans.  GDNR Nongame and Endangered Wildlife Program provides an assessment and
recommendations to the GDNR Environmental Protection Division on NPDES permits in
Georgia.  This permit review process should be continued. (Task 3.2.2 provides further
discussion of NPDES permits.)

1.2.4 Pursue regulatory changes, if necessary, to address activities that are “exempt,”
generally authorized, or not covered by state or federal regulations.  FWS should look
at non-regulated coastal construction projects or projects authorized under general permits
to assess their cumulative impact on manatees.  FWS should propose changes to existing
regulatory programs as appropriate to minimize such impacts.

1.3 Minimize collisions between manatees and watercraft.  Significant work is needed to monitor,
review, assess needs to update existing protection zones (Task 2.7.2), develop new zones warranted
in other areas, and make vessel operators aware of those zones.  FWC has the responsibility for
developing and amending state waterway speed and access rules to protect manatees.  These rules
aim to reduce the risk of collisions between manatees and watercraft by considering both manatee
use patterns and the needs of the boating public.  Further, under the authority of the ESA and MMPA
and their implementing regulations at 50 CFR 17, FWS may designate certain waters as manatee
protection areas, within which certain waterborne activities will be restricted or prohibited for the
purpose of preventing the taking of manatees.  Actions to address these needs are discussed below.
In addition to these methods, alternative strategies minimizing collisions between manatees and
watercraft should be investigated (Tasks 1.5.1, 1.5.2, 2.8.12, and 2.8.16).
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1.3.1 Develop and refine state waterway speed and access rules.  FWC  is responsible for
developing and amending state waterway speed and access rules to protect manatees under
the State of Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act.  FWC will monitor and review the effectiveness
of existing zones and make appropriate modifications as needed.  FWC will establish
additional zones, as needed, to protect manatees throughout the state and implement where
appropriate.

1.3.2 Develop and refine federal waterway speed and access rules.  As necessary and
appropriate, federal rules should be promulgated and existing rules should be modified in
cooperation with the State of Florida and other concerned parties to protect the manatee.
Particularly, waterways in or adjacent to NWRs, National Parks, and other
federally-managed areas within manatee habitat should be protected as warranted.  Under
the authority of the ESA and MMPA and their implementing regulations at 50 CFR 17, FWS
may establish boating speed and access rules in conjunction with efforts to designate certain
waters as manatee sanctuaries ( areas where all waterborne activities are prohibited), no
entry areas or manatee refuges (areas where certain waterborne activities such as boat
speeds may be regulated) (Task 3.3.1).

1.3.3 Post and maintain regulatory signs.  The effective use of regulatory and informational
signs is essential in providing the public with on-site information on manatee protection
measures.  Sign messages, to the greatest extent possible, should be uniform,
understandable, and concise.  Sign design and placement should provide for uniformity,
rapid identification as a regulatory sign, and should be located at a site where it is readily
observable to the target audience.  Regulated areas should be posted by the appropriate
agency.  Of critical need is the continued effort to inspect and repair/replace signs as needed
in an expedient manner.  A task force, which includes the USCG, FWC, FWS, the
navigation districts, and those counties with sign-posting responsibilities needs to be
established.  This task force should focus on improving the sign-posting and maintenance
process and will explore innovative sign designs that would contribute to better compliance
and enforcement.

1.4 Enforce manatee protection regulations.  Enforcement is one the highest priorities for manatee
recovery.  Compliance with manatee protection regulations will reduce human-caused manatee
mortality, particularly that caused by watercraft collisions.  Effective enforcement of these
regulations is needed to maximize protection efforts and to minimize manatee injuries and deaths.
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(Also refer to Task 1.11 and its related tasks regarding enforcement of regulations prohibiting
harassment).

1.4.1 Coordinate law enforcement efforts.  Enforcement of manatee protection rules is provided
by officers of FWS and FWC-DLE, USCG, and local law enforcement agencies, as well as
the courts.  To ensure compliance with the waterway speed and access rules and with
manatee harassment provisions, enforcement capabilities must be expanded and coordinated.
Although efforts have increased significantly during the past two years, manatee
enforcement operations still must be expanded in both geographic scope and frequency.  To
meet these needs, federal and state enforcement agencies should take all possible steps to
increase funding and heighten agency priority for manatee-related law enforcement
activities.  Those activities should be maintained at levels commensurate with those of
vessel traffic, watercraft-related manatee deaths, and added enforcement responsibilities.
To carry out enforcement activities as efficiently and cost-effectively as possible, involved
agencies are encouraged to coordinate enforcement efforts.  In addition, enforcement
agencies should review and assist as possible with the development of new manatee
protection statutes and regulations, the posting of manatee regulatory signs, enforcement
training seminars, studies to monitor regulatory compliance, and actions by the judiciary to
prosecute violations.

1.4.2 Provide law enforcement officer training.  Law enforcement officers responsible for
enforcing manatee regulations need to receive training in order to acquire knowledge and
skills to enhance their abilities.  Officers should be given training on manatee regulations
during appropriate agency training courses.  Refresher training should be conducted
annually at appropriate opportunities.

1.4.3 Ensure judicial coordination.  Designated personnel will meet periodically with members
of the judiciary to ensure their knowledge of present manatee protection regulations or
changes thereto, as well as to provide a forum for information exchange.

1.4.4 Evaluate compliance with manatee protection regulations.  Compliance with manatee
protection regulations is paramount to their subsequent success.  FWS, FWC, and local
governments should evaluate compliance with manatee protection regulations through
research, surveys and other methods to ensure effectiveness and to identify needed
improvements (Task 2.7.2.2.).
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1.4.5 Educate boaters about manatees and boater responsibility.  State-wide speed limits, boat
operator licenses, and mandatory boater education will enhance efforts to reduce watercraft-
related manatee deaths by offering opportunities to educate boaters about rules to protect
manatees and to reduce boat speeds in other areas where manatees may occur.  New
proposals to establish state-wide boating safety measures should be encouraged.  Particular
efforts should be made to integrate manatee protection concerns into any new boater
education programs (Tasks 4.1 through 4.3.).  A website should be developed to allow the
public and boating community easy access to manatee protection zone information (Task
4.2.2).

1.4.6 Evaluate effectiveness of enforcement initiatives.  In recent years, both federal and state
agencies have been using targeted enforcement strategies in an attempt to increase boater
compliance with speed zones and ultimately reduce manatee injuries and death.  FWS
strategy has been to allocate significant enforcement manpower to specific areas on
designated weekends.  These enforcement teams travel to various locations around the state,
with particular emphasis given to those zones within counties where there is a history of
high watercraft-caused manatee deaths.  FWC has increased its emphasis on enforcement
and compliance with manatee speed zones by adding new officers, conducting law
enforcement task force initiatives, increasing overtime, and increasing the proportion of law
enforcement time devoted to manatee conservation.  FWS and FWC should evaluate the
effectiveness of these and other enforcement efforts and make adjustments, as appropriate.
The research should evaluate if there are significant changes in boater compliance as a result
of additional enforcement, and determine the residual effect of the enforcement efforts, if
any.

1.4.7 Provide updates of enforcement activities to managers.  It is important for managers to
have a good understanding of enforcement activities and special initiatives in order to
determine if the desired outcomes (reduction of manatee injury/death and enhanced public
awareness and compliance) are achieved.  In addition, up-to-date information on
enforcement activities is needed for outreach and media contacts.  As part of a new manatee
enforcement initiative, FWC provides updates of manatee-related enforcement every other
week to FWC managers.  Such data summary and distribution should continue.  Other law
enforcement agencies also should provide similar updates of their special enforcement
details.  Information provided in the updates should be standardized across agencies so that
a law enforcement database can be developed to provide information on effort, number of
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citations and/or other contacts, vessel registration, size, type, disposition of the case, and
other pertinent information.

1.5 Assess and minimize mortality caused by large vessels.  Large vessels (e.g., tugs and cargo
vessels) and large displacement hull vessels are known to kill manatees.  Some animals appear to
be pulled into propeller blades by the sheer power of generated water currents, while others are
crushed between the bottom and the hull of deep draft ships.  When moored, large vessels also can
crush manatees between their hulls and adjacent wharves or ships.

1.5.1 Determine means to minimize large vessel-related manatee deaths.  Studies should be
undertaken to:  (1) further review mortality data for evidence of deaths attributable to large
vessels; (2) examine barge, tug, and other large vessel traffic patterns relative to manatee
distribution; (3) assess the feasibility and cost of installing propeller guards or shrouds on
large displacement hull vessels or tugs routinely plying waterways used by manatees;
(4) evaluate ways to educate harbor pilots about threats large vessels pose to manatees; and
(5) identify other possible mitigation measures to minimize these threats.  Actions to
implement appropriate measures should be taken based on study findings.

1.5.2 Provide guidance to minimize large vessel-related manatee deaths.  FWS and FWC will
promote use of devices such as fenders to maintain minimum stand-off distances of four feet
at maximum compression between moored vessels and between vessels and wharves to
minimize manatee deaths.  If studies support actions to address the threat of large vessel
propeller-related incidences to manatees, it is recommended that propellers of large
displacement hull vessels, particularly tugs that tend to remain in harbors or rivers, be
retrofitted with a propeller guard or shroud to reduce these types of mortalities.

1.6 Eliminate manatee deaths in water control structures, navigational locks, and drainage
structures.  The second largest source of human-related manatee death is due to entrapment in water
control structures and navigational locks.  These structures are owned and operated by the WMDs,
COE, and FDEP and are primarily located in South Florida.  They have been responsible for an
average of 10 manatee deaths per year since 1995 and a total of 167 deaths since 1976.  An ad hoc
interagency task force was established in 1991 (current members include South Florida WMD, COE,
FWS, DERM, FWC, and FDEP) to examine steps to prevent such deaths.  This group meets at least
twice a year to discuss recent manatee deaths and measures to protect manatees from
structure-related mortality.  The overall goal is to eliminate completely structure-related deaths.
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In addition to causing crushing deaths, manatees may become trapped in the extensive canal systems
of south Florida.  Manatees passing through open structures become trapped once the structures
close, due to changing water conditions. Manatees trapped in the shallow canal systems are
vulnerable to cold stress during the winter.  An evaluation and mapping of manatee-accessible canals
is needed, and actions should be taken to prevent manatee entry into these areas.

FWS  also should assess the need for manatee protection technology and help to update standard
operating procedures at the lock systems at Lake Moultrie, South Carolina and Lake Seminole,
Florida/Georgia.

Entrapment in drainage structures such as pipes, culverts and ditches also lead to injury and death
of manatees.  Installation of barriers or guards on such structures can prevent future entrapments.

1.6.1 Install and maintain protection technology at water control structures where manatees
are at risk and monitor success.  Pressure sensor devices have been installed at the five
water control structures in south Florida through a South Florida WMD/COE cooperative
project.  Although the success of these devices generally has been encouraging, two
structures equipped with the device have failed to eliminate all manatee deaths at them.  An
investigation at S-25B, after two deaths in December 1999, revealed that modifications to
the sensitivity were required to provide the needed protection for manatees; after a manatee
death at S-27 in January 2000, the South Florida WMD moved the manatee sensor strips in
an attempt to get them closer to the actual gate.  Thus, while it has been demonstrated that
manatees can be successfully protected through the installation of pressure devices at water
control structures, it is possible that as more devices are installed and operated, occasional
failures will occur until all site-specific maintenance and installation needs are identified
and resolved.

Twenty identified water control structures should be equipped with a manatee protection
system (MPS) (pressure devices or removable barriers) by the year 2004.  Removable
barriers should be installed at structures where the pressure sensor devices are not feasible
or appropriate.  Standard operating procedures to protect manatees also have been developed
for periods when the barriers are removed for high flow or cleaning the debris off the
barriers.  MPSs will be installed at additional water control structures in the Central and
South Florida Project on a case-by-case basis as part of the Comprehensive Everglades
Restoration Plan (CERP), and standard operating procedures and the need for a MPS should
be assessed and installed as needed for other structures in manatee habitat.
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The FDEP is designing and preparing to install barriers at the Kirkpatrick Dam, the tainter
valve culvert pipes at Buckman Lock, and the downstream side of Inglis Lock.  FDEP
anticipates to complete this work during the summer of 2001.

1.6.2 Install and maintain protection technology at navigational locks where manatees are
at risk and monitor success.  Manatee protection devices have been installed at the St.
Lucie, Port Canaveral, and Taylor Creek Locks.  The long-term plan is to continue installing
these protective devices on the remaining locks in order of their potential to harm manatees
until all such structures are equipped with manatee protection devices.  The COE should
continue to partner with local sponsors to accomplish this retrofitting as quickly as possible.
The COE should prepare an annual report assessing the performance of the manatee
protection devices and evaluating the needs for modification and improvement.

FDEP has contracted with HBOI to install an acoustic array system at Buckman Lock
similar to arrays installed at the COE’s Canaveral and St. Lucie Locks.  FDEP plans to
reopen Buckman Lock for operation once the manatee protection systems are installed on
both the Buckman Lock and Kirkpatrick Dam.  It is anticipated that these projects will be
completed during the summer of 2001 (the State of Florida has also budgeted $800,000 to
begin restoring the Oklawaha River).  Currently FDEP’s Inglis Lock at Lake
Rouseau/Withlacoochee River is not operating; long-term plans are to replace the existing
lock with a smaller one which includes manatee protection equipment.

1.6.3 Minimize injuries and deaths attributable to entrapment in drainage structures.  Sites
where manatees have been rescued or died due to entrapment in drainage structures should
be identified and, as warranted, steps taken to install barriers or guards which prevent such
entrapment at these culverts or drainage structures.  Additionally, stormwater outfalls or
similar drainage structures in aggregation areas should be retrofitted with appropriate
barriers to prevent manatee entrapment.  Federal, state, and local permits should require that
new drainage structures (greater than 18 but less than 84 inches in diameter) in manatee
habitat be grated or otherwise made inaccessible to manatees.

1.6.4 Assess risk at existing and future water control structures and canals in South Florida.
Using existing data bases and/or field inspections, categorize all structures as to whether
manatees could pass through the structure, and what level of risk the structure poses.
Similarly, characterize all canals (including minor irrigation ditches and storm water
connector canals) as to whether manatees have access.  Based on interagency



RECOVERY - NARRATIVE OUTLINE OF RECOVERY ACTIONS

-63-

recommendations, some canals may be designated as off-limits to manatees.  The South
Florida WMD should establish manatee-safe barriers to prevent access to designated areas.
The CERP will dramatically alter the water delivery system in south Florida.  New canals
and water retention areas will be created, and existing canals will be modified or eliminated.
It is critical that the COE and South Florida WMD coordinate closely with FWS and FWC
and consider impacts to manatees from this long-range restoration project.  Only
manatee-safe structures should be installed, and manatee access to newly-created areas
should be evaluated by the interagency task force.

1.7 Minimize manatee injuries and deaths caused by fisheries and entanglement.  Due to the
dynamic nature of commercial and recreational fishing and gear, information on interactions with
fishing techniques and gear should be kept under review by FWS, GDNR, and FWC, and measures
to reduce or avoid such interactions should be taken.  This review should also assess the impacts of
the mariculture industry and develop recommendations to minimize impacts to manatees and habitat.
To minimize adverse entanglement interactions, the following steps are needed.  A working group,
which was established in 1999 to address fishery and marine debris and to make recommendations
to minimize impacts, should continue to meet regularly.

1.7.1 Minimize injuries and deaths attributed to crab pot fishery.  With the recent increasing
trend of manatee rescues from crab trap buoy lines, information on interactions with buoy
lines should be kept under review by FWC and FWS, and steps should be taken to improve
reporting and documentation of such incidents.  Steps to identify and implement measures
which would reduce or avoid such interactions should be taken, including research regarding
gear interactions and ways to avoid them, outreach, and promulgation of regulations (e.g.,
gear modification) if necessary.

1.7.2 Minimize injuries and deaths attributed to commercial and recreational fisheries, gear,
and marine debris.  Sites where interactions with recreational and/or commercial fishing
gear occur should be identified and, as warranted, steps should be taken to assess and
implement actions to prevent potentially threatening interactions with fishing gear.
Strategies to reduce monofilament entanglements also need to focus on educating the fishing
community on properly discarding monofilament and provide an avenue for recycling it.
Strategies also should encourage underwater and drift line debris clean-up of monofilament
and other debris in popular fishing areas used by manatees (Task 2.7.4).
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1.8 Investigate and prosecute all incidents of malicious vandalism and poaching.  Poaching,
shooting, butchering, and other malicious vandalism against manatees are rare occurrences.  All
reports and evidence regarding such incidents should be turned over to FWS law enforcement agents
for investigation and prosecution to the fullest extent of the law.

1.9 Update and implement catastrophic plan.  FWS and FWC Contingency Plans for Catastrophic
Rescue and Mortality Events for the Florida Manatee should be reviewed annually and updated as
needed by those who would be involved in the response.  Additionally, guidance and notification
procedures between FWC and FWS should be developed and updated as needed for events that do
not reach unusual or catastrophic levels in order for such events to be documented.

1.10 Rescue and rehabilitate distressed manatees and release back into the wild.  Thousands of
reports have been provided by the public regarding sick, injured, orphaned, entrapped, and wayward
manatees that appear to be in need of assistance.  While many clearly do not require intervention,
30 to 40 manatees are rescued every year.  Some are assisted and immediately released, while others
are taken to one of three critical-care facilities for supportive treatment.  Animals successfully
treated are released, and to the extent possible, their progress is monitored through tagging and
tracking studies.  Publicity surrounding distressed manatees, their rescues, treatment, and outcome
help to educate millions of people every year about manatees and the problems that they face.  The
number of manatees successfully treated and released back into the wild provides an important
safeguard to the wild population of manatees.

1.10.1 Maintain rescue network.  FWS is responsible for the rescue and rehabilitation network
and coordinates this program through an endangered species/marine mammal enhancement
permit.  Participants are authorized to participate in the program through Letters of
Authorization (LOAs) under the permit held by FWS Jacksonville Field Office.  Letter
holders:  (1) verify the status of manatees reportedly in distress; (2) rescue and/or transport
rescued manatees; and (3) treat and maintain distressed manatees.  The terms and conditions
of the LOA describe the letter holders’ level of participation and responsibilities in the
program, based on their level of experience and resources.  FWS must retain a current
permit to authorize these activities and must maintain, update, and modify participant LOAs.
As needs and circumstances dictate, letter holders may be added or removed from the
program.

To ensure prompt, effective responses to distressed manatees, a rescue coordinator is needed
to coordinate and mobilize rescue network teams.  FWC ’s FMRI maintains a network of
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field stations to conduct manatee research throughout the state.  Field station activities are
coordinated through the FMRI’s Marine Mammal Pathobiology Laboratory’s manager, who
acts as the rescue coordinator.  FMRI’s existing network of staff, resources, and contacts
with local law enforcement officials (and others likely to receive reports of distressed
manatees) provides the necessary infrastructure for the program.  Reports of distressed
animals are directed to the rescue coordinator and his/her staff, who in turn contact
authorized participants to respond.  FWS is notified of ongoing rescues and unusual or
significant events, as appropriate.  GDNR maintains similar capabilities through its
Nongame and Endangered Wildlife Program in their Brunswick, Georgia office.

1.10.2 Maintain rehabilitation capabilities.  Adequate facilities are needed to place and treat
injured animals.  Every year, there are approximately 50 manatees in captivity at any given
time, including manatees receiving critical and long-term care treatment.  In 2000, there
were three critical-care and six long-term care facilities treating manatees, including three
out-of-state facilities.  In order to maintain our ability to treat distressed manatees, critical
care space must be available for these animals.  While every effort is made to release treated
manatees in a timely manner, some animals are not immediately releasable.  Manatees that
cannot be released quickly may be transferred to long-term care facilities to make room for
critical-care cases.  When necessary, existing facilities may expand their holding areas, or
additional facilities may be authorized to create room for long-term care cases.  Critical-care
facilities provide the resources needed to conduct these activities; some costs are statutorily
defrayed throughout the State of Florida.

1.10.3 Release captive manatees.  As manatees complete the rehabilitation process, their medical
status is reviewed by respective facility veterinarians in anticipation of their release.
Following this review of physical and behavioral parameters, facility veterinarians
recommend that the animal is either ready for release or should be retained for further
supportive care.  If an animal is deemed healthy, FWS (with input from the Interagency
Oceanaria Working Group (IOWG)) evaluates the status of the animal in the context of
captive release guidelines and determines whether or not the animal should be released.
When an animal is deemed releasable, a release site and release date are identified, and
appropriate follow-up monitoring plans are selected.  The animals are then transported to
the selected site and released.  Follow-ups are then conducted, relying on either active
monitoring (in which the animals are tagged with satellite, very high frequency (VHF),
and/or sonic tags and tracked via satellite and in the field) or passive monitoring (which
relies on marking the animals with PIT tags and freeze-brands or by their unique, distinctive
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markings).  These animals are then monitored opportunistically in the field during field
studies and/or through the carcass salvage program.  Methods identified during a 1998
captive release workshop should be implemented to improve survival rates for released
captives.  Behavioral parameters need to be evaluated to assess their value in the captive
release process.

1.10.4 Coordinate program activities.  In addition to authorizing network participants, FWS
coordinates many of the day-to-day needs of the program.  All transfers and releases,
research proposals, and follow-up monitoring plans, program concerns, etc., are evaluated
and acted upon by FWS.  Many of these are discussed and resolved through the IOWG,
which meets twice a year to coordinate rescue, rehabilitation, and release activities and to
manage captive program activities to meet manatee recovery objectives.  Inherent in this are
reviews on the status of rescue and rehabilitation activities, record keeping, development
and review of rescue, transport, rehabilitation, maintenance, and release methods,
informational exchanges, etc.  A product of these meetings will include the development of
an annual work plan describing projected releases and monitoring activities.

1.10.5 Provide assistance to international sirenian rehabilitators.  Manatee rescue and
rehabilitation activities in the United States and Puerto Rico are characterized by more than
30 years of experience and expertise.  Rescue and transport techniques, medical practices,
and release protocols have been successfully developed and are models for similar efforts.
These experiences and expertise should be shared with other countries developing manatee
and dugong rescue and rehabilitation programs.

1.10.6 Provide rescue report.  An annual report summarizing each year’s rescue and rehabilitation
activities will be prepared consistent with the requirements of FWS’s endangered
species/marine mammal enhancement permit.  In the interim, monthly updates will be made
available to program participants through FWS’s internet website.

1.11 Implement strategies to eliminate or minimize harassment due to other human activities.  In
some cases, human activities (e.g., fishing, swimming, snorkeling, scuba diving, manatee
observation, and provisioning) may also disturb, alter behavior or harass manatees.  Such disturbance
could be life-threatening to manatees, for example, if it occurs in warm-water refuges and animals
subsequently move into colder waters.  Areas of such conflict should be identified and management
actions implemented in order to reduce negative impacts on manatees.  Harassment of manatees is
considered a form of take as defined in both the ESA and MMPA.  Any activity that results in a
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change of natural behavior which could create harm to the animal is considered take.  Most
waterborne activities, as well as some upland activities, have the potential to disturb and harass
manatees.  The following efforts are needed to minimize the impact of these activities.

1.11.1 Enforce regulations prohibiting harassment.  Where clear and convincing evidence of
harassment is occurring, enforcement of regulations controlling such activities is needed.

1.11.2 Improve the definition of “harassment” within the regulations promulgated under the
ESA and MMPA.  The current definition of harassment is very vague, making it difficult
to enforce.  Regulatory definitions need to be amended to specify, to the greatest extent
practicable, what actions and activities constitute manatee harassment.

OBJECTIVE 2:  Determine and monitor the status of manatee populations.  The success of efforts to
develop and implement measures to minimize manatee injury and mortality depends upon the accuracy and
completeness of data on manatee life history and population status.  Population data are needed to identify
and define problems, make informed judgments on appropriate management alternatives, provide a sound
basis for establishing and updating recovery criteria and management plans, and to determine whether or not
actions taken are achieving management objectives.  The tasks outlined below are essential to a complete
understanding of manatee population status and trends.  For all tasks, publication of peer-reviewed results
is the preferred method of information dissemination.  A detailed research plan is presented in Appendix D
and includes informative background information and more detail than is presented here in the narratives.

2.1 Continue the MPSWG.  The interagency MPSWG was established in March 1998 as a
subcommittee of the recovery team.  The group’s primary tasks are to:  (1) assess manatee population
trends; (2) advise FWS on population criteria to determine when species recovery has been achieved;
and (3) provide managers with interpretation of available information on manatee population
biology.  The group also has formulated strategies to seek peer review of their activities.  The
MPSWG should continue to hold regular meetings, refine recovery criteria, annually update regional
and statewide manatee status statements, convene a population biology workshop early in 2002,
analogous to the one held in 1992, and publish the results of the workshop.

2.2 Conduct status review.  After the Population Status Workshop referenced in Task 2.1 is held, FWS
will conduct a status review of the Florida manatee.  The review will include:  (1) a detailed
evaluation of the population status using the benchmark data obtained from the 2002 Population
Biology Workshop; (2) an evaluation of the status of manatee habitat as it relates to recovery-based
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information obtained from the HWG; (3) an evaluation of existing threats to the species and the
effectiveness of existing mechanisms to control those threats; (4) recommendations, if any, regarding
reclassification of the Florida manatee from endangered to threatened; and (5) objective, measurable
criteria for delisting.

2.3 Determine life history parameters, population structure, distribution patterns, and population
trends.  Population research and data are needed to determine the status of the Florida manatee
population. Data collection should be focused so that information on manatee sightings, movement
patterns, site use and fidelity, and reproductive histories all can be utilized for further analyses of
manatee survival and reproductive rates.  Tools which should be continued as a means of gathering
these data include:  (1) the Manatee Individual Photo-identification System (MIPS); (2) the carcass
salvage program; (3) PIT-tagging; (4) telemetry studies; and (5) aerial survey.  It is particularly
important to utilize these tools at important wintering sites, areas of high use, and poorly-studied
regions.

2.3.1 Continue and increase efforts to collect and analyze mark/recapture data to determine
survivorship, population structure, reproduction, and distribution patterns.
Photographs using standardized protocols for data collection and coding should be collected
annually and documented in the field, especially at the winter aggregation sites; these efforts
should be expanded, particularly in Southwest Florida.  In addition, PIT tags should be
inserted under the skin of all manatees that are captured during the course of ongoing
research or rescue/rehabilitation.  All manatees captured, recaptured,  rescued, or salvaged
should be checked for PIT tags and other identifying information, because these data provide
an additional source of life history information (changes in manatee size, reproductive
status, and general condition between time of tagging and recovery).  Methods for reliably
checking for PIT tags on free-swimming manatees should be developed and tested, and plans
should be developed for re-examining the utility of PIT-tagging manatees of certain age
classes (juveniles and subadults) or in specific areas where photo-ID is not a feasible way
to re-identify individuals.

Analyses using mark-recapture modeling procedures to estimate annual survival rates should
be updated annually, utilizing data in MIPS and comparing results to analyses of PIT tag
data.  To enhance the accuracy and precision of survival estimates, dead manatees
previously identified by photographic documentation must be noted in the MIPS database
before mark-recapture analyses are undertaken.  This research should include estimates of
sample sizes required to determine population traits, such as survival and reproductive rates.
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Additionally, emphasis should be placed on estimating variance and 95% confidence
intervals.

Concurrently with data collection and monitoring, it is important to conduct long-term
studies of reproductive traits and life histories of individual females.  Such studies would
provide information on:  (1) age at first reproduction; (2) age-specific birth rates; (3) calving
interval; (4) litter size; and (5) success in calf-rearing.  The relative success of severely- and
lightly-scarred females in bearing and rearing calves also should be determined.

2.3.2 Continue collection and analysis of genetic samples to determine population structure
and pedigree.  Collection of tissue samples from salvage specimens and from living
manatees at winter aggregation sites, captured during research, or rescued for rehabilitation
should continue.  Continued genetic analysis through collaborations with state and federal
genetics laboratories may reveal greater population structure than has been demonstrated
thus far (i.e., a significant difference between east and west coasts, but not within coasts).
Such research will improve our ability to define regional populations and management units.
Stock and individual identity for forensic purposes ultimately will be possible.  Analytical
techniques recently developed for identifying the structure of other marine stocks should be
investigated.

Paternity cannot be established in wild manatees without the ability to determine family
pedigrees.  This information is needed to determine if successful reproduction is limited to
a small proportion of adult males, which has important implications for the genetic diversity
of the Florida manatee population.  By continuing the development of nuclear DNA
markers, pedigree analysis can be applied to the growing collection of manatee tissue
samples.  Pedigree analysis also would improve greatly our knowledge of matrilineal
relationships and female reproductive success.  Identification of factors associated with
successful breeding by males is important in assessing reproductive potential in the wild and
in captivity.

2.3.3 Continue carcass salvage data analysis to determine reproductive status and
population structure.  Information and tissue samples collected from all carcasses
recovered in the salvage program to determine reproductive status should be continued.
Resulting estimates of reproductive parameters complement information obtained from
long-term data on living manatees and will help to determine trends and possible regional
differences in reproductive rates.  The salvage program yields important information on the
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manatee population sex ratio and proportion of age classes (adult, subadult, juvenile, and
perinatal) within each cause-of-death category.  Annual changes in these proportions may
indicate increases or decreases in certain types of mortality, and thus should be considered
as part of the weight of evidence that supports (or rejects) a reclassification decision.  Ear
bone growth-layer-group analysis should be continued to determine more precise ages of
dead manatees, particularly those that have a known history through the MIPS database,
telemetry studies, or PIT tag data.  Although the age structure of the carcass sample is biased
toward younger animals, opportunities may occur to document better the natural age
structure within specific regions because of age-independent mortality events.

2.3.4 Continue and improve aerial surveys and analyze data to evaluate fecundity data and
to determine distribution patterns, population trends, and population size.  Aerial
surveys provide limited information on the proportion of calves to adults, which may
provide insights on reproductive trends when a long time-series of surveys have been
conducted by one or relatively few individuals in the same geographic regions.  Calf counts
from such surveys should be continued and should be compared to those obtained by
photo-ID methods.

As appropriate and possible, local and regional aerial surveys should be undertaken or
continued to improve information on habitat use patterns and changes in distribution.
Documentation of changes in distribution at power plants will be particularly important
when changes in warm water availability occur.

Methods to correct for various types of visibility bias in surveys should be developed.
Standard procedures for survey teams involved in annual statewide surveys need to be
developed and implemented.  Where appropriate, strip transect aerial surveys should be
used, as it is possible to use this type of survey data to detect regional population trends.
Specifically, strip transect surveys should be continued on an annual basis in the Banana
River, and their feasibility should be investigated in remote coastal areas of Southwest
Florida.  To the extent possible, all aerial surveys should be designed to estimate accurately
a minimum population number.

2.3.5 Continue collection and analysis of telemetry data to determine movements,
distribution, habitat use patterns, and population structure.  Multi-year telemetry
studies have been completed for the Atlantic coast and Southwest Florida from Tampa Bay
through Lee County, and research findings have been summarized in manuscripts currently
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undergoing peer review.  Radio-tracking has provided substantial documentation of seasonal
migrations, other long-distance movements, and local movements that reveal patterns of site
fidelity and habitat use.  Such information is needed from each region, particularly
Southwestern Florida and the Everglades and areas where anticipated changes are likely to
impact manatees, in order to develop management strategies for all significant subgroups
within the regional population, however transitory they may be.

Steps should be undertaken to incorporate geographic positioning system (GPS) technology
into telemetry studies to improve the accuracy of manatee location data.  Such
improvements will be helpful in studying precise habitat-use patterns (e.g., the extent to
which manatees use marked boat channels verses waterway margins for travel) and the
location of preferred foraging sites, especially around warm-water refuge sites. 

2.3.6 Continue to develop, evaluate, and improve population modeling efforts and
parameter estimates and variances to determine population trend and link to habitat
models and carrying capacity.  Uncorrected aerial survey data do not permit statistically
valid population estimation or trend analysis.  Models to correct for the inherent bias and
uncertainty have been developed, and these efforts need to be continued.

It also is important to utilize models such as that developed by Eberhart and O’Shea (1995).
The underlying assumptions of a population model, the importance of parameters used in
the model, the accuracy and uncertainty of the parameter estimates, the relationships of the
parameters, and the appropriateness of the mathematics implemented in the model need to
be critically evaluated and updated.  Also, comparisons need to be made between predicted
outcomes of a model and estimates or indices of population trend from other modeling
efforts or other data sets.  Steps should be taken to improve and to develop more complex
models incorporating additional life history information and which better reflect our
understanding of the processes involved in population dynamics.

Where estimates of model parameters need to be developed or improved, other relevant
tasks should be modified or strengthened.  Because parameters can vary over space and time
and such variation affects population growth rates, emphasis should be placed on estimating
variance and 95% confidence intervals along with developing best estimates of particular
population parameters.
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It is important for those developing manatee population models to coordinate their activities
and to interact directly with research biologists who have collected manatee life history data
or who are very familiar with manatee ecology.  Interaction with management also is needed
to help focus the questions addressed by present and future modeling efforts.  Estimates of
the number of manatee deaths that can be sustained per region, while still allowing
population stability or growth to be achieved are needed.  Coordination is needed to develop
better models that meet the needs of manatee biologists, policy makers, and managers.  The
MPSWG is best positioned to track research developments, link important players, and
provide one level of peer review and evaluation.  Additional peer review from other internal
and external sources also is essential.

As manatee habitat requirements are documented and recovery criteria are identified (based
on habitat needs) (Task 3.1.1), it will become possible to link regional population and
habitat models and estimate optimum sustainable populations for regions.  Integration of
population and habitat information is essential to understand the implications of habitat
change before negative impacts on manatee population trends can occur.  The MPSWG and
Geographic Information System (GIS) Working Group should meet jointly on an annual
basis to coordinate their activities and progress.  Summary reports of these meetings should
be distributed to all agencies and interested parties involved in manatee recovery efforts.

2.3.7 Conduct a PVA to help assess population parameters as related to the ESA and
MMPA.  The FWS should conduct a PVA and/or other modeling exercises to: determine
minimum viable population(s); model effects of various scenarios of stochastic events;
determine consequences of losses of industrial warm-water refuge sites; further test and
refine demographic recovery criteria; and assist in determination of negligible impacts under
the MMPA.

2.4 Evaluate and monitor causes of mortality and injury.  The manatee salvage/necropsy program
is fundamental to identifying causes of manatee mortality and injury and should be continued.  The
program is responsible for collecting and examining virtually all manatee carcasses reported in the
Southeastern United States, determining the causes of death, monitoring mortality trends, and
disseminating mortality information.  Program data are used to identify, direct, and support essential
management actions (e.g., promulgating watercraft speed rules, establishing sanctuaries, and
reviewing permits for construction in manatee habitat).
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The current manatee salvage and necropsy program components are:  (1) receiving manatee carcass
reports from the field; (2) coordinating the retrieval and transport of manatee carcasses and
conducting gross and histological examinations to determine cause of death; (3) maintaining accurate
mortality records; and (4) carrying out special studies to improve understanding of mortality causes,
rates, and trends.  The carcass salvage program should continue to:  (1) describe functional
morphology of manatees; (2) assess certain life history parameters of the population; and (3) collect
data on survival of known individuals.

To improve the program, FWC should continue to hold manatee mortality workshops to review
critically its salvage and necropsy procedures and methods.  These workshops:  (1) establish and
improve “state-of-the-art” forensic techniques, specimen/data collection, and analyses; (2) identify
and create projects focusing on death categories that are unresolved; (3) prepare for and assist with
epizootics; (4) generate reference data on manatee health; and (5) generate suggestions for
attainment of a “healthy” manatee population.

To implement the salvage and rescue program in Florida, FWC maintains a central necropsy facility
called the Marine Mammal Pathobiology Laboratory (MMPL) which is located in St. Petersburg.
FWC also has three field stations on the east coast situated in Jacksonville, Melbourne, and
Tequesta, and one field station on the west coast at Port Charlotte. The GDNR, South Carolina
Department of Natural Resources, Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Texas Marine
Mammal Stranding Network, University of North Carolina at Wilmington, and others help to
coordinate carcass salvages and rescues in other Atlantic and Gulf coast states.   FWS and FWC
should provide assistance to these manatee salvage and rescue programs through workshops,
providing equipment and assistance when possible.  The MMPL will maintain and curate the
Southeast U.S. Manatee Mortality Database to facilitate management and enhance communication
among state agencies and reinforce timely reporting.

2.4.1 Maintain and improve carcass detection, retrieval, and analysis.  To the extent possible,
the historic mortality database should be reviewed and updated to reflect the cause of death
categories currently in used.  To estimate the number of unreported manatee carcasses,
studies should be done on carcass detection and reporting rates.  Studies focusing on carcass
drift, rate of decomposition, and how decomposition affects necropsy results should be
conducted.  Periodic peer reviews should be conducted of necropsy methods, data recording
and analysis, and documentation of tissues collected.  Selected representative samples
should be archived with appropriate national tissue banks. Workshops such as FWC
Manatee Mortality Workshop should continue to be conducted to strengthen collaborative
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research and information sharing. Partnerships with other agencies and process analysis of
carcass retrieval protocols should be ongoing to improve efficiency.

2.4.2 Improve evaluation and understanding of injuries and deaths caused by watercraft.
Longitudinal studies should be established to examine the effect of boats and boating
activity on population growth and reproductive success.  Investigations of the characteristics
of lethal compared to non-lethal injuries and causes should be developed using data from
carcasses and photo-ID records.  Another important data set would be that characterizing
healing in rescued injured animals; under-reporting of watercraft mortality may occur as
individuals die from complications resulting from injuries sustained by boats. Lethal and
non-lethal injuries should be investigated to characterize size of vessels, relative direction
of movement of vessel, and propeller vs. blunt trauma statistics.  Research on mechanical
characteristics of skin and bones should be developed to obtain a better understanding of the
effects of watercraft-related impacts.  Regional studies are needed to characterize boating
intensity, types of boats, boating behavior, and boating hot spots in relation to manatee
watercraft-related mortality.

2.4.3 Improve the evaluation and understanding of injuries and deaths caused by other
anthropogenic causes.  Research is needed to continue to assess manatee behavior leading
to vulnerability around the water control structures and navigational locks, as well as
operational or structural changes that can prevent serious injury or death of manatees.
MMPL should continue to associate forensic observations obtained at necropsy with specific
characteristics of the particular structure that caused the death.

Commercial fishing is not a major culprit involved in manatee mortality, unlike the case
with most other marine mammals.  However, manatees have been killed by shrimp trawls
and hoop nets, and in recent years injuries and death from monofilament entanglement, hook
and line ingestion, and crab pot/rope entanglement have been more prevalent.  There is a
need to improve the evaluation and understanding of injuries and deaths of manatees caused
by commercial and recreational fisheries.  To reduce the increasing numbers of fishing gear
entanglements, a multi-agency Manatee Entanglement Task Force has been established and
should continue to focus on creating changes in data collection protocols, potential
technique/gear modifications, innovative tag designs, entanglement research, gear
recovery/clean-up, and education/outreach efforts.  Research on rates of entanglement, types
of gear, and geographical and temporal changes in rates and types of entanglements should
be developed.  Studies on behavioral characteristics of manatees contributing to
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entanglement should be pursued.  Research on the amount of marine debris in inshore waters
should be conducted, particularly where there are high levels of manatee entanglement.
Programs to remove marine debris and recycle monofilament line also should be encouraged
and continued (Task 1.7.2).

Although no known death or pathology has been associated with toxicants, some
concentrations of contaminants have caused concern.  Over time, concentrations of
chemicals found in manatees from early studies have changed, possibly as a result of the
regulation of chemical use.  Such changes highlight the need to monitor tissues for chemical
residue and also can provide insight into the presence of different or new compounds in the
environment.  While a broad range of tests have been conducted, there needs to be a greater
focus on endocrine disruptor compounds.  These compounds can alter reproductive success
and have a dramatic effect on population growth.

2.4.4 Improve the evaluation and understanding of naturally-caused mortality and unusual
mortality events.  By definition, natural causes of mortality are not directly anthropogenic
and thus not easily targeted by management strategies.  However, some aspects of natural
mortality may be influenced by human activities.  These activities include but are not limited
to:  (1) sources of artificial warm water; (2) nutrient loading; and (3) habitat modification.

Cold stress can be a cause or contributing factor to manatee deaths during the winter.  Acute
cold-related mortality is related to hypothermia and metabolic changes which occur as a
consequence to exposure to cold.  Research should continue to focus on critical cold air and
water temperatures affecting manatee physiology (particularly as it pertains to acute cold-
and cold stress-related mortality).  To provide important clues as to how manatees deal with
cold temperature, future research should study behavioral adjustments to cold (e.g., directed
movement to warm-water refuges, time budget during cold periods, and surface resting
intervals during warm spells).  Research identifying the manatee’s anatomical and
physiological mechanisms for heat exchange are an important step to understanding the
biological limitation of the species.  Ancillary research should include identification of
natural warm-water sites, because a growing population of manatees may be
seasonally-limited by overcrowding at the larger well-known warm-water refuges. 

Research is needed to improve our ability to detect brevetoxin in manatee tissues, stomach
contents, urine, and blood.  At the same time, environmental detection of red tides, their
strengths, and the development of retardants are necessary.  More advanced immunological
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research utilizing manatee cell cultures may result in the development of better treatment
of manatees exposed to brevetoxin.

Improved methods are needed to subdivide the perinatal category into categories of:
(1) clearly fetal; (2) at or near the time of birth; and (3) clearly born. Once these categories
are well-defined, analysis can ascertain the life stage subject to the greatest impact, thus
allowing for the future development of appropriate management policies.  Field research
focusing on factors affecting calf survival should be conducted (e.g., age of mother at
reproduction, behavior, characteristics of calving areas, and human disturbance).  

The FWS and FWC have created complementary manatee die-off contingency plans (Geraci
and Lounsbury 1997; FWS 1998) that have been merged into one comprehensive document
(FDEP et al. 1998).  The document contains information and guidance from the two plans
together with advice and provisions outlined in the executive summary from Wilkinson
(1996).  Research and investigations should follow the protocols and recommendations
found in the Contingency Plans.  In addition, there should be ongoing collection and storage
of tissues and samples from healthy and non-mortality event manatees to establish a baseline
and to aid interpretation of test results obtained during a catastrophic event and for
retrospective studies.  Investigators should contact and work closely with other research
projects monitoring and evaluating harmful algal blooms.  FWC mortality workshops should
continue and help to facilitate and develop cooperative arrangements among investigators
and institutions.

2.5 Define factors that affect health, well-being, physiology, and ecology.  Relatively little attention
has been paid to the health and well-being of individual manatees, although factors affecting
individuals ultimately influence the overall status of the population.  There is a need to determine
the relatively constant internal state in which factors such as temperature and chemical conditions
remain stable and therefore within a range of values that permit the body to function well, despite
changing environmental conditions.  Stress is part of existence, and not all stress is bad for an
individual.  However, a stressor can affect homeostasis and health, and thereby precipitate a chain
of events that can compromise the survival of an individual.  There also is a need to understand the
factors that underlie large-scale trends.  For example, individual manatees compromised by severe
injury or disease may not be able to reproduce successfully.  Similarly, sublethal effects of toxicants
and even the effects of nutritional, noise-related, and disturbance-related stresses can impair immune
function and potentially reduce the ability of individuals to reproduce.  Study plans and protocols
should be developed, collaborators identified, and results published.
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2.5.1 Develop a better understanding of manatee anatomy, physiology, and health factors.
Efforts should be made to develop and publish a synthesis of:  (1) current knowledge of
manatee serology; (2) ranges of values associated with manatees in various demographic
groups; (3) anomalies identified in manatees via serum analyses; and (4) any remaining
unanswered questions.  Major organs and organ systems have been examined by a variety
of scientists over the years.  Those systems or organs which have been ignored are important
to assessing manatee health and should be studied; these include:  (1) the lymphatic system;
(2) most parts of the endocrine system; and (3) non-cerebral parts of the brain.  In addition,
potential changes in reproductive tracts routinely should be assessed as part of ongoing life
history assessments.  Manatee histology (microscopic anatomy) has been relatively
unstudied, compared to gross anatomy.  It is of no less importance in understanding normal
organ or tissue functions, as well as abnormalities thereof; therefore, responsible agencies
should respond to this important deficiency.

Anatomical and experimental studies have indicated that manatees osmoregulate well in
either fresh or salt water; however, it is unclear whether or not manatees physiologically
require fresh water to drink, and it is unknown what stresses may be created when fresh
water is not available.  Research should be continued, and managers attempting to protect
resources sought by, if not required by, manatees should bear in mind that fresh water is a
desirable and possibly necessary resource for healthy manatees.

Body indices research at FMRI has initiated certain measurements documenting the body
condition of manatees.  Maintenance of this work, and refinements/extensions thereof,
should be continued to gain a better understanding of physiology and health of individuals
and the population.

Continuous long-term monitoring of individual manatees allows for documentation of an
animal’s health.  Information should be gathered on:  (1) the acquisition and severity of new
wounds to facilitate research on the length of time required for injuries to heal; and (2) any
effects of injuries on behavior or reproduction.  Natural factors affecting the health of the
population also should be monitored during the course of photo-ID studies on wild
individuals (e.g., cold-related skin damage, scars caused by fungal infections, and papilloma
lesions).

As discussed earlier, brevetoxin has been implicated or suspected in major and minor
mortality events for manatees for decades.  Tests now exist to allow pathologists to assess,
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even retrospectively, manatee tissues for signs of brevetoxicosis.  The important questions
include:  (1) how many manatee deaths can be truly attributed to exposure to brevetoxin
over the years; (2) if red tides are a natural occurrence, how can effects of red tides on
manatees be reduced or mitigated; (3) would changes in human activities (i.e., creation of
warm-water refuges which lead to aggregations of manatees) appreciably change
vulnerability of the animals; and (4) have human activities contributed to increased
prevalence and virulence of red tides.

Inasmuch as a single epizootic event can cause 2 to 3 times as many manatee deaths as
watercraft causes annually, gaining a better understanding of the issue is vital and urgent.
Development of cell lines and testing of manatee tissues would represent an extremely
useful approach.  In particular, preliminary results indicate that exposure to brevetoxin
reduces manatee immune system function.  Further study of the immune system will define
levels of concern and will help to identify when rehabilitated manatees are ready for release
into the wild.  Other natural toxins have affected marine mammals (e.g., saxitoxin) and may
represent another potential problem for manatees.  Exposure of cultured cells of manatees
to saxitoxin and assessment of the responses of those cells, would be useful.

Toxicant studies demonstrate that a few metals occur in high concentrations in manatee
tissues.  Testing for toxicants can be extremely expensive, thus a carefully-constructed study
plan should be developed first to address the most critical uncertainties and to make the
assessments as cost-effective as possible.  Sediment chemistry/toxicity testing could be used
as an indicator to direct toxicant studies in important habitats known to contain sediments
that are contaminated.

A disease involves an illness, sickness, an interruption, cessation, or disorder of body
functions, systems, and organs.  As noted at the outset of this section, scientists need to learn
the boundaries of normal structure and function before they can diagnose what is normal or
diseased.  This process has occurred to some degree through the necropsy program, but it
needs considerable refinement.  Over the years, cause of death for about 1/3 of all manatee
carcasses has been undetermined; this percentage would doubtless drop considerably with
better information about and diagnosis of manatee disease states.  Planned workshops by the
FMRI will attempt to bring scientists conducting necropsies on manatees together with
pathologists and forensic scientists working with humans and other species.  This effort
should be very useful as a first step in an ongoing process of refinement.
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Nutritional characteristics of manatee food plants and the importance of different food
sources for different manatee age and sex classes in various regions are needed to help
assure that adequate food resources are protected in different areas of the population’s
range.  Ongoing studies should be completed to identify manatee food habits and the
nutritional value of different aquatic plants important to manatees.  In addition, seasonal
patterns of food availability in areas of high manatee use need to be documented.  Research
should also address manatee foraging behavior, emphasizing ways that manatees are able
to locate and utilize optimal food resources.

Since degrees of parasitic infestation may be associated with the changes in the health of
manatees, assessments of changes in prevalence of parasites over time should be undertaken.
Inasmuch as parasite loads are assessed, at least qualitatively, during necropsies, this should
be easy to accomplish, relatively speaking.

2.5.2 Develop a better understanding of thermoregulation.  Although work has been ongoing
to assess effects of environmental temperatures on metabolism of manatees, the relationship
among temperature change, metabolic stress, onset of chronic or acute disease symptoms,
and even mortality of manatees is not perfectly understood.  As noted above, the
relationships among manatee reproductive status, body condition, thermal stress levels, and
metabolic responses to such stress remain unclear.  Answers are needed as the specter of
decreased availability of both natural and artificial warm-water sources looms.  The research
should focus not only on lower critical temperatures (the cold temperatures where metabolic
stress occurs), but also on the upper critical temperature.

2.5.3 Develop a better understanding of  sensory systems.  Vision in manatees has been well
studied and tactile ability and acoustics also have been assessed.  Conclusions reached as
a result of acoustic studies are somewhat inconsistent and controversial, especially in terms
of the extent that manatees may hear approaching watercraft.  Since the auditory sense of
manatees appears to be vital to their ability to communicate and to avoid injury, further
studies are warranted.  In addition, although chemoreception has been suggested as a
mechanism by which male manatees locate estrous females, chemosensory ability of
manatees is virtually unknown and should be studied.

2.5.4 Develop a better understanding of orientation and navigation.  It is clear from various
lines of evidence that manatees show site fidelity, especially in terms of their seasonal use
of warm-water refuges, but also in their use of summer habitat.  To some extent, calves learn
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locations of resources from their mothers.  However, the way that manatees perceive their
environment, cues they use to navigate, and the hierarchy of factors they use to select a
particular spot or travel corridor are all unknown.  As humans continue to modify coastal
environments (physically, acoustically, visually, and chemically), it would be useful to
understand better how such changes may interfere with the manatee’s ability to orient and
to locate or select optimal habitat.

2.5.5 Develop a better understanding of foraging behavior during winter.  Research should
address manatee winter foraging behavior, emphasizing ways that manatees are able to
locate and utilize optimal food resources.  Research should address food availability near
winter aggregation areas and determine if they are a limiting resource.  Therefore, food
resources near winter aggregation sites in each region need to be assessed to ensure that
food resources are adequate and protected.

2.5.6 Develop baseline behavior information.  Both field studies and controlled experiments at
captive facilities are needed to document basic behaviors.  This documentation will allow
detection and understanding of changes in behavior that occur through changes in allocation
of essential resources, such as vegetation and warm water.  Telemetry, photo-ID, and aerial
videography have been useful tools for behavioral research.  New innovative approaches are
needed, particularly in habitats where visibility is poor.

2.5.7 Develop a better understanding of disturbance.  Stress caused by disturbance will be
difficult to document, but if manatees move away from critically important resources (e.g.,
warm water in winter) to avoid being disturbed, this movement could place the animals in
immediate and acute jeopardy.  Sources and level of activities eliciting disturbance
responses need to be characterized further.

2.5.7.1 Continue to investigate how a vessel’s sound affects manatees.  In order to
understand the nature of watercraft/manatee interactions, the primary reasons for
collisions must be identified.  Manatees, particularly mothers and calves,
communicate vocally.  Often, while vessels are still outside of visual range,
manatees initiate movements as boats approach, suggesting that they respond on
the basis of hearing the boats.  Noise from boats or other sources may interfere
with communications or provide a source of stress.  Hearing capabilities have
been examined through studies involving two individuals in captivity (Gerstein
1995, 1999).
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There is a need for further research on hearing capabilities and the effects of noise
on manatees potentially to provide another management tool to minimize
collisions between manatees and boats.  In particular, it is important to determine:
(1) the sensitivity of manatee hearing to the different kinds of vessels to which
they are exposed; (2) the range of frequencies of importance to manatee
communication; (3) the abilities of manatees to localize sound sources; and (4)
the role that habitat features may play in altering sound characteristics.  The
levels and characteristics of vessel sounds leading to behavioral changes,
including potentially vacating an area, need to be determined.  Development of
manatee avoidance technology needs  to be thoroughly researched and assessed
and managers need to evaluate the MMPA and ESA “take” issues related to
implementing such technology.

2.5.7.2 Investigate, determine, monitor, and evaluate how vessel presence, activity,
and traffic patterns affect manatee behavior and distribution.  More effective
diagnosis of watercraft-related injuries and mortalities is important for describing
the extent and nature of the threat posed by watercraft.  Mortality workshops are
intended to improve our ability to diagnose watercraft-related mortalities more
effectively on both fresh and decomposed carcasses.  Prevention of such injuries
and mortalities is the goal.  Research is needed to address the causes of watercraft
mortality and the effectiveness of management actions.  Importantly, such
research also should investigate the effects of sublethal injuries and stress
occurring as a result of boating activity.  Injuries and stress may:  (1) lead to
reductions in animal condition and reproductive success; (2) cause animals to
abandon habitat important for foraging, reproduction, or thermal regulation; or
(3) impair immune system function thereby increasing the vulnerability of
animals to disease, pollutants, or toxins.  Thus, indirect or secondary effects of
boating activity also may impede population recovery in ways that have not yet
been assessed.

MML, FWC, and others are investigating reactions of manatees to boats.
Preliminary information indicates that manatees perceive boats, but may, under
certain circumstances, react in ways that place the animals in the path of, rather
than away from, the boats.  Additional studies of manatee responses to boats and
vessel acoustics are needed (Task 2.5.7.1).  Indirect deleterious effects of
shallow-draft or jet boats that can disturb manatees and cause them to move to
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boating channels or interrupt normal behaviors need to be studied.  An evaluation
of spatial and temporal factors associated with risk to manatees (i.e., proportion
of time manatees are exposed to vessels relative to depth, habitat, and manatee
activity) should be conducted.  Additional factors to be investigated include:
(1) types and frequency of approaches; (2) numbers of boats; (3) distance of
nearest approach; (4) individual variations in manatee responses to boats;
(5) influences on diurnal activity patterns and habitat use; and (6) effects on
mothers and young.

2.5.7.3 Assess boating activity and boater compliance.  Studies that characterize the
intensity and types of boating activities should be conducted at selected locations
around the state, with emphasis on areas where boat-related mortality of manatees
is highest.  Studies are underway and should be expanded to additional areas to
identify and evaluate adherence to manatee speed zone restrictions through
statewide boater compliance studies.  The following studies should be continued
and assessed:  (1) the frequency of boater compliance with posted manatee speed
zone restrictions; (2) the degree of boater compliance with posted manatee speed
zone restrictions; (3) the levels of compliance among boat classes, seasonally, and
temporally; (4) changes in compliance resulting from different enforcement
regimes; and (5) changes in compliance resulting from different signage.
Underlying sociological factors affecting compliance also should be investigated
(Task 1.4.4).  New methods for monitoring compliance, such as remote video
systems, should be assessed.

2.5.7.4 Evaluate the impacts of human swimmers and the effectiveness of
sanctuaries.  Specific circumstances or characteristics of human swimming,
snorkeling, or SCUBA diving that may result in changes in manatee behavior,
including vacating an area, remain to be determined.  Factors to be investigated
include:  (1) types and frequency of approaches; (2) numbers of swimmers;
(3) distance of nearest acceptable approach; (4) occurrence of contact;
(5) individual variations in manatee responses to humans; (6) influences on
diurnal activity patterns and habitat use; and (7) effects on mothers and young.

2.5.7.5 Evaluate the impacts of viewing by the public.  The relative benefits of
burgeoning human attention as compared to potential adverse impacts on the
animals have not been evaluated properly to determine the desirability of
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increasing or decreasing control over manatee viewing activities.  Studies relating
marketing and overall levels of human viewing activities to changes in manatee
behavior, including vacating an area, need to be conducted.  Conversely, benefits
accrued to the manatees from increased viewing by the public also should be
evaluated for comparison.

2.5.7.6 Evaluate the impacts of provisioning.  In many parts of the species’ range,
people provide food or water to manatees, in spite of regulations prohibiting such
activities.  A systematic evaluation should be conducted to determine if these
activities potentially adversely affect manatees in terms of changing their
behavior, placing them at greater risk from other human activities, or encouraging
them to use inappropriate habitat.

OBJECTIVE 3:  Protect, identify, evaluate, and monitor manatee habitats.  Manatee population
recovery and growth depend on maintaining the availability of habitat suitable to support a larger manatee
population.  Manatee habitat needs include:  (1) ample food sources (including submerged, floating, and
emergent vegetation); (2) warm-water refuges during cold winter periods; (3) quiet, secluded areas for
calving and nursing; (4) mating and resting areas; (5) safe travel corridors connecting such areas; and
(6) possibly fresh drinking water.  These resources are affected by development in coastal and riverine areas
and by human activities in waterways used by manatees.  Managers must protect the quality and quantity of
essential manatee habitats and provide for human needs.

Many important manatee areas in Florida are protected through the state’s Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act,
which protects manatees and their habitat through designated manatee protection zones and sanctuaries;
manatee areas also are protected under the ESA and MMPA manatee sanctuaries and refuges provisions.
These Acts provide a means to minimize the direct and indirect effects of coastal development on manatees.
Existing protection areas should be evaluated and properly-managed, and other important unprotected areas
should be identified and afforded necessary protection.  Resource agencies, through these authorities, are able
to address and minimize the effects of development through comments to state and federal permitting
agencies.  County MPPs are important guidance documents for agencies and developers.  Plans should be
developed for those counties lacking state- and federally-approved plans.  All plans should be reviewed
periodically.

In order to protect adequate quantities of essential habitat in the quality necessary to recover the manatee,
information is needed to identify habitats, assess their condition, and understand the factors affecting them.



RECOVERY - NARRATIVE OUTLINE OF RECOVERY ACTIONS

-84-

Methods and means should be improved/developed to understand better and monitor the interactions that take
place between manatees, manatee habitat, and humans.  A HWG should be convened to assess needs and to
identify the tools needed to identify, monitor, and evaluate manatee habitats and better define manatee
ecology.

3.1 Convene a Habitat Working Group.  A HWG (established as a subcommittee of the recovery
team), that includes resource managers, manatee biologists, and experts familiar with the many
features of the manatees’ aquatic environment will meet on a regular basis.  This group will:  (1)
assist managers responsible for protecting habitat; (2) help identify information needs; (3) ensure
the implementation of tasks needed to identify, monitor, and evaluate habitat; and (4) refine and
improve the recovery criteria that address threats to manatee habitat by October 2002.

3.2 Protect, identify, evaluate, and monitor existing natural and industrial warm-water refuges
and investigate alternatives.  One of the greatest threats to the continued existence of the Florida
manatee is the stability and longevity of warm-water habitat.  Manatees have learned to rely on
natural and industrial warm-water refuges during periods of cold weather.  This reliance has made
it extremely important for managers and researchers to understand the role played by warm-water
refuges in overall manatee survival.  Protection, enhancement and/or replacement, identification, and
characterization of these sites are essential to the continued recovery of the manatee population.

3.2.1 Continue the Warm-Water Task Force.  A task force consisting of governmental
agencies, power industry representatives, and non-government organizations has been
convened  to develop and implement strategies to ensure safe and dependable warm-water
refuges for manatees.  In developing these strategies, the task force should:  (1) develop a
conceptual plan for a long-term network of warm-water refuges; (2) determine the optimal
northern extent of industrial warm-water refuges; (3) develop a plan to reduce the potential
loss of manatees in the event that a power plant goes off-line, either permanently or for an
extended period of time; (4) explore whether new sources of artificial warm water are an
avenue that should be considered and, if so, identify potential new sources that could be
exploited to produce consistent, dependable, and inexpensive warm water.  The task force
also should examine the potential effects of deregulation of the Florida power industry.

3.2.2 Develop and implement an industrial warm-water strategy.  Short- and long-term
strategies should be developed for industrial warm-water refuges.  Efforts to address
short-term concerns currently are accomplished through the state-adopted NPDES
permitting program, which includes power plant-specific MPPs.  These plans ensure a safe,
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consistent, and dependable network of warm-water refuges.  A long-term plan, addressing
concerns identified in Task 3.2.1, should be developed with the creation of an effective
network of warm-water refuges as its goal.  The development of this plan will require that
all industrial sites used by wintering manatees be identified, described, and monitored.
These assessments should contain the location and physical description of each plant,
expected  life span of each plant, and history of manatee use at each plant.  Habitat attributes
associated with each plant also should be addressed.  These attributes should include:
(1) availability and location of forage and freshwater; and (2) an assessment of human
disturbance levels over the next 5, 10, and 20 years.  As more information regarding each
plant is collected, BPSM and FWS should recommend modifications to existing power
plant-specific MPPs to insure protection of manatees at these facilities.

3.2.2.1 Obtain information necessary to manage industrial warm-water refuges.
Research efforts should focus on collating and analyzing existing data related to
manatees and industrial warm-water refuges.  New research initiatives should
focus on filling in data gaps concerning manatees,  warm water requirements, and
associated behaviors.  These research efforts should include:  (1) determining the
tolerance of manatees to low ambient air and water temperatures; and
(2) investigating manatee use of warm-water refuges and nearby habitats in
relation to water temperature.  Existing research efforts such as aerial monitoring
of manatee use at power plants and identifying trends in the abundance of
manatees at each plant should be continued.  Carrying capacity and factors
influencing the number of manatees which can and/or should be using each
individual plant should be assessed for each facility.  Building partnerships with
the industry is imperative in finding resources and answers to a multitude of
questions related to this issue.

3.2.2.2 Define manatee response to changes in industrial operations that affect
warm-water discharges.  Current power plant operations involve activities that
affect their respective warm-water discharges.  For example, in the absence of
demand for electricity, power companies cut back on the amount of electricity
produced by certain power plants.  These cut-backs may result in temporary or
long-term loss of warm water or diminished flows of warm water, thereby
reducing their attractiveness to wintering manatees.  These operational changes
and the effects they have on wintering manatees should be monitored.
Understanding the response of manatees to these changes will provide important
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information for managers seeking to improve short- and long-term management
strategies.

3.2.3 Protect, enhance, and investigate other non-industrial warm-water refuges.
Non-industrial warm-water refuges include areas such as dredged basins which provide
warm water because of their configurations and other features.  For example, deep dredged
basins with few inputs from adjoining ambient waters may create solar-heated,
manatee-accessible systems with water temperatures several degrees above ambient.
Dredged areas accessible to manatees also may penetrate sources of groundwater.  When
tapped into, these warm-water seeps elevate ambient water temperatures and are attractive
to manatees in need of refuge from the cold.  Due to the uncertainty of some of the power
plant discharges being available in the future for manatees, alternatives to these discharges
should be identified and developed, if needed.  New environmentally-sensitive,
non-industry-dependent warm-water refuges should be considered.  Sites should be
identified and technologies tested while existing refuges remain available.

3.2.4 Protect and enhance natural warm-water refuges.  The continued functioning of the
natural springs, rivers, and creeks used by manatees is essential to their recovery.  Of
greatest immediate importance are the spring systems at Blue Spring, Kings Bay, Homosassa
Springs, and Warm Mineral Springs.  These springs are used as cold season warm-water
refuges by at least 20% of the manatee population during winter cold fronts (FWC,
unpublished data).  Critical to the continued functioning of natural warm-water sites is the
maintenance of minimum spring flows and levels, maintenance or improvement of water
quality, and protection of adequate foraging habitat within and adjacent to these sites.

3.2.4.1 Develop and maintain a database of warm-water refuge sites.  BPSM and
FMRI staff should identify and maintain an active database of all natural and
non-industrial warm-water refuge sites.  When new sites are discovered, these
should be added to the database.  Manatee use and changes in system function
these sites should be monitored over time.  Sites should be prioritized based on
extent of manatee use and regional importance to cold season populations.  FWS
and FWC staff also should identify potential natural refuge sites near industrial
warm-water facilities used by manatees and assess whether enhancement of these
sites should be pursued.
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3.2.4.2 Develop comprehensive plans for the enhancement of natural warm-water
sites.  If the strategy for a site includes enhancement, then a comprehensive plan
should be developed addressing:  (1) agency responsibilities; (2) permitting
requirements; (3) funding sources; and (4) physical modifications.  Existing and
additional needed protection measures for each site should be identified and
assessed for effectiveness. To provide for maximum protection of these warm-
water sites, protection strategies also should include land acquisition, use of
regulatory mechanisms, and outreach. 

3.2.4.3 Establish and maintain minimum spring flows and levels at natural springs.
Water demands from the aquifer for residential and agricultural purposes have
diminished spring flows at important manatee wintering areas.  Additionally,
paving and water diversion projects in spring recharge areas can reduce water
levels at springs.

A database of priority springs and flowing systems accessible to manatees should
be developed and maintained by FWC staff.  The database should include
baseline information on water availability and quality so that adverse changes can
promptly be identified and impacts mitigated.  FWC and FWS should coordinate
with the WMDs to prioritize establishing minimum spring flows for high manatee
use systems, such as King, Homosassa and Blue Springs.  Agency staff should
advocate maintaining spring flow rates above the minimum levels necessary to
support manatees.  FWS and FWC should develop a coordinated review program
with FDEP and WMDs’ permitting programs on applications requesting ground
water withdrawal from applicable spring systems.  In addition, FWC and FWS
should participate in FDEP and/or WMD springs task force efforts where manatee
warm-water refuge protection issues are involved.  State legislation protecting
spring flow should be sought.  Other recovery partners should advocate the
establishment of minimum flows and levels as appropriate.

3.2.5 Assess changes in historical distribution due to habitat alteration.  Summarize what is
known about historical distribution in order to clarify how and to what extent artificial
warm-water refuge sites and flood control canals have altered distribution and habitat use
patterns.
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3.3 Establish, acquire, manage, and monitor regional protected area networks and manatee
habitat.  The establishment of manatee sanctuaries, refuges, and protected areas, along with the
federal, state, local and private acquisition of coastal areas and essential manatee habitat has created
regional networks of protected areas crucial for the long-term survival of the manatee population.
Management of these refuges, sanctuaries, reserves, preserves, and parks in Florida offers assurance
that habitat (e.g., warm-water springs, grassbeds, and quiet secluded waterways) important to
manatees are protected.  These efforts need to continue as well as efforts to manage key protected
areas in ways that enhance achievement of the recovery objectives.

In addition, work should be undertaken to better understand and monitor the complex interactions
among manatees, humans, and manatee habitat.  Information from such a program will identify
future threats to manatee populations and help to explain observed manatee population trends.
Presently, there is no systematic approach to monitoring the condition of important manatee habitats.
To provide a means of detecting potential problems in areas supporting manatee populations,
essential manatee habitat features should be monitored and evaluated.  This information also will
assist in determining areas which may need some additional level of protection (i.e., sanctuaries or
refuges).

3.3.1 Establish manatee sanctuaries, refuges, and protected areas.  Under authority of the
ESA and its implementing regulations at 50 CFR 17, FWS may designate certain waters as
manatee sanctuaries (areas where all waterborne activities are prohibited) or manatee
refuges (areas where certain waterborne activities may be regulated).  In the 1980s and
1990s, FWS designated six manatee sanctuaries in Kings Bay, Citrus County.  In addition,
under the NWR System Administration Act, the FWS established a 24-square-km (15-
square-mi) zone, in the upper Banana River south of the NASA Causeway, in which
motorboats are prohibited.  Any such established areas must be posted and enforced.

In 2000, FWS initiated an effort to assess and propose new manatee refuges and sanctuaries
throughout peninsular Florida.  The goal is to consider the needs of the manatee at an
ecosystem level and to use this rule-making provision to ensure that adequately protected
areas are available to satisfy the life requisites of the species, with a view toward recovery.
The FWS will periodically assess the need for additional or fewer manatee refuges and
sanctuaries.

The establishment of No Entry, Limited Entry and No Motorboat zones by state and local
regulations function similarly to FWS manatee sanctuaries.  These protection areas were



RECOVERY - NARRATIVE OUTLINE OF RECOVERY ACTIONS

-89-

established to prevent human disturbance.  Examples of these types of zones include:  (1)
Winter No Entry Zones around power plant warm-water outfalls that attract manatees; (2)
Winter No Entry Zone at Blue Spring in Volusia County; (3) Year-round No Entry at Pansy
Bayou in Sarasota County; and (4) the Virginia Key and Black Creek Year-round No Entry
Zones in Dade County.

3.3.2 Identify and prioritize new land acquisition projects.  Manatee-related land acquisition,
which helps to expand regional networks of essential manatee habitat, is particularly
important.  In this regard, identification of priority areas must consider regional manatee
habitat requirements and relationships among essential manatee habitats.  To promote and
guide these efforts, the HWG will establish a subcommittee, to include individuals from
FWS, FWC, USGS-Sirenia, and others, to convene an annual meeting regarding acquisition
projects.  The subcommittee will act as a clearinghouse on the status of manatee acquisition
projects and otherwise help coordinate efforts for relevant land acquisition projects by
federal and state agencies, The Nature Conservancy, and others.  As new information on
manatee habitat use patterns and essential habitats become available, new areas for
acquisition should be identified as warranted.  Recent examples of local, state and federal
manatee-related acquisition efforts are at Weeki Wachi Spring, Blue Waters and Three
Sisters Spring in Citrus County, Warm Mineral Spring Run in Charlotte County, and
Munyon and Little Munyon Islands in Palm Beach County.  

3.3.3 Acquire land adjacent to important manatee habitats.  Several NWRs managed by FWS
contain essential manatee habitat and are adjacent to other essential non-protected manatee
habitat areas.  Expanding these areas and establishing new refuges would significantly
improve protection not only for manatees, but also for many other species.  State land
acquisition programs administered by the five regional WMDs, FDEP, FWC, and DCA have
acquired many areas that will further manatee habitat protection and have many important
acquisition projects in varying stages of development.  Local and private land acquisition
efforts also enhance manatee habitat protection.  Particularly important areas utilized as
warm-water refuges, such as Three Sisters Spring in Citrus County and Warm Mineral
Spring in Sarasota County, should be considered.  As possible, FWS and state land
acquisition programs cooperatively should pursue expanding publically-owned lands to
incorporate manatee habitat.

3.3.4 Establish and evaluate manatee management programs at protected areas.  After
essential manatee habitats are acquired as identified in Task 3.3.5, the agencies responsible
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for administering those areas should incorporate manatee protection and public awareness
measures into these unit administration programs.  Such management measures, depending
on local conditions and human activity patterns, may be needed to ensure that activities and
development projects within or adjacent to protected areas or affecting state-owned
submerged lands do not adversely affect manatees or their habitat.  Such measures should
be updated as appropriate.

3.3.5 Support and pursue other habitat conservation options.  Manatee habitat conservation
can be achieved through existing regulatory means (Task 1.2 and its subtasks) and through
coordination with private foundations with an interest in environmental protection.  Federal
and state regulatory programs can provide for additional protection of water quality and
aquatic resource protection through establishment of conservation easements and mitigation.
Private foundations should be approached to procure sensitive lands around important
manatee habitat areas.  Purchased lands can be managed with the purpose of maintaining
water quality (and quantity in the case of springs) by existing local, state or federal programs
or through the foundation itself.  It is also possible to foster protection of privately held
lands important to manatee habitat protection through government tax incentives and
focused outreach efforts.

3.3.6 Assist local governments in development of county MPPs.  Local governments in Florida
are encouraged to develop comprehensive, multi-faceted MPPs with technical and financial
assistance from FWS , FWC, FDEP, COE, special interest groups, and the general public.
Each plan should be designed to ensure manatee protection by addressing a variety of
recovery elements or components including:  (1) regulating boat facility siting;
(2) protecting manatee habitat; (3) providing for public outreach and education; and
(4) ensuring appropriate levels of law enforcement.  Each plan also should reflect manatee
protection zones established by state and federal agencies (sanctuaries, refuges, boat speed
zones) and consider if other locally-approved zones are needed.  These comprehensive plans
will assist in planning future development in a manner compatible with manatee protection,
and will ensure local government involvement in manatee protection efforts.  All efforts
should be made to achieve concurrence among state and federal agencies regarding the
approval of county plans.

If local governments are not willing or able to develop comprehensive plans, then FWS and
FWC will offer assistance in the development of individual components which would aid
in manatee recovery and form the basis for future comprehensive planning efforts.  For
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example, such a component might outline local government’s public outreach and education
efforts and set forth funding needs and sources as well as an implementation schedule.
While not as valuable as a comprehensive plan, these individual components would still be
helpful in achieving recovery of the manatee.

In the absence of approved MPPs, or components thereof, case-by-case decision-making on
permit applications by state and federal regulatory agencies will consider the best available
scientific and commercial data in order to render their decisions.  It is likely that some
permits will be denied or required to undergo significant modifications because of
uncertainties resulting in the absence of comprehensive planning.  While plans or
components do not have official status as state or federal laws, certain elements, such as
boat facility-siting, can be adopted as local ordinances, and the implementation of these
elements can strongly influence and streamline state and federal permitting systems.

Florida’s Governor Jeb Bush convened a special manatee summit in October 2000, to
examine improvements which might be made to achieve better manatee protection. A special
panel, including representatives from marine-related industries, environmental
organizations, local governments, and state and federal agencies, evaluated the elements of
a MPP.  After discussing boating speed limits, boater education, law enforcement, manatee
refuges and sanctuaries, and marina siting, the panel unanimously agreed that improved law
enforcement and improved boater education should be a priority.  Additionally the panel
agreed that speed zones and sanctuaries were both effective means of protecting manatees.
Governor Bush envisioned that the results of the summit would be used to develop more
detailed budget priorities, legislation, and local plans for the protection and conservation of
manatees, while preserving Florida’s traditional culture of recreational and commercial
boating.

3.3.7 Implement approved MPPs.  MPPs approved by FWC and FWS should be implemented
with the assistance of the action agencies, as appropriate.  Copies of these plans should be
provided to federal and state agencies as reference documents for decision-making with
regard to permitting, leasing submerged lands, project review, or other agency actions.  To
affirm federal support for the county MPP process, COE should incorporate county MPPs
into their permit review process and consult with FWS regarding the adoption of MPPs for
the purpose of permit review.
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As new information becomes available on manatees and the effectiveness of measures to
protect manatees and manatee habitat, there may be a need to modify MPPs.  FWC and FWS
shall take the lead in periodically reviewing MPPs and make recommendations regarding
the need to modify and/or update them.

3.3.8 Protect existing SAV and promote re-establishment of NSAV.  Manatees in most Florida
waters depend upon the prolific growth of SAV (e.g., seagrass and freshwater submerged
plant communities).  Coastal construction activities (e.g., dock development, dredging,
shoreline stabilization, and urbanization) have contributed to the destruction of SAV habitat.
Water pollution contributing to reduced water transparency has reduced the abundance of
SAV in most water bodies around the state.  Introduction of exotic plant species has
eliminated or threatened diverse assemblages of freshwater NSAV communities, providing
manatees with restricted food resources in many accessible rivers, lakes, and springs.
Nutrient pollution, through contamination of ground and surface waters at major manatee
aggregation areas like Crystal and Homosassa Rivers, has contributed to a reduction of
available food plants in these areas.  Such pollution has caused dramatic increases in certain
blue-green algae species (most notably Lyngbia spp.) that covers over SAV and prevents
growth of manatee food plants.

All manatee research, resource protection, and conservation agencies/organizations should
actively support the establishment of water quality standards that will protect the existing
and promote the regeneration of SAV in all Florida waters.  In particular, FDEP and WMDs
actively should pursue changing water transparency and nutrient pollution standards to
reflect the light requirements of seagrass and other NSAV species.  Water transparency
standards should be based on light regimes needed for native rooted aquatic plant species
historically found in affected waters.

3.3.8.1 Develop and implement a NSAV protection strategy.  Protection and
restoration of NSAV communities can be accomplished by enforcing and
augmenting existing regulatory programs.  Prior to a permit being issued, an
assessment of seagrass resources should be required, involving site sampling.
This sampling should occur between May and October to coincide with the
seagrass growing season and should be based on a standardized sampling
methodology so that the assessments can be compared equitably.  For seagrass
communities, regulatory agencies should standardize monitoring of seagrass
damage and alterations authorized through environmental resource permitting
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activities.  The HWG should develop and implement standardized seagrass
mitigation criteria for all projects proposing any activities resulting in damage to
seagrass.  Freshwater NSAV communities considered for state and federal
permitting programs should be afforded the same level of protection as seagrass,
because the destruction or alteration of such communities often leads to
dominance of exotic species.  FWS and FWC should participate actively in
regional and local seagrass protection working groups (e.g., National Estuarine
Program focus groups) to assist in directing protection efforts in areas important
to manatees.

3.3.8.2 Develop and implement a state-wide seagrass monitoring program.  FWS,
NFS, FWC, and FDEP should develop and implement a regular statewide
seagrass monitoring program based on a biennial remote sensing effort.
Monitoring efforts should involve trend analysis and comparison to historical
distribution of all areas supporting seagrass growth.  The FMRI should continue
to be the central repository for all collected seagrass monitoring information in
Florida.  FDEP and FWC should establish a task force to identify total state-wide
losses of seagrass due to human activities including, but not limited to,
dredge-and-fill projects, dock construction, propeller-scarring, vessel-groundings,
freshwater diversion projects, and industrial/municipal pollution changing water
transparency.  This task force should use the best available scientific data to
assess the magnitude of statewide seagrass loss and modify regulatory practices
to allow for recovery of seagrass in areas where it has been lost and to protect it
in areas where it currently exists.

3.3.8.3 Ensure aquatic plant control programs are properly designed and
implemented.  Aquatic plant control programs around the state are conducted
mostly in freshwater systems and are designed to control the dominance of certain
species of exotic or native nuisance plants.  Introduced species quickly can
displace native plant communities and cause a reduction of diversity, fluctuations
in NSAV abundance, and nutritional value of the habitat for manatees.  It should
be noted, however, that manatees have come to rely on exotic vegetation in some
areas.  Therefore, while efforts should support NSAV restoration, care must be
taken to ensure adequate supplies of winter forage, including both native and
exotic species.  Such programs are especially important in areas of large manatee
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aggregations, such as Crystal River, Homosassa River, Warm Mineral Spring, and
Blue Spring.

FWC, FWS, FDEP, and COE should continue to coordinate aquatic plant control
programs for these systems through established working groups that address the
protection of manatee habitat.  The focus of these groups should be to:  (1) reduce
the need for excessive aquatic herbicide use through a policy of maintenance
control for nuisance species; (2) focus control efforts during periods of minimal
manatee use; (3) remove infestations of new exotic plant species; and (4) maintain
a historically diverse NSAV community accessible to manatees as much as
possible.  New working groups should be established for waterways where
aquatic plant control programs may jeopardize the aquatic plant abundance and
diversity needed to sustain recognized manatee aggregations.  FWC, FDEP, and
FWS should continue to coordinate state-wide aquatic plant control policies, such
as the exclusion of the use of copper herbicides in manatee habitat and on areas
where conflicts between manatees and aquatic herbicide use may develop.

3.3.9 Conduct research to understand manatee ecology.  Habitat-oriented research is important
in identifying key habitats and the factors that determine what features are important for
manatees and their recovery.  Research should focus on the interrelationships between
humans, manatees and their environment.  Researchers should continue to monitor
free-ranging manatees throughout their habitat, observe behaviors, document habitat use,
and define how these influence the status of the manatee. Such research will help to
understand and protect the manatees’ environment; therefore, efforts should be made to
improve ongoing studies and methods and to develop new ones.

3.3.9.1 Conduct research and improve databases on manatee habitat.  Habitat-related
research should focus on:  (1) evaluating food preferences, nutritional
requirements, and freshwater requirements; (2) development of body condition
indices as potential indicators of environmental conditions; (3) evaluation of and
monitoring the extent and condition of seagrass beds; (4) the effects of manatee
grazing on seagrass ecology and recovery; and (5) continuing current studies
outside Florida on the relationships between manatee health and reproduction
with habitat condition. Results from these studies should provide information
useful in the design of monitoring studies, estimation of manatee carrying
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capacity of seagrass beds in key areas, and a better understanding of the
manatee’s role in maintaining healthy, diverse seagrass communities.

3.3.9.2 Continue and improve telemetry and other instrumentation research and
methods.  Radio tracking provides an extremely valuable tool to determine and
monitor manatee habitat use and behavior associated with environmental and
habitat changes.  Studies using telemetry should be designed to monitor a large
number of manatees for short periods (cross-sectional studies) and individual
animals (longitudinal studies) to better understand both population and individual
responses to habitat change and habitat use.  These studies should be coupled
with health and reproductive assessments in order to make comparisons with
habitat condition.

The use of conventional VHF and satellite telemetry should continue.  Data
generated from tracking studies should be entered into GIS databases and
analyzed for correlations with habitat preferences and requirements. Verified
point data should be provided to management as quickly as possible through
technical reports and data transfer. Telemetry results should be published with
appropriate analyses in refereed journals as frequently as the data allow.

Emerging technologies such as radio tags utilizing a Global Positioning System
(GPS) and data loggersshould be further investigated and incorporated to provide
better resolution of manatee movements and habitat use.  Tags allowing the
compilation and transfer of environmental, acoustical, and physiological data
should be developed further and implemented to improve our ability to correlate
with environmental and habitat parameters or disturbances.

3.3.9.3 Determine manatee time and depth pattern budgets.  Time/depth recorders
will allow evaluation of risks to manatees from vessel traffic in various habitat
types by identifying the position of the animals in the water column.  Such
information can be related to vessel draft in the area, availability of waters deeper
than vessel drafts, and time spent by manatees at specific depths.  This
information will contribute to a comprehensive risk assessment described in Task
3.3.11.4.
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3.3.10 Define the response to environmental change.  The Florida environment is not static.
Future variation and change are anticipated and could impact survival, reproduction, and
distribution of animals among regions, which in turn may affect population growth rates.
In order to assess recovery, a need to understand how individual manatees, and consequently
the population at large, respond to changes in the environment (e.g., changes in minimum
flows at natural springs and elimination of industrial warm-water sources) on the
redistribution of fresh water through the Everglades.  Research to address such response
should proceed at two levels:  (1) test for correlation of changes in population parameters
with known changes in the environment during long-term monitoring studies; and (2) test
of hypothesized cause-effect relationships with behavioral and physiological studies and/or
manipulative experimental trials. 

3.3.10.1 Define response to changes in fresh water flow patterns in south Florida as
a consequence of the Everglades’ Restoration.  Restoration of the Everglades
to its historic water flow pattern is scheduled for the near future.  This restoration
will affect not only the distribution of fresh water leaving the Everglades, but also
the estuarine ecosystem located off the south Florida coast.  Studies should be
structured to define how changes in sedimentation, bathymetry, seagrass beds,
and fresh water input from restoration affects the distribution, survival, and
reproduction of manatees.

3.3.10.2 Define response to degradation and rehabilitation of feeding areas.  Marine
seagrasses and fresh water aquatic vegetation are primary foods for manatees.
Regionally, there have been documented declines in seagrass beds and freshwater
aquatics resulting from pollution, hurricane-related die-offs, and scarring from
boat propellers.  Management is making attempts to reverse those declines and
has been successful in areas such as Tampa Bay.  Studies should be structured to
define how changes in the distribution or abundance of feeding areas impact the
distribution, survival, and reproduction of manatees.

3.3.11 Maintain, improve, and develop tools to monitor and evaluate manatee habitat.
Protection of the manatee from human-related threats in part requires the determination of
what constitutes optimal manatee habitats.  Resource managers need to know what types of
habitat are important to the species, including both natural and manmade features.
Understanding manatee distribution in relation to the spatial arrangement of their habitat
requires:  (1) volumes of data; and (2) specialized computer software and appropriate
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techniques to analyze the data.  GIS is used as an important geo-spatial tool and
data-management system to store, synthesize, retrieve, and analyze these large volumes of
data on manatees and manatee habitat.  Site-specific data stored in GIS include:  (1) manatee
carcass recovery sites; (2) manatee sighting from aerial surveys; (3) ground research;
(4) telemetry studies; (5) water depths; (6) vegetation coverage; (7) waterway speed and
access zones; (8) shoreline characteristics and development patterns; etc.  Computer
hardware, software, and databases are used by researchers, resource managers, and
conservationists for scientific analyses, permit reviews, developing waterway speed and
access rules, and preparing county MPPs.  Programs with theoretical and technical expertise
need to focus on research and development of geo-spatial techniques to foster proactive
manatee conservation strategies.

3.3.11.1 Maintain, improve, and develop tools to monitor and evaluate natural and
human-related habitat influences on manatee ecology, abundance, and
distribution.  Utilize spatial models linked to a GIS to synthesize data and
knowledge and to predict the most suitable habitats for manatees in Florida.  GIS
tools have the potential of evaluating human use impacts on manatees and their
habitat.  Analyses should be conducted to determine how human activities, such
as coastal development and boating, affect manatee habitats and manatee
distribution.  These analyses will contribute to a comprehensive risk analysis.

3.3.11.2 Maintain, improve, and develop tools to evaluate the relationship between
boating activities and watercraft-related mortality.  Utilize GIS and manatee
carcass information to create density models to spatially explore areas where
manatees may be at higher risk.  Evaluate the mortality density information in
combination with human-use data, such as boating, to contribute to a
comprehensive risk assessment.

3.3.11.3 Evaluate impact of changes in boat design and boater behavior.  In recent
years, changes in boat designs have resulted in changing threats to manatees.  For
example, the development of shallow draft vessels, such as flats boats and
personal watercraft, along with high speed operation of these vessels over
seagrass and other shallow water habitats used by manatees have created new
threats to manatees in habitats where they were previously free of vessel
interactions.  The level of risk imposed by changing boating patterns needs to be
evaluated.  The boating industry, boating community, scientists, and wildlife
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managers should work to develop predictions of threats resulting from changes
in boat designs and market-trend projections.

3.3.11.4 Conduct a comprehensive risk assessment.  Utilize the results from the above
Recovery Tasks and information from other databases to conduct a
comprehensive risk assessment for the manatee.

3.4 Ensure that minimum flows and levels are established for surface waters to protect resources
of importance to manatees.  Minimum flows and levels are being established by state WMDs for
surface waters throughout the state, including those used by manatees (e.g., Biscayne Bay, Florida
Bay and the Caloosahatchee River).  Current and future withdrawals from surface waters have the
potential to impact aquatic resources (e.g., SAV) important to manatees.  Managers and researchers
should participate in WMD efforts to set these limits to ensure that resources of importance to
manatees are minimally affected.

3.5 Assess the need to revise critical habitat.  Critical habitat for the Florida manatee was designated
in 1976 (50CFR 17.95(a)).  Much has been learned about manatee distribution in the decades since
manatee critical habitat was originally defined.  The FWS should assess the need to revise critical
habitat for the Florida manatee.

Objective 4. Facilitate manatee recovery through public awareness and education.  Compliance with
regulations and management plans depends on broad public support for manatee recovery, which includes
both manatee and habitat protection elements.  Public support, in turn, depends on an informed public who
understands manatee conservation issues and the rationale behind necessary regulatory and management
actions.  Knowledge of manatees, their habitat requirements, general biology, and protection measures can
contribute toward the minimization of manatee disturbance, harassment, injury, and mortality.  This
information must be clear, consistent, concise, and readily available to the general public and target user
groups.  Many manatee and habitat education programs and materials are produced and made available to
school systems as well as the general public and user groups; however, such efforts need to be continually
evaluated and updated.

4.1 Identify target audiences and key locations for outreach.  The success of a manatee/habitat
conservation effort requires identification of target audiences and locations.  Target audiences and
key locations should be prioritized by need, i.e., areas where manatee mortality and injury are
highest, areas where manatee/human interaction occurs frequently, and areas where habitat is most
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at risk. These areas include, but are not limited to, the thirteen key manatee counties, high watercraft
use areas, boat ramps, manatee aggregation sites, manatee observation areas, fishing piers, seagrass
areas, and other areas identified as having important habitat features (e.g., fresh water areas and
areas used for resting and/or calving).

4.2 Develop, evaluate, and update public education and outreach programs and materials.   There
are many existing manatee and habitat awareness and education materials. Materials should be
developed and updated for the general public, including students. As future stewards of our
environment, it is important for students to learn about endangered species and their habitats and
how to take positive actions to care for our fragile ecosystems. It is also important that some
materials explicitly target specific user groups, such as:  (1) boaters in areas of high watercraft
mortality; (2) snorkelers/divers in areas where interaction and harassment occur; (3) recreational
and/or commercial fishermen in areas where entanglements are prevalent; and (4) commercial/port
facilities.  Innovative ways to reach the public should be explored.

4.2.1 Develop consistent and up-to-date manatee boater education courses/programs.  Boater
education is critical to minimizing disturbance, harassment, injury, and mortality to
manatees throughout Florida.  Both resident and non-resident boat use in Florida continues
to increase as water-related activities become more popular throughout the state. With the
increasing traffic on our waterways, education becomes crucial for both manatee and public
safety.  Educating the boating public about the manatee will provide a better understanding
of how the manatee lives and create a greater public appreciation toward the species.  Efforts
should continue to update and implement a consistent manatee education program for use
in federal, state, and local boater education and training programs (e.g,. USCG Auxiliary
Boating Safety Courses, U.S. Power Squadron Boat Safety Course, FWC On-Line Boating
Safety Course).

4.2.2 Publish and post manatee protection zone information.  To educate the boating
community and public, organizations that produce materials (e.g., boater’s guides, waterway
guides, and fishing guides) should add or update the manatee protection zone information
in forthcoming editions of their documents.  A standardized format should be utilized to
develop consistency throughout manatee habitat.  Further, at all boat ramps, marinas, vessel
rental operations and other access areas, efforts should be made to post signs containing
information on manatee zones and “you are here” maps.  Additionally, a website should be
established allowing the public easy access to manatee protection zone information on the
internet.  This website could contain rules and regulations, detailed maps of the zones, sign
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locations within individual zones, examples of each type of sign, and definitions and
explanations of manatee protection zones.

4.2.3 Update nautical charts and Coast Pilot to reflect current manatee protection zone
information.  FWS should request National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA) to update these documents to include:  (1) a chart note referencing manatee
protection zones for applicable nautical charts; and (2) information regarding the manatee
protection zones for specific water bodies in Coast Pilot 4 and 5.

4.3 Coordinate development of manatee awareness programs and materials in order to support
recovery.  There are overlap and conflicting messages among existing materials produced by various
agencies and conservation organizations.  A Manatee Education Committee should be convened to
review materials and programs with emphasis on reducing redundancy, providing consistent,
standardized messages, and coordinating production of materials among participating organizations.
All appropriate recovery plan tasks for education and public awareness materials and programs
which have not been developed should be identified by the committee, and any unmet needs should
be addressed.

4.4 Develop consistent manatee viewing and approach guidelines.  Harassment is a violation of
federal and state laws such as the MMPA, ESA, and Florida Manatee Sanctuary Act. While
manatees may occasionally approach people on their own accord, people often chase after and
pursue interactions with the animals.  Human interference can disturb manatees and disrupt their
natural behaviors (e.g., feeding, breeding, parenting, sheltering).  Manatees which are harassed may
leave preferred habitats or flee into areas with heavy vessel traffic.  With increasing popularity of
ecotourism, manatee harassment is an issue of growing concern statewide.  Consistent viewing
guidelines and education programs will be developed to teach responsible manatee viewing and
approach practices, while ultimately serving to minimize disturbance.  Coordination with agencies
responsible for upholding marine mammal protection laws will allow for pooling of resources,
thereby increasing the effectiveness of outreach materials and projects.  A working group to address
manatee harassment has been formed; the objective of this group is to develop easy-to-understand
and comprehensive marine mammal and marine wildlife viewing education materials that promote
responsible wildlife watching ethics.

4.5 Develop and implement a coordinated media outreach program.  Public awareness and
understanding is crucial to the recovery of the manatee in Florida.  Whenever possible, when media
opportunities occur, all recovery partners should make an effort to coordinate information prior to
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release.  This coordination would serve to inform the general public with a consistent message on
manatee biology, status, laws affecting them, how those laws benefit their quality of life, and why
these laws are important to the recovery of the species. Such opportunities include, but are not
limited to, annual mortality updates, synoptic survey results, manatee rescues and releases, and
annual implementation of seasonal manatee protection zones and sanctuaries.

4.6 Utilize the rescue, rehabilitation, and release program to educate the public.  The media heavily
publicize rescues and releases and millions of visitors see and learn about manatees at critical- and
long-term care facilities every year.  Program participants should incorporate accurate, up-to-date
information in their news releases, publications, presentations, displays, and other media to
accurately portray the status of the manatee.

4.7 Educate state and federal legislators about manatees and manatee issues.  Legislators in
Tallahassee and Washington, D.C. can enact manatee protection regulations, or conversely, they can
enact legislation that could result in harm to the species and/or its habitat.  Holders of some
legislative seats change as frequently as every two years, making the issue of educating legislators
an ongoing one.  To the greatest extent possible, at a frequency of at least every to years, recovery
team partners should provide legislators with manatee awareness and education materials, as well
as available status reports on the species and its management.
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PART III.  IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

The Implementation Schedule indicates task priorities, task numbers, task descriptions, duration of tasks,
potential or participating parties, and lastly estimated costs (Table 6).  These tasks, when accomplished, will
bring about the recovery of the Florida manatee as discussed in Part II of this plan.

Parties with authority, responsibility, or expressed interest to implement a specific recovery task are
identified in the Implementation Schedule.  When more than one party has been identified the proposed lead
party is indicated by an asterisk (*).  The listing of a party in the Implementation Schedule does not imply
a requirement or that prior approval has been given by that party to participate or expend funds.  However,
parties willing to participate will benefit by being able to show in their own budget submittals that their
funding request is for a recovery task which has been identified in an approved recovery plan and is therefore
part of the overall coordinated effort to recover the Florida manatee.  Also, Section 7(a)(1) of the ESA directs
all federal agencies to utilize their authorities in furtherance of the purposes of the ESA by carrying out
programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered species.

Following are definitions to column headings and keys to abbreviations and acronyms used in the
Implementation Schedule: 

PRIORITY NUMBER

Priority 1 - An action that must be taken to prevent extinction or to prevent the species from
declining irreversibly in the foreseeable future.

Priority 2 - An action that must be taken to prevent a significant decline in species population/habitat
quality or some other significant impact short of extinction.

Priority 3 - All other actions necessary to provide for full recovery of the species.

TASK NUMBER AND TASK  Recovery tasks as numbered in the Narrative Outline.
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RESPONSIBLE OR PARTICIPATING PARTY  

C Fish Industry Commercial Fishing Industry
COE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
CZS Chicago Zoological Society
DERM Miami-Dade Department of Environmental Resources Management
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Ecotour Ind Ecotourism Industry
FDEP Florida Department of Environmental Protection
FIND Florida Inland Navigation District
FPL Florida Power and Light Company
FWC Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Bureau of Protected Species Management
Florida Marine Research Institute
Division of Law Enforcement

FWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
GDNR Georgia Department of Natural Resources
LE Law Enforcement
Local Gov’ts Local Governments
M Industry Marine Industries
MML Mote Marine Laboratory
NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service
NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NPS National Park Service
OC The Ocean Conservancy (formerly the Center for Marine Conservation)
Oceanaria Cincinnati Zoo, Columbus Zoo, Homosassa Springs State Wildlife Park,

Living Seas, Lowry Park Zoo, Miami Seaquarium, Mote Marine
Laboratory, Sea World Florida and California, South Florida Museum

P Industry Power Industries
Port Auth Port Authorities
R Fish Industry Recreational Fishing Industry
Sirenia U.S. Geologic Survey - Sirenia Project
SMC Save the Manatee Club
USCG U.S. Coast Guard
USN U.S. Navy
WMD’s Water Management Districts
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ESTIMATED ANNUAL BUDGETS AND OTHER PROJECTIONS OF RECOVERY PARTNERS

Based upon recovery partners’ current or proposed FY2001 budgets, it is estimated that close to $10 million
is being spent annually on manatee recovery.  This estimate does not include several significant recovery
initiatives.  Costs for USCG and FWC-DLE’s manatee law enforcement efforts are not included in this total,
nor are estimates included for COE, FDEP, and WMD regulatory programs which work regularly on manatee
issues.   Additionally, the COE’s and the South Florida WMD’s multi-million dollar project to retrofit
navigational locks and water control structures with manatee protection technology in South Florida and
FDEP’s plan to retrofit structures at the Rodman Reservoir are not included in this total.  It is possible that
these programs may total an additional $4 to 5 million annually.

FWS FY 2001-2002 budget proposal for $1.36 million includes staff salary, recovery implementation
projects, and a $1 million congressional add-on for:  (1) manatee law enforcement; (2) a new
manatee sanctuary and refuges initiative; and (3) a warm-water refuge initiative.  In addition,
regulatory consultations pertaining to manatee issues cost approximately $350 thousand annually
in Florida.  There is a need for two additional full time employees to handle the projected increase
in consultations at a cost of $150 thousand.

COE, USCG, FDEP, and WMD’s regulatory programs work regularly on manatee issues; however it was
not possible to project the annual costs of these programs.

COE and South Florida WMD have partnered through the Central and Southern Florida Project, including
matching funds, over $6.3 million has been budgeted to retrofit navigational locks and water control
structures in South Florida with manatee protection technology during the next five years.  In
designing and constructing critical projects for the Everglades Restoration Project, water control
structures are being designed to be manatee-safe, and cost estimates are not available for these
projects.

USCG No estimate regarding the cost of USCG enforcement efforts has been provided.  When on patrol, the
USCG enforces all applicable federal laws and regulations.  Costs of enforcing specific regulations,
such as manatee speed zones, are not determinable.  However, the USCG spends a significant
amount of time patrolling navigable waterways that have speed zone regulations, and enforcement
of speed zones is a high priority.

Sirenia  FY 2001-2002 projected budget is $683 thousand.
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FWC BPSM  FY July 2000 - June 2001 budget of $1.566 million.
FMRI  FY July 2000 - June 2001 budget of $3.325 million.  This includes:  (1) FMRI’s research
budget for $1.9  million;   (2) $1.1 million  administered by FMRI and earmarked for the critical care
Oceanaria facilities and to the University of Florida Veterinary School; and (3) an additional $325
thousand in research contracts with MML that are administered by FMRI.
DLE No estimates were made regarding manatee law enforcement efforts, but the effort probably
exceeds $1.0 million.

FDEP is budgeting to retrofit the Buchman Lock and Kirkpatrick Dam with manatee protection technology.
Costs are anticipated to exceed $600 thousand over the next several years, however, this total is not
included in the annual estimate.

GDNR  FY 2001 budget of  $19 thousand.

SMC  FY 2001 proposed budget of $1.535 million.

MML  FY 2001 manatee budget is $366 thousand.  This includes $325 thousand in research contracts
administered by FMRI and $41 thousand from MML and CZS.

Oceanaria estimated costs of $1.5 million for 50 manatees annually at $30 thousand per animal for basic
maintenance of captive and rehabilitating animals.  The critical care facilities receive $400 thousand
from the Florida’s Save the Manatee Trust Fund, and these funds are administered through the FWC-
FMRI budget.

FPL projects FY 2001 budget that includes $110 thousand for studying warm-water refuge issues and for
education.
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Implementation Schedule
Florida Manatee Recovery Plan                                                                                                                                         U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Priority Task
Number

Task Description Task
Duration

Participants Estimated Fiscal Year Costs ($1000s) Comments

FY1 FY2 FY3 FY4 FY5

2 1.1 Promulgate special regulations for
incidental take under the MMPA for
specific activities.

5 yrs FWS
COE

95 95 95 50 50

2 1.2 Continue state and federal review of
permitted activities to minimize
impacts to manatees and their habitat.

Continuous FWS
FWC
COE
FDEP
GDNR
M Industry
SMC
USCG
WMDs

500
278

4

500
278

4

500
278

4

500
278

4

500
278

4

2 1.2.1 Continue to review coastal
construction permits to minimize
impacts.

Continuous FWS
FWC
COE
GDNR
SMC
WMDs

2 1.2.2 Minimize the effect of organized
marine events on manatees.

Continuous FWS
FWC
GDNR
M Industry
SMC
USCG
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2 1.2.3 Continue to review NPDES permits to
minimize impacts.

Continuous FWS
FWC
EPA
FDEP
GDNR
P Industry
SMC

2 1.2.4 Pursue regulatory changes, if
necessary, to address activities that
are “exempt,” generally authorized, or
not covered by state or federal
regulations.

2 yrs FWS
COE
M Industry
SMC

1 1.3 Minimize collisions between
manatees and watercraft.

Continuous FWS
FWC
FIND
GDNR
Local Gov’ts
Local LE
M Industry
OC
SMC
USCG

25
439

25
439

25
439

25
439

25
439
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1 1.3.1 Develop and refine state waterway
speed and access rules.

5 yrs to
Develop

Continuous
to Refine

FWS
FWC
Local Gov’ts
M Industry
OC
SMC

1 1.3.2 Develop and refine federal waterway
speed and access rules.

3 yrs to
Develop

Continuous
to Refine

FWS
FWC
COE
Local Gov’ts
M Industry
NPS
OC
SMC

1 1.3.3 Post and maintain regulatory signs. Continuous FWS
FWC
FIND
Local Gov’ts
NPS
USCG
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1 1.4 Enforce manatee protection
regulations.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Local LE
MML
NPS
USCG

655
9

655
9

655
9

655
9

655
9

2 1.4.1 Coordinate law enforcement efforts. Continuous FWS
FWC
Local LE
NPS
USCG

2 1.4.2 Provide law enforcement officer
training.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Local LE
NPS
USCG

2 1.4.3 Ensure judicial coordination. Continuous FWS

2 1.4.4 Evaluate compliance with manatee
protection regulations.

Periodic FWS
FWC
MML
SMC
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1 1.4.5 Educate boaters about manatees and
boater responsibility.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Local Gov’ts
Local LE
M Industry
MML
OC
SMC
USCG

2 1.4.6 Evaluate effectiveness of enforcement
initiatives.

Periodic FWS
FWC
Local Gov’ts
MML

2 1.4.7 Provide updates of enforcement
activities to managers.

Continuous FWS
Local LE
USCG

1 1.5 Assess and minimize mortality caused
by large vessels.

1 yr to
Assess

Continuous
to Reduce

FWS
FWC
COE
Port Auth.
USCG
USN

5 5 5 5 5

2 1.5.1 Determine means to minimize large
vessel-related manatee deaths.

2 yrs FWS
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1 1.52 Provide guidance to minimize large
vessel-related manatee deaths.

Continuous FWS 
FWC
COE
FDEP
USCG

1 1.6 Eliminate manatee deaths in water
control structures, navigational locks,
and drainage structures.

Continuous FWS
FWC
COE
DERM
FDEP
WMDs

10
10

10
10

10
10

10
10

10
10

1 1.6.1 Install and maintain protection
technology at water control structures
where manatees are at risk and
monitor success.

5 yrs to
Install
Continuous
to Maintain
& Monitor 

FWS
FWC
COE
FDEP
WMDs

1 1.6.2 Install and maintain protection
technology at navigational locks
where manatees are at risk and
monitor success.

5 yrs to
Install
Continuous
to Maintain
& Monitor

FWS
FWC
COE
FDEP
WMDs
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1 1.6.3 Minimize injuries and deaths
attributable to entrapment in drainage
structures.

Install or
Retrofit as
Needed

FWS
COE
FDEP
FWC
Local Gov’ts
WMDs

1 1.6.4 Assess risk at existing and future
water control structures and canals in
South Florida.

2 yrs to
Assess

Continuous
Monitoring

FWS
COE
FDEP
FWC
Local Gov’ts
WMDs

2 1.7 Minimize manatee injuries and deaths
caused by fisheries and entanglement.

Continuous FWS
FWC
GDNR
SMC
C Fish Indus
R Fish Indus

10
10

1

10
10

1

10
10

1

10
10

1

10
10

1

2 1.7.1 Minimize injuries and deaths
attributed to crab pot fishery.

Continuous FWS
FWC
C Fish Indus
R Fish Indus
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2 1.7.2 Minimize injuries and deaths
attributed to commercial and
recreational fisheries, gear, and
marine debris.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Local Gov’t
C Fish Indus
R Fish Indus
OC
SMC

3 1.8 Investigate and prosecute all incidents
of malicious vandalism and poaching.

As Needed FWS
FWC       
Local LE
SMC
USCG

3 1.9 Update and implement catastrophic
plan.

As Needed FWS
FWC

2 2 2 2 2

2 1.10 Rescue and rehabilitate distressed
manatees and release back into the
wild.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
GDNR
MML
Oceanaria
SMC

50

1,130

1,000

50

1,130

1,000

50

1,130

1,000

50

1,130

1,000

50

1,130

1,000

2 1.10.1 Maintain rescue network. Continuous FWS
FWC
MML
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2 1.10.2 Maintain rehabilitation capabilities. Continuous FWS
Oceanaria

2 1.10.3 Release captive manatees. Continuous FWS
FWC
Oceanaria

3 1.10.4 Coordinate program activities. Continuous FWS

3 1.10.5 Provide assistance to international
Sirenian rehabilitators.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Oceanaria
SMC

3 1.10.6 Provide rescue report. Annually FWS

2 1.11 Implement strategies to eliminate or
minimize harassment due to other
human activities.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Local Gov’t
OC
SMC

5 5 5 5 5

2 1.11.1 Enforce regulations prohibiting
harassment.

Continuous FWS
FWC       
USCG

2 1.11.2 Improve the definition of
“harassment” within the regulations
promulgated under the ESA and
MMPA.

2 yrs FWS

Totals for Objective 1. 4,238 4,238 4,238 4,193 4,193 $21,100
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2 2.1 Continue the MPSWG. Continuous FWS
Sirenia 
FWC 

5
20
12

5
20
12

5
20
12

5
20
12

5
20
12

2 2.2 Conduct status review. 1 yr FWS 25

2 2.3 Determine life history parameters,
population structure, distribution
patterns, and population trends.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
Academia
FWC
GDNR
MML

110
342

360
3

110
383

360
3

110
415

360
3

110
430

360
3

110
445

360
3

2 2.3.1 Continue and increase efforts to
collect and analyze mark/recapture
data to determine survivorship,
population structure, reproduction,
and distribution patterns.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC
MML
SMC

2 2.3.2 Continue collection and analysis of
genetic samples to determine
population structure and pedigree.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC
MML

2 2.3.3 Continue carcass salvage data
analysis to determine reproductive
status and population structure.

Continuous FWC
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2 2.3.4 Continue and improve aerial surveys
and analyze data to evaluate fecundity
data and to determine distribution
patterns, population trends, and
population size.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
MML

2 2.3.5 Continue collection and analysis of
telemetry data to determine
movements, distribution, habitat use
patterns, and population structure.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC

2 2.3.6 Continue to develop, evaluate, and
improve population modeling efforts
and parameter estimates and variances
to determine population trend and link
to habitat models and carrying
capacity.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC

2 2.3.7 Conduct a PVA to help assess
population parameters as related to
the ESA and MMPA

2yrs FWS

2 2.4 Evaluate and monitor causes of
mortality and injury.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
CZS    
GDNR
MML

15
12

1,102

5

15
12

1,022

5

15
12

1,022

5

15
12

1,022

5

15
12

1,022

5
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2 2.4.1 Maintain and improve carcass
detection, retrieval, and analysis.

Continuous FWS
FWC
GDNR

2 2.4.2 Improve evaluation and
understanding of injuries and deaths
caused by watercraft.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC    
M Industry

2 2.4.3 Improve the evaluation and
understanding of injuries and deaths
caused by other anthropogenic causes.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
COE
FDEP    
M Industry
OC
WMDs

2 2.4.4 Improve the evaluation and
understanding of naturally-caused
mortality and unusual mortality
events.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
Academia
FWC
MML
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2 2.5 Define factors that affect health,
well-being, physiology, and ecology.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
Academia
FWC
MML
Oceanaria

10
22

470

10
22

470

10
22

470

10
22

470

10
22

470

2 2.5.1 Develop a better understanding of
manatee anatomy, physiology, and
health factors.

Continuous Sirenia
Academia
FWC
MML
Oceanaria

2 2.5.2 Develop a better understanding of
thermoregulation.

Continuous FWC
Academia
Oceanaria

2 2.5.3 Develop a better understanding of
sensory systems.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
Academia
FWC
MML
Oceanaria

2 2.5.4 Develop a better understanding of
orientation and navigation.

Continuous Sirenia
Academia
FWC
Oceanaria
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2 2.5.5 Develop a better understanding of
foraging behaviors during winter.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC
Academia
Oceanaria

2 2.5.6 Develop baseline behavior
information.

Continuous FWC
Academia
Oceanaria

2 2.5.7 Develop a better understanding of
disturbance.

Continuous FWS
Academia
CZS
FWC 
MML
Oceanaria

2 2.5.7.1 Continue to investigate how a vessel’s
sound affects manatees.

Continuous FWS
Academia
FWC    
M Industry
MML
Oceanaria
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2 2.5.7.2 Investigate, determine, monitor, and
evaluate how vessel presence,
activity, and traffic patterns affect
manatee behavior and distribution.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
Academia
FWC
CZS    
M Industry
MML
Oceanaria

2 2.5.7.3 Assess boating activity and boater
compliance.

Periodic
Assessment

Continuous
to Improve
Compliance

FWS
Sirenia
FWC    
Local Gov’ts
M Industry
MML
SMC

2 2.5.7.4 Evaluate the impacts of human
swimmers and effectiveness of
sanctuaries.

2 yrs FWS
FWC

2 2.5.7.5 Evaluate the impacts of viewing by
the public.

2 yrs FWS
FWC    

2 2.5.7.6 Evaluate the impacts of provisioning. 2 yrs FWS
FWC

Totals for Objective 2. 2,488 2,449 2,506 2,496 2,511 $12,450
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2 3.1 Convene a Habitat Working Group. Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC 
M Industry
OC
SMC

5
20
80

5
22
80

5
24
80

5
26
80

5
28
80

October 2002,
HWG will

make
recommendati

ons to refine
and improve

habitat criteria

1 3.2 Protect, identify, evaluate, and
monitor existing natural and industrial
warm-water refuges and investigate
alternatives.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC    
FPL
MML
P Industry
SMC

10
120

50

80

10
126

50

20

10
132

50

10
160

50

10
160

50

2 3.2.1 Continue the Warm- Water Task
Force.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC    
FPL
P Industry
SMC

1 3.2.2 Develop and implement an industrial
warm-water strategy.

2 yrs to
Develop

Continuous
to Implement

FWS
Sirenia
FWC
EPA
FDEP    
P Industry
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1 3.2.2.1 Obtain information necessary to
manage industrial warm-water
refuges.

3 yrs FWS
FWC    
FPL
P Industry

2 3.2.2.2 Define manatee response to changes
in industrial operations that affect
warm-water discharges.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC    
FPL

1 3.2.3 Protect, enhance, and investigate
other non-industrial warm-water
refuges.

Continuous FWS
FWC
FDEP    
SMC
WMDs

1 3.2.4 Protect and enhance natural warm-
water refuges.

Continuous FWS
FWC
FDEP    
SMC
WMDs

3 3.2.5 Assess changes in historical
distribution due to habitat
alteration.

1yr FWS
MMC
Sirenia
FWC
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2 3.2.4.1 Develop and maintain a database of
warm-water refuge sites.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC    

1 3.2.4.2 Develop comprehensive plans for the
enhancement of natural warm-water
sites.

Continuous FWS
FWC    

1 3.2.4.3 Establish and maintain minimum
spring flows and levels at natural
springs.

Continuous FWS
FWC
EPA    
SMC
WMDs

1 3.3 Establish, acquire, manage, and
monitor regional protected area
networks and manatee habitat.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
FDEP
Local Gov’ts
SMC
WMDs

290
165
547

290
180
547

290
190
547

290
160
547

290
170
547

1 3.3.1 Establish manatee sanctuaries,
refuges, and protected areas.

2 yrs
Periodic
Update

FWS
FWC
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3.3.2 Identify and prioritize new land
acquisition projects.

Annually FWS
Sirenia
FWC
FDEP
FWC
SMC
WMDs

2 3.3.3 Acquire land adjacent to important
manatee habitats.

Continuous FWS
FDEP
Land Trusts
Local Gov’ts
WMDs

2 3.3.4 Establish and evaluate manatee
management programs at protected
areas.

Continuous FWS
FWC

3 3.3.5 Support and pursue other habitat
conservation options.

Continuous FWS
FWC
SMC

1 3.3.6 Assist local governments in
development of county MPPs.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Local Gov’ts
M Industry
R Fish Indus
OC
SMC



Implementation Schedule
Florida Manatee Recovery Plan                                                                                                                                         U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Priority Task
Number

Task Description Task
Duration

Participants Estimated Fiscal Year Costs ($1000s) Comments
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1 3.3.7 Implement approved MPPs. Continuous FWS
FWC
Local Gov’ts

2 3.3.8 Protect existing SAV and promote re-
establishment of NSAV.

Continuous FWS
FWC
FDEP
FWC
WMDs
Local Gov’ts

2 3.3.8.1 Develop and implement a NSAV
protection strategy.

2 yrs to
Develop

Continuous
to Implement

FWS
Sirenia
FWC
FDEP
FWC
WMDs
Local Gov’ts

2 3.3.8.2 Develop and implement a state-wide
seagrass monitoring program.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
FWC
NMFS
WMDs
Local Gov’ts
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21 3.3.8.3 Ensure aquatic plant control programs
are properly designed and
implemented.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
COE
FDEP
FWC

2 3.3.9 Conduct research to understand and
define manatee ecology.

Continuous Sirenia
Academia
FWC
MML
SMC

2 3.3.9.1 Conduct research and improve
databases on manatee habitat.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC

2 3.3.9.2 Continue and improve telemetry and
other instrumentation research and
methods.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC

2 3.3.9.3 Determine manatee time and depth
pattern budgets.

Continuous FWC
MML

2 3.3.10 Define the response to environmental
change.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC
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2 3.3.10.1 Define response to changes in fresh
water flow patterns in south Florida as
a consequence of the Everglades’
Restoration.

Continuous Sirenia
Academia
FWC

2 3.3.10.2 Define response to degradation and
rehabilitation of feeding areas.

Continuous Sirenia
FWC

2 3.3.11 Maintain, improve, and develop tools
to monitor and evaluate manatee
habitat.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC

2 3.3.11.1 Maintain, improve, and develop tools
to monitor and evaluate natural and
human-related habitat influences on
manatee ecology, abundance, and
distributions.

Continuous FWS
Sirenia
FWC

1 3.3.11.2 Maintain, improve, and develop tools
to evaluate the relationship between
boating activities and watercraft-
related mortality.

Continuous FWS
FWC
M Industry
MML

3 3.3.11.3 Evaluate impact of changes in boat
design and boater behavior.

Continuous FWS
M Industry
MML

2 3.3.11.4 Conduct a comprehensive risk
assessment.

1 yr FWS
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2 3.4 Ensure that minimum flows and levels
are established for surface waters to
protect resources of importance to
manatees.

Continuous FWS
FWC
SMC
WMDs

3 3 3 3 3

3 3.5 Assess the need to revise critical
habitat.

1yr FWS

Totals for Objective 3. 1,370 1,333 1,331 1,331 1,343 $6,708

3 4.1 Identify target audiences and key
locations for outreach.

3 yrs

Periodically
Update

FWS
FWC
GDNR
OC
SMC

5

5
2

5

5
2

5

5
2

5

5
2

5

5
2

2 4.2 Develop, evaluate, and update public
education and outreach programs and
materials.

3 yrs to
Develop

Periodically
Update

FWS
FWC
FPL
GDNR
OC
SMC

5
205

30
2

5
205

2

5
205

2

5
205

2

5
205

2

1 4.2.1 Develop consistent and up-to-date
manatee boater education
courses/programs.

2 yrs to
Develop

Periodically
Update

FWS
FWC
M Industry
OC
SMC
USCG
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1 4.2.2 Publish and post manatee protection
zone information.

Annually
Publish

Continuous

FWS
FWC
COE
Local Gov’ts
M Industry

1 4.2.3 Update nautical charts and Coast Pilot
to reflect current manatee protection
zone information.

1 yr FWS
NOAA

3 4.3 Coordinate development of manatee
awareness programs and materials in
order to support recovery.

Continuous FWS
FWC
COE
FDEP
GDNR
Local Gov’ts
OC
SMC
USCG
WMDs

5
14

2

5
14

2

5
14

2

5
14

2

5
14

2

2 4.4 Develop consistent manatee viewing
and approach guidelines.

2 yrs FWS
FWC
OC
SMC
Ecotour Ind

3
1

3
1

3
1

3
1

3
1
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3 4.5 Develop and implement a coordinated
media outreach program.

1 yr to
Develop

Continuous
to Implement

FWS
FWC       
Local Gov’ts
OC
Oceanaria
SMC

5 5 5 5 5

3 4.6 Utilize the rescue, rehabilitation, and
release program to educate the public.

Continuous FWS
FWC
Oceanaria

3
1

3
1

3
1

3
1

3
1

3 4.7 Educate state and federal legislators
about manatees and manatee issues.

Continuous FWS
FWC
M Industry
OC
P Industry
SMC

Totals for Objective 4. 288 258 258 258 258 $1,320

Total for Recovery. 8,384 8,278 8,333 8,278 8,305 $41,578
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Manatee Population Status Working Group’s (MPSWG)
Recommendation of Population Benchmarks To Help Measure Recovery

RECOMMENDED POPULATION BENCHMARKS

The Manatee Population Status Working Group developed the following population benchmarks to assist
in evaluating the status of the Florida manatee for reclassification to threatened status.  In each of the
four regions of the Florida manatee population (Northwest, Southwest, Atlantic, and Upper St. Johns
River):

1. the average annual estimated rate of adult survival is at least 94%, with statistical
confidence that the rate is not less than 90%;

2. the average annual percentage of adult females with calves during winter is at least 40%;
and

3. the average annual rate of population growth is at least 4%, with statistical confidence
that the rate is not less than 0 (no growth).

The MPSWG recommended that estimates of the benchmark statistics (survival, reproduction, and
population growth rate) be determined over a minimum of a 10-year time period, and that no significant
downward trend be detectable in these parameters, before FWS considers reclassification of the Florida
manatee from endangered to threatened status.  The MPSWG did not propose delisting criteria, as
specific, quantitative habitat criteria have yet to be developed.

Table 4.  Published population benchmark values for each region.

Region Percent
Survival

Proportion of
Females with 

Calves
Percent
Growth

Northwest 96.5 (95.1 - 97.5)a

(1982 -1993)
.431

(1977 - 1991)
7.4

(1978 - 1991)

Southwest unknown unknown unknown

Upper St. Johns River 96.1 (90.0 - 98.5)a

(1978 - 1993)
.407

(1979 - 1993)
5.7 (3 - 8)

(1978 - 1991)

Atlantic 90.7 (88.7 - 92.6)a

(1985-1993)
.423

(1979 - 1992)
1.0

(1985 - 1991)

a 95% Confidence Interval
Data Sources: Percent Survival - Langtimm, O’Shea, Pradel, and Beck 1998.  Proportion of Females

with Calves - Rathbun, Reid, Bonde, and Powell, 1995 (Northwest); O’Shea and
Hartley, 1995 (St. Johns River); and Reid, Bonde, and O’Shea, 1995 (Atlantic).  Percent
Growth - Eberhardt and O’Shea, 1995.
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METHODS FOR DETERMINING THE POPULATION BENCHMARKS

Criterion A: average annual adult survival estimates, is based upon a mark-recapture approach, using
resightings of distinctively marked individual manatees (Langtimm et al. 1998; see p. 11 for further
details).  Using open population models, adult survival probabilities were estimated for manatees in the
Northwest, Upper St. Johns River, and Atlantic regions of Florida.  After using goodness-of-fit tests in
Program RELEASE to search for violations of the assumptions of mark-recapture analysis, survival and
sighting probabilities were modeled with Program SURGE.  Statistically robust population models with
explicit assumptions will continue to be the basis for estimation of this benchmark.

Criterion B: average annual percentage of adult females with calves, is also based upon resightings of
distinctively marked individual manatees.  Ongoing development of multi-state models that account for
misclassification of breeders and non-breeders will improve the accuracy of regional estimates of
productivity.  Efforts are also being made to develop a statistically valid method for estimation of a
confidence interval for this benchmark.

Criterion C: average annual rate of population growth, is based upon a deterministic population model
(Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995).  Parameters in the model were primarily derived from life history
information obtained through resightings of distinctively marked individual manatees in the Northwest,
Upper St. Johns River, and Atlantic regions.  It is a simple, 2-stage (calves and adults) model that does
not incorporate stochasticity (variability in survival and fecundity rates caused by changes in
environmental, demographic, and genetic factors).  Future models of population growth rates will
undoubtedly incorporate more stages (e.g., juvenile and subadult year classes) and stochasticity.  New
analyses of life history data (obtained through both carcass salvage data and resightings of known
individuals), will undoubtedly improve parameter estimates and reduce uncertainty in modeling results.

BASIS FOR THE POPULATION BENCHMARKS 

The benchmarks were based on published estimates of survival, reproduction, and population growth rate
(Table 1).  Adult survival is the most influential factor determining manatee population dynamics
(Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995; Marmontel et al. 1997; Langtimm et al. 1998).  Since there is currently no
method for determining juvenile survival rates, the MPSWG included a reproduction benchmark. 
Manatee population growth is less sensitive to changes in reproductive rates than adult survival rates
(Marmontel et. al. 1997); however, the average proportion of females with calves over long time spans
(at least 10 years) is remarkably consistent across regions (O’Shea and Hartley 1995).  The MPSWG
concluded that changes in reproductive rates could be a useful indicator of manatee population status, but
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recognized that a relatively high level of variation in reproductive rates among years requires that a
period of at least 10 years be used to estimate this parameter.  

Survival rates are estimated from resightings of known individuals in the photo-identification catalog,
using adults only (at least 5 years of age), resighted between December and February each year
(Langtimm et al. 1998).  Survival rates for three regions (the Northwest, Upper St. Johns, and Atlantic)
were estimated using state-of-the-art statistical methods (Langtimm et al. 1998).  The target is an adult
survival rate of at least 94%, that is, at least 94 of each 100 adult manatees survive from one year to the
next.  This benchmark is less than the estimated survival rates (96%) in two regions (the Northwest,
Upper St. Johns), and higher than the lowest estimated survival rate (91%) in the Atlantic region. The
lower bound of the 95% confidence interval should be greater than 0.90 (95% certainty that survival rate
is actually greater than 0.90).

Similarly, reproductive rates were estimated from resightings of known individuals in the photo-
identification catalog, using adult females only (at least 5 years of age), resighted between December and
February of each winter (O’Shea and Hartley 1995, Rathbun et al. 1995, Reid et al. 1995).  The target is
40% of known adult females seen with calves in winter each year (1st or 2nd year calves).  The target level
has been reached in all three regions (the Northwest, Upper St. Johns, and Atlantic) for which adequate
data exist to determine reproductive status of adult females (Table 2).  The similarity across regions in
the average proportion of adult females observed with calves in winter (43%, 41% and 42%,
respectively) suggests that Florida manatees may have achieved a maximum level of reproduction
(O’Shea and Hartley 1995).

The population growth rates for each region were calculated using a population model that incorporated
estimated survival rates for adults, subadults, and calves, and reproductive rates (Eberhardt and O’Shea
1995).  The target is a population growing at 4% per year, which is below the estimated growth rate for
the Northwest and Upper St. Johns regions (Table 2).   There is a one-to-one correspondence between
adult survival above 90% and population growth rate (Eberhardt and O’Shea 1995).  Thus, an adult
survival rate of 94% corresponds to an annual population growth rate of 4%.  In addition, 4% is mid-way
between 0 and 8% growth, and 8% is likely to be the maximum manatee population growth rate through
internal recruitment.  Eberhardt and O’Shea (1995) estimated an annual growth rate of 7.4% for the
Crystal River.  Without any human-related deaths, this population could almost certainly attain a growth
rate of 8%.

The proposed benchmark for population growth (4%) is based upon the results of the Eberhardt and
O’Shea (1995) deterministic population model.  These authors did not attempt to estimate confidence
intervals for two of the three regions for which they estimated population growth rates (Northwest and
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Atlantic), and used two different methods to estimate (relatively large) confidence intervals for the
growth rate of the Upper St. Johns region.  There is clearly uncertainty in their model results. 
Additionally, they did not attempt to account for the effect of environmental variability over time on
population trend.  It is essential either to be conservative in selecting a minimum growth rate benchmark,
as in selecting 4%, or to require a high degree of statistical confidence that the average growth rate is not
lower than 0 in all regions.  The latter alternative will require development of new models that include
statistically robust methods for estimating confidence intervals.
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Research Plan to Determine and Monitor
the Status of Manatee Populations

The success of efforts to develop and implement measures to minimize manatee injury and
mortality depends upon the accuracy and completeness of data on manatee life history and population
status.  Population data are needed to identify and define problems, make informed judgments on
appropriate management alternatives, provide a sound basis for establishing and updating management
actions, and to determine whether or not actions taken are achieving management objectives.

MANATEE POPULATION STATUS WORKING GROUP

The interagency Manatee Population Status Working Group (MPSWG)  was established in
March 1998.  The group’s primary tasks are to:  (1) assess manatee population trends; (2) advise the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) on population criteria to determine when species recovery has been
achieved; and (3) provide managers with interpretation of available information on manatee population
biology.  The group also has formulated strategies to seek peer review of their activities.  The working
group should continue to hold regular meetings, refine recovery criteria, annually update regional and
statewide manatee status statements, and convene a population biology workshop early in 2002,
analogous to the one held in 1992.

STATUS REVIEW

Following the Population Status Workshop in 2002, FWS will conduct a status review of the
Florida manatee.  The review will include:  (1) a detailed evaluation of the population status of the
species; (2) an evaluation of existing threats to the species and the effectiveness of existing mechanisms
to control those threats, particularly with respect to the five listing factors identified under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (ESA); and (3) recommendations, if any, regarding
reclassification and additional and/or revised recovery objectives, criteria and tasks to deal with
remaining threats.

LIFE HISTORY PARAMETERS AND POPULATION TREND

Many manatees have unique features, primarily scars caused by boat strikes.  When carefully
photographed, these features can provide a means of identifying individuals.  Photographs of
distinctively-marked manatees collected by researchers in the field are compiled in a database begun in
1981 by the U.S. Geological Service Sirenia Project (USGS-Sirenia) with support from the Florida Power
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and Light Company (FPL).  Since its inception, the database has been expanded greatly and improved.  It
is now a photo CD-based computerized system, known as the Manatee Individual Photo-identification
System (MIPS), that utilizes digitized images and PC-based search technologies.  The Florida Fish and
Wildlife Conservation Commission’s (FWC) Marine Research Institute (FMRI) and Mote Marine Lab
(MML) now assist in maintaining portions of the database.

It is essential to maintain the photography efforts of the USGS-Sirenia, FMRI, and MML to
ensure that vital information on manatee sightings, movement patterns, site use and fidelity, reproductive
histories, and related databases remain current for further analyses of survival and reproductive rates. 
Photos routinely should be collected in the field, especially at the winter aggregation sites, according to
standardized protocols for data collection and coding by all cooperators.  Annual collection of
photographs is essential, as the loss of feature information for individuals in one season could result in an
inability to recognize the individual in subsequent years, and potentially compromise the value of the
database.  Efforts to gather photographic documentation of known females should be continued and
expanded to the Southwestern region (Naples through Ten Thousand Islands and the Everglades).

One of the most important parameters for estimating trends in population status is age-specific
survival.  Photographs documenting sightings of individually-identifiable manatees can be used to
estimate minimum ages of manatees in the database and annual survival rates.  Data on manatees
overwintering at specific sites (e.g., Crystal River, Blue Spring, and the warm-water discharges on the
Atlantic Coast) are extensive.  Analyses using mark-resighting modeling procedures to estimate annual
survival rates at these sites have been completed through 1993.  Analyses to update these estimates and
add additional survival estimates for sites in Southwest Florida (Tampa Bay to the Caloosahatchee River)
are underway.

Dead manatees previously identified by photographic documentation must be noted in the
database before sight-resighting analyses are undertaken.  It is crucial that carcasses continue to be
photographically documented and those images distributed to managers of the photo-ID databases, to
enhance the accuracy and precision of survival estimates.

Concurrently with photography of individual manatees, information on the reproductive status
of each manatee (e.g., calf associated with female) should continue to be collected whenever possible. 
Minimum ages of documented manatees and information such as age at first reproduction, calving
interval, and litter size can be determined either during photo-documentation or by timely examination of
the database.  Long-term studies of reproductive traits and life histories of individual females provide
data on age-specific birth rates and success in calf-rearing.  The relative success of severely- and
lightly-scarred females in bearing and rearing calves should be determined.
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Information and tissue samples should continue to be collected from all carcasses recovered in
the salvage program to determine reproductive status.  Resulting estimates of reproductive parameters
complement information obtained from long-term data on living manatees and will help to determine
trends and possible regional differences in reproductive rates.

Paternity cannot be established in wild manatees without the ability to determine family
pedigrees.  This information is needed to determine if successful reproduction is limited to a small
proportion of adult males, which has important implications for the genetic diversity of the Florida
manatee population.  By continuing the development of nuclear DNA markers, pedigree analysis can be
applied to the growing collection of manatee tissue samples.  Pedigree analysis also would greatly
improve our knowledge of matrilineal relationships and female reproductive success.  Identification of
factors associated with successful breeding by males is important in assessing reproductive potential in
the wild and in captivity.

Aerial surveys provide information on the proportion of calves which may provide insights on
reproductive trends when a long time-series of surveys have been conducted by one or relatively few
individuals in the same geographic regions.  Calf counts from such surveys should be continued
(particularly the state-wide surveys conducted by FMRI since 1991, the power plant surveys sponsored
by FPL since 1977, and the Crystal/Homosassa River surveys conducted by FWS since 1983).  The
results should be compared to those obtained by photo-ID methods (particularly for the
Crystal/Homosassa River wintering group).

Passive Integrated Transponder (PIT) tags should be inserted under the skin of all manatees
captured during the course of ongoing research or rescues.  All manatees that are recaptured, rescued, or
salvaged should be checked for PIT tags, and identification information should be provided to FMRI.  By
comparing data on manatee size, reproductive status, and general condition between time of tagging and
recovery, one can increase the amount of information obtained on life history parameters.  This technique
is particularly useful in identifying carcasses, which is very important in obtaining accurate survival
estimates.  Methods for checking for PIT tags reliably on free-swimming manatees should further be
developed and tested.  When the latter work shows promise, plans should be developed for re-examining
the utility of PIT-tagging manatees of certain age classes (juveniles and subadults) or in specific areas
where photo-ID is not a feasible way to re-identify individuals.  This research should include estimates of
sample sizes required to determine population traits, such as survival and reproductive rates.

POPULATION STRUCTURE

Information on population structure can be obtained through the carcass salvage program, the
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MIPS database, and telemetry studies.  This information is important for the development of realistic
population models.

Collection of tissue samples from salvage specimens and from living manatees at winter
aggregation sites, captured during research, or rescued for rehabilitation should continue.  Continued
genetic analysis through collaborations with state and federal genetics laboratories may reveal greater
population structure than has been demonstrated thus far (i.e., a significant difference between east and
west coasts, but not within coasts).  Such research will improve our ability to define regional populations
and management units.  Stock and individual identity for forensic purposes ultimately will be possible. 
Analytical techniques recently developed for identifying the structure of other marine stocks also should
be investigated.

To aid in characterizing population structure, life history information (e.g., sex and size class)
should continue to be collected concurrent with photographs to augment similar information collected
from other sources (e.g., carcasses and telemetry).  Long-term patterns of fidelity to winter aggregation
sites and summer ranges, as well as movement among sites, also can be documented.

Radio-tracking has provided substantial documentation of seasonal migrations, other
long-distance movements, and local movements that reveal patterns of site fidelity and habitat use.  In
Brevard County, for example, a large group of manatees overwinters in the Indian River, using two
power plants for thermal refuge, and another group travels south to Palm Beach and Dade counties, using
several power plants for refuge along the way.  While these two groups are not entirely mutually
exclusive, many individuals consistently display the same pattern each year, in timing and distance of
moves as well as destinations.  Such information is needed from other regions, particularly Southwest
Florida, in order to develop management strategies for all significant subgroups within the regional
population, however transitory they may be.

The salvage program yields important information on the manatee population sex ratio and
proportion of age classes (adult, subadult, juvenile, and perinatal) within each cause-of-death category. 
Annual changes in these proportions may indicate increases or decreases in certain types of mortality,
and thus should be considered as part of the weight of evidence that supports (or rejects) a downlisting
decision.  Ear bone growth-layer-group analysis should be continued to determine more exact ages of
dead manatees, particularly those that have a known history through the photo-ID or telemetry studies, or
received PIT tags.  Although the age structure of the carcass sample is biased toward younger animals,
opportunities may occur to document better the natural age structure within specific regions because of
age-independent mortality events.
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DISTRIBUTION PATTERNS

Shifts in manatee distribution over time may interfere with our ability to assess accurately
regional population trends.  Changes may occur in response to human activities, such as modifications of
warm-water discharges, enforcement of boat speed regulations, or restoration programs, and because of
natural events, such as hurricanes or red tides.  Efforts to document manatee distribution through aerial
surveys, photo-ID, and telemetry should continue, particularly at important wintering sites, areas of high
use, and poorly-studied regions.  The validity of the four regional subpopulation designations should be
periodically re-evaluated, as they may change over time.

As discussed above, photographs documenting individual manatees are important to provide
information on life history parameters, population trends, and population structure.  Such photographs
are also important to provide information on fidelity to winter and summer sites, high-use of and seasonal
movements among sites.  These photos should continue to be taken at aggregation sites primarily in
Florida, but also opportunistically at other sites in the Southeastern United States.  Photo-ID efforts
recently were initiated in the Ten Thousand Islands region, and should be continued and expanded to
other sites in Southwestern Florida.

As appropriate and possible, local and regional aerial surveys should be undertaken or
continued to improve information on habitat use patterns and changes in distribution.  Documentation of
changes in distribution at power plants will be particularly important when changes in warm water
availability occur.

Telemetry research has proceeded as a series of regional studies with tracking efforts
concentrated in different areas in different years.  Multi-year studies have been completed for the
Atlantic coast and Southwest Florida from Tampa Bay through Lee County, and research findings have
been summarized in manuscripts currently undergoing peer review.  Verified high quality satellite
telemetry location information, with descriptive meta data, will be added to the Marine Resources
CD-ROM produced by FMRI.  Areas not well-studied, such as the Everglades or where anticipated
changes are likely to impact manatees, will be targeted for future research.

POPULATION MODELING

Population models are mathematical representations of the underlying biological processes that
control population dynamics.  In order to be useful in describing the true behavior of population growth,
existing models must be evaluated and improved continually.  The underlying assumptions of models, the
importance of parameters used in the models, the accuracy and uncertainty of the parameter estimates,
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the relationships of the parameters, and the appropriateness of the mathematics implemented in the
models need to be evaluated critically.  Comparisons also need to be made between predicted outcomes
from the models and estimates or indices of population trend from other modeling efforts or other data
sets.

Eberhardt and O’Shea (1995) developed a deterministic population model using estimates of
mortality, reproduction, and survivorship to calculate estimates of population growth rates for three
subpopulations of manatees.  They considered this a provisional model requiring further development
and modification.  Steps should be taken to continue to improve this model and to develop more complex
models incorporating additional life history information and which reflect better our understanding of the
processes involved in population dynamics.  Examples of additional population parameters that most
likely will be needed in future models are stochastic variation in survival and reproduction rates, genetic
population structure, and movement of individuals between regional subpopulations.

To construct valid models, accurate estimates of population parameters are required.  Where
estimates of model parameters need to be developed or improved, other relevant tasks should be modified
or strengthened.  Because parameters can vary over space and time and such variation affects population
growth rates, emphasis should be placed on estimating variance and 95% confidence intervals along
with developing best estimates of particular population parameters.

It is important for those developing manatee population models to coordinate their activities
and to interact directly with research biologists who have collected manatee life history data or who are
very familiar with manatee ecology.  Biologists will understand better how models were derived, and the
modelers will obtain feedback on the reasonableness of their assumptions and interpretation of their
results.  Interaction with management also is needed to help focus the questions addressed by present and
future modeling efforts.  For example, FWS wants to know if modelers can estimate the number of
manatee deaths that can be sustained per region, while still allowing population stability or growth to be
achieved.  The coordination and interaction of all players will lead to the adaptive development of newer
and better models that meet the needs of manatee biologists, policy makers, and managers.  The
multi-agency MPSWG is best positioned to track research developments, link important players, and
provide one level of peer review and evaluation.  Peer review from internal and external sources is
essential to such evaluations.

Uncorrected aerial survey data do not permit statistically valid population estimation or trend
analyses.  However, models to correct for some of the inherent bias and uncertainty have been developed,
and these efforts should be continued.  Methods to correct for various types of visibility bias in surveys
should be developed.  Standard procedures for survey teams involved in annual statewide surveys need to
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be developed and implemented.  Use of strip transect aerial surveys make it possible to use survey data to
detect regional population trends, e.g., in the Banana River and perhaps in Southwest Florida between the
Ten Thousand Islands and Whitewater Bay.  Strip transect surveys should be continued on an annual
basis in the Banana River, and their feasibility should be investigated in remote coastal areas of
Southwest Florida.  To the extent possible, surveys should be designed to estimate accurately a minimum
population number.

As manatee habitat requirements are documented and recovery criteria are identified (based on
habitat needs), it will become possible to link regional population and habitat models and estimate
optimum sustainable populations for regions and subregions.  Integration of population and habitat
information is essential to understand the implications of habitat change before negative impacts on
manatee population trends can occur.  The Population Status and Geographic Information System (GIS)
working groups should meet jointly on an annual basis to coordinate their activities and progress. 
Reports of these meetings should be distributed to all agencies and interested parties involved in manatee
recovery efforts.

The manatee salvage/necropsy program is fundamental to identifying causes of manatee
mortality and injury.  The program is responsible for collecting and examining virtually all manatee
carcasses reported in the Southeastern United States, determining the causes of death, monitoring
mortality trends, and disseminating mortality information.  Program data help to identify, direct, and
support essential management actions (e.g., promulgating watercraft speed rules, establishing sanctuaries,
and reviewing permits for construction in manatee habitat).  The program was started by FWS and the
University of Miami in 1974 and was transferred to the State of Florida in 1985.

The current manatee salvage and necropsy program is administered through FWC ’s FMRI.  The
major program components are:  (1) receiving manatee carcass reports from the field; (2) coordinating
the retrieval and transport of manatee carcasses and conducting gross and histological examinations to
determine cause of death; (3) maintaining accurate mortality records (including out-of-Florida records);
and (4) carrying out special studies to improve understanding of mortality causes, rates, and trends.  The
carcass salvage program also has permitted scientists to:   (1) describe functional morphology of
manatees; (2) assess certain life history parameters of the population; and (3) collect data on survival of
known individuals.  Program staff also coordinate rescues of injured or distressed manatees.  To
implement the salvage program, FWC maintains a central necropsy facility called the Marine Mammal
Pathobiology Laboratory (MMPL), located on the Eckerd College campus in St. Petersburg.  FWC also
has three field stations on the east coast situated in Jacksonville, Melbourne, and Tequesta, and one field
station on the west coast at Port Charlotte.
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To improve the program, FWC is hosting a series of manatee mortality workshops to review
critically its salvage and necropsy procedures and methods.  These workshops:  (1) establish and improve
“state-of-the-art” forensic techniques, specimen/data collection, and analyses; (2) identify and create
projects focusing on unresolved death categories; (3) prepare for and assist with epizootics; (4) generate
reference data on manatee health; and (5) generate suggestions for attainment of a “healthy” manatee
population.  In addition, FMRI personnel are urged to move forward with models based on life history
and mortality data, and process improvement is being implemented to expedite data dissemination.

Georgia Department of Natural Resources, South Carolina Department of Natural Resources,
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Texas Marine Mammal Stranding Network, University
of North Carolina at Wilmington, and others help to coordinate carcass salvages and rescues in other
Atlantic and Gulf coast states.  Mortality information collected from these efforts needs to be centralized
and should be kept in the mortality database maintained by FWC.  FWS and FWC should provide
assistance to these manatee salvage and rescue programs through workshops, providing equipment and
assistance when possible.

While it is believed that most dead manatees are found and reported to the salvage program, an
unknown proportion are unreported.  Annual manatee carcass totals, therefore, under-represent the actual
number of deaths, indicating the need to improve carcass detection, retrieval, and analysis. 
Decomposition, increased in part by delayed carcass retrieval, reduces the ability to assign cause of death
in some cases.  To estimate the number of unreported manatee carcasses, studies should be done on
carcass detection and reporting rates.  Studies focusing on carcass drift, rate of decomposition, and how
decomposition affects necropsy results should be conducted.  Periodic peer reviews should take place on
necropsy methods, data recording and analysis, and documentation of tissues collected.  Representative
samples should be archived with appropriate national tissue banks.  Workshops such as the FWC
Manatee Mortality Workshop should continue to be conducted to strengthen collaborative research and
information sharing.  Partnerships with other agencies and process analysis of carcass retrieval protocols
should be ongoing in order to improve efficiency.

Collisions between manatees and boats is the largest known cause of manatee mortality, both
human and non-human related; in the late 1990s, watercraft-related deaths constituted at least 25% of the
total known annual mortality.  Therefore, it is essential to improve the assessment and understanding
of manatee injuries and deaths caused by watercraft.  Under-reporting of watercraft mortality may
occur because individuals may not die immediately but rather may develop complications resulting from
injuries sustained by boats; such deaths are difficult to attribute to watercraft.

Benchmarks have been established for survival, reproduction, and population growth. 
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Longitudinal studies should be established to examine the effect of boats and boating activity on these
parameters.  Investigations of the characteristics of lethal compared to non-lethal injuries and causes
should be developed using data from carcasses, photo-ID records, and characterizing healing in rescued
injured animals.  Investigations on lethal and non-lethal injuries also should attempt to characterize size
of vessels, relative direction of movement of vessel, and propeller vs. blunt trauma statistics.  Research
on mechanical characteristics of skin and bones should be developed to obtain a better understanding of
the effects of watercraft-related impacts.  Regional studies are needed to characterize boating intensity,
types of boats, boating behavior, and boating hot spots in relation to manatee watercraft-related mortality.

Increasing numbers of manatees in the Northwest region of Florida may lead to increasing
numbers of animals killed by watercraft.  However, such population increases would not explain the
recent increase in the percent of mortalities related to watercraft.  In addition, this explanation cannot be
used for areas where the number of manatees is stable or decreasing.  The available data suggest that on
average in 2000, collisions with watercraft killed a manatee every 4.6 days.  However, these data may
underestimate the number of manatee mortalities.  More effective diagnosis of watercraft-related injuries
and mortalities is important for describing the extent and nature of the threat posed by watercraft. 
Mortality workshops are intended to improve our ability to diagnose watercraft-related mortalities more
effectively on both fresh and decomposed carcasses.

Prevention of such injuries and mortalities is the goal.  Research is needed to address the
causes of watercraft mortality and the effectiveness of management actions.  Importantly, such
research also should investigate the effects of sublethal injuries and stress occurring as a result of boating
activity.  Injuries and stress may:  (1) lead to reductions in animal condition and reproductive success;
(2) cause animals to abandon habitat important for foraging, reproduction, or thermal regulation; or
(3) impair immune system function thereby increasing the vulnerability of animals to disease, pollutants,
or toxins.  Thus, indirect or secondary effects of boating activity also may impede population recovery in
ways that have not yet been assessed.

Studies are underway to identify and evaluate adherence to manatee speed zone restrictions
through statewide boater compliance studies.  The following should be continued and assessed: 
(1) the frequency of boater compliance with posted manatee speed zone restrictions; (2) the degree of
boater compliance with posted manatee speed zone restrictions; (3) the levels of compliance among boat
classes, seasonally, and temporally; (4) changes in compliance resulting from different enforcement
regimes; and (5) changes in compliance resulting from different signage.  Underlying sociological factors
that affect compliance also should be investigated.

MML recently completed a study that characterizes the intensity and types of boating
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activities in Southwest Florida.  Similar studies should be conducted at selected locations around the
state, with emphasis on areas where boat-related mortality of manatees is highest.

MML, FWC, and others are investigating reactions of manatees to boats.  Preliminary
information indicates that manatees perceive boats, but may, under certain circumstances, react in ways
that place the animals in the path of, rather than away from, the boats.  Additional studies of manatee
responses to boats and vessel acoustics are needed.  Indirect deleterious effects of shallow-draft or jet
boats that can disturb manatees and cause them to move to boating channels or interrupt normal
behaviors need to be studied.  An evaluation of spatial and temporal factors associated with risk to
manatees (i.e., proportion of time manatees are exposed to vessels relative to depth, habitat, and manatee
activity) should be conducted.

In the 1970s, Odell and Reynolds described the extent to that flood control structures killed
manatees in southeastern Florida.  In response, the South Florida Water Management District modified
the way that the structures operate, to determine if this change would mitigate the problem.  The problem,
however, continues to exist, and it involves flood control structures and navigational locks located
throughout the state.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and various flood control agencies (among
others) have devoted considerable time and money to possible solutions, but mortality in the structures
was the second highest ever in 1999 (15 manatees died, accounting for approximately 5% of the total
deaths during this year).  Research is needed to continue to assess manatee behavior leading to
vulnerability around these structures, as well as operational or structural changes that can prevent
serious injury or death of manatees.

Presently, pressure-sensitive strips are being installed on vertical lift structures, and acoustic
arrays are being installed on navigational locks.  Efforts continue to understand better how and why
manatees are killed by structures.  The MMPL will associate forensic observations obtained at necropsy
with specific characteristics of the structure that caused the death.  Continued testing and improvement of
manatee protection technology is encouraged.

Commercial fishing is not a major culprit involved in manatee mortality, unlike the case with
most other marine mammals.  Commercial fishing accounts for far fewer manatee deaths than do either
collisions with boats or entrapment in water control structures.  Nonetheless, manatees are killed by
shrimp trawls, hoop nets, monofilament entanglement, hook and line ingestion, and crab pot/rope
entanglement, indicating the need to improve the evaluation and understanding of injuries and
deaths of manatees caused by commercial and recreational fishing.

Since the introduction of Florida’s ban on the use of commercial nets in inshore waters in July
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1995, manatees have been exposed to fewer opportunities to become entangled in nets.  Because of the
net ban, however, some former commercial net fishermen switched to crabbing using crab pots.  Probably
as a result of this increased number of crab pots, rescues of manatees entangled in crab pot lines have
more than tripled since 1995.  To reduce the increasing numbers of fishing gear entanglements by
manatees, a multi-agency Manatee Entanglement Task Force has been established, focusing on creating
changes in data collection protocols, potential technique/gear modifications, innovative tag designs,
entanglement research, gear recovery/clean-up, and education/outreach efforts.  Research on rates of
entanglement, types of gear involved, and geographical and temporal changes in rates and types of
entanglements should be developed.  Studies on behavioral characteristics of manatees contributing to
entanglement should be pursued.  Hubbs-Sea World Research Institute currently is studying how
manatees become entangled.  Research on the amount of marine debris in inshore waters should be
conducted, particularly where there are high levels of manatee entanglement.  Programs to remove
marine debris and recycle monofilament line also should be encouraged and continued.

Tests for several types of man-made compounds and elements have been conducted on
manatee tissues.  Although no known death or pathology has been associated with toxicants, some
concentrations of contaminants have caused concern.  Over time, concentrations of chemicals found in
manatees from early studies have changed, possibly as a result of the regulation of chemical use.  Such
changes highlight the need to monitor tissues for chemical residues.  In addition, survey studies provide
insight into the presence of different or new compounds in the environment.  While a broad range of tests
have been conducted, there needs to be a greater focus on endocrine disruptor compounds.  These
compounds can alter reproductive success and have a dramatic effect on population growth.

By definition, natural causes of mortality are not directly anthropogenic and thus not easily
targeted by management strategies.  However, some aspects of natural mortality may be influenced by
human activities.  These activities include but are not limited to:  (1) sources of artificial warm water;
(2) nutrient loading; and (3) habitat modification.

Cold stress- and cold-related death are both factors contributing to manatee deaths.  Acute
cold-related mortality is related to hypothermia and metabolic changes which occur as a consequence to
exposure to cold.  Cold stress is related to the amount of cold exposure, nutritional debt, age and size of
the animals, and time; cold stress can last as long as several months before the individual dies.  The
syndrome was originally described based upon the gross internal appearance of carcasses, combined with
age of the animal (e.g., recently-weaned) and time of year (late winter to early spring).  More recently,
the appearance of skin lesions, not unlike frostbite, have been associated with cold stress, although the
presence of these lesions is not considered to be a definitive indicator.  Research continues to focus on
critical cold air and water temperatures that affect manatee physiology (particularly as it pertains to acute
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cold- and cold stress-related mortality).  To provide important clues as to how manatees deal with cold
temperature, future research should study behavioral adjustments to cold (e.g., directed movement to
warm-water refuges, time budget during cold periods, and surface resting intervals during warm spells). 
Research identifying the manatee’s anatomical and physiological mechanisms for heat exchange are
important to understanding the biological limitation of the species.  Ancillary research should include
identification of natural warm-water sites, because a growing population of manatees may be
seasonally-limited by overcrowding at the larger well-known warm-water refuges.

In Florida, there are many species (approximately 20) of marine alga that can produce harmful
naturally-occurring biotoxins.  These toxins have the potential to cause massive deaths of fish,
fish-eating predators (e.g., birds and dolphins), some species of sea turtles, and manatees.  Many of the
toxins also affect humans after they consume contaminated fish or shell fish (although human deaths are
rare).  One biotoxin (brevetoxin) has been the suggested cause of deaths of manatees.  Brevetoxin is
produced by the marine dinoflagellate, Gymnodinium breve, and is responsible for the red tides that
occur along coastal Florida. The most recent epizootic of manatees in 1996 was attributed to brevetoxin
and underscores the catastrophic effect such events can have on the population; in just 8 weeks, 145
manatees died in Southwestern Florida, representing a substantial loss to the population.  Research is
needed to improve our ability to detect brevetoxin in manatee tissues, stomach contents, urine, and blood. 
At the same time, environmental detection of red tides, their strengths, and the development of retardants
are necessary.  More advanced immunological research utilizing manatee cell cultures may result in the
development of better treatment of manatees exposed to brevetoxin as well as the development of
prophylactic vaccine.

Perinatal mortality has averaged approximately 24% of the total annual mortality for the last
ten years; ranging from 11% in 1981 to 30% in 1991.  The category termed “perinatal” is based on a size
classification and is not a true cause of death; all manatees measuring 150 cm or less are grouped into
this category regardless of developmental stage.  Since the developmental stage of a young manatee may
have important implications in the analysis of overall deaths, the MMPL initiated the generation of a
protocol to identify characteristics of specific stages within this category.  The protocol includes the
documentation of changes in the circulatory system which occur around the time of birth.  Improved
methods are needed to subdivide the perinatal category into categories of:  (1) clearly fetal; (2) at or near
the time of birth; and (3) clearly born. Once these categories are well-defined, analysis can ascertain the
life stage subject to the greatest impact, thus allowing for the future development of appropriate
management policies.  Field research focusing on factors affecting calf survival should be conducted
(e.g., age of mother at reproduction, behavior, characteristics of calving areas, and human disturbance).

Periodically, unusual mortality events occur in which large numbers of manatees die or become
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moribund.  In 1982 and again in 1996, manatees died or became ill from inhalation and ingestion of
brevetoxin (see discussion above).  Spikes in mortality also occur during periods of extreme or prolonged
cold.  Such events represent:  (1) the potential for disastrous reductions in numbers of manatees
occupying certain regions of the state; (2) the opportunity to learn about manatee response to disease
agents or about manatee life history; and (3) a logistic ordeal if proper steps for coordination and
communication have not been taken ahead of time.  Consequently, FWS and FWC have created
complementary manatee die-off contingency plans (Geraci and Lounsbury 1997; FWS 1998) that have
been merged into one comprehensive document (FDEP et al. 1998).  The document contains information
and guidance from the two plans together with advice and provisions outlined in the executive summary
from Wilkinson (1996).  Research and investigations should follow the protocols and recommendations
found in the Contingency Plans.  In addition, there should be ongoing collection and storage of tissues
and samples from healthy and non-mortality event manatees to establish a baseline and to aid
interpretation of test results obtained during a catastrophic event and for retrospective studies. 
Investigators should contact and work closely with other research projects monitoring and evaluating
harmful algal blooms.  FWC mortality workshops should continue to facilitate and develop cooperative
arrangements among investigators and institutions.

FACTORS AFFECTING MANATEE HEALTH, WELL-BEING, PHYSIOLOGY AND ECOLOGY

Relatively little attention has been paid to the health and well-being of individual manatees,
although factors affecting individuals ultimately influence the overall status of the population.  A variety
of factors go into the making of a healthy individual, and health is defined by ranges of values rather than
specific ones.  Scientists discuss these ranges of values in terms of biological limits.  Assessment of what
is outside the range of normal values is important, and to make such assessments, baseline data are
needed.  This generally requires multiple samples from individuals representing a range of ages, different
sexes, and a variety of reproductive stages.

There is a need to determine the relatively constant internal state in which factors such as
temperature and chemical conditions remain stable and therefore within a range of values that permit the
body to function well, despite changing environmental conditions.  Stress is part of existence, and not all
stress is bad for an individual.  However, a stressor can affect homeostasis and health, and thereby
precipitate a chain of events that can compromise the survival of an individual.  There is also a need to
understand the factors underlying large-scale trends.  For example, individual manatees compromised by
severe injury or disease may not be able to reproduce successfully.  Similarly, sublethal effects of
toxicants and even the effects of nutritional, noise-related, and disturbance-related stresses can impair
immune function and potentially reduce the ability of individuals to reproduce.  Study plans and
protocols should be developed, collaborators identified, and results published.
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Blood serum is the watery portion of the blood remaining after cells and fibrin are removed. 
Analysis of serum permits assessment of electrolyte levels, hormones, antibodies indicative of exposure
to certain pathogens, and other factors important to the health of individual manatees.  Serum can be
banked for retrospective analyses.  Efforts should be made to develop and publish a synthesis of: 
(1) current knowledge of manatee serology; (2) ranges of values associated with manatees in various
demographic groups; (3) anomalies identified in manatees via serum analyses; and (4) any remaining
unanswered questions.

Major organs and organ systems have been examined by a variety of scientists over the years. 
The compilation of anatomical observations by Bonde et al. (1983) reflects the fact that early in the
evolution of manatee programs, efforts were made to understand anatomy of manatees.  Such
assessments have assisted scientists performing necropsies of dead manatees to determine morphologies
and pathologies.  Some systems or organs have been ignored but are important to assessing manatee
health; these include:  (1) the lymphatic system; (2) most parts of the endocrine system; and
(3) non-cerebral parts of the brain.  In addition, potential changes in reproductive tracts routinely should
be assessed as part of ongoing life history assessments.

Manatee histology (microscopic anatomy) has been relatively unstudied, compared to gross
anatomy.  However, it is of no less importance in understanding normal organ or tissue functions, as well
as abnormalities thereof.  Responsible agencies should respond to this important deficiency.

Although work has been ongoing to assess effects of environmental temperatures on metabolism
of manatees, the relationship among temperature change, metabolic stress, onset of chronic or acute
disease symptoms, and even mortality of manatees is not perfectly understood.  As noted above, the
relationships among manatee reproductive status, body condition, thermal stress levels, and metabolic
responses to such stress remain unclear.  Answers to these thermoregulation questions are needed
urgently as the specter of decreased availability of both natural and artificial warm-water sources looms. 
The research should focus not only on lower critical temperatures (the cold temperatures where
metabolic stress occurs), but also on the upper critical temperature.

It is unclear whether or not manatees physiologically require fresh water to drink, and it is
unknown what stresses may be created when fresh water is not available.  Anatomical and experimental
studies have indicated that manatees osmoregulate well in either fresh or salt water.  The extent to which
manatees seek fresh water suggests that the animals prefer it to drink, and they may be healthiest when
they have at least occasional access to fresh water.  Managers attempting to protect resources sought by,
if not required by, manatees should bear in mind that fresh water is a desirable and possibly necessary
resource for healthy manatees.
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Stirling et al. (1999) provided an important assessment of polar bear body condition indices and
related those values to changes in the environment and in consequent availability of polar bear food. 
They also related changes in reproductive performance and survival of offspring with changes in female
body condition.  This study exemplifies the importance of long-term data regarding animal health (as
assessed by body condition), reproduction, and environmental quality.  In Florida, where environmental
quality varies considerably over time and space, the value of such a study is enormous.  Body indices
research at FMRI has initiated certain measurements documenting body condition of manatees. 
Maintenance of this work and refinements/extensions thereof, should be continued to gain a better
understanding of physiology and health of individuals and the population.

Continuous long-term monitoring of the health histories of individual manatees allows for
documentation of an animal’s health.  Information should be gathered on:  (1) the acquisition and
severity of new wounds to facilitate research on the length of time required for injuries to heal; and
(2) any effects of injuries on behavior or reproduction.  Natural factors affecting the health of the
population also should be monitored during the course of photo-ID studies on wild individuals (e.g.,
cold-related skin damage, scars caused by fungal infections, and papilloma lesions).

As discussed earlier, brevetoxin, a naturally-occurring toxin, has been implicated or suspected
in major and minor mortality events for manatees for decades.  Tests now exist to allow pathologists to
assess, even retrospectively, manatee tissues for signs of brevetoxicosis.  The important questions
include:  (1) how many manatee deaths can be truly attributed to exposure to brevetoxin over the years;
(2) if red tides are a natural occurrence, how can effects of red tides on manatees be reduced or mitigated;
(3) would changes in human activities (i.e., creation of warm-water refuges which lead to aggregations of
manatees) appreciably change vulnerability of the animals; and (4) have human activities contributed to
increased prevalence and virulence of red tides.

Inasmuch as a single epizootic event can cause 2 to3 times as many manatee deaths as watercraft
causes annually, gaining a better understanding of the issue is vital and urgent.  Development of cell lines
and testing of manatee tissues would represent an extremely useful approach.  In particular, preliminary
results indicate that exposure to brevetoxin reduces manatee immune system function.  Further study of
the immune system will define levels of concern and will help to identify when rehabilitated manatees
are ready for release into the wild.

Other natural toxins have affected marine mammals (e.g., saxitoxin) and may represent another
potential problem for manatees.  Exposure of cultured cells of manatees to saxitoxin and assessment of
the responses of those cells, would be useful.



APPENDIX B

-B16-

To date, the only efforts to assess levels of toxicants in manatees have involved some
organochlorines and a few metals.  This situation is typical of toxicological work for marine mammals in
general (O’Shea 1999; Marine Mammal Commission 1999).  These studies demonstrate that a few metals
occur in high concentrations in manatee tissues.  Testing for toxicants can be extremely expensive; thus,
a carefully-constructed study plan should be developed first to address the most critical uncertainties and
to make the assessments as cost-effective as possible.  Some important habitats in Dade County (e.g.,
Miami River and Black Creek) contain sediments contaminated with trace metals and/or synthetic
organic chemicals to the extent that the sediments are considered to be toxic.  Sediment
chemistry/toxicity testing could be used as an indicator to direct toxicant studies in these types of areas.

A disease involves an illness, sickness, an interruption, cessation, or disorder of body functions,
systems, and organs.  In other words, disease represents the antithesis of homeostasis.  As previously
noted, scientists need to learn the boundaries of normal structure and function before they can diagnose
what is normal or diseased.  This process has occurred to some degree through the necropsy program, but
it needs considerable refinement.  Over the years, cause of death for about 1/3 of all manatee carcasses
has been undetermined; this percentage probably would drop considerably with better information about
and diagnosis of manatee disease states.  Planned workshops by FMRI will attempt to bring scientists
conducting necropsies on manatees together with pathologists and forensic scientists working with
humans and other species.  This effort should be very useful as a first step in an ongoing process of
refinement.

Nutritional characteristics of manatee food plants and the importance of different food
sources for different manatee age and sex classes in various regions are understood poorly.  Such
information is needed to help assure that adequate food resources are protected in different areas of the
population’s range.  Ongoing studies should be completed to identify manatee food habits and the
nutritional value of different aquatic plants important to manatees.  In addition, seasonal patterns of food
availability in areas of high manatee use need to be documented.  Research also should address manatee
foraging behavior, emphasizing ways that manatees are able to locate and utilize optimal food
resources.

Catalogs of manatee parasites were prepared two decades ago (Forrester et al. 1979).  A recent
description of parasites for cetaceans (including manatees) in Puerto Rico also was published
(Mignucci-Giannoni et al. 1998).  Since degrees of parasitic infestation may be associated with the
changes in the health of manatees, assessments of changes in prevalence of parasites over time should be
undertaken.  Inasmuch as parasite loads are assessed, at least qualitatively, during necropsies, this should
be easy to accomplish, relatively speaking.
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Vision in manatees has been well studied relatively.  Tactile ability and acoustics also have been
assessed.  Conclusions reached as a result of acoustic studies are somewhat inconsistent and
controversial, especially in terms of the extent that manatees may hear approaching watercraft.  Since the
auditory sense of manatees appears to be vital to their ability to communicate and to avoid injury, further
studies are warranted.  In addition, although chemoreception has been suggested as a mechanism by
which male manatees locate estrous females, chemosensory ability of manatees is virtually unknown. 
Studies should continue on these topics to develop a better understanding of manatee sensory
systems.

It is clear from various lines of evidence that manatees show site fidelity, especially in terms of
their seasonal use of warm-water refuges, but also in their use of summer habitat.  To some extent, calves
learn locations of resources from their mothers.  However, the way that manatees perceive their
environment, cues they use to navigate, and the hierarchy of factors they use to select a particular spot or
travel corridor are all unknown.  As humans continue to modify coastal environments (physically,
acoustically, visually, and chemically), it would be useful to understand better how such changes may
interfere with the manatee’s ability to orient and to locate or select optimal habitat.

Relatively few studies have been directed at manatee behavior since Hartman’s work in the late
1970s.  Rathbun (1999) summarized existing information on activity and diving, foraging,
thermoregulation and movements, resource aggregations, mating, social organization, and
communication.  He concluded that, although the manatee’s herbivorous diet is perhaps the most
important factor in understanding their life history and behavior, it is the least studied aspect of manatee
behavioral ecology.  Both field studies and controlled experiments at captive facilities are needed to
document basic behaviors.  This documentation will allow detection and understanding of changes in
behavior that occur through changes in allocation of essential resources, such as vegetation and warm
water.  To date, telemetry, photo-ID, and aerial videography have been useful tools for behavioral
research.  New innovative approaches are needed, particularly in habitats where visibility is poor.

Captive dolphins have developed ulcers and died when subjected to excessive human activity or
excessive noise (i.e., from pumps) around their enclosures.  Chronic levels of disturbance may create
stresses to manatees; certainly, manatees change their behavior or actually leave certain areas to avoid
disturbance.  The stress involved would be difficult to document, but if manatees move away from
critically important resources (e.g., warm water in winter) to avoid being disturbed, this movement could
place the animals in immediate and acute jeopardy.  Buckingham et al. (1999) provide an interesting case
study for manatees, and data exist to support problems created by disturbance for a variety of marine
mammals, including animals sympatric with Florida manatees (i.e., dolphins).  Sources and level of
activities eliciting disturbance responses need to be characterized further.
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Manatees, particularly mothers and calves, communicate vocally.  Often, while vessels are still
outside of visual range, manatees initiate movements as boats approach, suggesting that they respond on
the basis of hearing the boats.  Noise from boats or other sources may interfere with communications or
provide a source of stress.  Hearing capabilities have been examined through studies involving two
individuals in captivity (Gerstein 1995, 1999).  There is a need for further research on hearing
capabilities and the effects of noise on manatees.  In particular, it is important to determine:  (1) the
sensitivity of manatee hearing to the different kinds of vessels to which they are exposed; (2) the range of
frequencies of importance to manatee communication; (3) the abilities of manatees to localize sound
sources; and (4) the role that habitat features may play in altering sound characteristics.  The levels and
characteristics of vessel sounds leading to behavioral changes, including potentially vacating an area,
need to be determined.

Manatee distributions have been found to be affected by boat traffic in at least one study, with
manatees moving into established sanctuary areas during periods of heavy boat traffic (Buckingham et al.
1999).  Factors to be investigated include types and frequency of approaches, numbers of boats, distance
of nearest approach, individual variations in manatee responses to boats, influences on diurnal activity
patterns and habitat use, and effects on mothers and young.

Human swimming (and to a lesser extent diving) with manatees occurs in many parts of the
species’ range.  In a few warm-water refuges, sanctuary areas have been established for manatees to
escape from contact with human swimmers, but few data from systematic studies are available to
evaluate the potential impacts of human swimmers or the effectiveness of the sanctuaries.  The specific
circumstances or characteristics of human swimming, snorkeling, or SCUBA-diving that may result in
changes in manatee behavior, including vacating an area, remain to be determined.  Factors to be
investigated include types and frequency of approaches, numbers of swimmers, distance of nearest
acceptable approach, occurrence of contact, individual variations in manatee responses to humans,
influences on diurnal activity patterns and habitat use, and effects on mothers and young.

Public viewing of manatees has become increasingly popular in recent years and now occurs in
many parts of the species’ range.  Commercial operations as well as private individuals are bringing
increasing numbers of people to view manatees in areas where the animals can be found predictably.  The
opportunity for the public to move into close proximity to the animals typically is associated with other
potentially disturbing activities such as swimming, diving, boating, or provisioning.  The relative benefits
of burgeoning human attention as compared to potential adverse impacts on the animals have not been
evaluated properly to determine the desirability of increasing or decreasing control over manatee viewing
activities.  Studies relating marketing and overall levels of human viewing activities to changes in
manatee behavior, including vacating an area, need to be conducted.  Conversely, benefits accrued to the
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manatees from increased viewing by the public also should be evaluated for comparison.

In many parts of the species’ range, people provide food or water to manatees, in spite of
regulations prohibiting such activities.  A systematic evaluation should be conducted to determine if
these provisioning activities potentially adversely affect manatees in terms of changing their behavior,
placing them at greater risk from other human activities, or encouraging them to use inappropriate
habitat.
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FLORIDA MANATEE CAUSE OF DEATH BY REGION (1991-2000)
ATLANTIC, UPPER ST. JOHNS RIVER, NORTHWEST AND SOUTHWEST

Manatee carcasses reported in Florida from 1991 to 2000 (FWC, unpublished data) were assigned to four
regions of the state:  (1) Atlantic Coast (St. Johns River and tributaries downstream (north) of Palatka);
(2) Upper St. Johns River (St. Johns River upstream (south) of Palatka); (3) Northwest
(Homosassa/Crystal River and north); and (4) Southwest (Tampa Bay area).  The percentage of carcasses
by each cause of death was calculated for each region (Tables 5-6 and Figures 17-21).

Two regions contained most of the 2,306 carcasses located state-wide (Atlantic 50%, Upper St. Johns
River 2%, Northwest 5%, Southwest 43%); however, the Atlantic and Southwest regions also have the
highest numbers of living manatees.  Therefore, results should be viewed cautiously because percentages
among causes of death can seem contradictory.  Large numbers of deaths in one region in one category
can make another category seem less important.  A mortality event in one region can make all the other
causes seem less important (smaller percentages), when actually all of the causes take on even greater
importance due to the high number of deaths in a short time period.

Carcasses (n=145) from the 1996 red tide epizootic in southwest Florida were omitted from the following
analysis, because this was considered to be a non-typical situation; their inclusion here would make other
human-related and natural causes of death seem less important.

Causes of death varied among regions.  The percentage of watercraft-related deaths was highest in the St.
Johns River region (15 carcasses, 34%) and lowest in the Atlantic (264 carcasses, 24%) region.  The
highest number of watercraft deaths occurred in the Atlantic and in the Southwest regions (252 carcasses,
27%).

The highest percentage of flood gate and lock deaths occurred in the Atlantic (69 carcasses, 6%) and St.
Johns River regions (4 carcasses, 8%), and lowest percentage occurred in the Northwest region (1
carcasses, 1%).  The highest number of gate/lock deaths occurred in the Atlantic and Southwest (19
carcasses, 2%) regions.  Only a few water control structures and navigational locks are present on the
west coast, and percentages were lower there.

All other human-related causes of deaths combined accounted for the highest percentage of deaths in the
Atlantic (40 carcasses, 4%) and Northwest regions (4 carcasses, 4%), and accounted for the lowest in the
St. Johns River (0 carcasses, 0%).  The highest number of other human-related deaths occurred in the
Atlantic and Southwest (14 carcasses, 2%) regions.
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Perinatal deaths accounted for the highest percentage of deaths in the Northwest region (32 carcasses,
33%). The highest number of perinatal deaths occurred in the Atlantic (296 carcasses, 27%) and
Southwest (190 carcasses, 20%) regions.

Cold-related deaths accounted for the highest percentage of deaths in the Atlantic region (29 carcasses,
3%).  The only recent large cold mortality event primarily in Brevard County during the winter of
1989-1990.  Cold-related deaths were lowest in the two regions with major natural springs, the St. Johns
River (0 carcasses, 0%) and Northwest (3 carcasses, 3%) regions.

Other natural causes of death combined accounted for the highest percentage of deaths in the Southwest
Region (154 carcasses, 17%), and accounted for the lowest percentage in the St. Johns River (2
carcasses, 5%).  The highest number of other-natural deaths occurred in the Southwest and Atlantic (112
carcasses, 10%) regions.  The high number of deaths from natural causes in the Southwest region may
partly reflect occasional small red tide events.

Undetermined deaths (including verified but not recovered carcasses) accounted for the highest
percentage in the Southwest Region (277 carcasses, 30%), and accounted for the lowest percentage in the
Northwest (20 carcasses, 20%). The highest number of undetermined deaths occurred in the Southwest
and Atlantic (279 carcasses, 26%) regions.  The high number of undetermined deaths in the Southwest
region may be related to the high levels of carcass decomposition because of the warm temperatures and
remoteness of large parts of the region (i.e., few observers to find carcasses and long travel times
required to retrieve carcasses).  The high percentage of undetermined causes in the Southwest makes all
the other categories proportionately smaller in that region.

Deaths of adult-sized animals (276 to 411 cm total length) were summarized separately.  Analysis using
only deaths of adult-sized animals eliminates all of the perinatal carcasses and most of the cold-related
deaths, which are mostly sub-adult manatees.  Percentages of deaths, by causes, were similar among the
four regions.  Regions with high percentages of perinatal and cold-related deaths showed the greatest
differences when adults were considered separately.

Statewide, watercraft-related deaths accounted for 39% of adult deaths, and all human-related deaths
combined comprised 53% of deaths.  All human-related causes combined constituted the highest
percentage of deaths in the St. Johns region (14 carcasses, 64%) and in the Atlantic region (181
carcasses, 58%).  The Atlantic region has the largest coastal human population of the four regions.  The
health of a regional population is closely tied to the adult survival rate.  Therefore, it is very important
that the percentages of human-related deaths be kept as low as possible.
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Table 5. Manatee deaths in Florida, 1991-2000, by 4 regions and statewide.  All size
classes (FWC, unpublished data).

CAUSE OF
DEATH

ATLANTIC   ST. JOHNS   NORTHWEST SOUTHWEST  STATEWIDE  

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %

Watercraft 264 24.2 15 34.1 26 26.5 252 27.1 557 25.8

Gate/Lock 69 6.3 4 9.1 1 1.0 19 2.0 93 4.3

Other Human 40 3.7 0 0.0 4 4.1 14 1.5 58 2.7

Perinatal 296 27.2 11 25.0 32 32.7 190 20.4 529 24.5

Cold-Related 29 2.7 0 0.0 3 3.1 24 2.6  56 2.6

Other Natural 112 10.3 2 4.5 12 12.2 154* 16.6 280* 12.9

Undetermined 279 25.6 12 27.3 20 20.4 277* 29.8 588* 27.2

TOTAL 1089 100.0 44 100.0 98 100.0 930* 100.0 2161* 100.0

* Omit n=145 Red Tide deaths in Southwest Florida, 1996 

Table 6. Manatee deaths in Florida, 1991-2000, by 4 regions and statewide.  Adult-
only size class (>275 cm total length).  FWC unpublished data.

CAUSE OF
DEATH

ATLANTIC   ST. JOHNS   NORTHWEST SOUTHWEST  STATEWIDE  

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %

Watercraft 122 39.0 11 50.0 8 33.3 103 39.3 244 39.3

Gate/Lock 37 11.8 3 13.6 0 0.0 13 4.9 53 8.5

Other Human 22 7.0 0 0.0 2 8.3 6 2.3 30 4.8

Perinatal — — — — — — — — — —

Cold-Related 1 0.3 0 0.0 2 8.3 0 00.0  3 0.5

Other Natural 35 11.2 1 4.6 5 20.9 51* 19.5 92* 14.8

Undetermined  96 30.7 7 31.8 7 29.2 89* 34.0 199* 32.1

TOTAL 313 100.0 22 100.0 24 100.0 262* 100.0 621* 100.0

* Omit n=145 Red Tide deaths in Southwest Florida, 1996 
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Figure 17. Manatee deaths in Florida by cause of death, 1991-2001.  FWC unpublished
data.
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Figure 18. Manatee deaths in the Northwest Region of Florida by cause, 1991-
2000.  FWC unpublished data.

Figure 19. Manatee deaths in the Southwest Region of Florida by cause, 1991-
2000.  FWC unpublished data.
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Figure 20. Manatee deaths in the upper St. Johns River Region of Florida by
cause, 1991-2000.  FWC unpublished data.

Figure 21. Manatee deaths in the Atlantic Region of Florida by cause, 1991-2000. 
FWC unpublished data.
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FLORIDA MANATEE STATUS STATEMENT
Manatee Population Status Working Group

9 March 2001

Years of scientific study of the Florida manatee have revealed both good news and some cause for
concern regarding the status of this endangered aquatic mammal, according to the interagency Manatee
Population Status Working Group.  The Manatee Population Status Working Group comprises biologists
from the U.S. Geological Survey, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission, Chicago Zoological Society, and Wildlife Trust.   The group's primary tasks are to assess
manatee population trends, to advise the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on population criteria to
determine when species recovery has been achieved, and to provide managers with interpretation of
available information on manatee population biology.

Long-term studies suggest four relatively distinct regional populations of the Florida manatee: 
Northwest, Southwest, Atlantic (including the St. Johns River north of Palatka), and St. Johns River
(south of Palatka).  These divisions are based primarily on documented manatee use of wintering sites
and from radio-tracking studies of individuals’ movements.  Although some movement occurs among
regional populations, researchers found that analysis of manatee status on a regional level provided
insights into important factors related to manatee recovery. 

The exact number of manatees in Florida is unknown. Manatees are difficult to count because they are
often in areas with poor water clarity, and their behavior, such as resting on the bottom of a deep canal,
may make them difficult to see.  A coordinated series of aerial surveys and ground counts, known as the
statewide synoptic survey, has been conducted in most years since 1991.  The synoptic survey in January
2001 resulted in a count of 3,276, the highest count to date.  The highest previous count was 2,639 in
1996.  Survey results are highly variable, and do not reflect actual population trend.  For example,
statewide counts on 16 and 27 January 2000 differed by 36% (1,629 and 2,222, respectively).  Excellent
survey conditions and an unusually cold winter undoubtedly contributed to the high count in 2001.  

Evidence indicates that the Northwest and Upper St. Johns River subpopulations have steadily increased
over the last 25 years.  This population growth is consistent with the lower number of human-related
deaths, high estimates of adult survival, and good manatee habitat in these regions.  Unfortunately, this
good news is tempered by the fact that the manatees in these two regions probably account for less than
20% of the state's manatee population. 
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The picture is less optimistic for the Atlantic coast subpopulation.  Scientists are concerned that the adult
survival rate (the percentage of adults that survives from one year to the next) is lower than what is
needed for sustained population growth.  The population on this coast appears to have been growing
slowly in the 1980s but now may have leveled off, or could even be declining.  In other words, it's too
close to call.  This finding is consistent with the high level of human-related and, in some years, cold-
related mortality in the region.  Since 1978, management efforts to reduce human-related manatee deaths
have included strategies focused on reducing manatee collisions with boats, reducing hazards such as
entrapment in water control structures and entanglement in fishing gear, and protecting manatee winter
aggregation sites to reduce cold-related mortality.  Managers are continually challenged to develop
innovative protection strategies, given the rapidly growing human population along Florida's coasts.

Estimates of survival and population growth rates are currently underway for the Southwest region. 
Preliminary estimates of adult survival are similar to those for the Atlantic region, i.e., substantially
lower than those for the Northwest and Upper St. Johns River regions.  This area has had high levels of
watercraft-related deaths and injuries, as well as periodic natural mortality events caused by red tide and
severe cold.  However, pending further data collection and analysis, scientists are unable to provide an
assessment of how manatees are doing in this part of the state.  

Over the past ten years, approximately 30% of manatee deaths have been directly attributable to human-
related causes, including watercraft collisions, accidental crushing and drowning in water control
structures, and entanglements in fishing gear.  In 2000, 34% (94 of 273) of manatee deaths were human-
related.  The continued high level of manatee deaths raises concern about the ability of the overall
population to grow or at least remain stable.  The Manatee Population Status Working Group is also
concerned about the negative impacts of factors that are difficult to quantify, such as habitat loss and
chronic effects of severe injuries. 

The group agrees that the results of the analyses underscore an important fact:  Adult survival is critical
to the manatee's recovery.  In the regions where adult survival rates are high, the population has grown at
a healthy rate. In order to assure high adult survival the group emphasizes the urgent need to make
significant headway in reducing the number of human-related manatee deaths.
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Appendix D-1: Standard Manatee Conditions for In-Water Activities 



  
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

STANDARD MANATEE CONDITIONS FOR IN-WATER ACTIVITIES 

During in-water work in areas that potentially support manatees all personnel associated with the 
project should be instructed about the potential presence of manatees, manatee speed zones, and 
the need to avoid collisions with and injury to manatees.  All personnel should be advised that 
there are civil and criminal penalties for harming, harassing, or killing manatees which are 
protected under the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 and the Endangered Species Act of 
1973. Additionally, personnel should be instructed not to attempt to feed or otherwise interact 
with the animal, although passively taking pictures or video would be acceptable. 

All on-site personnel are responsible for observing water-related activities for the presence of 
manatee(s).  We recommend the following to minimize potential impacts to manatees in areas of 
their potential presence:  

 All work, equipment, and vessel operation should cease if a manatee is spotted within a 
50-foot radius (buffer zone) of the active work area.  Once the manatee has left the buffer 
zone on its own accord (manatees must not be herded or harassed into leaving), or after 
30 minutes have passed without additional sightings of manatee(s) in the buffer zone, in-
water work can resume under careful observation for manatee(s). 

 If a manatee(s) is sighted in or near the project area, all vessels associated with the 
project should operate at “no wake/idle” speeds within the construction area and at all 
times while in waters where the draft of the vessel provides less than a four-foot 
clearance from the bottom.  Vessels should follow routes of deep water whenever 
possible. 

 If used, siltation or turbidity barriers should be properly secured, made of material in 
which manatees cannot become entangled, and be monitored to avoid manatee 
entrapment or impeding their movement.  

 Temporary signs concerning manatees should be posted prior to and during all in-water 
project activities and removed upon completion.  Each vessel involved in construction 
activities should display at the vessel control station or in a prominent location, visible to 
all employees operating the vessel, a temporary sign at least 8½ " X 11" reading language 
similar to the following: “CAUTION BOATERS: MANATEE AREA/ IDLE SPEED IS 
REQUIRED IN CONSTRUCTION AREA AND WHERE THERE IS LESS THAN 
FOUR FOOT BOTTOM CLEARANCE WHEN MANATEE IS PRESENT”.  A second 
temporary sign measuring 8½ " X 11” should be posted at a location prominently visible 
to all personnel engaged in water-related activities and should read language similar to 
the following: “CAUTION: MANATEE AREA/ EQUIPMENT MUST BE 
SHUTDOWN IMMEDIATELY IF A MANATEE COMES WITHIN 50 FEET OF 
OPERATION”. 

 Collisions with, injury to, or sightings of manatees should be immediately reported to the 
Service’s Louisiana Ecological Services Office (337/291-3100) and the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Natural Heritage Program (225/765-2821).  Please 
provide the nature of the call (i.e., report of an incident, manatee sighting, etc.); time of 
incident/sighting; and the approximate location, including the latitude and longitude 
coordinates, if possible. 
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Fish and Wildlife Service general information and guidance for FEMA projects regarding the proposed 
alligator snapping turtle 

Louisiana Ecological Services Office 

 

Areas and Habitat Conditions likely to host AST 

The alligator snapping turtle (AST) has a wide geographic range and occurs in bayous, rivers, streams, 
swamps, and lakes in Texas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Missouri, Illinois, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, and Florida.  They prefer water bodies (small streams [perennial], bayous, 
canals, swamps, lakes, reservoirs, ponds, and oxbows) with overhang banks and adjacent riparian forest, 
especially bald cypress bordered banks.  Sections of waterways with steep-sloped banks, or those lined 
with concrete, stone, etc. are likely avoided, especially when there are no trees on the bank.  However, 
relatively short sections of non-preferred bank composition do not necessarily preclude occupation of 
the entire waterway.  They may venture onto the adjacent floodplain during high water events.  
Although they have been found at the edge of the Gulf of Mexico, coastal marshes and saline water are 
not their preferred habitat type.  They also prefer waterbodies with snags and submerged logs, tree root 
masses, or other debris in the water.  Adults generally stick to deeper water (enough to cover their body 
to deeper than 20ft), but in areas with deep, loose mud, they have been found in 10 inches of water 
with a mud layer of several feet.  Juveniles can be found in shallow streams less than 1 foot deep.  AST 
are sensitive to water temperature and will change locations as needed to thermoregulate.  AST 
generally stay on the water bottom, but they do move along the bottom, and can travel considerable 
distances (miles) in just days or weeks.  Trapping surveys are generally effective at locating AST, but lack 
of capture, especially during short-term limited area survey efforts, does not confirm absence. 

AST rarely leave the water except for nesting females generally from April to early July (typically April-
May in southern parts of the range including Louisiana and May-July in north/western portion of the 
range).  Egg incubation time is generally between 96 and 143 days.  Nesting areas may have varying 
amounts of canopy cover.  Nests are generally located between 4 and 656 feet from the water line, and 
more likely less than 300 feet from the water line. 

Potential project effects on the species 

Individuals 

Adults, juveniles, and hatchlings could be killed, injured, or stressed by instream operation of heavy 
equipment (e.g., excavator, bucket dredge, hydraulic dredge, shallow water watercraft, etc.) 

Nesting females, eggs, and hatchlings could be killed, injured, or stressed by operation of heavy 
equipment or other disturbance in the riparian zone adjacent to waterbodies during the 
nesting/hatching season. 

Habitat 

Removal of snags, submerged logs, and other debris would decrease the value of or eliminate aquatic 
habitat. 



Removal of trees at the bank and adjacent forest could degrade nesting habitat and would likely 
decrease the use of adjacent aquatic habitat. 

Bank hardening and change of bank incline would likely eliminate nesting in the area, and significant use 
of the adjacent aquatic habitat. 

Conservation Recommendations 

To minimize effect on AST habitat: 

Limit work to deepest part of channels 

Limit work to areas previously disturbed or lacking snags, submerged logs or other cover used by AST 

Use floating work platform instead of ground-based equipment 

Relocate woody debris to streamside instead of removing completely 

Minimize removal of trees and brush on bank adjacent to waterbodies 

Avoid the use of concrete or other bank hardening methods 

 

To minimize effect on individuals: 

Limit work to areas unlikely to be occupied by adult or juvenile AST or live AST nests 

Use floating work platform instead of ground-based equipment 

If removing snags is necessary, pull up from above water instead of digging out 

Avoid work on streamside from the water’s edge to 200 meters away during times of the year when 
nesting/hatching are occurring 

Limit work to deepest part of main channels except during the hottest times of the year 

 

Conferencing with Fish and Wildlife Service 

Because the AST is proposed, the only requirement for federal agencies is to "confer" (rather than 
consult) with the Service if any proposed actions are determined by them to be likely to jeopardize the 
existence of a proposed species or result in destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat.  There 
is currently no critical habitat designated, or proposed, for the AST, so the focus would be mostly on the 
species itself.  Note that regardless of critical habitat, effects on habitat are still considered when 
analyzing effects on species.  (Note: In certain circumstances, emergency actions in presidentially 
declared disaster areas can be exempted from the requirements of consultation under sec 7(a)(2) of the 
Endangered Species Act.). 

Project actions that “may affect” the species do not necessarily make the action, “likely to jeopardize 
the existence of a proposed species”.  Actions that kill an individual or even multiple individuals also may 
not necessarily result in a likely jeopardy determination.  The AST has a large multistate range, and the 



species is estimated to be comprised of many thousands of individuals.  Any effects determination 
should consider the spatial extent of project effects when analyzing effects on populations and 
ultimately the species as a whole.   

It is the policy of the Service to conduct conferencing if the lead federal agency requests a conference.  
The Service would require all the same types of information about the project(s) including project 
timing, specific work, equipment, and expected effects on the species, as when conducting a 
consultation for a listed species.  The Service’s practice is to conduct and conclude conferencing in the 
same manner and time frame as consultations which require variable amounts of time to complete 
depending on complexity and whether the conference is informal or formal.   



February 22, 2024

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Louisiana Ecological Services Field Office
200 Dulles Drive

Lafayette, LA 70506
Phone: (337) 291-3100 Fax: (337) 291-3139

In Reply Refer To: 
Project code: 2023-0100049 
Project Name: Morganza to the Gulf 
 
Subject: Verification letter for the project named 'Morganza to the Gulf' for specified 

threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project location 
pursuant to the Louisiana Endangered Species Act project review and guidance for 
other federal trust resources determination key (Louisiana DKey).

 
Dear Kristin Gunning:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received on February 22, 2024 your effects 
determination(s) for the 'Morganza to the Gulf' (the Action) using the Louisiana DKey within the 
Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) system. The Service developed this system in 
accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat.884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 
1531 et seq.).

Based on your answers, and the assistance in the Service’s Louisiana DKey, you made the 
following effect determination(s) for the proposed Action:

 
Species Listing Status Determination
Eastern Black Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. 
jamaicensis)

Threatened NLAA

West Indian Manatee (Trichechus manatus) Threatened NLAA
 
 
Species protective measures (contained within this application) will be used by the applicant and 
will be incorporated into any special conditions of a DA permit; therefore the Service concurs 
with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” 
determination(s) for the species listed above. Your agency has met consultation requirements by 
informing the Service of your “No Effect” determinations. No consultation for this project is 
required for species that you determined will not be affected by this action.

This concurrence verification letter confirms you may rely on effect determinations you reached 
by considering the Louisiana DKey to satisfy agency consultation requirements under Section 
7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.; 
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ESA). No further consultation for this project is required for species that you determined will not 
be affected by this action.

The Service recommends that your agency contact the Louisiana Ecological Services Field 
Office or re-evaluate the project in IPaC if: 1) the scope or location of the proposed project is 
changed significantly, 2) new information reveals that the action may affect listed species or 
designated critical habitat; 3) the action is modified in a manner that causes effects to listed 
species or designated critical habitat; or 4) a new species is listed or critical habitat designated. If 
any of the above conditions occurs, additional consultation with the Louisiana Ecological 
Services Field Office should take place before project changes are final or resources committed.

This IPaC-generated letter only applies to the species in the above table and does not apply to 
the following ESA-protected species that also may occur in the Action Area:

Alligator Snapping Turtle Macrochelys temminckii Proposed Threatened
Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate

 
Please Note: If the Federal Action may impact bald or golden eagles, additional coordination 
with the Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) (54 Stat. 250, as 
amended, 16 U.S.C. 668a-d) may be required. Please contact Ulgonda Kirkpatrick (phone: 
321/972-9089, e-mail: ulgonda_kirkpatrick@fws.gov) with any questions regarding potential 
impacts to bald or golden eagles.
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name

Morganza to the Gulf

2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'Morganza to the Gulf':

Surveys & Borings

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@29.490896149999998,-90.77097358438192,14z

https://www.google.com/maps/@29.490896149999998,-90.77097358438192,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@29.490896149999998,-90.77097358438192,14z
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1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW
Is the action authorized, funded, or being carried out by a Federal agency?
Yes
Is the action authorized, funded, or being carried out by the:
a. U.S Army Corps of Engineers
Please identify your agency or organization type:
a. Federal agency
Have you determined that the project will have "no effect" on federally listed species? (If 
unsure select "No")
No
Are you with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Regulatory Division?
No
Are you with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Planning Division?
Yes
Is the action part of a Civil Works project?
Yes
Does the action result in the discharge of fill into wetlands that meets the de minis 
standard?
Yes
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the eastern black rail AOI?
Automatically answered
Yes
Will the proposed project involve human disturbance or ground disturbance (such as foot 
traffic, vehicles, tracked equipment, excavating, grading, placing fill material, etc.)?
Yes
Does the action consist of either fire management, grazing, haying, mowing and/or other 
mechanical treatment activities?
No
Will the project result in changes to wetland hydrology (i.e. via new construction or 
change in existing operation of water control structures, waterbody diversion, major water 
withdrawals, levee construction, etc.)?
No



Project code: 2023-0100049 02/22/2024

DKey Version Publish Date: 05/04/2023  5 of 6

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Will the project directly impact suitable eastern black rail nesting habitat (shallow 
inundated wetlands containing mesic to hydric soils with dense herbaceous plant cover) or 
foraging habitat (wetland-upland transition zones with dense cover and 1-3 cm deep pools) 
and/or roosting habitat (elevated wetlands that allow for refugia from high water events 
and nest to be elevated above water level)?
No
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the west indian manatee AOI?
Automatically answered
Yes
(Semantic) Is the project located within the manatee consultation zone, excluding the 
Mississippi River?
Automatically answered
Yes
Is the project footprint entirely on land?
No
Is the water depth within the project greater than 2 feet (at mean high tide)?
Yes
Will the project occur during the months of June through November?
Yes
Will the following Standard Manatee Conditions for in-Water Activities be included as 
permit conditions?
Yes
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the pink mucket mussel AOI ?
Automatically answered
No
(Semantic) Does the project intersect the Louisiana black bear Range?
Automatically answered
No

https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/standard-manatee-conditions.pdf
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION
Agency: Army Corps of Engineers
Name: Kristin Gunning
Address: 7400 Leake Ave
City: New Orleans
State: LA
Zip: 70118
Email kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil
Phone: 5048621514



From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN
To: Castellanos, David; O"connor, Hugh G
Cc: Naquin, Patricia Shoucair (Trish) CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA);

Stiles, Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
Date: Thursday, February 22, 2024 2:20:07 PM
Attachments: 20240222 NLAA Concurrence Verification LA_Statewide.pdf

No worries, that’s an easy fix. IPac had the same determination I wrote in the S&B BA (attached).
Also, I figured out why I wrote the BA for Reach A. Discharges of fill into wetlands will not meet the
de minis standard and a NEPA document has not been prepared within the last 5 years for Morganza
(Shelby/Sandy – correct me if I’m wrong there). So, the DKey says we need to coordinate for FWCA
and doesn’t let me generate a concurrence letter.
 
That was the correct copy. I forgot to remove those comments when I converted the document to a
PDF.
 
Kristin
 

From: Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 1:31 PM
To: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil>; O'connor, Hugh G
<hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>
Cc: Naquin, Patricia Shoucair (Trish) CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <patricia.leroux@usace.army.mil>;
Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E CIV
USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
Kristin,
 
Sorry this is happening right as you are leaving, but the Service really wants the IPaC route to
be the standard go-to.  The black rail is included in the system, so it should give you results. 
Please, if you could run it through IPaC and then let me know if it works out.  I anticipate that
your results will satisfy the sect 7 requirements.  Also, is the Reach A BA 'MTG Reach A
USFWS BA 20240110' the copy you intended to send to us?  There are comments from
another Corps person in the document.  Thanks.
 
David Castellanos
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Louisiana Ecological Services
Southeast Region
200 Dulles Drive
Lafayette, LA  70506
337-291-3112 (phone)
337-291-3139 (Fax)
david_castellanos@fws.gov

mailto:Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil
mailto:david_castellanos@fws.gov
mailto:hugh_oconnor@fws.gov
mailto:patricia.leroux@usace.army.mil
mailto:Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil
mailto:Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil
mailto:david_castellanos@fws.gov



February 22, 2024


United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE


Louisiana Ecological Services Field Office
200 Dulles Drive


Lafayette, LA 70506
Phone: (337) 291-3100 Fax: (337) 291-3139


In Reply Refer To: 
Project code: 2023-0100049 
Project Name: Morganza to the Gulf 
 
Subject: Verification letter for the project named 'Morganza to the Gulf' for specified 


threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project location 
pursuant to the Louisiana Endangered Species Act project review and guidance for 
other federal trust resources determination key (Louisiana DKey).


 
Dear Kristin Gunning:


The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received on February 22, 2024 your effects 
determination(s) for the 'Morganza to the Gulf' (the Action) using the Louisiana DKey within the 
Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) system. The Service developed this system in 
accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat.884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 
1531 et seq.).


Based on your answers, and the assistance in the Service’s Louisiana DKey, you made the 
following effect determination(s) for the proposed Action:


 
Species Listing Status Determination
Eastern Black Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. 
jamaicensis)


Threatened NLAA


West Indian Manatee (Trichechus manatus) Threatened NLAA
 
 
Species protective measures (contained within this application) will be used by the applicant and 
will be incorporated into any special conditions of a DA permit; therefore the Service concurs 
with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” 
determination(s) for the species listed above. Your agency has met consultation requirements by 
informing the Service of your “No Effect” determinations. No consultation for this project is 
required for species that you determined will not be affected by this action.


This concurrence verification letter confirms you may rely on effect determinations you reached 
by considering the Louisiana DKey to satisfy agency consultation requirements under Section 
7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.; 
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ESA). No further consultation for this project is required for species that you determined will not 
be affected by this action.


The Service recommends that your agency contact the Louisiana Ecological Services Field 
Office or re-evaluate the project in IPaC if: 1) the scope or location of the proposed project is 
changed significantly, 2) new information reveals that the action may affect listed species or 
designated critical habitat; 3) the action is modified in a manner that causes effects to listed 
species or designated critical habitat; or 4) a new species is listed or critical habitat designated. If 
any of the above conditions occurs, additional consultation with the Louisiana Ecological 
Services Field Office should take place before project changes are final or resources committed.


This IPaC-generated letter only applies to the species in the above table and does not apply to 
the following ESA-protected species that also may occur in the Action Area:


Alligator Snapping Turtle Macrochelys temminckii Proposed Threatened
Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate


 
Please Note: If the Federal Action may impact bald or golden eagles, additional coordination 
with the Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) (54 Stat. 250, as 
amended, 16 U.S.C. 668a-d) may be required. Please contact Ulgonda Kirkpatrick (phone: 
321/972-9089, e-mail: ulgonda_kirkpatrick@fws.gov) with any questions regarding potential 
impacts to bald or golden eagles.
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.


1. Name


Morganza to the Gulf


2. Description


The following description was provided for the project 'Morganza to the Gulf':


Surveys & Borings


The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@29.490896149999998,-90.77097358438192,14z



https://www.google.com/maps/@29.490896149999998,-90.77097358438192,14z

https://www.google.com/maps/@29.490896149999998,-90.77097358438192,14z
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1.


2.


3.


4.


5.


6.


7.


8.


9.


10.


11.


12.


QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW
Is the action authorized, funded, or being carried out by a Federal agency?
Yes
Is the action authorized, funded, or being carried out by the:
a. U.S Army Corps of Engineers
Please identify your agency or organization type:
a. Federal agency
Have you determined that the project will have "no effect" on federally listed species? (If 
unsure select "No")
No
Are you with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Regulatory Division?
No
Are you with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Planning Division?
Yes
Is the action part of a Civil Works project?
Yes
Does the action result in the discharge of fill into wetlands that meets the de minis 
standard?
Yes
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the eastern black rail AOI?
Automatically answered
Yes
Will the proposed project involve human disturbance or ground disturbance (such as foot 
traffic, vehicles, tracked equipment, excavating, grading, placing fill material, etc.)?
Yes
Does the action consist of either fire management, grazing, haying, mowing and/or other 
mechanical treatment activities?
No
Will the project result in changes to wetland hydrology (i.e. via new construction or 
change in existing operation of water control structures, waterbody diversion, major water 
withdrawals, levee construction, etc.)?
No
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13.


14.


15.


16.


17.


18.


19.


20.


21.


Will the project directly impact suitable eastern black rail nesting habitat (shallow 
inundated wetlands containing mesic to hydric soils with dense herbaceous plant cover) or 
foraging habitat (wetland-upland transition zones with dense cover and 1-3 cm deep pools) 
and/or roosting habitat (elevated wetlands that allow for refugia from high water events 
and nest to be elevated above water level)?
No
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the west indian manatee AOI?
Automatically answered
Yes
(Semantic) Is the project located within the manatee consultation zone, excluding the 
Mississippi River?
Automatically answered
Yes
Is the project footprint entirely on land?
No
Is the water depth within the project greater than 2 feet (at mean high tide)?
Yes
Will the project occur during the months of June through November?
Yes
Will the following Standard Manatee Conditions for in-Water Activities be included as 
permit conditions?
Yes
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the pink mucket mussel AOI ?
Automatically answered
No
(Semantic) Does the project intersect the Louisiana black bear Range?
Automatically answered
No



https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/standard-manatee-conditions.pdf
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Email kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil
Phone: 5048621514
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From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2024 11:08 AM
To: Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov>; O'connor, Hugh G <hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>
Cc: Naquin, Patricia Shoucair (Trish) CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <patricia.leroux@usace.army.mil>;
Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E CIV
USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
Great question. I think it was because I needed to address the black rail and didn’t think it was
covered under the dKey. I can definitely run it through IPac instead if that will be sufficient to satisfy
our Sec 7 requirements.
 
Thanks,
Kristin
 

From: Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2024 10:30 AM
To: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil>; O'connor, Hugh G
<hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>
Cc: Naquin, Patricia Shoucair (Trish) CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <patricia.leroux@usace.army.mil>;
Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E CIV
USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
Hi Kristin,
 
Is there a reason you didn't run IPaC analysis to get an NLAA letter for the manatee?
 
David Castellanos
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Louisiana Ecological Services
Southeast Region
200 Dulles Drive
Lafayette, LA  70506
337-291-3112 (phone)
337-291-3139 (Fax)
david_castellanos@fws.gov
https://www.fws.gov/southeast/lafayette
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From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2024 9:48 AM
To: Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov>; O'connor, Hugh G <hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>
Cc: Naquin, Patricia Shoucair (Trish) CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <patricia.leroux@usace.army.mil>;
Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Shelby.Barrett@usace.army.mil>; Stiles, Sandra E CIV
USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
Good morning,
 
Checking in again on the status of these.
 
Also, I accepted a job offer with BOEM and my last day at the corp is this Friday (2/23). After that
date, please direct all ESA related correspondence for Surveys & Borings to Trish. Shelby will be
handling Reach A.   
 
Thanks!
Kristin

From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN 
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 3:03 PM
To: Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov>; O'connor, Hugh G <hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
Sounds good, thanks!
 

From: Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 2:49 PM
To: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil>; O'connor, Hugh G
<hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
I did not and I don't think Hugh worked on this either.  I will start reviewing the S&B and the
Reach A BAs.  
 
David Castellanos
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Louisiana Ecological Services
Southeast Region
200 Dulles Drive
Lafayette, LA  70506
337-291-3112 (phone)
337-291-3139 (Fax)
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From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN <Kristin.T.Gunning@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 8:10 AM
To: O'connor, Hugh G <hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>; Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 

 

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments,
or responding.  

 

Have you all had a chance to take a look at this yet?
 

From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN 
Sent: Friday, November 17, 2023 11:28 AM
To: O'connor, Hugh G <hugh_oconnor@fws.gov>; Castellanos, David <david_castellanos@fws.gov>
Cc: Naquin, Patricia Shoucair (Trish) CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <patricia.leroux@usace.army.mil>;
Behrens, Elizabeth H CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Elizabeth.H.Behrens@usace.army.mil>; Stiles,
Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA) <Sandra.E.Stiles@usace.army.mil>
Subject: Sec 7 Consultation for Morganza S&B EA
 
Good morning,
 
Attached is the ESA consultation for the S&B EA. Please let me know if you need any additional
information.
 
Have a good weekend,
 
Kristin Gunning
Biologist, Environmental Studies Section
Regional Environmental Planning Division, South
USACE, New Orleans District
 

mailto:david_castellanos@fws.gov
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. Miles Croom                                                                                     
NMFS – Habitat Conservation Division  
263 13th Avenue South  
St. Petersburg, FL 33701 
 
Dear Mr. Croom: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024. The DPEA #598 
represents CEMVN's initiation of essential fish habitat consultation as required under the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act. All comments postmarked by 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if deemed 
appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  
 
Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Mr. Craig Gothreaux                                                                               
NOAA Fisheries – Southeast Region  
5757 Corporate Blvd 
Suite 375 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808 
 
Dear Mr. Gothreaux: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  
 
     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70118-3651 

                   March 1, 2024 

 

 

REPLY TO  
ATTENTION OF 

Regional Planning and Environment                                                      
Division South 
 
Dave Bernhart                                                                                        
NMFS - Protected Species Division  
EMAIL ONLY (david.bernhart@noaa.gov) 
 
Dear Mr. Bernhart: 
 
     The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) prepared a Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Assessment (DPEA #598) for the Reach A, Hurricane and Storm 
Damage Risk Reduction Project, Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico (MTG), Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana. The DPEA and associated draft Mitigated Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) 
are enclosed for your review. Available on the website for your review and comment are the 
DPEA, Appendices and associated draft Mitigated FONSI beginning on March 1, 2024: 
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-
Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/. 
 
     Construction of the MTG project is authorized by Section 1001 (24) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-114. The project was reauthorized by Section 
7002(3) of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act of 2014 in accordance with the 
Post Authorization Change Report and Revised Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
dated 2013. The project is designed to provide a 100-year level of risk reduction hurricane and 
storm risk reduction in Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, while ensuring navigational passage and 
tidal exchange. Reach A specifically would provide risk reduction to people and property in the 
vicinity of Houma, Louisiana.  
 
     The DPEA #598 includes an impact analysis for both programmatic and constructible 
features for Reach A of the MTG project, and it includes 7.16 miles of earthen levee and 0.22-
mile floodwall designed to a +17-foot and +16.5-foot elevation North American Vertical Datum of 
1988, respectively; 11 environmental control structures; two collector canals; and two 
floodgates.  This DPEA has sufficient details and impact analyses on 3.26 miles of earthen 
levee south of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00 to 
go to construction upon signing of a FONSI, if deemed appropriate. There would be 
approximately 109.4 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) of impacts to fresh/intermediate 
marsh and 0.56 AAHUs of impacts to bottomland hardwoods-wet (BLH-wet) associated with 
implementation of the constructible features of the Proposed Action. The mitigation tentatively 
selected plan includes construction of fresh/intermediate marsh and the purchase of available 
BLH-wet mitigation bank credits to fully compensate for these habitat losses in full compliance 
with the Clean Water Act and other relevant laws and policies. 

     This DPEA will be available on the above-mentioned website for a 30-day public review and 
comment period beginning March 1, 2024, and ending March 31, 2024.  All comments 
postmarked by the end date will be addressed in the final PEA. The FONSI will not be signed, if 
deemed appropriate, until all environmental review and compliance requirements are complete.  

https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/
https://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/NEPA-Compliance-Documents/Civil-Works-Projects/2024-Civil-Works/


     Comments may be mailed to the attention of Ms. Shelby Barrett; New Orleans Environmental 
Branch; CEMVN-PDS-R; 7400 Leake Avenue; New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 or by email to 
mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil. The press release can be found here: 
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/.  Questions about the project or DPEA 
may be addressed to Ms. Shelby Barrett at 504-862-1228. 
 
 
2 Encl. 
 

 
__________________________ 
Eric M. Williams 
Chief, Environmental Planning Branch 

mailto:mvnenvironmental@usace.army.mil
http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Releases/
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Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)

From: Gunning, Kristin T MVN
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 1:56 PM
To: nmfs ser esa consultations - NOAA Service Account
Cc: Barrett, Shelby G CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Stiles, Sandra E CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Behrens, 

Elizabeth H CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA); Williams, Eric M CIV USARMY CEMVN (USA)
Subject: Expedited Informal Consultation - Morganza to the Gulf Reach A Environmental Assessment
Attachments: Reach A_MTG_NMFS ESA letter_20240110_Signed.pdf; Reach A_MTG_NMFS BA Appendices.pdf

Good afternoon,  
 
Please see attached ESA Letter for the Morganza to the Gulf Reach A Environmental Assessment in Terrebonne and 
Lafourche Parishes, Louisiana. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kristin Gunning 
Biologist, Environmental Studies Section 
Regional Environmental Planning Division, South 
USACE, New Orleans District 
 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

7400 LEAKE AVENUE 
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA  70118 

      January 10, 2024  
 

 

REPLY TO                       
ATTENTION OF                          
 

 
Mr. David Bernhart 
Assistant Regional Administrator 
Protected Resources Division 
National Marine Fisheries Service Southeast Regional Office 
263 13th Avenue South 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 
 
Re: Request for Initiation of Expediated Informal Consultation under Section 7(a)(2) of the 
Endangered Species Act for the Morganza to the Gulf Reach A Environmental Assessment  
 
Dear Mr. Bernhart,  
 

This Biological Assessment (BA) evaluates the potential impacts associated with construction 
of a portion of the Morganza to the Gulf levee system, hereby referred to as ‘Reach A’, in 
Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes, Louisiana. This ESA letter provides the information required 
pursuant to the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and implementing regulation (50 CFR 402.13), to 
comply with the ESA.   

 
The proposed project consists of construction of an approximately 8-mile segment of the 

proposed 98-mile Morganza to the Gulf levee system and associated mitigation to offset 
construction impacts. The levee segment would be constructed approximately 4 miles southwest 
of Houma, Louisiana. Mitigation features would be constructed in Lake Salvador, Louisiana.  

 
Reach A activities may impact species protected under National Marine Fisheries (NMFS) 

jurisdiction, including of the green, Kemp's ridley, and loggerhead sea turtle. An analysis of these 
impacts is discussed below. Additional impacts to other ESA-listed species from the proposed 
action are addressed in a separate consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  

 
 U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) has determined that the 

proposed project “may affect but is not likely to adversely affect” (NLAA) three federally listed 
species of sea turtles including the green, Kemp's ridley, and loggerhead. These species could 
potentially be found in the project area; therefore, CEMVN is submitting a request for consultation 
and requesting concurrence with our determinations pursuant to Section 7 of the ESA of 1973, 
as amended (16 U.S.C. § 1536), and the consultation procedures at 50 C.F.R. Part 402. 

 
This ESA letter is being submitted to the NMFS by the CEMVN to initiate informal consultation 

regarding potential impacts to threatened and endangered species from construction and 
mitigation activities related to the Reach A project. Pursuant to our request for informal 
consultation, CEMVN is providing, enclosing, or otherwise identifying the following information: 
 



● A description of the action to be considered; 
● A description of the action area;  
● A description of any listed species or designated critical habitat (DCH) that may be affected 

by the action; and 
● An analysis of the potential routes of effect on any listed species or DCH. 
 
Questions and/or concerns should be directed to Ms. Kristin Gunning; U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers; Regional Planning and Environment Division, South; CEMVN PDS-C; Room 139; 
7400 Leake Avenue, New Orleans, Louisiana 70118. Ms. Gunning may also be contacted by 
email at kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil or by phone 504-862-1514.  
 
 
Proposed Action   
 
Description of Proposed Action 
 
The Proposed Action consists of construction of approximately 8 miles of earthen levee, 
environmental control structures, and associated mitigation. Project construction is expected to 
take place in a series of sequential construction contracts, the first of which includes 
construction of a 6-foot levee embankment within the portion of Reach A.  
 
All work included in the first construction contract is referred to herein as “constructible 
features”. The remaining components of the project are considered “programmatic features”. 
These programmatic features include all work for the entirety of the Reach A levee to the design 
height to meet the 2085 1% annual exceedance probability (AEP) requirement, including the 
GIWW-West and Minors Canal Floodgates. This BA assesses impacts associated with 
constructable features only. Programmatic features will require additional NEPA analysis and 
consultation with NMFS prior to their construction. A detailed project description is located in 
Appendix A. 
 
After the construction of the Constructible Features, and completion of additional NEPA 
analysis, CEMVN anticipates the execution of a series of construction contracts to bring the 
entirety of Reach A to the 2035 1% annual exceedance probability elevation. This construction 
is anticipated to begin in 2029 and be complete in 2035. Levee lifts to bring Reach A up to the 
2085 1% annual exceedance probability elevation is anticipated to occur around 2050 and 
2070. 
 
Construction of the Minors Canal floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2026 and be complete in 
2029. Construction of the GIWW-West Floodgate is anticipated to begin in 2027 and be 
complete in 2031. 
 
Programmatic Features  
 
Levee 
The portion of Reach A north of the GIWW includes 2.14 miles of earthen levee running north to 
south between Station 1828+22.13 at the beginning of the reach, located approximately 2,740 
feet west-southwest of the intersection of Bayou Black Drive (Parish Road 182) and 
Sportsman’s Court, to Station 1941+40.00 immediately north of the proposed West GIWW 
Gate. The levee would be constructed to a design elevation of 17.0, a base width (levee toe to 
levee toe) of 265 feet, with 4:1 side slopes above the levee berm, and a crown width of 10 feet. 



Total permanent ROW for this portion of the reach would be 369 feet wide. The levee 
maintenance road will be located within this ROW beyond the protected side levee toe. 
 
The levee would be constructed in multiple lifts with the first lift being constructed to elevation 
6.0, the second lift bring the levee up to the 2035 design elevation of 12.5. Future lifts will bring 
the levee up to the 2085 design elevation of 17.0. During construction of the first lift, the 
foundation for the full levee section would be constructed. The foundation features a geofabric 
reinforced sand base. 
 
South of the GIWW, the reach includes approximately 4.8 miles of earthen levee generally 
running north to south between Station 1941+40.00 immediately north of the West GIWW flood 
gate to Station 2259+26.11 located approximately 7,090 feet west-southwest of the intersection 
of Bayou Dularge Rd. (LA 315) and Seven Oaks Court. The levee would be constructed to a 
design elevation of 17.0, a base width (levee toe to levee toe) of 265 feet, with 4:1 side slopes 
above the levee berm, and a crown width of 10 feet. Total permanent ROW for this portion of 
the reach would be 369 feet wide. The levee maintenance road will be located within this ROW 
beyond the protected side levee toe. 
 
The levee would be constructed in multiple lifts with the first lift being constructed to elevation 
6.0, the second lift bring the levee up to the 2035 design elevation of 12.5, future lifts will bring 
the levee up to the 2085 design elevation of 17.0. During construction of the first lift, the 
foundation for the full levee section would be constructed. The foundation features a geofabric 
reinforced sand base. This would be constructed in lifts with hauled borrow material then 
compacted. Geofabric would be installed when a suitable base is established then filled with 
additional lifts. Figures 1 and 2 provide a typical cross-section for the 2035 and 2085 design 
elevations. Table 1 includes a preliminary list of equipment for levee construction and estimated 
duration of construction. 
 

 
Figure 1. Typical levee section for 2035 design elevation 

 



Figure 2. Typical levee section for 2085 design elevation 

Table 1. Preliminary list of equipment for levee construction and estimated duration of 
construction 

Project Component Duration (days) Equipment used 
Reach A South of GIWW-
2035 Elevation 
 
Reach A North of GIWW-
2035 Elevation 
 
Reach A South of GIWW-
2085 Elevation 
 
Reach A North of GIWW-
2085 Elevation 

1095 
 
 

730 
 
 

730 
 
 

730 

Dump Trucks  
Bull Dozers  
Fill Compactor  
Front End Loader / Backhoe 
Fuel Tanks 
Construction Trailer 
Portable Chemical Toilets 

 
 
Borrow, Access, and Haul Roads 
To construct the portion of Reach A north of the GIWW to the 2035 design elevation, 
approximately 1,150,00 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated from borrow sites 
NFS-A1 and A60. Approximately 520,000 cubic yards of borrow would be hauled via dump 
trucks to the levee site from A60 via the portion of Access Road 2 south of the levee ROW to 
construct the portion of the levee east of Minors Canal (Figure 3).  Access Route No. 2 (36 feet 
wide requiring 60 feet of permanent ROW) would follow an existing route (Sportsman’s Ct.) for 
5,500 feet north of the levee ROW and 3,745 feet south of the levee ROW.  Access Route No. 1 
would be approximately 20 feet wide (requiring 60 feet of ROW) by 4,560 feet in length and 
would utilize the northern section of an existing route (Rue De La Manson) and would be used 
to bring trucks and equipment from US Highway 90 to the levee ROW. The northern portion of 
Access Route 2 would also be used to bring trucks and equipment from US Highway 90 to the 
levee ROW. The portion of Access Road 1 which crosses wetland habitat would include 
installation of culverts under the road to allow unimpeded water flow. These culverts are 
estimated to be 24 inches in diameter and placed every 250 feet along the portion of road 
crossing wetland habitat. The size, spacing, and bottom elevation of these culverts would be 
such that natural pre-project flow conditions within the area would be maintained. 

There would be two temporary 1.25-acre staging areas for equipment and construction trailers 
adjacent to Access Roads 1 and 2. The existing land for these staging areas is agricultural and 
approximately 6 inches of temporary stone would be placed to provide a dry area as needed 
within the staging area limits. Once the project is complete, the area would be restored to 
original conditions. 

Borrow site NFS-A1 is located approximately 5.5 miles east of the project alignment parallel to 
the GIWW where 640,000 cubic yards of borrow would be barged in to construct the portion of 
the levee between Minors Canal and the GIWW. Borrow material would be hauled from the 
borrow pit via an internal haul road to an existing bulkhead where it would be loaded onto 
barges for transport to the levee ROW north of the GIWW and south of Minors Canal. An 



excavator would be used to unload borrow material from the barges and stockpile it within the 
project ROW.  

To bring the portion of the reach south of the GIWW to the 2035 design elevation, approximately 
2,378,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated from borrow pits A82 and NFS-
A1. A82 is located less than a mile from the southern end of the south Reach A alignment. 
Dump trucks would haul approximately 713,400 cubic yards of borrow from A82 to the levee 
using Access Road 4a (Figure 4). Borrow site NFS-A1 is located approximately 2.25 miles east 
of the project alignment on the GIWW. Approximately 832,300 cubic yards of borrow material 
would be delivered via barge to construct the northern section of the South Reach A Levee 
beginning at the GIWW. Approximately 832,300 cubic yards of borrow material would be hauled 
via truck from NFS-A1 via an internal haul road to Highway 315 South and Access Road 3 
(Figure 4). Access Roads 3 and 4a would also be used to bring trucks and equipment to the 
levee ROW. 

Access Road 3 would include improvement of an existing 550 foot long and 15 ft wide road 
leading from Bayou Dularge Canal and construction of 3,430 feet of a new 40 ft wide road from 
the end of the existing road to the levee ROW. Access Road 4a would include improvement of 
4,700 feet of an existing 24-foot wide road between Highway 315 and the Levee ROW. 
Improvement of existing roads would include placement of surfacing material such as 4 inches 
of crushed stone. Construction of the new access road would include placement of two feet of 
sand topped with geotextile fabric and 7 inches of crushed stone. Access Road 4b would be 
approximately 4,250 feet long with a ROW width of 24 feet, providing access to the southern 
end of the Reach A levee alignment via Access Road 4a and LA 315.  The portion of Access 
Road 3 which crosses wetland habitat would include installation of culverts under the road to 
allow unimpeded water flow. These culverts are estimated to be 24 inches in diameter and 
placed every 250 feet along the portion of road crossing wetland habitat. The size, spacing, and 
bottom elevation of these culverts would be such that natural pre-project flow conditions within 
the area would be maintained. 

There would be one staging area adjacent to Access Route 4a and would be 1.50 acres. The 
existing land is agricultural and approximately 6 inches of temporary stone would be placed to 
provide a dry area as needed within the staging area limits. Once the project is complete the 
area would be restored to original conditions. The staging area would be used for construction 
equipment and construction trailers. 

Latitudes and longitudes for the corners of both staging areas is provided in Table 2. 



 
Figure 3. Borrow areas and access for Reach A North 

 

Figure 4. Borrow areas and access for Reach A South. Note that some material would also 
come from NFS-A1 in Figure 13 via Hwy 315. 

 



 
Table 2. Latitude and longitude for location of staging areas. 

Staging Area 1 Staging Area 2 Staging Area 3 Staging Area 4 
29°33'14.66"N 
90°48'06.95"W 

29°13'15.00"N 
90°47'24.90"W 

29°30'35.79"N 
90°45'23.98"W 

29°28'45.83"N 
90°45'32.30"W 

29°33'14.42"N 
90°48'04.64"W 

29°33'14.96"N 
90°47'22.54"W 

29°30'34.91"N 
90°45'20.45"W 

29°28'46.01"N 
90°45'31.53"W 

29°33'11.83"N 
90°48'05.15"W 

29°33'12.33"N 
90°47'22.51"W 

29°30'33.48"N 
90°45'21.06"W 

29°28'45.06"N 
90°45'29.97"W 

29°33'12.12"N 
90°48'07.51"W 

29°33'12.47"N 
90°47'24.88"W 

29°33'33.55"N 
90°45'25.14"W 

29°28'44.85"N 
90°45'29.37"W 

 
 
Structures 
 
Southern End Floodwall 
On the southern portion of the levee alignment, a floodwall would be constructed to minimize 
impacts to adjacent environmentally sensitive habitat and potential active petroleum wells. The 
approximate length of the floodwall will be 1,160 feet. The T-wall will be constructed on pile 
foundations with concrete base slabs and stems to the 2085 elevation +16.5 feet. It is 
anticipated that this floodwall will be constructed at grade minimizing the requirement for any 
significant excavation. It is anticipated any required staging for this floodwall will be within the 
staging areas already defined for the levee construction. In addition, the access points being 
used to construct the levee will also be used to construct floodwall. 
 
At both ends of the floodwall that ties into the typical levee section, six-inch concrete scour 
protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/T-wall transition. The concrete scour 
protection will wrap around the T-wall stem that extends into the full levee section and extend 
down both levee slopes. The scour protection will continue for a distance of 30 linear feet past 
the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off sheet piling will extend horizontally 30 feet into the full 
levee section for erosion and seepage control. 
 
GIWW-West Floodgate 
The GIWW-West floodgate 225-foot-wide sector gate type of structure within the Reach A levee 
reach of the Morganza to the Gulf project approximately at the GIWW mile 48. A sector gate is a 
pie-slice structure that allows navigation to pass when the gate is in the open position within the 
gate bay recess of the structure. The floodgate would provide an opening in the system to allow 
unimpeded navigation, except when a tropical system approaches the Gulf of Mexico in which 
the gate would be closed. T-walls extend from the gate and tie into the adjacent levees with 650 
total linear feet of T-walls. The floodwalls would have a top elevation of 16.5 NAVD88. Below is 
a sketch of a sector gate complex (Figure 5). 
 
Six-inch concrete scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/ T-wall 
transition. The concrete scour protection the levee where the T-wall stem extends into the full 
levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection would continue for a 
distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off sheet piling would extend 
horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and seepage control. The design of the 



new T-wall including the foundation is subject to change once detailed geotechnical 
investigations are conducted. 
 

 
 

Figure 5. Conceptual sketch of sector gate complex 
 
 
Minor Canal Floodgate 
This floodgate would be a 56-foot-wide barge type floodgate gate with a top elevation of 16.5 
NAVD88, and a slab invert elevation of -9.0 NAVD88. The floodgate would provide an opening 
in the system to allow unimpeded navigation, except when a tropical system approaches the 
Gulf of Mexico in which the gate would be closed. T-walls extend from the gate and tie into the 
adjacent levees with 510 total linear feet of T-walls (255 linear feet on either side of the 
floodgate). The floodwalls would have a top elevation of 16.5 NAVD88. A barge gate is a gate 
constructed in the shape of a barge and would consist of various structural shapes and plates in 
a hollow box configuration. 
 
Six-inch concrete scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/ T-wall 
transition. The concrete scour protection the levee where the T-wall stem extends into the full 
levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection would continue for a 
distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off sheet piling would extend 
horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and seepage control. The design of the 
new barge gate including the foundation is subject to change once detailed geotechnical 
investigations are conducted during detailed design. See Figure 6 for an example barge gate. 



Figure 6. Barge Gate Example 

 
Environmental Control Structures  
Eleven environmental control structures (ECS) would be installed within the Reach A levee 
(Figure 7). Environmental Control Structures 3, 4, 5, and 6 would be constructed at locations 
where Culverts 5, 3, 2, and 1, respectively, were previously installed during the first construction 
contract. These culverts would be removed and replaced with box culverts as part of ECS 
construction described in this section. 
 
Nine of the structures would be box culverts with sluice gates, and two would be corrugated 
metal pipe with a flap gate. A sluice gate is a structure that contains a movable gate or series of 
movable gates that, when lifted, allow material and water to flow under it.  The sluice gate would 
provide an opening in the system to allow unimpeded tidal flow, except when a tropical system 
approaches the Gulf of Mexico in which the gates would be closed. Generally, sluice gates are 
not navigable as they do not raise high enough, or they have fixed components that do not allow 
vessels to pass through. Flap gates control water flow by only allowing water to flow in one 
direction. When the water level in the canal on the inside of the levee system is higher than the 
level in the canal outside of the levee system, the water would flow through the open flap gate. 
The gate would automatically close when the water level in the canal outside the levee system 
is higher than in the canal inside the levee system. 
 
T-walls would extend from the control structures and tie into the adjacent levees with 860 total 
linear feet of T-walls (430 linear feet on either side of the floodgate). The floodwalls would have 
a top elevation of 16.5 NAVD88.  



Six-inch concrete scour protection or grouted riprap would be used at the levee/ T-wall 
transition. The concrete scour protection the levee where the T-wall stem extends into the full 
levee section and extend down both levee slopes. The scour protection would continue for a 
distance of 30 linear feet past the end of the T-wall. Uncapped cut-off sheet piling would extend 
horizontally 30 feet into the full levee section for erosion and seepage control. The design of the 
new environmental control structure including the foundation is subject to change once detailed 
geotechnical investigations are conducted during detailed design.  
 
 

Figure 7. Approximate location of environmental control structures in levee north (left) and 
south (right) of the GIWW. 

Constructable Features 
 
Levee 
Between Stations 3512+00.00 and 3684+00.00, the first lift would be constructed with a 
foundation for the full 2035 levee lift but would be built to elevation 6.0-ft within the areas 
outlined in white (with the levee centerline shown in orange) in Figure 8. The levee cross-
section is shown in Figure 9. This would be constructed in lifts with hauled borrow material then 
compacted. Geofabric would be installed when a suitable base is established then filled with 
additional lifts.  
 



Within the areas outlined in green, yellow, and light blue in Figure 8, no levee would be 
constructed at this time. Instead, within the green and light blue sections, temporary roads 
would be built to allow construction equipment to move between levee construction segments. 
These temporary roads would be 40 feet wide and constructed with compacted fill material 
placed to elevation 3 feet, topped with geotextile fabric and 7 inches of crushed stone.  Within 
the area outlined in yellow in Figure 8, a timber mat bridge would be used to cross an existing 
pipeline corridor and allow construction equipment to reach the southernmost portion of the 
levee to be built.  
 

 
Figure 8. Limits of constructible levee features 

 
 
 



 
 

 
Figure 9. Typical cross-sectional dimensions for levee sections between Stations 3684+00.00 
and 3552+00.00 

Culverts would be constructed under temporary roads where canals intersect (locations shown 
as yellow pins in Figure 10) to allow water flow between the landside and floodside of the levee 
through existing canals. The northernmost culvert complex (Culvert 1) would be constructed 
with eight 48-inch diameter culverts. Moving south along the levee ROW, the next two culvert 
complexes (Culverts 2 and 3) would be constructed with four 48-inch diameter culverts, and the 
two southernmost culvert complexes (Culverts 4 and 5) would be constructed with three 48-inch 
diameter culverts.  
 
Culverts would be constructed by excavation of the canal to allow placement of 12 inches of 
sand fill, geotextile fabric, and 12 inches of bedding material (rock), such that the culverts can 
be placed to match the invert of the existing ditch. Any material removed from the canal would 
be placed adjacent to the canal, within the levee ROW, spread to match the top of the 
embankment elevation, and seeded to prevent erosion. The road over the culverts would be 
built using compacted fill to meet the top of embankment elevation of 3 feet, geotextile fabric, 
and 7 inches of crushed stone. 
 
Figure 10 shows also shows locations where existing canal spoil banks would be degraded to 
adjacent ground elevation within the levee ROW. These areas would be degraded to allow 
water within the canal to flow over canal banks rather than stack against the levee or culverts. 
Any material removed from these spoil banks would be spread within the levee ROW to match 
the constructed embankment elevation and would be seeded.  
 
Construction of these features would last approximately 730 days and would utilize the same 
equipment listed in Table 1. 
 



 
 
Figure 10. Areas of soil bank degradation (shown in green) and culvert placement (show with 
yellow pins) 

 
 
Borrow, Access Roads, and Haul Roads  
Approximately 392,000 cubic yards of borrow material would be excavated from borrow pit NFS-
A100 to build the constructible levee features described above. Dump trucks would haul 
approximately 196,000 cubic yards of borrow material using Access Road 4a (Figure 11), and 
another 196,000 cubic yards of borrow material using Access Road 4a to Hwy 315 North to 
Access Road 3 (previously shown in Figure 4). Access Road 4a would be improved as 
discussed in previous section. Access Road 4c would include improvement of approximately 
1,900 feet of an existing 24-foot road by placement of surfacing material such as 4 inches of 
crushed stone. 
 
 



 
Figure 11. Borrow pit and access road for Constructible Features. 

 
Mitigation  
 
Lake Salvador Fresh/Intermediate Marsh Creation 
The proposed Lake Salvador marsh creation area is located at an open water site along the 
southern edge of Lake Salvador and north of the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), 
approximate Mile 26, within Lafourche Parish, Louisiana (Figure 12).  The required marsh 
creation at this location is approximately 255 acres with a proposed construction footprint is 261 
acres. This acreage assumes approximately 2.5% of the constructed marsh platform will not 
meet the required marsh target elevation in the event any interior borrow exaction is needed to 
create the retention dikes. The estimated construction duration is approximately 5 years. 
 
To construct the marsh platform, material from a borrow area within Lake Salvador, 
approximately 413 acres in size and 1,000-ft offshore from the marsh creation site, will be 
dredged via hydraulic cutterhead and the slurry pumped into the marsh creation area. The 
general order of work for construction is as follows:  

1. Construct earthen perimeter containment dikes, front and back, to contain dredged 
slurry. 

2. Construct earthen cross dikes to create cells to assist in managing dredge slurry 
containment.  

3. Construct spill boxes for each cell for effluent discharge locations.  
4. Construct the 1st marsh platform lift by pumping the dredge slurry into the marsh 

creation cells.  
5. Stone armor the front dike once the 1st lift is complete.  
6. A year after the 1st lift, construct earthen lifts/caps on perimeter containment dikes and 

cross dikes to contain dredge slurry for the 2nd marsh platform lift.  
7. Construct the 2nd marsh platform lift by pumping dredge slurry into the marsh creation 

cells.  
8. Stone armor the front dike once the 2nd lift is complete.  



9. A year after the 2nd lift, construct stone cap on front dikes and earthen caps on back 
dikes to contain dredge slurry for the 3rd marsh platform lift. 

10. Construct the 3rd marsh platform lift by pumping dredge slurry into the marsh creation 
cells.  

11. A year after the 3rd lift, degrade the back dikes down to elevation 1.0’ and install fish 
dips as necessary. 

 
A detailed project description for mitigation activities is located in Appendix B.  
 
 

 
Figure 12. Fresh intermediate marsh creation area (orange) within Lake Salvador 

 
Description of Project Purpose 
The purposed of the proposed project is to construct a flood risk reduction system to reduce the 
severity of flood damages and risk to public health and safety, caused tropical storms and 
hurricanes.  
 
Minimization Measures and BMPs 
To reduce impacts to sea turtles, CEMVN would adhere to the Protected Species Construction 
Conditions1. 
 
Description of the Action Area  
Pursuant to 50 C.F.R. § 402.02, the term action area is defined as “all areas to be affected directly 
or indirectly by the federal action and not merely the immediate area involved in the action.”  
Accordingly, the action area typically includes the affected jurisdictional waters and other areas 
affected by the authorized work or structures within a reasonable distance.  The ESA regulations 
recognize that, in some circumstances, the action area may extend beyond the limits of the Corps’ 
regulatory jurisdiction. 
 
For the purposes of this consultation, CEMVN has defined the action area to include the following:  

 
1NMFS. 2021. Protected Species Construction Conditions. U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office, Saint Petersburg, FL. 



Reach A  
Reach A project area begins in southwest Houma approximately 0.5 miles southwest of the 
intersection of Highway 182 and Sportsman’s Ct (Figure 12). It continues south to intersect with 
the Gulf Intercoastal Waterway (GIWW), and proceeds southeast, parallel with Highway 315. It 
terminates approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the town of Theriot.  
 
Lake Salvador  
The proposed Lake Salvador marsh creation area is located at an open water site along the 
southern edge of Lake Salvador and north of the GIWW, approximate Mile 26, within Lafourche 
Parish, Louisiana. 
 
 

 
Figure 12. Action Area within Terrebonne and Lafourche Parishes, Louisiana 
 
 
Physical and Biological Attributes of the Action Area  
Louisiana contains one of the largest expanses of coastal wetlands in the contiguous United 
States and accounts for 90 percent of the total coastal marsh loss occurring in the nation (USACE 
2011). This ecosystem provides habitat for migratory birds, wildlife, finfish, shellfish, and other 
aquatic organisms including threatened or endangered species. In addition, Louisiana’s coastal 
wetlands provide protection from wave action, erosion, and storm damage and offer various 
consumptive and non-consumptive recreational opportunities. Coastal wetland types within the 
Action Area that may impact sea turtles include fresh, and intermediate marsh.  
 
Freshwater marsh is found surrounding bodies of open water and is located along the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) and Lake Salvador (CPRA, 2023). Freshwater habitats generally 
have salinities less than 0.5 parts per thousand (ppt) and form in accreting, sediment rich, high-
energy environments typical for this region.  Freshwater marsh is dominated by rush and reed 

Lake Salvador 
Mitigation Area 

Reach A Levee 



plant species like cattails (Typha sp.) and arrowhead (Sagittaria graminea) and can form detached 
mats of vegetation, known as flotant, which encourage colonization by other plant species. 
Historically, wax myrtle trees would colonize the mat, which results in the entire mat sinking, 
allowing for more open water plants to infiltrate thick marshes. Freshwater marsh that does not 
float is more dramatically impacted by flood events and can be less productive.  
 
Fresh marshes provide nursery habitat for estuarine-dependent species important to recreational 
and commercial fisheries such as blue crab, white shrimp, Gulf menhaden, Atlantic croaker, red 
drum, southern flounder, bay anchovy, striped mullet, and others. Fresh marshes also provide 
habitat for largemouth bass, warmouth, black crappie, blue catfish, bowfin, and gar. 
 
Intermediate marsh is a unique type of wetland marsh found in the study area whose vegetative 
community reflects the shifts in salinity associated with proximity to marine environments. This 
type of marsh is the middle part of the gradient found in vegetative communities shifting from fresh 
to saline waters (0.5-5.0 ppt), and the marsh species that are found in this type are capable of 
withstanding spikes of salinity that are associated with tropical storm surge events. It is commonly 
a narrow band of vegetation when compared with other marsh types due to the large differences 
between freshwater and brackish salinities. Wildlife found within an intermediate marsh is less 
diverse than found in freshwater marshes, but more individuals may be present.  
 
Open water habitats within the Action Area consists of shallow channels, ponds, lakes, and 
bayous, typically under 8 feet in depth. These interconnected waterbodies serve as 
passageways for many ecologically and economically important aquatic species that use the 
adjacent wetlands for breeding, foraging, and nursery habitats. The GIWW is utilized as a 
navigation channel and is maintained at a depth of 12 feet. The average depth of Lake Salvador 
is 9 feet with salinities ranging between 0.39-5.00 ppt (Ryu, 2021).  
 
Potentially Affected NMFS ESA-Listed Species and Critical Habitat 
Within Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes, there are twelve documented species under the 
jurisdiction of the ESA.  Of the listed species occurring in Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes, 
the three species of sea turtles including the green, Kemp's ridley, and loggerhead could 
potentially be found within the Action Area.  
 
Table 3. ESA-listed Species in the Action Area and Effect Determination(s) 

Species ESA Listing 
Status Listing Rule/Date 

Most Recent 
Recovery 

Plan/Outline Date 

Effect 
Determination 

(Species) 

Sea Turtles     

Green (North Atlantic 
[NA] distinct population 
segment [DPS]) 

T 81 FR 20057/ 

April 6, 2016 

October 1991 NLAA 

Kemp’s ridley E 35 FR 18319/ 

December 2, 1970 

September 2011 NLAA 

Loggerhead (Northwest 
Atlantic [NWA] DPS) 

T 76 FR 58868/ 

September 22, 2011 

December 2008 NLAA 

Note: E = endangered; T = threatened; NLAA = may affect, not likely to adversely affect; NE = no effect; N/A = not 
applicable 



The project is not located in critical habitat, and there are no potential routes of effect to any 
critical habitat. 

Green, Kemp’s ridley, and Loggerhead Sea Turtles 
The three species of threatened or endangered sea turtles that could potentially occur in the 
Action Area have a similar appearance, though they differ in maximum size and coloration. The 
Kemp’s ridley is the smallest sea turtle – adults average about 100 pounds with a carapace 
length of 24 to 28 inches and a shell color that varies from gray in young individuals to olive 
green in adults. The loggerhead sea turtle is the next largest of these three species – adults 
average about 250 pounds with a carapace length of 36 inches and a reddish-brown shell color. 
The green sea turtle is the largest of these three species – adults average 300 to 350 pounds 
with a length of more than 3 ft and a brown coloration (its name comes from its greenish colored 
fat). There has been no documented nesting within the Action Area, therefore it is unlikely the 
nesting activities of these three species would be impacted as all three species nest on sandy 
beaches, which are minimal in the Action Area. The life stages that may utilize the Action Area 
for foraging range from older juveniles to adults. 
 
Route(s) of Effect to Green, Kemp’s ridley, and Loggerhead Sea Turtles offspring: 
Effects to sea turtles include the risk of direct physical impact from in-water construction 
activities. We believe the risk of physical injury is discountable due to the species' ability to 
move away from the project site and into adjacent suitable habitat, if disturbed. Additionally, 
implementation of NMFS’s Protected Species Construction Conditions will require all 
construction workers to observe in-water related activities for the presence of listed sea turtles. 
If a sea turtle is seen within 100 yards of the active daily boring operation or vessel movement, 
all appropriate precautions shall be implemented to ensure its protection. These precautions 
shall include cessation of operation of any moving equipment closer than 50 feet of a sea turtle. 
Operation of any mechanical construction equipment shall cease immediately if a sea turtle is 
seen within a 50-foot radius of the equipment. Activities may not resume until the species has 
departed the project area of its own volition.  
 
Sea turtles may be entangled by in-water lines and other in-water equipment. However, we 
believe the effects to sea turtles from entanglement will be discountable because the following 
measures are included as part of the proposed action. All in-water lines and other in-water 
equipment must be properly secured with materials that reduce the risk of entanglement of 
marine species. Project materials must be designed to reduce the risk of entanglement of 
marine species. In-water lines (rope, chain, and cable) must be stiff, taut, and non-looping. 
Examples of such lines are heavy metal chains or heavy cables that do not readily loop and 
tangle. Flexible in-water lines, such as nylon rope or any lines that could loop or tangle, must be 
enclosed in a plastic or rubber sleeve/tube to add rigidity and prevent the line from looping and 
tangling. In all instances, no excess line is allowed in the water. In-water lines and other in-water 
equipment must be placed in a manner that does not entrap species within the project area or 
block access for them to navigate around the project area. 
 
Sea turtles might be adversely affected by their inability to access the project area for foraging, 
refuge, and/or nursery habitat, due to their avoidance of construction activities, related noise, 
and physical exclusion from the project area due to blockage by turbidity curtains (if turbidity 
curtains are utilized). We have determined that these effects will be insignificant. The site does 
not contain any structure that could be used by sea turtles for shelter. Sea turtles may forage in 
the area but the size of the area from which animals will be excluded is relatively small in 
comparison to the available similar habitat nearby. In addition, any disturbances to listed 



species would be temporary, limited to days of in-water construction, after which the site 
conditions are expected to return to background levels and animals will be able to return. 
 
Sea turtles may be affected by the temporary removal of habitat, which can serve as forage 
resources. However, this effect will be insignificant, given the availability of similar resources 
nearby. 
 
Conclusion: 
CEMVN has reviewed the proposed project for its impacts to federally listed species and their 
DCH.  Based on currently available historical and catch data; a review of current literature and 
studies; and with the employment of avoidance measures recommended through guidelines set 
up during coordination with NMFS; including protected species construction conditions; CEMVN 
has concluded the project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect the green, Kemp’s ridley, 
and loggerhead sea turtles. This analysis was prepared based on the best scientific and 
commercial data available.  
 
CEMVN is requesting NMFS’s written concurrence with these determinations.  CEMVN 
appreciates your cooperation in completing this informal section 7 consultation by concurring with 
CEMVN’s effect determination(s) a timely manner.  If NMFS disagrees with the CEMVN effect 
determination(s) and requests formal Section 7 consultation, please contact Ms. Kristin Gunning 
(kristin.t.gunning@usace.army.mil) to discuss suggested modifications to the action to avoid 
potential adverse effects and NMFS’ additional information needs.  CEMVN would continue to 
coordinate with NMFS office via email to provide the requested information and, if warranted, a 
revised effects determination.   
 
 
 
 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Eric M. Williams  
Chief, Environmental Studies Branch 
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