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For Report: 
 

Ms. Jernice Cheavis will provide an overview of the status of CWPPRA accounts and 
available funding in the Planning and Construction Programs. 
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CWPPRA CONSTRUCTION FUNDS

Changes to Available Funding (since May 2020) 

$        2,228,655.00 May 2020 Task Force Meeting Carryover

$       82,702,722.00 June 2020 DOI FY21 Estimate

$       (5,000,000.00) FY21 Planning Funds

$     (18,354,873.00) TF Approved October 2020 Funding Requests

$       61,576,504.00  Available Funding December 2020

TOTAL CWPPRA PROJECTS:   226

ACTIVE PROJECTS:    149

CWPPRA PROJECT STATUS

*(1) CRMS (2) Monitoring Contingency Fund (3) Storm Recovery Procedures (4) Construction Program Technical Support (5) Wetland Conservation Plan 

PH I E&D, 32

PH II Construction, 16

Long‐Term O&M, 96

Completed, 17

Deauthorized, 46

Transfer, 8

Inactive, 6                        

Support, 5*
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ELECTRONIC VOTES AND APPROVALS 
 

For Report: 
 
 Ms. Sarah Bradley will report out on recent requests approved via electronic vote. 

  









CEMVN-PMR 
SUBJECT: October 2020 Task Force Electronic Vote 

p. The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical Committee's recommendation
for FY23 Monitoring incremental funding for the Coastwide Reference Monitoring 
System (CRMS) in the total amount of $10,000,000. 

3. Please use the enclosed form to submit your vote (Encl 3). Please email a signed
copy to Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil by COB Friday, November 13, 2020.

4. If you have any questions concerning this request, please contact Ms. Sarah C.
Bradley, CWPPRA Program Manager, at (504) 862-1723 or Mr. Mark R. Wingate, P. E.,
CWPPRA Technical Committee Chairman, at (504) 862-2204.

3 Encls 

cc: via email (w/encls): 

STEPHE F. 
COL, EN 
Commanding 

Mr. Jeffrey Weller, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Mr. Chad Kacir, Natural Resource Conservation Service 
Mr. Charles Maguire, Environmental Protection Agency 
Mr. Chris Ooley, National Marine and Fisheries Service 
Mr. Bren Haase, Louisiana Office of Coastal Protection and 
Restoration 
Mr. Kevin Roy, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Mr. Brian Lezina, Louisiana Office of Coastal Protection and 
Restoration 
Mr. Patrick Williams, National Marine and Fisheries Service 
Ms. Karen McCormick, Environmental Protection 
Agency 
Mr. Britt Paul, Natural Resource Conservation Service 
Mr. Mark R. Wingate, P.E., U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
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Enclosure 1 

MRCEMVN-PM-C 3 September 20 
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
 
SUBJECT: Minutes from the 3 September 20 CWPPRA Technical Committee Meeting 
 
1. The meeting was initiated at 9:35 a.m. The following Technical Committee members were in 
attendance: 
 
Mr. Kevin Roy, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
Ms. Karen McCormick, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
Ms. Sarah Bradley, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Acting Chairman 
Mr. Brian Lezina, Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) 
Mr. Patrick Williams, NOAA Fisheries 
Mr. Britt Paul, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)  
 
A copy of the agenda is included as Encl 1. A copy of the sign-in sheet is included as Encl 2. 
 
2.  Agenda Item 1.  Meeting Initiation 
 
The meeting was conducted via WebEx virtual meeting platform, due to the COVID 19 
pandemic and public gathering restrictions.  Ms. Sarah Bradley, USGS, introduced herself as 
acting chairman on behalf of Mr. Mark Wingate.  She called the meeting to order, and asked 
Technical Committee members to introduce themselves.   Ms. Bradley invited opening 
comments from the Technical Committee.   Ms. McCormick mentioned that her prayers and 
thoughts are with those who have been impacted by Hurricane Laura.  Mr. Williams concurred, 
and mentioned that impacts to CWPPRA projects are being assessed.  Mr. Lezina agreed as well, 
and expressed appreciation for those in attendance at this virtual meeting in lieu of physical 
meetings.  Ms. Bradley mentioned that the USACE has begun implementation of its FEMA-
assigned Blue Roof program, and is expected to carry out its temporary housing program as well.  
Ms. McCormick also mentioned that EPA would be conducting its FEMA-assigned mission for 
air- and waste water-quality monitoring.  Finally, Ms. Bradley acknowledged this year’s 30th 
Anniversary of the CWPPRA Program; details for commemoration festivities are being devised 
in consideration of on-going COVID restrictions.   
 
Mrs. Bradley asked the Technical Committee for any recommended changes to the agenda for 
today’s proceedings.  Mr. Paul requested the removal of Agenda Item #6 (Initial deauthorization 
of ME-32), allowing more time to consider options for project continuation.   
 
Mrs. Bradley called for a motion to remove Agenda Item #6 and adopt the revised agenda.   
  
Decision: Mr. Roy made the motion, which Mr. Paul seconded; the motion passed without 
opposition. 
 
Mrs. Bradley iterated the protocol for Technical Committee participation and public comment in 
this virtual meeting format.  
 
3. Agenda Item 2.  Report:  Status of CWPPRA Program Funds and Projects  
 



Ms. Jernice Cheavis, USACE, presented an overview of CWPPRA funds.  The fully funded total 
Program Estimate since its inception to the present (authorized projects from PPLs 1 – 29) is 
$3.173 billion.  The total funded estimate (received since inception, and anticipated through 
FY2021) is $2.134 billion, leaving a potential gap of $1.039 billion if the Program were to 
construct, operate and maintain all projects to date.  This gap will likely be reduced as future 
federal funding is appropriated for CWPPRA beyond 2021.  Current Task Force-approved funding 
for projects in Phase I, Phase II, and O&M and Monitoring totals $2.299 billion.  Authorized 
funding for each agency as allocated currently totals $1.948 billion.  

As previously mentioned the Program Estimate is currently $3,173,295,715 for PPL's 1 – 29.  A 
request will be made today for the Technical Committee to the annual budget request for 
Construction Program Technical Services in the amount of $216,546.  Additional budget increases 
will be presented (for several projects) totaling $7,110,672.  If all are approved, these budget 
increases bring the total program estimate to $3,180,622,933.                            

The CWPPRA Program has $2,228,655 of funding carried from the May 2020 Task Force meeting.  
The Program anticipates an estimate of FY21 DOI funding in the amount of $82,702,222 (of which 
$77,802,222 will be allocated for the FY21 construction program.) Thus, the total available 
construction funds for requests presented at today’s proceedings are $79,931,377.  The total of 
anticipated funding requests (which will be presented individually at this meeting) is $18,354,873.  
If all funding requests are approved, the Program will move forward into 2021 with available funds 
totaling $61,576,504. 

CWPPRA has authorized 226 projects.  The 149 active projects including 32 in Phase I 
Engineering and Design, 16 in Phase II Construction and 5 support projects.  There are 96 projects 
that have been constructed and are now in O&M phase, and 17 projects that have been closed 
financially.  Additionally, CWPPRA has deauthorized 46 projects, transferred 8 projects, and 
placed 6 in the inactive category. The 5 technical support programs include Coastwide Reference 
Monitoring System (CRMS), monitoring contingency, storm recovery, Construction Program 
technical support, and the wetland conservation plan.  

Mrs. Bradley opened the floor to discussion from the Technical Committee and the public; none 
were proffered. 
 
4.  Agenda Item 3. Report:  Electronic Vote.    
 
Kaitlyn Carriere, USACE, began with an explanation of the rationale for such proceedings, and 
reported the results of two recent electronic votes.  On June 10, 2020, the Technical Committee 
approved revised fully funded budget of $38,751,952 for CS-66 (Cameron Meadows Marsh 
Creation and Terracing).  The request was due to higher than expected bids and cost overruns of 
$252,931, and included a Phase 2 Increment 1 request of $181,958.   On August 28, 2020, the 
Technical Committee approved the use of O&M funds from Sabine Marsh Creation Cycles 4 &5 
for use on Cycle 3 (which did not have an O&M budget) to gap dikes and establish tidal creeks.  
 
Mrs. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public; none 
were proffered. 
 
5. Agenda Item 4. Decision:  Status of Unconstructed Projects  
 



On behalf of the Planning and Evaluation (P&E) Subcommittee, Kaitlyn Carriere, USACE, 
reported on the status of unconstructed CWPPRA projects.  She began with a reminder that the 
subcommittee meets annually to assess Phase I projects, which were approved for funding more 
than three years ago.  The assessment serves to inform, evaluate, and assist efforts, and place 
projects in various categories for further consideration.  Ms. Carriere reported that seventeen 
projects were reviewed on July 14, 2020.  Of those, eight (8) projects are on schedule, two (2) 
projects are awaiting Phase II funding approval, one (1) project has been delayed, three (3) have 
been placed on the “critical watch” category, and three (3) are being recommended for 
deauthorization.  Note: the third deauthorization was eliminated as a result of the previous 
agenda change.  Ms. Carriere expanded with details as follows: 

a. Critical-watch unconstructed projects: 
• South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation (ME-20) is a PPL 11 project, which has 

received Phase 2 funding authorization.  However, on two occasions 
construction bids have come in over budget, so the project will be re-
advertised. 

• North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation (TE-112) is a PPL-22 project in Phase I 
Engineering & Design.  Data collection had been delayed, but is now 
completed, and the 30% Design meeting is expected by the end of this year.  

• Island Road Marsh Creation and Nourishment (TE-117) is a PPL 23 project. 
A change in scope (decrease in acreage) was deemed necessary as a result of 
the 30% Design Review.  The scope change request is expected to occur prior 
to the Phase 2 request later this year.   

 
Mrs. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public; none 
were proffered. 
 
Ms. Carriere continued, beginning with a summary of the deauthorization procedure, 
emphasizing that sometimes the process is administrative in nature as a way to retire project 
numbers. 

b. Unconstructed projects recommended by the project team for initial 
deauthorization: 
• Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration (TE-47) is a project already 

placed in the inactive category; another project has been constructed on its 
footprint.   

• South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation - Baker Tract (ME-32) (removed per 
request earlier in these proceedings) 

• Caminada Headlands Back Barrier Marsh Creation Increment #2 (BA-193), 
which was combined with BA-171.  

 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public regarding 
the projects mentioned.  None were proffered. 
 
6. Agenda Item 5. Decision: Initial Deauthorization of Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank 
Restoration (TE-47)  
 
Brad Crawford, EPA, presented the request to initiate of formal deauthorization procedures for 
the previously inactive project Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration (TE-47). He 



explained that there is no longer a need for this project, as The NRDA Caillou Lake Headlands 
(TE-100) project has been constructed and includes this project’s footprint.   
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee.  Mr. Lezina affirmed 
the project’s success and exemplified it as a cooperative effort between EPA, CPRA through 
CWPPRA, with funding ultimately through NRDA.  
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the public. None were proffered.  
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to initiate deauthorization of the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West 
Flank Restoration (TE-47) project. 
 
Decision:  Ms. McCormick made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Lezina; the 
motion carried without opposition. 
 
7. Agenda item 6.  Decision:  Initial Deauthorization of South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation - 
Baker Tract (ME-32)  
 
Omitted from agenda 
 
8. Agenda Item 7. Decision: Initial Deauthorization of Caminada Headland Back Barrier Marsh 
Creation, Increment 2 (BA-193)  
 
Brad Crawford, EPA, made the request on behalf of EPA and CPRA.  He explained simply that 
the combining of BA-193 with the Caminada Headland Back Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 
1 (BA-171) project, was approved and therefore the BA-193 project number is no longer needed.  
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee.  Ms. McCormick 
commended EPA and CPRA staff, and the CWPRA program for recognizing efficiencies 
associated with combining the projects.  
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the public. None were proffered.  
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to initiate deauthorization of Caminada Headland Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation, Increment 2 (BA-193). 
 
Decision:  Ms. McCormick made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Williams; the 
motion carried without opposition. 
 
9. Agenda Item 8. Decision:  Request for Monitoring and O&M Budget Increases for the Sabine 
Refuge Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23)  
 
Kevin Roy, FWS, began the presentation by illustrating the location of the project, providing a 
brief history, describing (pictorially) its three complex water control structures, and reiterating its 
goals.  Leigh Anne Sharp, CPRA, was called upon to iterate project efficacy and provide 
rationale for the request.   She asserted that, according to CRMS data, the marsh salinity levels 
have been reduced, recently below target levels, due to chronic flooding.  One contributor to 
chronic flooding are blocked canals which impede the flow of water to the control structures.   
She provided graphs comparing CS-23 water and salinity levels to corresponding levels on CS-
04 (across Calcasieu Lake, where similar conditions exist).  Recommendations are to conduct 



canal dredging and to adjust the Operation and Maintenance of the water control structures by 
implementing a operations contract similar to CS-04.  Mr. Roy concluded the presentation with a 
breakdown of the budget request.  In summary, a $177,843 increase in the Monitoring budget is 
needed to correct a shortfall, to fund remaining monitoring activities, and to provide staff 
coordination/ planning for the proposed structure operations contract.  Additionally, a 
$1,604,151 increase in the O&M budget is estimated for staff and activities associated with the 
proposed canal cleanout event, and the structure operations contract.  He concluded with an 
overview of past funding increases and cost/ benefit figures.       
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee.  Mr. Williams 
inquired about the use of dredge material and whether or not units of the refuge (breached after 
Hurricane Rita) would remain open.  Mr. Roy deferred to CPRA; Dion Broussard responded 
with an assertion that dredge material would be placed adjacent to some of the banks (as opposed 
to spray dredging), in an effort to channelize and maintain historical drainage. 
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the public.  Mart Black, Terrebonne Parish, 
inquired about any damage the water control structures may have sustained from Hurricane 
Laura.  Mr. Broussard denies any significant damage, based on anecdotal evidence.   
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for a budget increase of $177,843 for 
Monitoring and a budget increase in the amount of $1,604,151 for O&M for the Sabine Refuge 
Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) and respectively. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Roy made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Paul; the motion carried 
without opposition. 
 
10. Agenda Item 9. Decision:  Request for a Change in Scope for the PPL25 - East Leeville 
Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-194)  
 
Patrick Williams, NMFS, presented the request beginning with a timeline of Phase 0 and Phase 1 
activities.  He provided illustration of original project polygons, and indicated areas therein 
which have been eliminated from the design for various reasons – namely water depths, 
pipelines, land rights, and cultural resources.  Mr. Williams also provided imagery of marsh 
creation areas to depict land loss from 2013 (when approved for Phase 0) to 2018.  Thus, the 
change in scope reduces the acreage of feasible marsh creation.  Mr. Williams continued with a 
description of design revisions and the rationale for them.  He indicated that other possible 
funding sources would be sought for the removal of derelict pipelines, which would obstruct 
proposed project features.   Lastly, he presented the budget estimate, pointing out that the 
percentage of change in both net acreage and cost/acre necessitate this scope change request.  
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  None 
were proffered.   
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for a Change in Scope for the East 
Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-194) project.  
 
Decision:  Mr. Williams made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Roy; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 



Mr. Roy interjected his opinion that scope changes should be considered earlier in the Phase 1 
(E&D) process (perhaps just after the 30% Design review) rather than requesting a scope change 
just prior to Phase 2 competition (after investing in a 95% Design effort.)  Mr. Lezina agreed 
with that idea and favors any attempt to make the program more efficient.  Ms. McCormick 
clarified that the comments are not specific to or critical of the project just presented, but that in 
general, programmatic efficiencies are a fiscal responsibility in the use of public funds.  Mr. 
Williams verbalized his appreciation of the comments, and agrees with principle of early scope 
changes.  However, he pointed out that project modifications (which may or may not trigger a 
scope change) are potentially drastic between the 30% and 95% design reviews, especially in 
areas of the state where conditions are particularly challenging, or when conditions change 
rapidly.  Ultimately Mr. Williams declared the need for (and his commitment to) more 
transparency throughout the analysis and design phases.   
 
11. Agenda Item 10. Decision:  Request for a Transfer of Approved O&M to Approved 
Monitoring for Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39)  
 
Tommy McGinnis, CPRA, began his request with an overview of project intent, which is to 
provide a mechanism of timely response for vegetative plantings to occur.  NRCS (federal 
sponsor) is largely responsible for E&D and construction contracts (O&M), and CPRA is largely 
responsible for addressing land rights issues and monitoring.  Site selection occurs annually with 
an advisory panel; typically plantings occur within two years of selection.  To date (over the ten-
year life of the project) 36 plantings have occurred across the coast at a total cost of just under 
$3.5 million.  Monitoring is conducted through CPRA regional offices; activities include 
assessing vegetative cover (height, depth and coverage), collecting hydrologic data from CRMS 
sites and reporting.  Mr. McGinnis provided a monitoring schedule, which indicates that future 
activities have been eliminated in order to accommodate previous expenditures.   Therefore this 
request is to approve the transfer $976,475 from existing O&M funds to the Monitoring budget 
to balance past allocations and complete anticipated monitoring for the remainder of the project 
life.  Remaining O&M funds would be sufficient for selected plantings through Year 10 of the 
project.  A revised Monitoring budget would total $2,095,621; the transfer will not increase the 
total approved project cost.   
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  None 
were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for transfer $976,475 from existing O&M 
funds to the Monitoring budget the Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) project.  
 
Decision:  Mr. Paul made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Lezina; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
12. Agenda Item 11. Decision: Request for a Transfer of Approved O&M to Approved 
Monitoring for Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19)  
 
Leigh Anne Sharp, CPRA, succinctly requested approval to transfer $29,912 from the O&M 
budget to the Monitoring budget for final monitoring and reporting as the project moves toward 
closeout. This request does not result in an increase of total approved project cost.  
 



Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  None 
were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for transfer $29,912 from existing O&M 
funds to the Monitoring budget for the Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 
project. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Roy made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Williams; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
13.  Agenda Item 12.  Decision: Request for Monitoring and O&M Budget Increases for the 
Cameron Creole Maintenance (CS-04a)  
 
Ms. Sharp also presented the next request for increases in the Monitoring and O&M budgets for 
CS-04a.  She reviewed project goals, which are primarily to control water and salinity levels, and 
provide real-time monitoring of isohaline levels within the area.  She gave a history of the 
project, which was extended in 2017, and to which the CS-17 (Cameron Creole Plugs) project 
was added.  Levee maintenance was transferred to the CS-04a O&M contract from the gravity 
drainage district in 2019.  According to Ms. Sharp, monitoring of the real-time data, and 
corresponding operations by the contractor are conducted on a near-daily basis, and have been 
since 2012.  She demonstrated graphically water and salinity levels and land change rates over 
the past 10-15 years.   The current budget (approved when the project was extended) is 
insufficient to cover time, costs and effort associated with planning and implementation of 
Monitoring and O&M activities.  A $1,336,808 Monitoring budget increase and a $3,259,349 
O&M budget increase is thus requested; the increases are expected to cover such costs for the 
remainder of project life.   
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  None 
were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for an increase of $1,336,808 in the 
Monitoring budget, and an increase of $3,259,349 in the O&M budget for the Cameron Creole 
Maintenance (CS-04a) project. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Paul made the motion, which was seconded by Ms. McCormick; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
14.  Agenda Item 13. Decision: Request for O&M Budget Increase for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 
Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a)  
 
Jody White, CPRA, began the presentation with an overview of project location, features and 
goals.  She described the features that are functioning as purposed, and the most recent 
maintenance event.  She provided photographic evidence of damage to the Cowpath Canal weir, 
pointing out that the damage preceded Hurricane Laura.  Ms. White concluded with a breakdown 
of the budget to justify the request for an O&M budget increase in the amount of $510,474, a 
total which would reconcile existing expenditure overages, replace the Cowpath Canal weir, and 
allow for additional CPRA administration.   
 



Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee.  Kevin Roy inquired 
about the design of the replacement weir.  Ms. White affirmed that a rock pile weir would be 
constructed to replace the sheet pile weir.  Mr. McGinnis clarified that the new weir will not 
include a boat bay.  Pat Williams asked for more design clarification; Mr. McGinnis asserted that 
design height and other parameters were the same – only the materials will be different.  Mr. 
Williams then expressed general concerns about the tendency to allocate funds for O&M and 
Monitoring increases rather than having the funds available for construction of new projects; he 
made a comparison to the previously discussed scope-change issue, and urged caution when 
considering such funding requests in the future. 
 
 Ms. Bradley opened the floor to further comments from the Technical Committee and the 
public.  No more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for an increase of $510,474 in the O&M 
Budget for the Oaks/ Avery Canal Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) project.  
 
Decision:  Mr. Paul made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Lezina; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to pause the proceedings to address computer-recording issues.  
Ms. McCormick made the motion, which Mr. Williams seconded; the motion carried without 
opposition.  The meeting was reconvened approximately seven minutes later with a first and 
second motion, and no opposition. 
  
15.  Agenda Item 14.  Decision: Annual Request for Incremental Funding for FY23 
Administrative Costs for Cash Flow Projects  
 
Jernice Cheavis presented the this annual request on behalf of the USACE for funding approval 
in the amount of $76,569 for FY23 administrative costs for cash flow projects beyond Increment 
1.  A list of the individual projects has been provided to the Technical Committee in their 
meeting documents. 
 
Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the annual request for incremental for FY23 
administrative costs for cash flow projects in the amount of $76,569. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Williams made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Paul; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
16.  Agenda Item 15.  Decision:  Request for Funding for the CWPPRA Program’s Technical 
Services  
 
Michelle Fischer, USGS, presented the request for FY21 Technical Services for the CWPPRA 
program in the amount of $216,546.  She pointed out that the slight increase is for personnel 
salaries.  She also specified technical services rendered, particularly LACoast.gov hosting, 
CWPPRA website content, and geospatial support for Phase 2 projects. 
 



Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the annual request for request for FY21 Technical 
Services for the CWPPRA program in the amount of $216,546. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Roy made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Lezina; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
17.  Agenda Item 16. Decision:  Request for Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Incremental 
Funding  
 
Kent Bollfrass, CPRA, presented the Technical Committee with the umbrella request for total 
FY23 O&M incremental funding in the amount of $6,151,178 and O&M budget increases in the 
total amount of $85,000.  He began with PPL 9+ projects and highlighted projects requesting 
incremental finding above $100,000*. 
 

a. PPL 9+ Projects requesting approval for FY23 O&M incremental funding in the 
total amount of $3,079,907 for the following projects: 

• Barataria Landbridge Shoreline Protection- Phase 3 (BA-27c) 
Increment Funding Request: $100,000 (*for anticipated  
maintenance) 

• Hydrologic Restoration and vegetative Plantings in the Des Allemands 
Swamp (BA-34-2) 

Incremental Funding Request: $13,021 
• Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery System (BA-39) 

Incremental Funding Request: $4,467 
• Bayou Dupont Marsh and Ridge Creation (BA-48) 

Incremental Funding Request: $4,093 
• Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge Restoration (BA-68) 

Incremental Funding Request: $7,688 
• Black Bayou Culverts Hydrologic Restoration (CS-29) 

Incremental Funding Request: $36,928 
• East Sabine Refuge Hydrologic Restoration (CS-32) 

Incremental Funding Request: $967,981 (*Maintenance for   
foreshore rock & weir repair) 

• Cameron Creole Grand Bayou Marsh Creation (CS-54) 
Incremental Funding Request: $8,109 

• Coastwide Nutria Control Program (LA-03b) 
Incremental Funding Request: $1,650,043 (*for typical annual 
request for program administration and participant payments) 

• Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) 
Incremental Funding Request: $8,650 

• Freshwater Introduction South of Highway 82 (ME-16) 
Incremental Funding Request: $15,977 

• South White Lake Shoreline Protection (ME-22) 
Incremental Funding Request: $9,180 



• Lake Borgne Shoreline Protection (PO-30) 
Incremental Funding Request: $164,599 (*maintenance to remove   
debris & permitting) 

• Goose Point/ Point Platte Marsh Creation (PO-33) 
Incremental Funding Request: $9,172 

• Timbalier Island Dune and Marsh Creation (TE-40) 
Incremental Funding Request: $5,000 

• Whiskey Island Back Barrier Marsh Creation (TE-50) 
Incremental Funding Request: $7,539 

• Four Mile Canal Terracing and Sediment Trapping (TV-18) 
Incremental Funding Request: $52,000 

• East Marsh Island Marsh Creation (TV-21) 
Incremental Funding Request: $15,460 
 

Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve the request for FY23 O&M incremental funding for 
PPL 9+ Projects totaling $3,079,907.  
 
Decision:  Mr. Lezina made the motion, which was seconded by Ms. McCormick; the 
motion carried without opposition. 
 
Mr. Bolfrass continued the request with PPL 1-8 projects, highlighting those requesting 
incremental funding above $100,000*. 

 

b. PPL 1-8 Project requesting approval for FY23 O&M incremental funding in the 
total amount of $3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of $85,000 
for the following projects: 

• Cameron Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) 
Incremental Funding Request: $822,800 (*iterated in item #12) 

• Replace Sabine Refuge Water Control Structures at Headquarters Canal, 
West Cove Canal, and Hog Island Gully (CS-23) 

Incremental Funding Request: $1,604,151 (*iterated in item #8) 
• Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycles 4 & 5 (CS-28-4-5) 

Incremental Funding Request: $48,846 
• Bayou Chevee Shoreline Protection (PO-22) 

Budget Increase Amount: $85,000 (*for warning sign installation   
prior to closing) 
Incremental Funding Request: $85,000 

• Oaks/ Avery Canal Hydrologic Restoration, Increment 1 (TV-13a) 
Incremental Funding Request: $510,474  (*iterated in item #13) 
 

Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 



Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve FY23 O&M incremental funding in the total amount 
of $3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of $85,000 for PPL 1-8 Projects as 
outline above. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Paul made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Roy; the motion carried 
without opposition. 
 
Mr. Williams interjected a question about the status of the “programmatic signage initiative.”  
Mr. Bollfrass responded with assurances that the development of cost estimates and land rights 
protocols are ensuing; those will brought to the P&E subcommittee prior to presentation before 
the Technical Committee. 
 
18.  Agenda Item 17. Decision: Request for Monitoring Incremental Funding  
 
Mr. Bolfrass presented the Technical Committee with the umbrella request for FY23 incremental 
funding in the total amount of $11,910,580 and budget increases in the total amount of $137,047, 
highlighting those requesting incremental finding above $100,000*. 

 

a. PPL 9+ Projects requesting approval for FY23 Monitoring incremental funding in the 
total amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total amount of $137,047 for 
the following projects: 

• Coastwide Nutria Control Program (LA-03b) 
Incremental Funding Request: $116,610 (*typical annual  
coastwide survey and reporting) 

• Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) 
Incremental Funding Request: $920,749 (*iterated in item #10) 

• Barataria Basin Landbridge Shoreline Protection (BA-27c) 
Incremental Funding Request: $5,515 

• Little Lake Shoreline Protection/ Dredging Near Round Lake (BA-37) 
Incremental Funding Request: $39,196 

• Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery System (BA-39) 
Budget Increase Amount: $137,047  
Incremental Funding Request: $121,631 (*for the remainder of    
monitoring & reporting) 

• Lake Hermitage Marsh Creation (BA-42) 
Incremental Funding Request: $2,163 

• Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery- Marsh Creation #3 and Terracing (BA-
164) 

Incremental Funding Request: $24,172 
• Delta Management at Fort St. Philip (BS-11) 

Incremental Funding Request: $36,928 
• Black Bayou Culverts Hydrologic Restoration (CS-29) 

Incremental Funding Request: $81,141 
• Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 

Incremental Funding Request: $29,912 
• Bayou Bonfouca Marsh Creation (PO-104) 

Incremental Funding Request: $1,965 



• East Marsh Island Marsh Creation (TV-21) 
Incremental Funding Request: $12,547 
 

Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve FY23 Monitoring incremental funding in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total amount of $137, 047 for PPL 9+ Projects 
as outlined above. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Lezina made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Paul; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
Mr. Bolfrass continued the request with PPL 1-8 projects, highlighting those requesting 
incremental funding above $100,000*. 
 

 

b. PPL 1-8 Project requesting approval for FY23 Monitoring incremental funding in the 
total amount of $518,051 for the following projects: 

• Cameron Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) 
Incremental Funding Request: $258,054 (*item #12) 

• Replace Sabine Refuge Water Control Structures at Headquarters Canal, 
West Cove Canal, and Hog Island Gully (CS-23) 

Incremental Funding Request: $177,843 (*item #8) 
• Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycle 3 (CS-28-3) 

Incremental Funding Request: $40,500 
• Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycles 4 & 5 (CS-28-4-5) 

Incremental Funding Request: $41,654 
 

Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve FY23 Monitoring incremental funding in the total 
amount of $518,051 for PPL 1-8 Projects as outlined above. 
 
Decision:  Mr. Roy made the motion, which was seconded by Mr. Williams; the motion 
carried without opposition. 
 
Finally, Mr. Bolfrass presented the request for FY23 incremental funding for CRMS.   

 

c. Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (CRMS) requesting approval for FY23 
incremental funding in the total amount of $10,000,000 

• Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (LA-30) 
Incremental Funding Request: $10,000,000 (*typical annual  
request for the past two years) 
 

Ms. Bradley opened the floor to comments from the Technical Committee and the public.  No 
more were proffered. 
 
Ms. Bradley called for a motion to approve FY23 incremental funding in the total amount of 
$10,000,000 CRMS as outlined above. 



 
Decision:  Mr. Lezina made the motion, which was seconded by Ms. McCormick; the 
motion carried without opposition. 

 
19.  Agenda Item 18.  Additional Agenda Items (Sarah Bradley, USACE)  
 None were proffered 

 
20.  Agenda Item 19.  Request for Public Comments (Sarah Bradley, USACE) 

None were proffered  
 

21. Agenda Item 20.  Announcement:  Dates of Upcoming CWPPRA Program Meeting  
 
Kaitlyn Carriere sated that the next CWPPRA Task Force meeting will be held October 29, 2020 
at 9:30 a.m.; it is likely that the proceedings will be conducted virtually. 
 
22. Agenda Item 21.  Announcement:  Scheduled Dates of Future Program Meetings  
 
Ms. Carriere continued to iterate upcoming dates: 
 

October 29, 2020 9:30 a.m. Task Force               TBD 
December 3, 2020 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee   TBD  
January 2020  9:30 a.m. Task Force    TBD 
*Dates are subject to change. Please check back with lacoast.gov for the latest calendar.   

 
Ms. Bradley called for final Technical Committee comments.  Mr. Roy declared his 
understanding that the CRMS program had been awarded funding from NRDA through LATIG 
in the amount of approximately $12 million for the next three years; he invited others to clarify 
any details regarding this news.  Ms. Sharp affirmed that declaration, with a reminder that in 
2017 CWPPRA approved a CRMS 20-year planning budget capped at $10 million.  At that time 
CPRA was tasked with investigating other funding sources.  This award from NRDA is the 
successful result of those attempts.  Ms. McCormick commended CPRA for their efforts, 
asserting the value of the CRMS program.  She commended the staff of USACE as well, for their 
efforts to conduct these virtual proceedings on behalf of the CWPPRA Program.   
 
23. Agenda Item 22.  Decision: Adjourn 
 

Ms. Bradley called for a motion to adjourn today’s proceedings. 
 

Decision:  Ms. McCormick made the motion, which Mr. Williams seconded.  The meeting 
adjourned at 11:46 a.m. 



  Enclosure 2 

CWPPRA 
COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 

TASK FORCE MEETING 
 

AGENDA 
October 29, 2020, 9:30 a.m. 

 
Location: 

Virtual-WebEx 
 

Documentation of Task Force meetings (including minutes, attendance records, 
PowerPoint Presentations, and meeting binders) may be found at: 

http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/CWPPRA.aspx 
 
 

Tab Number    Agenda Item 
 

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

 
2. Decision: Adoption of Minutes for the May 6, 2020 Task Force Meeting (Sarah 

Bradley, USACE) 9:40 a.m. to 9:45 a.m. Ms. Sarah Bradley will present the minutes 
from the last Task Force meeting. Task Force members may provide suggestions for 
additional information to be included in the official minutes. 

 
3. Report:  Status of CWPPRA Program Funds and Projects (Jernice Cheavis, 

USACE) 9:45 a.m. to 10:00 a.m.  Ms. Jernice Cheavis will provide an overview of the 
status of CWPPRA accounts and available funding in the Planning and Construction 
Programs. 
 

4. Report: Electronic Vote (Sarah Bradley, USACE) 9:55 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. USACE 
will report out on recent electronic votes and approvals.  
 

5. Report: Construction Update (Sarah Bradley, USACE) 10:00 a.m. to 10:35 a.m. 
The CWPPRA agencies will provide a report on projects that are currently under 
construction and projects that have recently completed construction. 

 
6. Report: Outreach Committee Report (Jennifer Guidry, USGS) 10:35 a.m. to 10:50 

a.m. Ms. Jennifer Guidry will provide the Outreach Committee report.  
 

7. Report: Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (Leigh Anne Sharp, CPRA) 10:50 
a.m. to 11:05 a.m. Ms. Leigh Anne Sharp will present the report on CRMS. 
 

8. Report: Coastwide Nutria Control Program – Annual Report (Jennifer Manuel, 
LDWF) 11:05 a.m. to 11:20 a.m. Ms. Jennifer Manuel with the Louisiana Department 

This document is 200+ pages total, therefore it is 
not being distributed for routing. The material has 
been distributed to the Task Force previously. 

http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/Missions/Environmental/CWPPRA.aspx


of Wildlife and Fisheries will present an annual report on the Coastwide Nutria Control 
Program (LA-03b). 
 

9. Report:  Status of Unconstructed Projects (Kaitlyn Carriere, USACE) 11:20 a.m. to 
11:30 a.m.  The P&E Subcommittee will report on the status of unconstructed 
CWPPRA projects. There were three projects that were considered for “critical watch” 
and two projects recommended for deauthorization. 

a. Critical-watch unconstructed projects: 
• South Grand Chenier Marsh Creation (ME-20) 
• North Catfish Lake Marsh Creation (TE-112) 
• Island Road Marsh Creation and Nourishment (TE-117) 

b. Unconstructed projects recommended by the project team for deauthorization: 
• Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration (TE-47)  
• Caminada Headlands Back Barrier Marsh Creation Increment #2 (BA-

193) 
 

10. Decision: Initial Deauthorization of Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration 
(TE-47) Project (Brad Crawford, EPA) 11:30 a.m. to 11:35 a.m.  EPA and CPRA, as 
the Lead Agency and Local Sponsor respectively, request the initiation of formal 
deauthorization procedures for the previously inactive project Ship Shoal: Whiskey 
West Flank Restoration (TE-47). The NRDA Caillou Lake Headlands (TE-100) project 
has been constructed in the project’s footprint. 

 
11. Decision: Initial Deauthorization of Caminada Headland Back Barrier Marsh 

Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project (Brad Crawford, EPA) 11:35 a.m. to 11:40 
a.m.  EPA and CPRA, as the Lead Agency and Local Sponsor respectively, request the 
initiation of formal deauthorization procedures for the CWPPRA Caminada Headland 
Back Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project. The benefit areas 
associated with the BA-193 project were combined with the Caminada Headland Back 
Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 1, (BA-171) project, and therefore the BA-193 
project number is no longer needed. 

 
 

12. Decision: Request for Monitoring and O&M Budget Increases for the Sabine 
Refuge Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) Project (Kevin Roy, FWS; 
Leigh Anne Sharp, CPRA) 11:40 a.m. to 11:55 a.m. FWS and CPRA request a 
$177,843 Monitoring budget increase and a $1,604,151 O&M budget increase.  The 
Monitoring budget increase is to cover remaining monitoring activities and increased 
staff time to oversee a proposed structure operations contract.  The O&M budget 
increase is to cover a proposed canal cleanout maintenance event and structure 
operations contract. The Task Force will consider the Technical Committee’s 
recommendation to approve the budget increase request. 

 
13. Decision: Request for a Change in Scope for the PPL25 - East Leeville Marsh 

Creation and Nourishment (BA-194) Project (Patrick Williams, NMFS) 11:55 a.m. 
to 12:10 p.m. NMFS and CPRA request approval of a change in scope for the East 
Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-194) Project.  A scope change is 
required due to a decrease in benefits by more than 25% from the Phase 0 Candidate. 



The Task Force will consider the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve 
the change in scope request.  

 
14. Decision: Request for a Transfer of Approved O&M to Approved Monitoring for 

Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) Project (Tommy McGinnis, CPRA) 12:10 
p.m. to 12:25 p.m. NRCS and CPRA request Task Force approval based off the 
Technical Committee recommendation to transfer $976,475 from Coastwide Vegetative 
Plantings (LA-39) approved O&M to approved Monitoring to balance past allocations 
and complete monitoring for the project life.  Revised approved O&M would be 
$9,443,349; revised approved Monitoring would be $2,095,621. Total approved project 
cost would not be revised.   

 
15. Decision: Request for a Transfer of Approved O&M to Approved Monitoring for 

Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) Project (Leigh Anne Sharp, 
CPRA) 12:25 p.m. to 12:35 p.m. USFWS and CPRA request Task Force approval 
based off the Technical Committee recommendation to transfer $29,912 from approved 
O&M to approved State Monitoring to complete final monitoring and reporting. Total 
approved project cost would not be revised.   

 
16. Decision: Request for Monitoring and O&M Budget Increases for the Cameron 

Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) Project (Leigh Anne Sharp; CPRA) 12:25 p.m. to 
12:40 p.m. NRCS and CPRA request a $1,336,808 Monitoring budget increase and a 
$3,259,349 O&M budget increase. The Monitoring and O&M budget increase is to 
cover existing expenditure overages and projected budget for remainder of project 
life.  The monitoring budget increase will provide sufficient funds to assess, operate and 
report on CCW status and trends. The O&M budget increase includes CPRA O&M 
contract admin, O&M contract cost, and minor maintenance. The Task Force will 
consider the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve the budget increase 
request. 

  
17. Decision: Request for O&M Budget Increase for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 

Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) Project (Jody White, CPRA) 12:40 p.m. to 12:55 
p.m. NRCS and CPRA request an O&M budget increase in the amount of $510,474 to 
reconcile existing expenditure overages and replace the Cowpath Canal weir.  The 
revised fully funded amount for the project is $3,435,690. The Task Force will consider 
the Technical Committee’s recommendation to approve the budget increase request. 

 
18. Decision: Annual Request for Incremental Funding for FY23 Administrative Costs 

for Cash Flow Projects (Jernice Cheavis, USACE) 12:55 p.m. to 1:00 p.m.  The U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers will request funding approval in the amount of $76,569 for 
administrative costs for cash flow projects beyond Increment 1.  The Task Force will 
consider the Technical Committee’s recommendation and vote to approve the request 
for funding. 

 
19. Decision:  Request for Funding for the CWPPRA Program’s Technical Services 

(Michelle Fischer, USGS) 1:00 p.m. to 1:05 p.m.  The U.S. Geological Survey 



(USGS) and CPRA are requesting funding for technical services for the CWPPRA 
program in the amount of $216,546.  The Task Force will consider the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation and vote to approve the request for a budget increase and 
funding for technical services in the amount of $216,546. 

 
20. Decision:  Request for Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Incremental Funding 

(Kent Bollfrass, CPRA) 1:05 p.m. to 1:25 p.m.  The Task Force will consider and vote 
to approve requests for total FY23 O&M incremental funding in the amount of 
$6,151,178 and O&M budget increases in the total amount of $85,000. 

 

a. PPL 9+ Projects requesting approval for FY23 O&M incremental funding in the 
total amount of $3,079,907 for the following projects: 

• Barataria Landbridge Shoreline Protection- Phase 3 (BA-27c) 
Increment Funding Request: $100,000 

• Hydrologic Restoration and vegetative Plantings in the Des Allemands 
Swamp (BA-34-2) 

Incremental Funding Request: $13,021 
• Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery System (BA-39) 

Incremental Funding Request: $4,467 
• Bayou Dupont Marsh and Ridge Creation (BA-48) 

Incremental Funding Request: $4,093 
• Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge Restoration (BA-68) 

Incremental Funding Request: $7,688 
• Black Bayou Culverts Hydrologic Restoration (CS-29) 

Incremental Funding Request: $36,928 
• East Sabine Refuge Hydrologic Restoration (CS-32) 

Incremental Funding Request: $967,981 
• Cameron Creole Grand Bayou Marsh Creation (CS-54) 

Incremental Funding Request: $8,109 
• Coastwide Nutria Control Program (LA-03b) 

Incremental Funding Request: $1,650,043 
• Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) 

Incremental Funding Request: $8,650 
• Freshwater Introduction South of Highway 82 (ME-16) 

Incremental Funding Request: $15,977 
• South White Lake Shoreline Protection (ME-22) 

Incremental Funding Request: $9,180 
• Lake Borgne Shoreline Protection (PO-30) 

Incremental Funding Request: $164,599 
• Goose Point/ Point Platte Marsh Creation (PO-33) 

Incremental Funding Request: $9,172 
• Timbalier Island Dune and Marsh Creation (TE-40) 

Incremental Funding Request: $5,000 
• Whiskey Island Back Barrier Marsh Creation (TE-50) 

Incremental Funding Request: $7,539 
• Four Mile Canal Terracing and Sediment Trapping (TV-18) 



Incremental Funding Request: $52,000 
• East Marsh Island Marsh Creation (TV-21) 

Incremental Funding Request: $15,460 
 

b. PPL 1-8 Project requesting approval for FY23 O&M incremental funding in the 
total amount of $3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of $85,000 
for the following projects: 

• Cameron Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) 
Incremental Funding Request: $822,800 

• Replace Sabine Refuge Water Control Structures at Headquarters Canal, 
West Cove Canal, and Hog Island Gully (CS-23) 

Incremental Funding Request: $1,604,151 
• Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycles 4 & 5 (CS-28-4-5) 

Incremental Funding Request: $48,846 
• Bayou Chevee Shoreline Protection (PO-22) 

Budget Increase Amount: $85,000 
Incremental Funding Request: $85,000 

• Oaks/ Avery Canal Hydrologic Restoration, Increment 1 (TV-13a) 
Incremental Funding Request: $510,474 
 

21. Decision: Request for Monitoring Incremental Funding (Kent Bollfrass, CPRA) 
1:25 p.m. to 1:40 p.m. The Task Force will consider and vote to approve requests for 
FY23 incremental funding in the total amount of $11,910,580 and budget increases in 
the total amount of $137,047. 
 

a. PPL 9+ Projects requesting approval for FY23 incremental funding in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total amount of $137,047 for 
the following projects: 

• Coastwide Nutria Control Program (LA-03b) 
Incremental Funding Request: $116,610 

• Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) 
Incremental Funding Request: $920,749 

• Barataria Basin Landbridge Shoreline Protection (BA-27c) 
Incremental Funding Request: $5,515 

• Little Lake Shoreline Protection/ Dredging Near Round Lake (BA-37) 
Incremental Funding Request: $39,196 

• Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery System (BA-39) 
Budget Increase Amount: $137,047 
Incremental Funding Request: $121,631 

• Lake Hermitage Marsh Creation (BA-42) 
Incremental Funding Request: $2,163 

• Bayou Dupont Sediment Delivery- Marsh Creation #3 and Terracing (BA-
164) 

Incremental Funding Request: $24,172 
• Delta Management at Fort St. Philip (BS-11) 

Incremental Funding Request: $36,928 
• Black Bayou Culverts Hydrologic Restoration (CS-29) 



Incremental Funding Request: $81,141 
• Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 

Incremental Funding Request: $29,912 
• Bayou Bonfouca Marsh Creation (PO-104) 

Incremental Funding Request: $1,965 
• East Marsh Island Marsh Creation (TV-21) 

Incremental Funding Request: $12,547 
 

b. PPL 1-8 Project requesting approval for FY23 incremental funding in the total 
amount of $518,051 for the following projects: 

• Cameron Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) 
Incremental Funding Request: $258,054 

• Replace Sabine Refuge Water Control Structures at Headquarters Canal, 
West Cove Canal, and Hog Island Gully (CS-23) 

Incremental Funding Request: $177,843 
• Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycle 3 (CS-28-3) 

Incremental Funding Request: $40,500 
• Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycles 4 & 5 (CS-28-4-5) 

Incremental Funding Request: $41,654 
 

c. Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (CRMS) requesting approval for FY23 
incremental funding in the total amount of $10,000,000 

• Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (LA-30) 
Incremental Funding Request: $10,000,000 

 
22. Additional Agenda Items (Sarah Bradley, USACE) 1:40 p.m. to 1:40 p.m.  

 
23. Request for Public Comments (Sarah Bradley, USACE) 1:40 p.m. to 1:40 p.m. 

 
24. Announcement: Upcoming CWPPRA 30th Anniversary (Jennifer Guidry, USGS) 

1:40 p.m. to 1:45 p.m. The CWPPRA Program will be celebrating 30 years of coastal 
restoration during the month of November by highlighting the program’s many 
accomplishments through social media and other virtual means. Stay tuned for 
additional information distributed via the CWPPRA newsflash.  

 
25. Announcement:  Dates of Upcoming CWPPRA Program Meeting (Sarah Bradley, 

USACE) 1:45 p.m. to 1:50 p.m. The Technical Committee Meeting will be held 
December 3, 2020 at 9:30 a.m.  

 
26. Announcement:  Scheduled Dates of Future Program Meetings (Sarah Bradley, 

USACE) 1:50 p.m. to 1:50 p.m. 
 
December 3, 2020 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee   TBD  
January 28, 2021 9:30 a.m. Task Force    TBD 
February 2, 2021 10:00 a.m. Region IV RPT Meeting  TBD 
February 3, 2021 9:30 a.m. Region III RPT Meeting  TBD 
February 4, 2021 10:00 a.m. Regions I&II RPT Meetings  TBD 
April 1, 2021  9:30 a.m. Technical Committee   TBD 



May 6, 2021  9:30 a.m. Task Force    TBD 
September 2, 2021 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee   TBD 
October 7, 2021 9:30 a.m. Task Force    TBD 
December 2, 2021 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee   TBD 
*Dates are subject to change. Please check back with lacoast.gov for the latest calendar.   

 
27. Decision: Adjourn 



USACE Colonel Murphy
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Agency: Task Force Member Name:

Motions: I approve the motion as stated to the left.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves and adopts the 
minutes from the May 6, 2020 Task Force meeting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank 
Restoration (TE-47) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Caminada Headland Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the monitoring 
budget in the amount of $177,843 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $1,604,151 for the Sabine Refuge 
Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves a change in scope for 
the East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-
194) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee's recommendation to transfer $976,475 from 
the Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) Project's 
approved O&M budget to its approved Monitoring budget 
to balance past allocations and complete monitoring for the 
project life.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to transfer $29,912 from the 
Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 
Project's approved O&M budget to its approved 
Monitoring budget to complete final monitoring and 
reporting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the Monitoring 
budget in the amount of $1,336,808 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $3,259,349 for the Cameron 
Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) Project.

Task Force Electronic Vote October 2020
Instructions: Please put your name and agency at the top of this form. 
Check or initial the appropriate box below for each motion. Sign and 
date the bottom of the form. Email to Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil.

I do NOT approve the motion as stated to the left.
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The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the O&M budget 
in the amount of $510,474 for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 
Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 incremental 
funding for administrative costs for cash flow projects in 
the amount of $76,569.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for technical services for the 
CWPPRA program in the amount of $216,546.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total amount of 
$3,079,907.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 1-8 Projects in the total amount of 
$3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of 
$85,000.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total 
amount of $137,047.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 1-8 Projects  in the total 
amount of $518,051.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for the Coastwide Reference 
Monitoring System (CRMS) in the total amount of 
$10,000,000.

Signed,

Task Force Member Signature Date
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Agency: Task Force Member Name:

Motions: I approve the motion as stated to the left.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves and adopts the 
minutes from the May 6, 2020 Task Force meeting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank 
Restoration (TE-47) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Caminada Headland Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the monitoring 
budget in the amount of $177,843 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $1,604,151 for the Sabine Refuge 
Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves a change in scope for 
the East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-
194) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee's recommendation to transfer $976,475 from 
the Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) Project's 
approved O&M budget to its approved Monitoring budget 
to balance past allocations and complete monitoring for the 
project life.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to transfer $29,912 from the 
Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 
Project's approved O&M budget to its approved 
Monitoring budget to complete final monitoring and 
reporting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the Monitoring 
budget in the amount of $1,336,808 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $3,259,349 for the Cameron 
Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) Project.

Task Force Electronic Vote October 2020
Instructions: Please put your name and agency at the top of this form. 
Check or initial the appropriate box below for each motion. Sign and 
date the bottom of the form. Email to Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil.

I do NOT approve the motion as stated to the left.
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The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the O&M budget 
in the amount of $510,474 for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 
Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 incremental 
funding for administrative costs for cash flow projects in 
the amount of $76,569.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for technical services for the 
CWPPRA program in the amount of $216,546.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total amount of 
$3,079,907.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 1-8 Projects in the total amount of 
$3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of 
$85,000.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total 
amount of $137,047.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 1-8 Projects  in the total 
amount of $518,051.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for the Coastwide Reference 
Monitoring System (CRMS) in the total amount of 
$10,000,000.

Signed,

Task Force Member Signature Date

Enclosure 3



1

Agency: Task Force Member Name:

Motions: I approve the motion as stated to the left.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves and adopts the 
minutes from the May 6, 2020 Task Force meeting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank 
Restoration (TE-47) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Caminada Headland Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the monitoring 
budget in the amount of $177,843 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $1,604,151 for the Sabine Refuge 
Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves a change in scope for 
the East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-
194) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee's recommendation to transfer $976,475 from 
the Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) Project's 
approved O&M budget to its approved Monitoring budget 
to balance past allocations and complete monitoring for the 
project life.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to transfer $29,912 from the 
Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 
Project's approved O&M budget to its approved 
Monitoring budget to complete final monitoring and 
reporting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the Monitoring 
budget in the amount of $1,336,808 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $3,259,349 for the Cameron 
Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) Project.

Task Force Electronic Vote October 2020
Instructions: Please put your name and agency at the top of this form. 
Check or initial the appropriate box below for each motion. Sign and 
date the bottom of the form. Email to Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil.

I do NOT approve the motion as stated to the left.
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The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the O&M budget 
in the amount of $510,474 for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 
Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 incremental 
funding for administrative costs for cash flow projects in 
the amount of $76,569.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for technical services for the 
CWPPRA program in the amount of $216,546.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total amount of 
$3,079,907.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 1-8 Projects in the total amount of 
$3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of 
$85,000.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total 
amount of $137,047.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 1-8 Projects  in the total 
amount of $518,051.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for the Coastwide Reference 
Monitoring System (CRMS) in the total amount of 
$10,000,000.

Signed,

Task Force Member Signature Date

Enclosure 3
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Agency: Task Force Member Name:

Motions: I approve the motion as stated to the left.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves and adopts the 
minutes from the May 6, 2020 Task Force meeting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank 
Restoration (TE-47) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Caminada Headland Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the monitoring 
budget in the amount of $177,843 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $1,604,151 for the Sabine Refuge 
Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves a change in scope for 
the East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-
194) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee's recommendation to transfer $976,475 from 
the Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) Project's 
approved O&M budget to its approved Monitoring budget 
to balance past allocations and complete monitoring for the 
project life.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to transfer $29,912 from the 
Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 
Project's approved O&M budget to its approved 
Monitoring budget to complete final monitoring and 
reporting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the Monitoring 
budget in the amount of $1,336,808 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $3,259,349 for the Cameron 
Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) Project.

Task Force Electronic Vote October 2020
Instructions: Please put your name and agency at the top of this form. 
Check or initial the appropriate box below for each motion. Sign and 
date the bottom of the form. Email to Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil.
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The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the O&M budget 
in the amount of $510,474 for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 
Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 incremental 
funding for administrative costs for cash flow projects in 
the amount of $76,569.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for technical services for the 
CWPPRA program in the amount of $216,546.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total amount of 
$3,079,907.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 1-8 Projects in the total amount of 
$3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of 
$85,000.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total 
amount of $137,047.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 1-8 Projects  in the total 
amount of $518,051.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for the Coastwide Reference 
Monitoring System (CRMS) in the total amount of 
$10,000,000.

Signed,

Task Force Member Signature Date

Enclosure 3
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Agency: Task Force Member Name:

Motions: I approve the motion as stated to the left.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves and adopts the 
minutes from the May 6, 2020 Task Force meeting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank 
Restoration (TE-47) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to initiate deauthorization 
procedures for the Caminada Headland Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the monitoring 
budget in the amount of $177,843 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $1,604,151 for the Sabine Refuge 
Water Control Structures Replacement (CS-23) Project.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves a change in scope for 
the East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment (BA-
194) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee's recommendation to transfer $976,475 from 
the Coastwide Vegetative Plantings (LA-39) Project's 
approved O&M budget to its approved Monitoring budget 
to balance past allocations and complete monitoring for the 
project life.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to transfer $29,912 from the 
Grand-White Lakes Landbridge Protection (ME-19) 
Project's approved O&M budget to its approved 
Monitoring budget to complete final monitoring and 
reporting. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the Monitoring 
budget in the amount of $1,336,808 and increase the O&M 
budget in the amount of $3,259,349 for the Cameron 
Creole Maintenance (CS-04a) Project.

Task Force Electronic Vote October 2020
Instructions: Please put your name and agency at the top of this form. 
Check or initial the appropriate box below for each motion. Sign and 
date the bottom of the form. Email to Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil.

I do NOT approve the motion as stated to the left.
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The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation to increase the O&M budget 
in the amount of $510,474 for the Oaks/ Avery Canal 
Hydrologic Restoration (TV-13a) Project. 

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 incremental 
funding for administrative costs for cash flow projects in 
the amount of $76,569.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for technical services for the 
CWPPRA program in the amount of $216,546.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total amount of 
$3,079,907.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 O&M incremental 
funding for PPL 1-8 Projects in the total amount of 
$3,071,271 and budget increases in the total amount of 
$85,000.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 9+ Projects in the total 
amount of $1,392,529 and budget increases in the total 
amount of $137,047.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for PPL 1-8 Projects  in the total 
amount of $518,051.

The CWPPRA Task Force approves the Technical 
Committee’s recommendation for FY23 Monitoring 
incremental funding for the Coastwide Reference 
Monitoring System (CRMS) in the total amount of 
$10,000,000.

Signed,

Task Force Member Signature Date

Enclosure 3





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

2021 CWPPRA REPORT TO CONGRESS 
 

For Report/Decision: 
 

USACE will provide a report on the path forward for development of the 2021 Report to 
Congress. In addition, USACE will request approval to revise the Planning Budget for 
each agency, as needed and within the total approved budget for the Report to Congress 
line item.   





2021 Evaluation Report to the U.S. Congress on the 
Effectiveness of Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and 

Restoration Act Projects  

 
1. Roles and Responsibilities  

 USACE: Main Author and Technical Editor 
 EPA: Graphic Designer, Support – Project Info 
 USGS: Support - Project and Basin Level Info 
 NRCS: Printer, Support – Project Info 
 NMFS: Support – Project Info 
 FWS: Support – Project Info 
 CPRA: Support – Project Info 

 
2. Planning Budget  

Task No. 31300  Prepare 2021 Evaluation Report (Report to Congress) 

Approved in May 2020 

USACE $5,500 
USFWS $4,500 
NWRC $75,000 
CPRA $2,100 
EPA $2,100 
NRCS $2,500 
NMFS $2,500 
Other  $800 
Total $95,000 

Request TC/TF approval to move budget between agencies as needed and 

within Task No. 31300 (similar to what was done with 2018 Planning Budget 

and Report.)  

 

 

 

 



3. Objective 

Based on 2018 Report 

(https://www.lacoast.gov/reports/program/Report%20to%20Congress_FINAL.PDF) 

Report will be 20 – 30 pages and will include the following: 

 Cover page 

 Table of Contents  

 Introduction 

 One Page Per Basin* 

 One page for Demo and Coastwide* 

 Benefits to Fish and Wildlife 

 Benefits to Coastal Resiliency (i.e. economic benefits) 

 Conclusion 

 References 

 Appendices 

 Back Cover 

*one project will be highlighted in each basin. One demo project and one coastwide 
project will also be highlighted. Projects will be screened and selected based on 
agency, land gain, whether or not it has been highlighted in the last report, etc  

  



4. Preliminary Timeline 

Kickoff Mtg      November 2020 

First draft development     November 2020 – March 2021 

-Select projects to highlight   November – February 2021 

-Basin write-ups     November – February 2021 

-Draft Intro, Benefits, Resiliency, Conclusion November – December 2020 

-Reach out to P&E for project info/pics  February 2021 (two weeks) 

-Consolidate into 1st draft     February 2021 (one week) 

Review #1       March 2021  

-TC Review       (two weeks) 

-Changes/Technical Editing   (two weeks) 

Present first draft at TC meeting?  April 2021 

Review #2      April 2021 

-TF Review       (two weeks) 

-Changes/Technical Editing   (two weeks) 

Present first draft at TF meeting?  May 2021 

Graphic Design/Layout     June – July 2021 

Review #3      August 2021 

-TC Review      (two weeks) 

-Edits       (two weeks) 

Present final draft at TC meeting?  September 2021 

Review #4      September - October 2021 

-TF Review      (two weeks) 

-Edits       (two weeks) 

TF Approval of final draft    October 2021 

Submittal for Print     October 2021 

 

 





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION OF SHIP SHOAL: WHISKEY WEST FLANK 
RESTORATION (TE-47) PROJECT 

 
For Decision: 
 

EPA and CPRA, as the Lead Agency and Local Sponsor respectively, request the 
finalization of formal deauthorization procedures for the previously inactive project Ship 
Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration (TE-47). The NRDA Caillou Lake Headlands 
(TE-100) project has been constructed in the project’s footprint. This will be contingent 
upon the 30 day public comment period. 

  





This paper is printed with 100-percent postconsumer recycled material, chlorine-free-processed and recyclable.

July 31, 2020 

Mr. Mark Wingate  

Deputy District Engineer  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

New Orleans District 

P.O. Box 60267 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267 

RE: Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration, (TE-47) Project 

Deauthorization Initiation Request 

Dear Mr. Wingate: 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

(CPRA), as the Lead Agency and Local Sponsor respectively, request the initiation of formal 

deauthorization procedures for the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act 

(CWPPRA) Ship Shoal: Whiskey West Flank Restoration (TE-47) Project. The project was placed on 

the inactive list in January 2014 after several unsuccessful attempts at receiving Phase 2 funding. 

However, in October 2018, the NRDA Caillou Lake Headlands Project (TE-100) was completed which 

included the TE-47 project area. Although completed under another authority and project number, the 

restoration of Whiskey West Flank has been completed, hence, this project is longer warranted. 

Please consider this letter as the formal request from EPA and CPRA to initiate deauthorization of TE-

47 in accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operation Procedures Manual. Thank you for your 

assistance in this effort.  Please direct questions regarding this matter to the EPA Project Manager, Brad 

Crawford; Crawford.brad@epa.gov (214)-665-7255.     

Sincerely, 

Karen McCormick 

Marine, Coastal and Non-Point Source Section Chief 

CWPPRA EPA Tech Committee Representative 

cc: Patrick William, NMFS 

Britt Paul, NRCS 

Kevin Roy, USFWS 

Brian Lezina, CPRA 

Renee Bennett, CPRA 

Todd Folse, CPRA TFO 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 6 
1201 ELM STREET, SUITE 500 

DALLAS, TEXAS 75270 





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION OF CAMINADA HEADLAND BACK BARRIER MARSH 
CREATION, INCREMENT 2, (BA-193) PROJECT 

 
For Decision: 

 
EPA and CPRA, as the Lead Agency and Local Sponsor respectively, request the 
finalization of formal deauthorization procedures for the CWPPRA Caminada Headland 
Back Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project. The benefit areas 
associated with the BA-193 project were combined with the Caminada Headland Back 
Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 1, (BA-171) project, and therefore the BA-193 project 
number is no longer needed. This will be contingent upon the 30 day public comment 
period. 

  





This paper is printed with 100-percent postconsumer recycled material, chlorine-free-processed and recyclable.

July 31, 2020 

Mr. Mark Wingate  

Deputy District Engineer  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

New Orleans District 

P.O. Box 60267 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267 

RE: Caminada Headland Back Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project 

Deauthorization Intitiation Request  

Dear Mr. Wingate: 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

(CPRA), as the Lead Agency and Local Sponsor respectively, request the initiation of formal 

deauthorization procedures for the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act 

(CWPPRA) Caminada Headland Back Barrier Marsh Creation, Increment 2, (BA-193) Project per our 

November 19, 2019 letter (attached). As you know, we had  requested to temporarily delay placing it on 

the Technical Committee agenda pending the resolution of a few administrative details which have since 

been addressed. Therefore, we are are ready to commence formal deauthorization procedures in 

accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operation Procedures Manual.  

Thank you for your assistance in this effort.  Please direct questions regarding this matter to the EPA 

Project Manager, Patty Taylor, taylor.patricia-a@epa.gov, 214-665-6403.     

Sincerely, 

Karen McCormick 

Marine, Coastal and Non-Point Source Section Chief 

CWPPRA EPA Tech Committee Representative 

cc: Patrick William, NMFS 

Britt Paul, NRCS 

Kevin Roy, USFWS 

Brian Lezina, CPRA 

Renee Bennett, CPRA 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 6 
1201 ELM STREET, SUITE 500 

DALLAS, TEXAS 75270 



Status Review - Unconstructed CWPPRA Projects 
June 2020 

1. Project Name (and number): Caminada Headlands Back Barrier Marsh Creation Increment
2 (BA-193)

2. SOUP Category: (Combined with BA-171 on schedule). BA-193 Number to be
deauthorized

3. PPL: 25

4. Federal Agency: EPA

5. Date of Construction Approval / Phase Two Approval: April 17, 2010

6. Approved Total Budget:  $3,034,310

7. Fully Funded Estimate: $ 24,977,605

8. Expenditures: $ 655,175.11

9.Unexpended Funds: $ 2,379,135 

10. Estimate of anticipated funding increases, including O&M:

11. Potential changes to project benefits: None

12. Brief chronology of project development and issues affecting implementation:
 January 2016 Phase 1 approval 
 July 10. 2018 30% review 
 October 2018 95% design review 
 January 2019 Phase 2 Request 
 April 2019 BA-193 Combined with BA-171 
 January 2020 Bid overrun 
 April 2020 Additional CWPPRA/State funding approved 

13. Current status/remaining issues: Notice to Proceed issued to construction
contractor April 2020.  Heavy construction expected to begin late June/early July
2020.

14. Projected schedule and milestones: Heavy construction beginning late
June/early July 2020.  Dredging scheduled to begin December 2020.  End of
construction scheduled May 2021.

 Preparer:  Patricia A. Taylor; 214-665-6403; taylor.patricia-a@epa.gov 



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

REQUEST FOR A CHANGE IN SCOPE FOR THE PPL 25 – OYSTER LAKE MARSH 
CREATION AND NOURISHMENT (CS-79) PROJECT  

 
For Decision: 

 
NMFS and CPRA request approval of a change in scope for the CS-79 project. A scope 
change is required due to a decrease in benefits by more than 25% from the Phase 0 
Candidate.   





Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and 
Nourishment Project

(CS-79) 

Scope Change Request
Technical Committee Meeting

December 3, 2020

Dawn Davis

NOAA-Fisheries

Habitat 
Conservation 
Division

Jason Kroll, NOAA



CWPPRA
Project Background

• Approved for Phase 1: January 2016
• Kickoff Meeting and Site Inspection: March 8, 2017
• 30% Design Review Meeting: June 23, 2020
• 95% Design Review Meeting: October 21, 2020

Jason Kroll, NOAA Jason Kroll, NOAA



CWPPRA

Phase 0 Project Map

Phase 1 Project Map

Phase 0 vs Phase 1



Why the Scope Change?

• Expansion of CS-59 
project

• Towerland Co. no 
longer in support of 
project

• Pipeline avoidance
• Need for 

maintaining 
hydrological 
connectivity

Revised layout due to:



Why the Scope Change?
CWPPRA

Several drivers of the construction cost/benefit acre 
increase were due to:

• Increases in construction costs:
• Offshore borrow dredging
• Containment dike construction

• Decreases in benefits:
• Decrease in polygon area due to designing external 

borrow for some containment dike sections and 
pipeline avoidance

• Decrease in open water acreage available for 
restoration 



CWPPRA

Oyster Lake CS-79 13-Nov-20

Phase 0 Phase 1                Percent Change
Construction Cost $25,125,591 $26,540,786 5.6%
Fully-Funded Cost $38,073,046 $38,517,732 1.2%
Project Area 661 413 -37.5%
Net Acres 438 250 -42.9%
AAHUs 258 151 -41.5%
Construction 
Cost/Constructed acre

$38,011 $64,263 69.1%

Total Cost (FFC)/net acre $86,925 $154,071 77.2%



Why the 
support the 
Scope Change?

CWPPRA

• Synergy with CS-59

• Restore the last available area of open water 
adjacent to the CS-59

• This band of marsh is the first line of defense for 
this portion of the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin

Presenter
Presentation Notes
1. will work synergistically to stop the coalescing of Oyster Lake with the fragmented marshes to the south. Synergy with CS-59 and other restoration projects in the area.  CWPPRA has hit a point where the program is making positive landscape scale impacts to communities and ecosystems and this is no exception.  2. This will "Complete" the larger scale marsh restoration effort in this area because it targets the remaining open water.3.  mention resilience and multiple lines of defense.  They have no barrier islands here.



www.LaCoast.gov

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4733

Federal Sponsor:
National Marine Fisheries Service
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 389-0508

For more information, please contact:

Approved Date:  2016  Project Area:  413 acres 
Approved Funds:  $3.60 M Total Est. Cost:  $38.0 M

  250 acres
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type:  Marsh Creation
PPL #:  25

Project Status

Location

Problems

Restoration Strategy

Progress to Date

Oyster Lake Marsh Creation 
and Nourishment (CS-79)

November 2020
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

The project is located immediately south of Calcasieu 
Lake and west of the Calcasieu Ship Channel in Regional 
Planning Unit No. 4, Calcasieu-Sabine Basin, Cameron 
Parish, Louisiana.

Example of the shallow open water receiving areas within the Oyster Lake project.

This project was approved for Phase I Engineering and 
Design in January 2016.

This project is on Priority Project List 25.

Altered hydrology, drought stress, and saltwater intrusion
have caused the area to undergo interior marsh breakup.
Impacts from Hurricane Rita in 2005, Hurricane Ike in
2008, and recently Hurricane Laura in 2020 have resulted
in the coalescence of Oyster Lake with interior water bodies
increasing wave/wake related erosion. Based on USGS
hyper-temporal data analysis (1984 to 2019), land loss rate
for the area is -0.52% per year. The subsidence rate is
estimated at 4.3 mm per year or 0.28 feet per 20 year
project life.

saline marsh; 2) Nourish 158 acres of existing saline marsh,
and (3) Maximize the amount of time the created marsh
platform is intertidal throughout the 20 year design life of
the project.
This project will construct approximately 383 ac of marsh

areas will have temporary containment dikes constructed to

area to create approximately 413 acres of saline marsh.
Disposal areas would be constructed next to the Oyster
Bayou Restoration Project (CS-59) marsh creation areas

polygon).

April 2020 
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Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-79) 
 

Change in Project Scope 
 

Report to the Technical Committee 
 

December 3, 2020 
 
NOAA Fisheries and Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority request Technical 
Committee approval of a scope change for the Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (CS-
79).  A scope change is required due to a decrease in benefits by more than 25% from the Phase 0 
Candidate.  At the 95% design level, there is a 43% decrease in net acres.  There is a decrease of 42% in 
Average Annual Habitat Units compared to Phase 1 and Phase 0 Wetland Value Assessments.  With a 
total fully-funded cost of $38.5 million for the 95% design level, there was only a slight increase of 1% 
from Phase 0 costs.   
 
The CS-79 Project was approved on Priority Project List 25 with a fully-funded cost of $38,073,046, and 
a construction cost of $25,125,591.  The total FFC cost per net acre was $86,925.  The Phase 0 project 
consisted of one confined cell to create and nourish a total of 661 acres of tidal marsh habitat (Figure 1).  
The Phase 1 design consists of marsh restoration in four confined disposal areas (MCAs 1-3,6) plus one 
unconfined disposal area (MCA 4) now totaling approximately 413 acres by addressing the time critical 
areas to re-establish the wetland in the project area and work synergistically with the Oyster Bayou 
Restoration Project (CS-59, Figure 2).  Modifications since Phase 0 include: 
 

1. Phase 1 MCA was delineated to remove the Towerland Company property from the 
project footprint (reduction of 146 acres). 

2. Phase 1 MCA was delineated to remove the constructed Oyster Bayou MC footprint 
(reduction of 75 acres). 

3. Phase 1 MCA was delineated to remove 32 acres of marsh creation north of the 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline (reduction of 32 acres). 

4. Phase 1 MCA was delineated into four different marsh creation areas to maintain 
hydrologic connectivity within the project area (net reduction of 4 acres). 

5. Phase I earthen containment dike layout for MCA-1 and MCA-3 was delineated to allow 
the use of an external borrow source. (reduction of 22 acres) 

6. MCA-4 added to the scope (net gain of 30 acres). 
 
The 95% Design Review meeting was conducted on October 21, 2020.  The cost estimate and WVA 
reviews are completed by the Engineering and Environmental Workgroups and along with final revisions.  
The Phase 0, Phase 1, and percent change metrics are presented in Table 1.   
 
The advantage to approving this project scope change request is to restore the last available area of open 
water adjacent to the CS-59 project.  The CS-59 and CS-79 projects will work synergistically to stop the 
coalescing of Oyster Lake with the fragmented marshes to the south, and this band of marsh will be the 
first line of defense against storms in this portion of the basin. 
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Table 1.  Comparison of costs and benefits for CS-79 Phase 0 to Phase 1. 
 

 
 
 

  

Oyster Lake CS-79 13-Nov-20

Phase 0 Phase 1                Percent Change
Construction Cost $25,125,591 $26,540,786 5.6%
Fully-Funded Cost $38,073,046 $38,517,732 1.2%
Project Area 661 413 -37.5%
Net Acres 438 250 -42.9%
AAHUs 258 151 -41.5%
Construction 
Cost/Constructed acre

$38,011 $64,263 
69.1%

Total Cost (FFC)/net acre $86,925 $154,071 77.2%
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Figure 1.  CS-79 Phase 0 project map.   

 
Figure 2.  CS-79 Phase 1 project map.   
 
 



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 

30TH PRIORITY PROJECT LIST 

For Report/Decision: 

The Environmental Workgroup Chairman will present an overview of the ten PPL 30 
candidate projects.  The Technical Committee will vote to make a recommendation to the 
Task Force for selecting PPL 30 projects for Phase I Engineering and Design. 

Region Basin PPL 30 Candidates Agency 

2 Breton Sound Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration EPA 

2 Breton Sound Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation FWS 

2 Breton Sound Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment FWS 

2 Barataria Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 FWS 

3 Terrebonne Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II FWS 

3 Teche-Vermilion West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA NMFS 

3 Teche-Vermilion North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) NMFS 

4 Mermentau Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation NRCS 

4 Mermentau Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection NMFS 

4 Calcasieu-Sabine East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing FWS 





3-Dec-20

Region Project COE State EPA FWS NMFS NRCS
No. of 
votes

Sum of 
Point 
Score

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration
6 4 6 1 5 5 22

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II
4 2 4 3 3 5 16

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment
2 6 3 2 1 5 14

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing
3 1 3 6 1 5 14

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation
1 5 4 6 4 16

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation
5 6 2 2 4 15

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2
1 5 2 5 4 13

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA
4 5 4 3 13

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment)
3 1 3

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection
0 0

21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126
check 21 21 21 21 21 21 36 126

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force:
1. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will be provided one ballot for voting.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE



CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE 

Region Project COE State EPA FWS 

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 6 

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 5 

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 2 

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 
1 

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 
4 

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA 

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 3 

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Technical Committee Member Signature 

12/3/20 

Date 

3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

No. of Point 

NMFS NRCS votes Score 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 



CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE 
3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

No. of Point 

Region Project COE State EPA FWS NMFS NRCS votes Score 

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 6 0 0 

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 
0 0 

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 3 0 0 

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 
2 0 0 

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 
0 0 

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA 4 0 0 

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 
0 0 

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 5 0 0 

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 
0 0 

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 1 0 0 

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

12/3/20 

Technical Committee Member Signature Date 



CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE 
3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

No. of Point 

Region Project COE State EPA FWS NMFS NRCS votes Score 

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 1 0 0 

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 6 0 0 

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 2 0 0 

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 5 0 0 

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 4 0 0 

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA 
0 0 

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 
0 0 

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 
0 0 

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 
0 0 

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 3 0 0 

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

12/3/20 

Technical Committee Member Signature Date 



CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE 
3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

No. of Point 

Region Project COE State EPA FWS NMFS NRCS votes Score 

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 5 
0 0 

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 2 0 0 

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 
0 0 

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 
0 0 

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 3 0 0 

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA 4 0 0 

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 
0 0 

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 6 0 0 

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 
0 0 

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 1 0 0 

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

12/3/20 

Technical Committee Member Signature Date 



CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE 

Region Project COE State EPA FWS 

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA 

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Technical Committee Member Signature 

12/3/20 

Date 

3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

No. of Point 

NMFS NRCS votes Score 

0 0 

2 0 0 

1 
0 0 

0 0 

3 0 0 

5 
0 0 

0 0 

4 0 0 

0 0 

6 
0 0 



CWPPRA PPL 30 Technical Committee VOTE 
3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

No. of Point 

Region Project COE State EPA FWS NMFS NRCS votes Score 

2 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 4 
0 0 

2 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 
0 0 

2 Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 
6 0 0 

3 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration - Phase 2 5 0 0 

3 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 
2 0 0 

3 West Branch Marsh Creation on Marsh Island, LA 
0 0 

3 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 
0 0 

4 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 1 
0 0 

4 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 
0 0 

4 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 3 0 0 

The following voting process will be used to recommend projects under PPL 30 to the Task Force: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

12/3/20 

Technical Committee Member Signature Date 
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CWPPRA PPL 30 Candidates
Technical Committee Meeting

December 3, 2020

CWPPRA
Candidate Projects by Region
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CWPPRA
Reggio Marsh Creation and 

Hydrologic Restoration

• 291 acres of marsh creation

• 193 acres of marsh nourishment

• Lake Lery borrow site

• Two canal plugs to reduce 
saltwater intrusion

• Synergy with North (BS-41) and 
East (BS-37) Delacroix Marsh 
Creation Projects to the south

• 283 net acres

• $33,638,138

CWPPRA
Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh 

Creation 

• 467 acres of marsh creation

• 216 acres of marsh nourishment

• Grand Lake borrow site

• Restores structural framework 
between Spanish Lake and Grand Lake

• 442 net acres

• $41,960,392
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CWPPRA
Phoenix Marsh Creation-West 

Increment

• 323 acres of marsh creation

• 88 acres of marsh nourishment

• Mississippi River borrow site

• Extension of Breton Landbridge –
Synergy with BS-42 Phoenix Marsh 
Creation-East Increment

• 307 net acres

• $43,675,107

CWPPRA
Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh 

Restoration – Increment II

• 306 acres of marsh creation

• 80 acres of marsh nourishment

• Mississippi River borrow site

• 6,900 LF of ridge restoration

• Synergy with BA-217 Grand Bayou 
Ridge and Marsh Restoration-
Increment I

• 301 net acres

• $43,545,418
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CWPPRA
Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation-

Increment II

• 241 acres of marsh creation

• 49 acres of marsh nourishment

• Lake Mechant borrow site

• Along with TE-156 (Increment I), 
restores structural framework 
around Bay Raccourci

• 237 net acres

• $29,481,022

CWPPRA
West Branch Marsh Creation Project 

on Marsh Island

• 392 acres of marsh creation

• 174 acres of marsh nourishment

• Gulf of Mexico borrow site

• Restores a band of continuous marsh 
along the Gulf shoreline

• 379 net acres

• $44,669,497
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CWPPRA
North Marsh Restoration – North 

Increment

• 187 acres of marsh creation

• 52 acres of marsh nourishment

• Gulf of Mexico borrow site

• 5,952 LF of rock dike along 
Freshwater Bayou Canal

• 16,100 LF of terraces

• 219 net acres

• $52,811,098

CWPPRA
Southeast Pecan Island Marsh 

Creation and Terraces

• 364 acres of marsh creation

• 35 acres of marsh nourishment

• Gulf of Mexico borrow site

• 17,850 LF of terraces

• Addresses loss from hurricanes 
Rita and Ike

• 357 net acres

• $38,953,329
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CWPPRA
Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection

• 2.53 miles of foreshore 
breakwater along the Gulf of Mexico 
shoreline

• Addresses some of the highest 
Gulf shoreline erosion rates along 
the coast

• 225 net acres

• $48,142,988

CWPPRA
East Prong Marsh Creation and 

Terracing

• 435 acres of marsh creation

• Calcasieu Lake borrow site

• 101 acres of marsh nourishment via 
spray dredging

• 25,000 LF of terraces

• Synergy with CS-54 Cameron Creole-
Grand Bayou Marsh Creation to the 
west

• 440 net acres

• $33,932,460
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10/19/2020

Project Name Region Parish
Project 
Area 

(acres)

Average 
Annual 
Habitat 
Units 

(AAHU)

Net 
Acres

Total Fully 
Funded 

Cost

Fully-
Funded 
Phase I 

Cost

Fully-
Funded 
Phase II 
Cost incl 

O&M

Average 
Annual 
Cost 

(AAC)

Cost 
Effectiveness 
(AAC/AAHU)

Cost 
Effectiveness 

(Cost/Net 
Acre)

Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic 
Restoration

2 St Bernard 484 161 283 $33,638,138 $3,648,496 $29,989,642 $2,031,530 $12,618 $118,863

Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh 
Creation

2 Plaquemines 683 185 442 $41,960,392 $4,069,330 $37,891,062 $2,560,940 $13,843 $94,933

Phoenix Marsh Creation - West 
Increment

2 Plaquemines 411 114 307 $43,675,107 $3,432,337 $40,242,770 $2,625,670 $23,032 $142,264

Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh 
Restoration - Increment 2

2 Plaquemines 395 167 301 $43,545,418 $3,617,962 $39,927,456 $2,620,097 $15,689 $144,669

Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation - 
Increment 2

3 Terrebonne 290 79 237 $29,481,022 $2,962,500 $26,518,522 $1,777,615 $22,501 $124,392

West Branch Marsh Creation Project on 
Marsh Island

3 Iberia 566 212 379 $44,669,497 $4,200,199 $40,469,298 $2,705,264 $12,761 $117,861

North Marsh Restoration (North 
Increment)

3 Vermilion 541 106 219 $52,811,098 $4,451,129 $48,359,969 $3,047,004 $28,745 $241,147

Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 
and Terraces

4 Vermilion 654 176 357 $38,953,329 $3,785,381 $35,167,948 $2,359,682 $13,407 $109,113

Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 4 Vermilion 352 73 225 $48,142,988 $2,194,694 $45,948,294 $2,908,718 $39,845 $213,969

East Prong Marsh Creation and 
Terracing

4 Cameron 906 168 440 $33,932,460 $3,258,945 $30,673,515 $2,047,059 $12,185 $77,119

PPL30 Candidate Project Evaluation Matrix
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) 

Priority Project List (PPL) Selection Process 
 
 

Project Nominations 
The 4 Regional Planning Teams (RPTs), consisting of representatives from the CWPPRA agencies and 
the coastal parishes located in those regions, will meet to propose projects to be included on the new 
PPL. Project nominations will be accepted in all the hydrologic basins below. All proposals must be 
consistent with the 2017 State Master Plan to be considered as possible nominees; therefore, those 
wishing to propose projects are encouraged to work with representatives of the Louisiana Coastal 
Protection and Restoration Authority prior to the RPT meetings to develop projects that are consistent. 
A lead agency will be assigned to each nominated project to prepare preliminary project support 
information (factsheet, maps, and potential designs, and benefits). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Project nominations that provide benefits or construct features in more than one basin shall be 
presented in the basin receiving the majority of the project’s benefits. 

• Multi-basin projects can be broken into multiple projects to be considered individually in the 
basins which they occur. 

• Project nominations that are legitimate coastwide applications will be accepted separate from the 
8 basins at any of the 4 RPT meetings. 

If similar projects are proposed within the same area, the RPT representatives, including the CWPPRA 
agencies and only the parishes located within the project’s basin, will determine if those projects are 
sufficiently different to allow each of them to move forward. If not sufficiently different, such projects 
will be combined into one project nominee, and the federal sponsor of the project will be determined 
prior to the coastwide electronic vote. This decision to either combine similar projects or allow each to 
move forward will be made at the RPT meeting where the similar projects are proposed. 
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Mermentau 



Prior to voting on project nominees, the Environmental Work Group (EnvWG) and Engineering Work 
Group (EngWG) will screen coastwide project and demonstration project nominations to ensure that 
each qualifies for its respective category as set forth in the CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures 
(SOP). 

 

Coastwide Electronic Vote 
The RPTs will vote after the individual RPT meetings via email to 
select nominee projects. The RPTs will select projects per basin based 
on land loss rates (see table on left) and up to 6 demonstration projects. 

During the RPT meetings, all CWPPRA agencies and parishes will be 
required to provide the name and contact information for the official 
representative who will vote to select nominee projects. Each officially 
designated parish representative in the basin will have one vote and 
each federal agency and the State will have one vote. 
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Preliminary Assessment of Nominated Projects 
Agencies, parishes, landowners, and other individuals will informally confer to further develop projects. 
The lead agency designated for each nominated project will prepare a brief project description that 
discusses possible features. Factsheets will also be prepared for demonstration project nominees. 

During this preliminary assessment, the EngWG and EnvWG meet to review project features, discuss 
potential benefits, and estimate preliminary fully funded cost ranges for each project. The Work Groups 
also review the nominated demonstration projects. If it is determined that a demonstration project is 
unlikely to be utilized in restoration or has been evaluated previously, the Work Groups may 
recommend to the Technical Committee that these projects not move forward. 

The P&E Subcommittee prepares a matrix of cost estimates and other pertinent information for 
nominees and demonstration project nominees. 

 
Selection of Phase 0 Candidate Projects 
The selection of the Phase 0 candidate projects occurs at the spring Technical Committee meeting. The 
Technical Committee meets to consider the project costs and potential wetland benefits of the nominees. 
They will select 10 candidate projects regardless of basin and may select up to 3 demonstration project 
candidates for detailed assessment by the EngWG, EnvWG, and Economic Work Group (EcoWG). 

 
Phase 0 Analysis of Candidate Projects 
During Phase 0 analysis, the EngWG, EnvWG and Academic Advisory Group meet to refine project 
features and develop boundaries for the project and extended boundaries for estimating land loss. 

The sponsoring agencies coordinate site visits for each project to observe the conditions in the project 
area. There will be no site visits conducted for demonstration projects. The sponsoring agencies develop 
draft WVAs and prepare Phase 1 engineering and design cost estimates and Phase 2 construction cost 
estimates, using formats approved by the applicable work group. Demonstration project candidates will 
be evaluated as outlined in Appendix E of the SOP. 

The EngWG reviews and approves Phase 1 and 2 cost estimates, the EcoWG reviews cost estimates and 
develops annualized (fully funded) costs, and the EnvWG reviews and approves all draft WVAs. 

The Corps of Engineers staff prepares an information package for Technical Committee review and 
public distribution consisting of: 

1) Updated project factsheets; 
2) A matrix that lists projects, fully funded cost, average annual cost, WVA results in net acres and 

Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs), and cost effectiveness (average annual cost/AAHU); 
3) A qualitative discussion of supporting partnerships and public support. 

 
Selection of the PPL 
The selection of the PPL will occur at the winter Technical Committee and Task Force meetings. The 
Technical Committee meets and considers matrix, project factsheets, and public comments, then 
recommends up to 4 projects and up to one demonstration project for selection to the PPL. The Task 
Force will review the Technical Committee recommendations and determine which projects will receive 
Phase 1 (design) funding for the PPL. 

Once a project completes Phase I, Phase II (construction) funding must be requested from the Task 
Force and much of the evaluation is updated using additional information gained since original analysis. 
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) 

PPL 30 Schedule 

Region IV Planning Team Meeting 

Region III Planning Team Meeting   

February 4, 2020 

February 5, 2020 

February 6, 2020 Regions I and II Planning Team Meetings 

February 20, 2020 Coastwide RPT Electronic Vote 

March/April 2020 Agencies prepare factsheets for RPT-nominated projects 

March/April 2020 Engineering/Environmental Work Groups review project features, benefits, & 
prepare preliminary cost estimates for nominated projects 

April 2020 

April 2, 2020 

May/June 2020 

May 6, 2020 

July/August/ 
September 2020 

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

Spring Technical Committee Meeting, select PPL 30 candidate projects 

Candidate project site visits 

Spring Task Force Meeting 

Eng/Eng/Econ Work Group project evaluations 

September 3, 2020 Fall Technical Committee Meeting, O&M and Monitoring funding 
recommendations 

October 29, 2020 

October 2020 

Fall Task Force Meeting, O&M and Monitoring approvals 

Economic, Engineering, and Environmental analyses completed for PPL 30 
candidates 

December 3, 2020 Winter Technical Committee Meeting, recommend PPL 30 and Phase I and II 
approvals 

January 2021 Winter Task Force Meeting, select PPL 30 and approve Phase II requests 

*DATES SUBJECT TO CHANGE*

Visit www.lacoast.gov/calendar for up-to-date information regarding meetings dates, times, & locations. 
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PPL30 Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic Restoration 
 

 
Project Location: 
Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, St. Bernard Parish 
 
Problem: 
St. Bernard Parish may experience some of the highest rates of wetland loss over the next 50 
years of any coastal parish and with no further action, it could lose an additional 237 sq. miles 
(72% of the parish land area; 2017 Master Plan Appx A).  Locations outside the levees could 
experience increased storm surge flood risk. This project area has experienced wetland loss due 
to a variety of factors including subsidence, saltwater intrusion, and storm damage. Hurricane 
Katrina devastated the area resulting in substantial marsh loss which has exposed infrastructure 
to open water conditions. Most recently, the area experienced impacts due to Tropical Storm 
Barry in 2019. Canals in the area have increased the effects of saltwater pulses in the fall which 
subsequently cause the vegetation to die off and decay to the W and N of the canals (identified in 
red on the map). 
 
Goals: 
The project goal is to create and nourish approximately 484 acres of marsh east of the Reggio 
community, and plug 2 canals to help counteract saltwater intrusion to the north and west of 
Reggio. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
Create 291 acres and nourish 193 acres of wetlands with sediment hydraulically dredged from a 
borrow source in Lake Lery. Temporary containment dikes will be constructed and gapped 
within three years of construction to allow greater tidal exchange and estuarine organism access. 
In addition, two canals are proposed to be plugged to counteract saltwater intrusion. Restoration 
in this area would build the area’s defenses against hurricanes and flooding. 
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 283 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $33,638,138. 

 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Sharon L. Osowski, Ph.D.; EPA; (214) 665-7506; Osowski.sharon@epa.gov 
Brad Crawford, P.E., EPA; (214) 665-7255; Crawford.brad@epa.gov 

mailto:Crawford.brad@epa.gov
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PPL30 Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 
 

 
Project Location: 
Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, Plaquemines Parish, west of Delacroix, Louisiana 
 
Problem: 
Historically this area was nourished by the fresh water, sediment and nutrients delivered by the 
Mississippi River.  Following the creation of levees along the lower river, these inputs largely 
ceased.  In 1991, the Caernarvon Freshwater Diversion became operational with capabilities to 
divert up to 8,000 cubic feet/sec.  As a result, marshes in the area have fluctuated between 
fresh/intermediate and brackish/saline habitat types over time.   
 
The major cause of wetland loss for this area has been attributed to storm activity (i.e. Hurricanes 
Betsy and Katrina), causing both storm-induced scour and salt water intrusion.  Altered 
hydrology and oil/gas development have exacerbated storm-related loss. Subsidence, high in this 
area, ranges from 2.1-3.5 ft./century.  Natural lakes and bays continue to increase in size due to 
coalescence with marsh lost to water and increased wave fetch. The 1984 to 2019 USGS loss rate 
is -0.96%/yr. for the extended boundary area. 
 
Goals: 
The primary goals of this project are to restore degraded wetland habitat and provide increased 
protection from storm surge and flooding. Specific objectives are to 1) create 467 acres of 
emergent marsh, 2) nourish 216 acres of emergent marsh.  
 
Service goals include restoration/protection of habitat for threatened and endangered species and 
other at-risk species.  This project would restore habitat potentially utilized by the black rail, 
which is proposed for listing as a threatened species.  The project could also benefit other species 
of concern including the osprey, mottled duck, saltmarsh topminnow, and seaside sparrow. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
This project would create/nourish 683 acres of marsh using material hydraulically dredged from 
Grand Lake with an initial target fill elevation of +1.04 feet (NAVD88). Constructed earthen 
containment dikes would be gapped as needed by year 3 to provide tidal exchange after fill 
materials settle and consolidate. The proposed project features will help maintain the marshes 
west of Grand Lake and stop the coalescing of Grand Lake and Spanish Lake. The proposed 
project would be synergistic with the 2017 Master Plan’s East Bank Land Bridge Marsh Creation 
projects of which three projects are in the Engineering and Design phase.  
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 442 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $41,960,392. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Robert Dubois; FWS; (337) 291-3127; robert_dubois@fws.gov 
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PPL30 Phoenix Marsh Creation – West Increment 

 
 

Project Location: 
Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, Plaquemines Parish  
 
Problem: 
Within the project vicinity, marsh loss has occurred as the result of oil/gas canals, subsidence, 
and a lack of sediment deposition.  The USGS land change rate (1984 to 2019) is -0.65% per 
year.  Subsidence rates in this area range from 1.44 to 2.13 feet per century (Reed and Yuill 
2017).  Hurricane Katrina caused the majority of wetland loss in the project area.  Wind erosion 
and saltwater intrusion have resulted in loss of marsh vegetation and wetland soils, and altered 
hydrology and oil/gas development have exacerbated this loss. 
 
Goals: 
The primary goal of the project is to restore marsh habitat in the open water areas between River 
aux Chênes and Bayou Garelle through the placement of dredged material via hydraulic 
dredging.  The project would create continuity with the Phoenix Marsh Creation–East Increment 
Project (BS-42) and would work synergistically with the Breton Landbridge Marsh Creation 
(West) Project (BS-38).  Both projects are located to the east and along the alignment of the 
Breton Sound Basin Landbridge.  The specific goal is to hydraulically dredge riverine sediments 
from the Mississippi River and pump the sediments via pipeline to create 323 acres of marsh and 
nourish an additional 88 acres of marsh. 
 
Service goals include restoration/protection of habitat for threatened and endangered species and 
other at-risk species.  This project would restore habitat potentially utilized by the black rail, 
which is proposed for listing as a threatened species.  The project could also benefit other species 
of concern including the saltmarsh topminnow and seaside sparrow. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
Sediment will be hydraulically dredged from the Mississippi River and pumped via pipeline to 
create 323 acres of marsh and nourish an additional 88 acres of marsh.  The target construction 
elevation is +2.0 feet NAVD88 which, after dewatering and consolidation of dredged sediments, 
should produce elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh.  Full perimeter 
containment is proposed.  During Phase 1, opportunities to use existing marsh as containment 
would be investigated. Containment dikes will be gapped at the end of construction or by TY3.   
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 307 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $43,675,107. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Kevin Roy, USFWS, kevin_roy@fws.gov, 337-291-3120 
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PPL30 Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration – Increment 2 
 
 

Project Location: 
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Plaquemines Parish, Western Bank of Grand Bayou  
 
Problem: 
Within the Lake Hermitage basin, between Bayou Grande Cheniere and the Mississippi River, 
significant marsh loss has occurred with the construction of oil/gas canals, subsidence, and 
sediment deprivation.  From examination of aerial photography, the majority of this loss 
occurred during the 1960s and 1970s when numerous oil/gas canals were dredged in the area.  
Based on the hyper-temporal analysis conducted by USGS for the extended project boundary, the 
land loss rate in the project area is -0.43% per year for the period 1984 to 2018. 
 
Goals: 
The primary goals of this project are; 1) restore marsh habitat in the open water areas via marsh 
creation and 2) restore forested ridge habitat along Grand Bayou.  Specific goals are: 1) Create 
approximately 386 acres (306 acres of creation; 80 acres of nourishment) of marsh with dredged 
material from the Mississippi River; and 2) Create 6,900 linear feet (9 acres) of forested ridge 
habitat. 
 
Service goals include restoration/protection of habitat for threatened and endangered species and 
other at-risk species.  This project would restore habitat potentially utilized by the black rail, 
which is proposed for listing as a threatened species.  The project could also benefit other species 
of concern including the saltmarsh topminnow, seaside sparrow, and neotropical migrants. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
Sediments from the Mississippi River will be hydraulically dredged and pumped via pipeline to 
create/nourish approximately 386 acres of marsh.  The proposed design is to place the dredged 
material to a fill height of +2.0ft NAVD88.  Dewatering and compaction of dredged sediments 
should produce elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh and within the 
intertidal range.  Containment dikes will be gapped at the end of construction. 
 
Approximately 6,900 linear feet (9 acres) of forested ridge will be created along the western 
bank of Grand Bayou using material from the bayou.  The ridge will be constructed to a crown 
elevation of +4.0 feet NAVD88, 25 feet wide, and will be planted on the crown and slopes. 
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 301 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $43,545,418. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Kevin Roy, USFWS, kevin_roy@fws.gov, 337-291-3120 
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PPL30 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 
 

 
Project Location: 
Region 3, Terrebonne Basin, Terrebonne Parish 
 
Problem: 
High saline waters from Lake Mechant have directly contributed to the loss and/or conversion of 
much of the historically intermediate marshes to low salinity brackish marshes north of Lake 
Mechant.  Subsidence, canal dredging and storm damage have also contributed significantly to 
the loss of marsh in the area.  The zone of intermediate marsh (transition zone between fresh and 
brackish marshes) is located just north of Lake Mechant.  High salinity water entering Bay 
Raccourci via Bayou Raccourci/Lake Mechant effectively short circuits the TE-44 project and 
flows unimpeded into lower salinity marshes surrounding Bay Raccourci and eventually entering 
Bayou Decade. The project area loss rate was calculated by USGS to be -0.21% /yr. between 
years 1984 to 2019. 
 
Goals: 
The primary goals of this project are to slow the movement of saline water north from Lake 
Mechant thought Bay Raccourci into Bayou Decade. Specific objectives are to 1) create 241 
acres of emergent marsh, 2) nourish 49 acres of emergent marsh, and 3) plant Bay Raccourci 
shoreline with appropriate intermediate marsh species. 
 
Service goals include restoration/protection of habitat for threatened and endangered species and 
other at-risk species. This project would restore habitat potentially utilized by the black rail, 
which is proposed for listing as a threatened species. The project could also benefit other species 
of concern including the saltmarsh topminnow and seaside sparrow 
 
Proposed Solution: 
This project would create/nourish 290 acres of marsh along the eastern shoreline of Bay 
Raccourci with material hydraulically dredged from Lake Mechant. The initial target fill 
elevation is +1.17 feet (NAVD88). Constructed containment dikes would be gapped as needed 
by year 3 to provide tidal exchange after fill materials settle and consolidate. Vegetative 
plantings along Bay Raccourci shoreline will be included. The proposed project features will 
help maintain marshes adjacent to Bay Raccourci and Bayou Decade. The proposed project 
would be synergistic with the following projects: TE-44, TE-34, TE-39, TE-72, and the recently 
funded Bayou Raccourci Marsh Creation and Ridge Restoration Project (TE-156).  
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 237 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $29,481,022. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Robert Dubois, FWS; (337) 291-3127; robert_dubois@fws.gov 

mailto:robert_dubois@fws.gov
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PPL30 WEST BRANCH MARSH CREATION on MARSH ISLAND, LA 

 
 
Project Location: 
Region 4, Teche-Vermilion Basin, Marsh Island in Iberia Parish, LA 
 
Problem: 
Earliest reports of deteriorating marsh at the project area describe the geology and human 
alterations of Marsh Island. Orton (1959) describes how the construction of Dynamite Ditch 
(linked to the east branch of Oyster bayou) prior to 1932 may have led to the increased salinity 
along the western branch of Oyster bayou. The construction of Dynamite Ditch appears to have 
initiated 90 years of multiple recorded stresses on the marsh, including marsh fires, muskrats, 
nutria. 
 
None of these stresses, however, are comparable to the marsh losses of the 2000’s. The vast 
majority of land loss in this area primarily occurred after 2002. The conversion to open water is 
visible in March 2004 (google earth), and rapidly declines concurrent with the significant 
hurricanes of 2005 and 2008.   
 
Goals: 
The project goals include: recreating the continuous band of marsh that once existed in the West 
Branch Oyster Bayou area on Marsh Island, restoring intertidal marsh habitat between Oyster 
Lake and East Branch Oyster Bayou.  The project should be designed and constructed to 
maximize wetland benefits throughout the twenty year project life.  
 
Proposed Solution: 
The proposed solution is create and/or nourish approximately 566 acres (392 acres created and 
174 acres nourished).  The project is conceptualized to be constructed in two separate fill cells.  
The western most cell (285 acres total) is proposed in its entirety as a fill cell.  The eastern most 
cell is an area in which approximately half of total investigated area (half of 566 acres = 283 
acres) will be selected for marsh creation.    Sediment would be hydraulically dredged from a 
Gulf of Mexico borrow areas into these shallow marsh creation areas. Containment dikes would 
be constructed around the marsh creation area to retain material on-site during pumping. Tidal 
creeks and ponds may be incorporated into the design process, where applicable. Containment 
dikes would be degraded to the current platform elevation and gapped to improve hydrologic 
connectivity.  Creation areas may be planted with native vegetation if necessary. 
 
Project Benefits: 
The project would result in 379 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Cost: 
The fully funded cost is $44,669,497. 
 
Preparer(s) of Fact Sheet:   
Jennifer Smith; NOAA Fisheries Service, 225-954-6654, Jennifer.Smith@noaa.gov 
Jason Kroll; NOAA Fisheries Service, 225-335-9659, Jason.Kroll@noaa.gov  

mailto:Jason.Kroll@noaa.gov
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PPL30 North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 
 

 
Project Location: 
Region 3, Teche-Vermilion, Vermilion Parish 
 
Problem: 
Project area wetlands are undergoing loss at -0.62%/year based on 1985 to 2019 USGS data. 
Marshes in this area are subject to losses from subsidence/sediment deficit, seasonal saltwater 
intrusion, shoreline erosion, and altered hydrology from levees and increased connectivity with 
Freshwater Bayou Canal.  Interior marshes are fragmenting with erosion and submergence. The 
result is plant stress reducing marsh productivity.  Disturbances to the landscape from hurricanes 
and herbivory have resulted in the breakup and export of interior marsh.  Erosion is leading to 
higher water turbidity within the interior ponds, increased pond width and depth, and decreasing 
coverage of submerged aquatic vegetation.  These areas will not recover if unaided.  If left to 
deteriorate, the project vicinity could eventually open into Freshwater Bayou risking conversion 
of larger interior marsh areas to open water. 
 
Goals: 
The project goal is to create and nourish approximately 239 acres of marsh, protect 5,952 feet of 
shoreline, and construct approximately 16,100 linear feet of terraces (~12 emergent acres). 
 
Proposed Solution: 
The project would create 187 acres and nourish 52 acres of intermediate marsh using confined 
disposal of sediment mined from the Gulf of Mexico.  Containment dikes would be gapped 
partially prior to demobilization to allow dewatering and gapped further no later than year three 
to establish tidal connection.  The borrow area would be designed to avoid adverse impacts to the 
Gulf shoreline and sited to not mine the same area as ME-31.  In addition to marsh creation, 
approximately 5,952 linear feet of foreshore rock dike would be constructed in three segments 
along Freshwater Bayou Canal to protect the channel bankline habitat from erosion.  The dike 
segments tie into existing spoil banks to maintain access to existing oil and gas canals and slips.  
Additionally, three gaps in the rock are included to maintain tidal exchange and fish access.  The 
gaps are protected by an offset section of rock.  Tidal exchange points along internal canals may 
be evaluated as alternatives if the project is authorized for engineering and design.  The rock dike 
would be constructed similarly to the recent CIAP project on the west side of the channel.  Also, 
16,100 linear feet of terraces would be constructed.  The terrace slopes and crown would be 
planted with appropriate marsh vegetation.  
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 219 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $52,811,098. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Patrick Williams; NOAA Fisheries; (225) 329-9268 
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PPL30 Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation and Terraces 
 

 
Project Location: 
Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish, south of Highway 82 and southeast of Pecan 
Island 
 
Problem: 
Highway 82 separates the Lakes Subbasin to the north from the marshes to the south.  Low 
elevations between cheniers historically allowed drainage from the Lakes Subbasin south into the 
Chenier Subbasin.  Virtually all of the project area marshes have become isolated from the 
movement of freshwater from the upper basin and therefore experienced increased tidal 
exchange, saltwater intrusion, and reduced freshwater retention.  Recent hurricanes have 
impacted the area and scour has resulted in large open water areas to form that continue to erode 
from within.  Loss rates are estimated at -0.54%/year.  Consequently, these marshes are highly 
deteriorated and considered a priority for restoration in the state’s Master Plan.   
 
Goals: 
The goals of this project are to create and nourish marsh from material dredged from the Gulf of 
Mexico and create several terrace fields to help stabilize the project area.   
 
Proposed Solution: 
The project would construct approximately 399 acres of marsh and 17,850 linear feet (10.4 
acres) of terraces in the most degraded location of the project area.  Material will be borrowed 
from the Gulf.  The project site will be fully contained but existing berms will be used as much 
as possible to maintain much of the marsh creation.  Because the project area is mostly classified 
as intermediate marsh, the marsh creation will not be planted, but the terraces will be planted 
with smooth cordgrass on the toe and seashore paspalum on the crown. 
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 357 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $38,953,329. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Ron Boustany, NRCS, (337) 291-3067, ron.boustany@usda.gov 
Eric Whitney, NRCS, (337) 291-3069, eric.whitney@usda.gov 

mailto:ron.boustany@usda.gov
mailto:eric.whitney@usda.gov
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PPL30 Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection Project

Project Location: 
Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish 

Problem: 
The Rockefeller State Wildlife Refuge in Cameron and Vermilion Parishes, Louisiana, is 
currently experiencing erosion rates in excess of 40 feet (ft) per year along the Gulf of Mexico 
shoreline.  Recent estimates indicate erosion of the Refuge’s shoreline are as high as 48 ft per 
year in the project area, which is equivalent to approximately 13.4 acres (ac) of shoreline 
wetlands lost per year in the area proposed to be protected by the project.  Left to face this 
erosion without any protection, the Refuge’s shoreline will continue to retreat landward leaving 
less marsh complex, which could have substantial impacts on the Refuge and surrounding areas.  
Without stabilizing the Refuge coast, the shoreline of the Flat Lake headlands may retreat over 
1,000 ft within a 20-year timespan.  The erosion of the Flat Lake headlands at this rate is 
equivalent to 268 ac of Louisiana’s coastal shoreline wetlands lost to erosion in the project area, 
without action. 

Goals: 
The primary restoration goal of the project is to design and construct a 2.53-mile-long foreshore 
breakwater structure with flared gaps that will reduce beach and saline marsh loss along the Gulf 
of Mexico shoreline of the Rockefeller Refuge.  The project design is similar to the Rockefeller 
Refuge Gulf Shoreline Stabilization Project (ME-18), and would offer protection for the western 
and eastern headlands of Flat Lake, spanning from East Little Constance Bayou on the west to 
Rollover Bayou on the east. 

Proposed Solution: 
This project would protect 268 acres of saline marsh and open water habitat by slowing erosion 
of the Gulf of Mexico shoreline.  A breakwater utilizing a light-weight aggregate core (LWAC) 
would be constructed approximately 150 ft offshore along the -3.0 ft (NAVD88) contour, and 
generally follow the shape of the shoreline, with flared gaps every 1,500 ft.  The western LWAC 
breakwater (1.25 miles/6,612 linear ft) would extend from the inner mouth of East Little 
Constance Bayou to the western opening to Flat Lake, while the eastern LWAC breakwater (1.28 
miles/6,754 linear ft) would continue from the eastern opening of Flat Lake to the inner mouth of 
Rollover Bayou.   

Project Benefits:   
The project would result in the conservation/preservation of 225 acres of saline marsh over the 
20-year project life.

Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $48,142,988. 

Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Brandon Howard; NOAA; (225) 380-0050; Brandon.Howard@noaa.gov 
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PPL30 East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 
 

 
Project Location: 
Region 4, Calcasieu-Sabine Basin, Cameron Parish, Cameron Prairie NWR  
 
Problem: 
Historically this area was dominated by saw grass marsh.  Loss of the historical saw grass marsh 
can be attributed to saltwater intrusion from the Calcasieu Ship Channel in the 1950s. Hurricane 
Audrey (1957) exacerbated the impacts to the dying saw grass system. A combination of human-
induced hydrologic changes and severe storm events has resulted in virtually all of the habitat 
changes and land losses in the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin. The Cameron-Creole Watershed Project 
(CCWP) was implemented by the NRCS in 1989 to reduce saltwater intrusion and stimulate 
restoration through revegetation.  Land loss is estimated to be -0.06 %/yr. based on USGS data 
from 1984 to 2019.  Comparatively, USGS - LA Land Change Trends data from 1985-2016, 
estimates land change for the Calcasieu–Sabine Basin, Lambert Lake Unit at -1.67 %/yr. 
 
Goals: 
The primary goals of this project are to restore degraded wetland habitat and provide increased 
protection from storm surge and flooding. Specific objectives: 1) create 435 acres of emergent 
marsh, 2) nourish 101 acres of emergent marsh, and 3) create 16 acres (25,000 LF) of terraces. 
 
Restoring marsh in the Cameron-Creole Watershed is a strategy identified by the FWS’ Vision 
for a Healthy Gulf of Mexico Watershed, and would benefit trust resources such as migratory 
waterfowl, shorebirds, and wading birds.  Additionally, restoring these marshes may be 
beneficial to at-risk species such as the black rail, seaside sparrow, and salt-marsh topminnow. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
This project would create 435 acres of marsh, nourish 101 acres of existing fragmented marsh, 
and create 16 acres of terraces (25,000 LF) in Cameron Prairie National Wildlife Refuge. The 
initial target fill elevation is +1.00 feet (NAVD88). Constructed containment dikes would be 
gapped as needed by year 3 to provide tidal exchange after fill materials settle and consolidate. 
Terraces would be planted with appropriate marsh species. Adjacent bayous would be dredged 
with a spray dredge nourishing 101 acres of marsh 100 ft. inland of the bayous.  In addition, 
dredging the bayous would increase the storage capacity of those bayous and help reestablish the 
natural tidal ingress and egress of the watershed. The proposed project would be synergistic with 
the following projects: CS-04a, CS-17, CS-49, CS-54, and CS-78.   
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in 440 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Project Costs: 
The total fully-funded cost is $33,932,460. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Robert Dubois, FWS; (337) 291-3127; robert_dubois@fws.gov 

mailto:robert_dubois@fws.gov


29



 

PPL30 Candidate Project Evaluation Matrix 
 
 

10/19/2020 

 
 
 

Project Name 

 
 
Region 

 
 

Parish 

 
Project 
Area 

(acres) 

Average 
Annual 
Habitat 
Units 

(AAHU) 

 
Net 

Acres 

 
Total Fully 

Funded 
Cost 

Fully- 
Funded 
Phase I 

Cost 

Fully-Funded 
Phase II 
Cost incl 

O&M 

Average 
Annual 
Cost 

(AAC) 

 
Cost 

Effectiveness 
(AAC/AAHU) 

 
Cost  

Effectiveness 
(Cost/Net Acre) 

Reggio Marsh Creation and Hydrologic 
Restoration 2 St Bernard 484 161 283 $33,638,138 $3,648,496 $29,989,642 $2,031,530 $12,618 $118,863 

Spanish Lake-Grand Lake Marsh Creation 2 Plaquemines 683 185 442 $41,960,392 $4,069,330 $37,891,062 $2,560,940 $13,843 $94,933 

Phoenix Marsh Creation - West Increment 2 Plaquemines 411 114 307 $43,675,107 $3,432,337 $40,242,770 $2,625,670 $23,032 $142,264 

Grand Bayou Ridge and Marsh Restoration 
- Increment 2 2 Plaquemines 395 167 301 $43,545,418 $3,617,962 $39,927,456 $2,620,097 $15,689 $144,669 

Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation - Increment 
2 3 Terrebonne 290 79 237 $29,481,022 $2,962,500 $26,518,522 $1,777,615 $22,501 $124,392 

West Branch Marsh Creation Project on 
Marsh Island 3 Iberia 566 212 379 $44,669,497 $4,200,199 $40,469,298 $2,705,264 $12,761 $117,861 

North Marsh Restoration (North Increment) 3 Vermilion 541 106 219 $52,811,098 $4,451,129 $48,359,969 $3,047,004 $28,745 $241,147 

Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation 
and Terraces 4 Vermilion 654 176 357 $38,953,329 $3,785,381 $35,167,948 $2,359,682 $13,407 $109,113 

Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline Protection 4 Vermilion 352 73 225 $48,142,988 $2,194,694 $45,948,294 $2,908,718 $39,845 $213,969 

East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing 4 Cameron 906 168 440 $33,932,460 $3,258,945 $30,673,515 $2,047,059 $12,185 $77,119 
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act 
Technical Committee Meeting Announcement 

Date: 
Time: 

December 3, 2020 
9:30 a.m. 

Technical Committee Meeting 

The evaluation results will be presented for all the PPL 30 
Location: Virtual - WebEx 

https://usace1.webex.com/meet/alice.p.kerl 
Meeting Number: 199 743 4008 
USA Toll-Free: 844-800-2712 
Access Code: 199 743 4008 
Security Code: 1234

candidate projects. The public is invited to attend and provide 
comments on the candidate projects. The Technical Committee 
will vote & recommend projects for PPL 30 selection. The 
Technical Committee will also consider requests for construction 
(Phase II) approvals. 

Written comments may be provided no later than November 
20, 2020 to the CWPPRA Task Force by mail or email to: 

Colonel Stephen F. Murphy 
District Engineer, New Orleans 

c/o: Sarah C. Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 

Email:       
Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil 
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Letters of Support 
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Phase II Project Funding: 

The Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (BA-194) project is 
located in Jefferson and Plaquemines Parishes The proposed project would create approximately 
251 acres and nourish approximately 266 acres of marsh using sediment dredged from Barataria 
Bay. 

Historically, the Barataria Basin has experienced some of the highest erosion rates in Louisiana. 
These loses increased in the wake of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005 and have been 
exacerbated by each subsequent tropical sto1m and hunicane event. This project will strengthen 
the fragile bay rim, providing some protection to the interior marshes and may provide indirect 
benefits to completed CWPPRA projects constructed in the n01them vicinity of this project 
footprint. The implementation of this project would also complement project efforts in the basin 
currently funded by other programs. 

The East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-195), located in Lafourche Parish, will create 
approximately 205 acres of marsh to the East of the Bayou Lafourche ridge, near the fishing 
community of Leeville. Since the project was first proposed as a candidate, it has received broad 
suppo1t from the Leeville community, as well as from landowners and other stakeholders, 
including Lafourche Parish Government, the South Lafourche Levee and Conservation District, 
the Greater Lafourche Port Commission and the Wisner Donation Land Trust. The Ducks 
Unlimited/ConocoPhillips project team is happy to join our many partners in supp01t of this 
project. 

Both of these Phase II candidate projects are consistent with the State's Coastal Master Plan. 

The cooperative effo1ts of the many agencies and individual parties involved in the protection 
and restoration of Louisiana's coastal wetlands are truly appreciated by community residents, 
coastal activists and stakeholders. In keeping with that spirit, I respectfully request your support 
for these projects. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie R. Suazo 
Coastal Restoration Coordinator 
Ducks Unlimited, Inc. 
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Colonel Stephen F. Murphy 

District Engineer, New Orleans District  

c/o: Sarah Bradley  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  

7400 Leake Avenue New Orleans, Louisiana 7011 

Dear Colonel Murphy, 

Evaluation results for the PPL 30 candidate projects will be presented at the 

December 3, 2020 CWPPRA Technical Committee meeting. At this meeting, the 

Technical Committee will vote and recommend projects for PPL 30 selection.  Three 

projects within the Chenier Plain Authority will be considered for this selection and 

Phase 1 E&D funding.   The projects are; Southeast Pecan Island Marsh Creation, 

East Prong Marsh Creation and Terracing, and Flat Lake Gulf Shoreline 

Protection. 

The recent storms of 2020 devastated Southwest Louisiana and these projects are 

needed more than ever to restore and preserve the marshes of Southwest LA. 

On December 3,2020 the Technical Committee will vote and recommend projects for 

Phase 1 funding.   The Chenier Plain Authority strongly encourages the approval of 

these projects for Phase 1 funding. 

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to your favorable approval 

of these much needed projects.   Should you need additional information please 

contact our offices.     

Sincerely, 

Ralph Libersat,  

President Chenier Plain Coastal Protection & Restoration Authority 

http://www.cpcrpa.org/
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November 19, 2020 

Sarah C. Bradley 
Senior Project and Program Manager 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 

Re: CWPPRA Project Priority List 30 Selection – Letter of Support 

To Members of CWPPRA Technical Committee and Task Force: 

On behalf of the Cameron Parish Police Jury, the Police Jury respectfully requests 
support for Phase 1 Engineering and Design funding needed for the East Prong Marsh 
Creation and Terracing Project by the Coastal Wetland Planning, Protection and 
Restoration Act Task Force. Over many years, the impacts of this area have seen a 
combination of challenges from hydrologic changes and severe storm events. The  
marshes of the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin need restoration efforts more than ever.  

The selection of this project would not only restore and preserve the marshes but re-
establish channel depths to benefit fish and wildlife resources.  The specific goals of this 
marsh creation project aim to restore and nourish brackish marsh to elevations that are 
sustainable. Restoring these marshes in the Cameron-Creole Watershed is of great 
importance to the community of Cameron and to the region of Southwest Louisiana. 

Your support and selection of this project is highly encouraged and greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Kara Bonsall, Coastal Zone Administrator 
CAMERON PARISH POLICE JURY    

MAGNUS MCGEE 
President 

SCOTT TRAHAN 
Vice President 

KATIE ARMENTOR 
Administrator 

Darrell Williams 
Asst. Administrator 

MARY CARROLL 
Secretary 

KAYLA JOHNSON 
Treasurer 

District 1 
Magnus McGee 

District 2 
CURTIS FOUNTAIN 

District 3 
Kirk Quinn 

District 4 
THOMAS MCDANIEL 

District 5 
Scott Trahan 

District 6 
Joe Dupont 

District 7 
MCKINLEY GUIDRY 

District 8 
Lawrence  faulk, jr. 

P.O. Box 1280 
Cameron, LA 70631 

(337) 775-5718 
(337) 775-5567 Fax

www.CAMERONPJ.ORG  
 

http://www.parishofcameron.net/
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ConocoPhillips 

November 17, 2020 

ATTN: Sarah Bradley 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 

7400 Leake Avenue 

New Orleans, LA 70118 

Ashley Golmon 

CW Regulatory Specialist 

Coastal Wetlands 

P. 0. Box 7097

Houma, LA 70361-7097 

Phone (985)853-3001 

Re: Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act (CWPPRA} Technical Committee Meeting 

Phase I Projects - Landowner Support 

PPL30 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II 

Terrebonne Basin - Terrebonne Parish, LA 

Dear Ms. Bradley, 

As you are aware, the Technical Committee of the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration 

Act program will be meeting on December 3, 2020 to recommend up to 4 candidate projects for Phase I, 

(engineering and design) funding, as well as to consider recommendations for Phase II (construction) funding. 

Please accept these comments as landowner support of the following projects and consider them when 

making your recommendations to the Task Force. 

PHASE I Project: 

PPL30 Bay Raccourci Marsh Creation Increment II, sponsored by the Fish and Wildlife Services, located in 

the Terrebonne Basin, in Terrebonne Parish, is a priority project for The Louisiana Land and Exploration 

Company LLC (LL&E), a wholly owned subsidiary of ConocoPhillips Company, the primary landowner in which 

the above referenced project is proposed. LL&E supports this project. 

Please contact me with any questions. Thank you. 

Regards, 

-'VV�Vv-'"""-G� 
Iman 









COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

REQUEST FOR PHASE II AUTHORIZATION AND APPROVAL OF PHASE II 
INCREMENT 1 FUNDING 

 
For Report/Decision: 
 

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

Agency Project 
No. PPL Project Name 

Phase II, 
Increment 1 

Request 

Fully-
Funded 
Phase 1 

Cost 

Fully-
Funded 
Phase II 
Cost incl 

O&M 

Total Fully 
Funded Cost 

Est. 

Net 
Benefit 
Acres 

Total Cost 
per Acre 

NRCS PO-133 21 Labranche Central Marsh 
Creation $27,087,711 $3,885,298 $28,120,843 $32,006,141 668 $47,913 

NRCS PO-178 26 
Bayou La Loutre Ridge 
Restoration and Marsh 
Creation 

$21,354,359 $3,236,953 $23,307,269 $26,544,222 203 $130,760 

FWS BS-32 27 
Mid Breton Landbridge 
Marsh Creation and 
Terracing 

$32,394,218 $3,715,462 $33,643,497 $37,358,959 411 $90,898 

NRCS BA-195 25 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment $25,707,824 $2,693,708 $26,810,030 $29,503,738 226 $130,548 

NMFS BA-194 25 
East Leeville Marsh 
Creation and 
Nourishement 

$33,500,717 $4,026,090 $36,193,712 $40,219,802 205 $196,194 

NRCS ME-31 19 Freshwater Bayou Marsh 
Creation $27,037,408 $2,425,997 $28,355,171 $30,781,168 283 $108,767 

NFMS CS-78 24 No Name Bayou Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment $26,442,734 $2,724,524 $27,868,443 $30,592,967 468 $65,370 

NMFS CS-79 25 Oyster Lake Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment $33,678,210 $3,608,939 $34,908,939 $38,517,732 250 $154,071 

  





3-Dec-20

PPL Project No. Project COE EPA FWS NMFS NRCS STATE
No. of Agency 

Votes

Sum of 
Weighted 

Score

21 PO-133 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 4 5 3 4 5 4 6 25

27 BS-32 Mid Breton Landbridge Marsh Creation and Terracing 5 2 5 3 1 5 16

19 ME-31 Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation 1 3 2 2 4 5 12

24 CS-78 No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment 4 5 1 3 4 13

26 PO-178 Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation 4 1 2 5 4 12

25 BA-195 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation and Nourishment 2 1 3 3 6

25 CS-79 Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment 1 2 2 3

25 BA-194 East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishement 3 1 3

No. of votes: 5 5 5 5 5 5
Sum of Votes: 15 15 15 15 15 15 30 90

  check 15 15 15 15 15 15 30 90

The following voting process will be used to rank all projects under consideration for construction approval/Phase II Authorization:

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

2. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 5 projects.  All votes must be used.

3. Weighted scores will be assigned the values of 5, 4 ,3, 2 and 1 with 5 being highest and 1 being the lowest ranking.

4. Projects are ranked first by the number of agency votes received (to determine level of agency consensus/support for individual projects, and then by "Sum" of the weighted score (on next page).

5. This ranking will be used by the Technical Committee as a "tool" to determine which projects will be recommended to the Task Force for funding, within available funds.

CWPPRA Technical Committee Ranking for Phase II Approval, Dec 2020





CWPPRA Technical Committee Ranking for Phase II Approval, Dec 2020 

No. of Agency 

PPL Project No. Project COE EPA FWS NMFS NRCS STATE Votes 

21 PO-133 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 5 0 

26 PO-178 Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation 4 0 

27 BS-32 Mid Breton Landbrid!le Marsh Creation and Terracin!I 2 0 

25 BA-195 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation and Nourishment 1 0 

25 BA-194 East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishement 0 

19 ME-31 Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation 3 0 

24 CS-78 No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment 0 

25 CS-79 Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment 0 

The following voting process will be used to rank all projects under consideration for construction approval/Phase II Authorization: 

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

2. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 5 projects. All votes must be used. 

3. Weighted scores will be assigned the values of 5, 4 ,3, 2 and 1 with 5 being highest and 1 being the lowest ranking. 

4. Projects are ranked first by the number of agency votes received (to determine level of agency consensus/support for individual projects, and then by "Sum" of the weighted score (on next page). 

5. This ranking will be used by the Technical Committee as a "tool'' to determine which projects will be recommended to the Task Force for funding, within available funds. 

Technical Committee Member Signature 

3 DEC 2020 

Date 

3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

Weighted 

Score 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



CWPPRA Technical Committee Ranking for Phase II Approval, Dec 2020 

No. of Agency 

PPL Project No. Project COE EPA FWS NMFS NRCS STATE Votes 

21 PO-133 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 3 0 

26 PO-178 Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation 1 0 

27 BS-32 Mid Breton Landbrid!le Marsh Creation and Terracin!I 5 0 

25 BA-195 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation and Nourishment 0 

25 BA-194 East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishement 0 

19 ME-31 Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation 2 0 

24 CS-78 No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment 4 0 

25 CS-79 Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment 0 

The following voting process will be used to rank all projects under consideration for construction approval/Phase II Authorization: 

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

2. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 5 projects. All votes must be used. 

3. Weighted scores will be assigned the values of 5, 4 ,3, 2 and 1 with 5 being highest and 1 being the lowest ranking. 

4. Projects are ranked first by the number of agency votes received (to determine level of agency consensus/support for individual projects, and then by "Sum" of the weighted score (on next page). 

5. This ranking will be used by the Technical Committee as a "tool'' to determine which projects will be recommended to the Task Force for funding, within available funds. 

Technical Committee Member Signature 

12-3-2020

Date 

3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

Weighted 

Score 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



CWPPRA Technical Committee Ranking for Phase II Approval, Dec 2020 

No. of Agency 

PPL Project No. Project COE EPA FWS NMFS NRCS STATE Votes 

21 PO-133 Labranche Central Marsh Creation 5 0 

26 PO-178 Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation 2 0 

27 BS-32 Mid Breton Landbrid!le Marsh Creation and Terracin!I 0 

25 BA-195 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation and Nourishment 3 0 

25 BA-194 East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishement 0 

19 ME-31 Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation 4 0 

24 CS-78 No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment 1 0 

25 CS-79 Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment 0 

The following voting process will be used to rank all projects under consideration for construction approval/Phase II Authorization: 

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

2. Each agency represented in the Technical Committee will cast weighted votes for 5 projects. All votes must be used. 

3. Weighted scores will be assigned the values of 5, 4 ,3, 2 and 1 with 5 being highest and 1 being the lowest ranking. 

4. Projects are ranked first by the number of agency votes received (to determine level of agency consensus/support for individual projects, and then by "Sum" of the weighted score (on next page). 

5. This ranking will be used by the Technical Committee as a "tool'' to determine which projects will be recommended to the Task Force for funding, within available funds. 

Technical Committee Member Signature 

12/3/20 

Date 

3-Dec-20 

Sum of 

Weighted 

Score 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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Project Name Region Parish
Project 
Area 

(acres)

Average 
Annual 
Habitat 
Units 

(AAHU)

Net 
Acres

Phase II, 
Increment 1  

Request*

Total Fully 
Funded Cost

Fully-
Funded 
Phase I 

Cost

Fully-Funded 
Phase II Cost 

incl O&M

Average 
Annual 
Cost 

(AAC)

Cost 
Effectiveness 
(AAC/AAHU)

Cost 
Effectiveness 

(Cost/Net Acre)

Labranche Central Marsh Creation 
(PO-133)

1 St Charles 747 257 668 $27,087,711 $32,006,141 $3,885,298 $28,120,843 $2,028,102 $7,891 $47,913

Bayou LaLoutre Ridge Restoration 
and Marsh Creation (PO-178)

1 St Bernard 460 109 203 $21,354,359 $26,544,222 $3,236,953 $23,307,269 $1,646,486 $15,105 $130,760

Mid Breton Landbridge Marsh 
Creation and Terracing (BS-32)

2 Plaquemines 823 146 411 $32,394,218 $37,358,959 $3,715,462 $33,643,497 $2,350,319 $16,098 $90,898

Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation 
and Nourishment (BA-195)

2
Jefferson and 
Plaquemines

426 141 226 $25,707,824 $29,503,738 $2,693,708 $26,810,030 $1,871,422 $13,272 $130,548

East Leeville Marsh Creation and 
Nourishement (BA-194)

2 Lafourche 275 115 205 $33,500,717 $40,219,802 $4,026,090 $36,193,712 $2,488,876 $21,642 $196,194

Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation 
(ME-31)

4 Vermilion 428 109 283 $27,037,408 $30,781,168 $2,425,997 $28,355,171 $1,935,985 $17,761 $108,767

No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and 
Nourishment (CS-78)

4 Cameron 539 209 468 $26,442,734 $30,592,967 $2,724,524 $27,868,443 $1,955,525 $9,357 $65,370

Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and 
Nourishment (CS-79)

4 Cameron 413 151 250 $33,678,210 $38,517,732 $3,608,939 $34,908,793 $2,436,101 $16,133 $154,071

* Phase II, Increment 1 Request  =  Phase II FF First Cost + first 3 yrs of State & Fed O&M, monitoring, S&A, admin, and inspection

Phase 2 Request Project Evaluation Matrix - December 2020
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Timeline

January 2012 - Approved for Phase I E&D Funding  
2018/2020 - Project Design
March 2019 – 30%
September 2020 – 95%
December 2020 Phase II Construction Funding Request

Miles

General Vicinity of  
LaBranche Central

St. Charles Parish, Louisiana
1951 Tobin Aerial Photography

0 1 2

K:\Projects\La\Monteleone\1951_Tobin_Overview.mxd
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Project Benefits

• 668 acres of created marsh
• 79 acres of

nourished remnant  
marsh

• Total Benefits: 668 acres  
(net)

Dec 2020

1

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION  
AND RESTORATION ACT (CWPPRA)

PHASE II FUNDING REQUEST
CABBAGE  
BUCKS  
DOUGH  
BREAD  
BENJAMINS

FULLY FUNDED TOTAL PROJECT COST $32,006,141
CURRENT FULLY FUNDED PHASE II REQUEST $28,120,843
CURRENT PHASE II INCREMENT I REQUEST $27,087,712
$47,913 per net acre
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DEC 2019

5

Why Fund PO-133?

• Creates the largest tract of contiguous, ecologically-critical
Lake Pontchartrain fringe marsh to help directly sustain one
of our largest and most important estuaries.

• Exponentially increases CWPPRA benefits, especially fish and
wildlife habitat quality of the LaBranche Wetlands due to its
proximity to PO-17 and PO-75. 38 species of fish

• Significantly reduces the vulnerability of the  
LaBranche wetlands and Interstate 10 to storm surge  
and wave fetch

• Location, Location, Location….restores fringe marsh of Lake
Pontchartrain, exponentially increases CWPPRA benefits,  
increases public visibility and support (funding) forCWPPRA.  
The LaBranche wetlands are recognized and used by all the  
different types of outdoor enthusiasts. For example, the  
Wetland Watchers Park is very popular and used as an  
outdoor classroom to teach our youth about wetland  
conservation and outdoor activities.

• Creates 668 net acres of emergent marsh and provides 256
• Average Annual Habitat Units

VALUE  ENGINEERING
• The Fully Funded Cost for PO-75 is      
$34,957,212 

• The  Fully Funded Cost for PO-133 is
$32,006,141

• The Combined Fully Funded Cost of PO-75/PO-
133 is    $58,309,142

• That results in a  savings of $8,654,211

• We have the opportunity to build 1312 acres 
of marsh for a  savings of $6596.00 per net acre. 
• That's roughly funding for another 194 acres of  
marsh!!!!!

Project Fully Funded Cost AAHU
Net 

acres cost per Ac
PO-75 $ 34,957,212 343 644 $ 54,281 
PO-133 $ 32,006,141 256 668 $ 47,913 
combined $ 58,309,142 599 1312 $ 44,443 
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Combining PO-75 and PO-133

Phase II Increment I request $19,379,219

Phase II Fully Funded Request $19,466,632

PO-133



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 

November 18, 2020 

Mr. Mark Wingate  
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 60267 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267 

RE:   Phase II Construction Funds Request for the LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-133) St 
Charles Parish, Louisiana 

Dear Mr. Wingate: 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) hereby request approval for Phase II construction authorization of the 
LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-133).  Phase I activities were authorized on Priority 
Project List 21st in January 2012, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation Task Force under the 
authority of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is 
submitted in accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP).    

Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II requests and approval pursuant to Appendix A 
of the SOP.  Should additional information be required for this project, please contact Michael Nichols 
on my staff at (337) 473-7690, or email mike.nichols@la.usda.gov. 

Respectfully, 

W. Britt Paul
Assistant State Conservationist/WR

Enclosures 

cc:   Brian Lezina, CPRA Technical Committee Member 
 Kevin Roy, USFWS Technical Committee Member 
 Patrick Williams, NMFS Technical Committee Member 
 Karen McCormick, EPA, Technical Committee Member 
W. Britt Paul, ASTC-WR NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA
Brad Inman, USACOE, P&E Subcommittee
Kaitlyn Carriere, USACOE Contractor
Quin Kinler, RC, NRCS, FOPSS, Denham Springs, LA
Jessica Diez, CPRA, Project Manager
Nick McCoy, Design Engineer, NRCS, FO, Lafayette, LA
John Jurgensen, SCE, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA
Sarah C. Bradley, USACOE, PMP, CFM

mailto:mike.nichols@la.usda.gov
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Enclosure 1 
Information Required in Phase II Authorization Request 

LaBranche Central Marsh Creation (PO-133) 

I. Description of Phase I Project
The LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-133) was approved on the 21st
CWPPRA Priority Project List. Phase I was authorized by the CWPPRA Task Force in
January 2012. The project is located in St Charles Parish just south of Lake
Pontchartrain, west of Kenner LA and south of Interstate 10.  The goal of the project is
to restore open water to emergent marsh and nourish adjacent marsh.

The proposed solution consisted of the creation of 762 acres of emergent wetlands and
the nourishment of 140 acres of existing marsh using dedicated dredging from Lake
Pontchartrain. The marsh creation area would have a target elevation the same as
average healthy marsh.

A summary of project costs and benefits at Phase 1 is provided below; the candidate
project fact sheet and map can be found in Attachment A.

Fully Funded Total Project Cost $42 million 

Net Acres at TY20 731 
Average Annual Habitat Units 338 

II. Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process, and Issues
Phase I activities included formation of project goals and objectives, pre‐design
investigations (i.e., bathymetric and topographic surveys and geotechnical sampling of
the project areas), data acquisition and analyses, development and evaluation of project
alternatives at the Preliminary Design (30%) level and completion of the Final Design
(95%) of the preferred alternative. A pilot project consisting of a partially-contained
cell and a fully-contained cell was constructed and monitored to supplement
geotechnical findings and results.   Other tasks included the development of the land
rights work plan, the preliminary ownership report, prepared application for
appropriate permits and regulatory clearances, consultations with the State Historic
Preservation Office, development of the Draft Environmental Assessment, and review
of updated costs and benefits by the Engineering and Environmental Workgroups.

2



November 18, 2020 

III. Description of the Phase II Candidate Project

The LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project will create 668 acres of emergent marsh
and nourish 79 acres of remnant marsh.  Approximately 3.5 million cubic yards of
material will be pumped from a borrow area in Lake Pontchartrain.  The borrow area is
located about ¼ mile from where Bonnet Carre Spillway empties into Lake
Pontchartrain.  About 34,000 linear feet of containment dike will be constructed around
the perimeter of the project to contain the fluid borrow material while pumping the
marsh platform to an elevation of 2.5 feet.

A summary of current project costs and benefits is provided below, and an updated 
project fact sheet and map can be found in Attachment B. 

Fully Funded Total Project Cost $  32,006,141 
Current Fully Funded Phase II Request  $  28,120,843 

 Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request   $   27,087,712 
  Net Acres at TY20 668 

Average Annual Habitat Units 256 
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IV. Checklist of Phase II Requirements
A. List of Project Goals and Strategies

The specific goals of the project are: 1) restore marsh that converted to shallow
open water providing natural functions including fish and wildlife habitat; 2)
provide protective wetland buffer to the railroad and I-10, the region’s primary
westward hurricane evacuation route and complement hurricane protection
measures in the area.

B. A Statement that the Cost Sharing Agreement between the Lead Agency
and the Local Sponsor has been executed for Phase I.
A Cost Share Agreement was executed between CPRA and NRCS for Phase I
activities on June 1, 2012.

C. Notification from the State or the Corps that land rights will be finalized in
a short period of time after Phase 2 approval.
CPRA provided assurance on land rights completion to NRCS on October 19,
2020, Attachment C.

D. A favorable Preliminary Design Review (30% Design Level). The
Preliminary Design shall include completion of surveys, borings,
geotechnical investigations, data analysis review, hydrologic data collection
and analysis, modeling (if necessary), and development of preliminary
designs.
A 30% design review meeting was held on March 14, 2019 and resulted in
favorable reviews of the project design with some modifications. CPRA and
NRCS agreed on the project design and agreed to proceed to the 95% design
level. CPRA’s Letter of Concurrence to proceed to final design is included in
Attachment D.

E. A favorable Final Design Review (95% Design Level)
The final design review meeting was held September 23, 2020. Representatives
from NRCS, NMFS, USFWS, EPA, and USACE participated in the meeting.
CPRA’s Letter of Concurrence to proceed to Phase II request is included in
Attachment E.

F. A draft of the Environmental Assessment of the Project, as required under the
National Environmental Policy Act, must be submitted two weeks before the
Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is requested.
NRCS submitted the Draft Environmental Assessment to the Technical Committee
for review on November 13, 2020.

4
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G. Application for and/or issuance of the public notices for permits.
Joint permit application materials have been completed (LDNR/CMD, USACE, 
and LDEQ) and will be submitted if approved for Phase II funding
(Attachment F).

H. A hazardous, toxic and radiological waste (HTRW) assessment, if required, 
has been prepared.
NRCS procedures do not call for an HTRW assessment on this project.

I. Section 303(e) approval from the Corps.
The letter requesting Section 303(e) approval was submitted to the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) on November 13, 2020.
(Attachment G).

J. Overgrazing determination from the NRCS.
NRCS has determined that overgrazing is not a problem in the project area
(Attachment H).

K. Revised fully funded cost estimate, reviewed and approved by the Engineering 
Work Group prior to fully funding by the Economic Work Group, based on the 
revised Project design and the specific Phase 2 funding request.
NRCS submitted the revised cost estimate to the Engineering Work Group in 
October 2020. A revised fully funded cost estimate was finalized by the 
Economic Workgroup in October 2020. The total fully funded cost is
$32,006,141.  The Phase II funding request is provided as (Attachment I).

L. A Wetland Value Assessment, reviewed and approved by the
Environmental Work Group.
A revised WVA reflecting the final project design was completed in July 2020.
The project is anticipated to result in 668 net acres and 256 AAHUs
(Attachment J).

Fully Funded Total Project Cost $ 32,006,141
Current Fully Funded Phase II Request $ 28,120,843 
Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request  $  27,087,712 

 Net Acres at TY20 668 
Average Annual Habitat Units 256 
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www.LaCoast.gov

Approved Date:  2012     Project Area: 902 acres
Approved Funds: $3.9 M   Total Est. Cost:  $42.1 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  731 acres
Status: Engineering and Design
Project Type: Marsh Creation
PPL #: 21

Project Status

Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

LaBranche Central
Marsh Creation (PO-133)

February 2012
Cost figures as of: January 2012

Location

Problems

Restoration Strategy Progress to Date

This project is located in the Pontchartrain Basin (Region 1), 
St. Charles Parish.  It is bounded to the north by the railroad 
running parallel to I-10, to the west by the marsh fringe just 
east of Bayou LaBranche, to the south by Bayou Traverse 
and to the east by marsh fringe west of a pipeline canal. 

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

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

The proposed solution consists of the creation of 762 acres 
of emergent wetlands and the nourishment of 140 acres of 
existing wetlands using dedicated dredging from Lake 
Pontchartrain. The marsh creation area will have a target 
elevation the same as average healthy marsh. It is proposed 
to place the dredge material in the target area with the use of 
retention dikes along the edge of the project area. If 
degradation of the containment dikes has not occurred 
naturally by Target Year 3, gapping of the dikes will be 
mechanically performed. Successful wetland restoration in 
the immediate area (PO-17 constructed in 1994) clearly 
demonstrates the ability for these wetlands to be restored 
using material from a sustainable borrow area (outlet end of 
Bonnet Carre Spillway). Engineering monitoring surveys of 
the marsh creation area and borrow area are planned as well.

This project is on Priority Project List 21.

 

For more project information, please contact:

Federal Sponsor:
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, LA
(318) 473-7756

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4736

A vulnerable Interstate 10 runs through a section of deteriorated LaBranche 
Wetlands.  Restoration of this wetland resource will be a visible reminder of our 
efforts to save Louisiana's coast.
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Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4733

Federal Sponsor:
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, LA  
(318) 473-775

For more information, please contact:

Approved Date:  2012  Project Area:  747 acres
Approved Funds:  $3.88 M Total Est. Cost:  $42.1 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  668 acres
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type: Marsh Creation
PPL #:  21

Project Status

Location

Problems

Restoration Strategy Progress to Date

LaBranche Central
Marsh Creation (PO-133)

rev. October 2020
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

This project is located in the Pontchartrain Basin (Region 1), 
St. Charles Parish.  It is bounded to the north by the railroad 
running parallel to I-10, to the west by the marsh fringe just 
east of Bayou LaBranche, to the south by Bayou Traverse 
and to the east by marsh fringe west of a pipeline canal. 

A vulnerable Interstate 10 runs through a section of deteriorated LaBranche 
Wetlands.  Restoration of this wetland resource will be a visible reminder of our 
efforts to save Louisiana’s coast.

This project is on Priority Project List 21.

Dredging of access/flotation canals for construction of 
I-10 resulted in increased salinity & altered hydrology that 
exacerbated conversion of wetland vegetation into shallow 
open water bodies. Land change is estimated to be -0.06 
percent/year based on USGS data from 1984 to 2019 within 
the extended project boundary.

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

The proposed solution consists of the creation of 668 acres 
of emergent wetlands and the nourishment of 79 acres of 
existing wetlands using dedicated dredging from Lake 
Pontchartrain. The marsh creation area will have a target 
elevation the same as average healthy marsh. It is proposed 
to place the dredge material in the target area with the 
use of retention dikes along the edge of the project area. 
If degradation of the containment dikes has not occurred 
naturally by Target Year 3, gapping of the dikes will be 
mechanically performed. Successful wetland restoration 
in the immediate area (PO-17 constructed in 1994) clearly 
demonstrates the ability for these wetlands to be restored 
using material from a sustainable borrow area (outlet end of 
Bonnet Carre Spillway). Engineering monitoring surveys of 
the marsh creation area and borrow area are planned as well.

Cost figures as of: April 2020
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October 19, 2020 

Michael Nichols 
U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service 
3737 Government Street 
Alexandria, LA 71320 

Re: Labranche Central Marsh creation (PO-0133) 
Landrights 95% Status 

Dear Mr. Nichols, 

Appendix A, Section IV, Part C of the October 2014 Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and 
Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) requires “Notification from 

the State or the Corps that land rights will be finalized in a short period of time after Phase II 
approval.”

The purpose of this letter is to inform the CWPPRA committees and Task Force that the process 
for land rights acquisition is progressing on the above reference project. All ownership 
investigations should be completed in approximately ten to twelve months. There are 2 total 
owners in the project area as well as a railroad ROW. 

At this time, no significant land rights problems are anticipated. CPRA is confident that land 
rights for the above referenced project will be finalized in a reasonable period of time after Phase 
II construction funding approval. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
me at (225) 342-4744. 

Sincerely, 

Jordan Templet 
CPRA Land Specialist 

Cc: Jessica Diez, Project Manager, CPRA 
Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, CPRA 
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�tate of JLoutstana 

Mr. Kevin D. Norton 
State Conservationist 
Secretary, Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
3737 Government Street 
Alexandria, LA 71302 

May 14, 2019 

Re: 30% Design Review for the La Branche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-133) 
Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence 

Dear Mr. Norton, 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

The 30% Design Review meeting for the La Branche Central Marsh Creation project was held on March 
14, 2019. Based on the project information compiled to date, the Coastal Protection and Restoration 
Authority, as the local sponsor, concurs to proceed with the design of PO-133 to 95% Design. 

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual, we request that you 
forward this letter of concurrence to the Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation 
Subcommittee. We concur with proceeding to 95% Design level with the preferred design and revised 
project cost estimate and benefits. 

Please call me if you have any questions. 

SiW/-

Bill Feazel, P.E., P.L.� 
CPRA Project Manager 

Cc: Mike Nichols, Project Manager, Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Kent Bolfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • 450 Laurel Street • 12th Floor Chase Tower North • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 7080 I 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Joint Permit Application 
For Work Within the Louisiana Coastal Zone  

 
What is the 
purpose of the 
Joint Permit 
Application? 
 

 

 

 

 
How do I 
complete the 
Joint Permit 
Application? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Who is the 
applicant for the 
proposed 
project? 

 

Note:   Applicants 
may be either the 
landowner, person 
or company that is 
responsible for the 
proposed project. 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
This Joint Permit Application was developed to facilitate the state and federal permit application process administered  
by the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources/Office of Coastal Management (OCM) and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (COE) for work within the Louisiana Coastal Zone.  
 
To simplify the permit application process, the Joint Permit Application is a multi-purpose application.  It may be used  
to apply for a Coastal Use Permit (CUP) and/or a Department of the Army Permit under Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act and/or Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  This application may also be used to apply for a Solicitation  
of Views (SOV) or an OCM Request for Determination (RFD). Review the instructions below, then proceed to Step 1.  
 
 
There are two parts to the Joint Permit Application package: 

1. Joint Permit Application, and  
2. Maps and Drawings.  

 
An accurate/complete application is required for processing; inaccurate/missing information may delay 
processing.  Follow the instructions below to complete the application.  Specific instructions are provided        
with each step. 

• Type or print clearly using black or blue ink; 
• Steps 1 through 16 must be completed; write “N/A” if information does not apply to your proposed project.            

It is not necessary to write “N/A” on the Steps that you have been asked to skip; 
• When additional space is needed, include an 8½ x 11 sheet of paper identifying the Step number. 

 
When you have questions or need assistance in completing the application package: 

• Refer to the “Glossary of Terms” (See page 10.); 
• Refer to “Frequently Asked Questions” (See page 11.); 
• Contact the Office of Coastal Management at 1-800-267-4019 or 225-342-7591; or 
• Contact your local coastal parish program (See page 11.).  

(http://dnr.louisiana.gov/CRM/coastmgt/interagencyaff/lcp/lcp.asp) 
 
 
 
 

Complete the following information about the applicant. 

Applicant/Company Name: _______________________________________________________________________ 
                     Individual Person or Corporation/Company 

 
Mailing Address:     _____________________________________________            ____________________ 

       Street Address or P.O. Box           Unit/Apartment #  

       _________________________________________          __________         ___________ 
      City                   State             Zip  

 
Contact Information:     ___________________________________      _________________________________ 

                     Name of Contact Person (not the agent)           E-Mail Address  
 

       (_______)__________________________        (_______) ________________________ 
                     Area Code     Daytime Telephone Number           Area Code            Fax Number  

 
 
 
 

Continue to page 2 for step 2.   

 

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
Office of Coastal Management (OCM)  
Telephone: 1-800-267-4019  
Website: http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/ 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE)
New Orleans District  
Telephone: 504-862-2766  

       Website: www.mvn.usace.army.mil/ops/regulatory 

Instructions 

Step 1 of 16 

Internal Office Use Permit # 
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Is an agent 
being used for 
the proposed 
project? 
 
Note: An agent is 
not required. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

What type of 
permit or action 
would you like  
to request? 
 

Note: You may need the 
approval of other federal, 
state or local agencies 
for your project. 
 

Note: For questions 
concerning the CUP, 
SOV or RFD,  
call OCM at: 

·   1-800-267-4019 

     or 

·   225-342-7591 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Have you 
participated in a 
Pre-Application 
or Geological 
Review Meeting 
or obtained a 
wetland 
determination? 
 

Note: To schedule a  
Pre-Application and/or a 
Geological Review 
Meeting, 
call OCM at  
1-800-267-4019. 
 

Note: To apply for a 
wetland determination, 
call the COE at 
504-862-1627. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Is an agent being used for the proposed project? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 3.) 
YES (If YES, complete the following information.) 

Company Name:         _______________________________________________________________________________ 
         Corporation/Company 

 
Mailing Address:          ___________________________________________________            ______________________ 

           Street Address or P.O. Box             Unit/Apartment # 

          _____________________________________________  __________          __________ 
         City         State                     Zip  

Contact Information: ______________________________________      ______________________________________ 
         Name of Contact Person        E-Mail Address  

          (_______) _____________________________       (_______) _____________________________ 
          Area Code     Daytime Telephone Number       Area Code              Fax Number   

 

Check h  the appropriate box(es) to indicate the type of permit or action that you would like to request. 
 
     Coastal Use Permit (CUP), Clean Water Act Permit (Section 404), Rivers and Harbors Act (Section 10) 

       The purpose of the CUP is to ensure that any activity affecting the Coastal Zone is completed in a manner that is consistent with  
      the Louisiana Coastal Resource Program. 
 
      The purpose of the Department of the Army permit program under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and Section 404 of the  
      Clean Water Act is to review and evaluate proposals for dredging, filling, and/or placement of structures in waterways and wetlands 
      in order to determine whether a permit should be granted or denied based on expected impacts to the overall public interest. 
 
     Solicitation of Views (SOV) – OCM only 

      If you wish to find out if your project is in the Coastal Zone or if you wish to determine if there are special features of the area that may  
      impact your project design you may request a SOV.  No application fee is assessed for SOV requests. The following Steps must be  
      completed to obtain an informal determination. 

• Step 1, Step 2, Step 6, Step 14, Step 16; and 
• Step 13 - (Vicinity plat showing project location and extent is required; cross section and plan views are useful, if available.) 

 

      Request for Determination (RFD) 

      If you wish to obtain a formal determination as to whether or not a CUP would be required for a particular activity, you may submit a   
      RFD.  The appropriate application fee will be assessed for RFD requests.  The following Steps must be completed to obtain a RFD. 

• Step 1, Step 2, Step 5, Step 6, Step 8, Step 10, Step 14, Step 16; and; 
• Step 13 - (Vicinity plat showing project location and extent is required; cross section and plan views are useful, if available.) 
• If you think that no permit is required, you must provide a statement explaining why you think a permit is not required. 

 
a.     Have you participated in a Pre-Application or Geological Review Meeting for the proposed project? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 4b.) (If you would like to schedule a pre-application meeting, please call 1-800-267-4019) 
YES     (If YES, complete the following information.) 

 Date meeting was held: ____/____/______ 
 
 Attendees:  ____________________________    ___________________________    ___________________________    

       Individual or Company Representative                OCM Representative                     COE Representative 
 
 
b.     Have you obtained an official wetland determination from the COE for the project site? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 4c.) 
YES     (If YES, include a copy with this application.) 
 

          JD Number:_______________________________ 
 

c.     Is this application a mitigation plan for another CUP? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 5.) 
YES     (If YES, identify the permit number of the project requiring mitigation.) 

 
          OCM Permit Number: ________________________ 
 

Continue to page 3 for step 5.   

Step 2 of 16 

 

Step 3 of 16 

Step 4 of 16 
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What permits/ 
certifications 
have you 
previously 
requested for  
the proposed 
project? 
 

Note: Additional sheets 
may be required for 
agency name, permit  
number and status 
information. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Where will the 
proposed project 
be located? 

Note: The following 
websites may provide 
assistance in completing 
the latitude/longitude  
and directions: 
·  Sonris on OCM 
    website 
·  MapQuest.com 
·  Topozone.com. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: Directions may 
include the following: 
·  Nearest town/city 
·  Highways 
·  Intersections 
·  Street names 
·  Landmarks 
·  Start/end point 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

a.     Describe the project. 
 
 
 
 
 
b.     Is this application a change to an existing permit? 
 

  NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 5c.) 
  YES     (If YES, identify the existing permit number.) 

        OCM Permit Number: ________________________ 
   d   Please explain 

 

 
 
 
 
c.     Have you previously applied for a permit or emergency authorization for all or any part of the proposed  
        project? 
 

   NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 6.) 
   YES     (If YES, complete the following information for the proposed project.) 
Agency Name                            Permit Number                      Decision Status              Decision Date 

                                                                     Approved     Denied     Pending 
OCM 
 

  COE 
 

Other 
 
 
Complete the following information to identify the exact location of the proposed project. 
a.     Physical Location: ___________________________________           ________________________         ________________ 
   Parish      City             Zip 
   _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

                Street Address (If known) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Water Body (if known) 
 

b.     Latitude and Longitude: 
 Must be included in          Latitude: _________    _________    ________     Longitude:   _________    _________    ________ 

all applications.            Degrees            Minutes           Seconds                 Degrees           Minutes            Seconds 
 

c.     Section, Township, Range:  (if available)          

  ______________________         ___________________________       __________________________ 
  Section #(s)                Township #  (Specify North or South)  Range #  (Specify East or West) 

  ______________________         ___________________________       __________________________ 
  Section #(s)                Township #  (Specify North or South)   Range #  (Specify East or West) 

 

d.     Lot #, Tract #, Parcel # or Subdivision Name: (if known) 
   _________________________________________________                 _________________________________________________ 

  Lot #                Parcel # 

   _________________________________________________                 _________________________________________________ 
  Tract #                Subdivision Name 
 

e.     Site Directions:  Directions to the proposed project site must be identified in order to process the application. 
            START - I-10 toward Baton Rouge.  Exit #153 toward Port Allen.  US-190 West/LA-1 North ramp. RIGHT onto LA-987 1/Bridge  
              Side Road.  RIGHT onto LA-986/North River Road to Popular Grove Plantation directly behind guest parking lot in rear.  –END 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Continue to page 4 for step 7.    

Step 5 of 16 
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Who are the 
adjacent 
landowners? 
 
Note: Adjacent 
landowner information 
 is usually available 
through the office of  
the tax assessor in the 
parish where the  
project is to be 
developed. 
 
 
Note: Additional 
information may be 
included in the area 
provided on page12. 
Also, extra sheets 
 may be required if  
there are more than  
eight adjacent 
landowners. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
What is the 
purpose of the 
proposed 
project? 
 
Note: We are required 
 to review the 
justifications and needs 
for your project.  
Providing detailed 
information at the time  
of application may 
expedite processing of 
your proposal. 
 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required to 
explain why the  
proposed project is 
needed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Complete the following information to notify adjacent landowners whose property adjoins the proposed project 
site. 
 
Adjacent Landowner #1:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 
 

Adjacent Landowner #2:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #3:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #4:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Complete the following information to identify the purpose and need for the proposed project. 

a.      Project Name and/or Title:   _____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
b.      Project Type:  (Check e  the appropriate box.  See the “Glossary” on page 10 for the definitions of terms.) 

Non-Residential 
Residential 
 

c.      Source of Funding  Federal  State  Local  Private   
 
d.      Check e  the appropriate box(es) to identify what will be done for the proposed project. 

Bridge/Road   Drill site            Pilings   Riprap/Erosion Control 
Bulkhead/Backfill  Fill            Pipeline/Flow line  Site Clearance 
Drainage Improvements Home Site/Driveway          Plug/Abandon  Subdivision 
Dredging   Levee Construction          Production Barge/Structure Vegetative Plantings 
Drill Barge/Structure  Major Industrial Commercial       Prop Washing  Wharf/Pier/Boathouse 
Other   Marina            Remove Structures   
   d (Please specify) 

            _________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

e.      Why is the proposed project needed? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Continue to page 5 for step 9.   
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What is the 
status of the 
proposed 
project? 
 
Note:  Show and  
identify planned, in 
progress, completed 
work and dimensions 
 for excavations and 
 fill on the Plan View  
and Cross Section 
Drawings. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

How would you 
describe the 
proposed 
project? 
 
 
 
Note: To apply for a 
wetland determination, 
call the COE at 
504-862-1627. 
 
 
Note: Information 
provided in this Step 
must be consistent with 
Maps and Drawings. 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: For any  
equipment used, 
show the access 
 route and  
construction right  
of way on the Maps  
and Drawings. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Complete the following information to indicate the start/end dates and the current status of the proposed project. 

a. Proposed project start date:  _____/_____/_____      Proposed project completion date:  _____/_____/_____ 

b. Is any of the project work in progress? 
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 9c.) 
YES (If YES, show and identify the work in progress on the Plan View and Cross Section Drawings.) 
   d Please explain  
 
 
 
 
 
 

c. Is any of the project work complete? 
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 10.) 
YES (If YES, show and identify the work completed on the Plan View and Cross Section Drawings.) 
   d Please explain  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Complete the following information to describe structures, materials and methods for the proposed project. 
   Cubic yards are determined by using this formula. (Length (ft.) X Width (ft.) X Depth (ft.) divided by 27 = Cubic Yards) 
     Example: 25 ft. X 25 ft. X 5 ft. divided by 27 = 115.7 Cubic Yards 
   Acres are determined by using this formula. (Length (ft.) X Width (ft.) divided by 43,560 = Acres) 
        Example: 250 ft. X 250 ft. divided by 43,560 = 1.43 Acres 

  a.   Excavation:   
  ___________________________________                  ___________________________________ 
  Cubic Yards         Acres 

  b.   Fill:  
  ___________________________________                  ___________________________________ 
  Cubic Yards         Acres 

  c.   What fill materials will be used for the proposed project? 
        (Check e  the appropriate box(es) and indicate the cubic yards for each type of fill material.) 
 

Concrete   __________      Rock (rip/rap)       __________  
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

 Crushed Stone or Gravel  __________      Sand        __________  
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

 Excavated & Placed on site __________      Hauled in Topsoil/Dirt      __________ 
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

Excavated & Hauled off site __________ 
      Cubic Yards 

Other (Please specify):________________________________________________     __________  
                Cubic Yards 
 

  d.   What equipment will be used for the proposed project?  (Check e  the appropriate box(es).) 

Airboat            Bulldozer/Grader  Marsh Buggy   
 
Backhoe            Dragline/Excavator  Other Tracked or Wheeled Vehicles 
 
Barge Mounted Bucket Dredge         Handjet   Self Propelled Pipe Laying Barge 
 
Barge Mounted Drilling Rig          Land Based Drilling Rig Tugboat     
 
Other (Please specify.) _____________________________________________________________________ 

Continue to page 6 for step 11.    
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What impact  
will the proposed 
project have? 
 
 
Note: You will be  
notified by OCM if a  
field investigation is 
required to determine 
 if the proposed project 
will impact wetlands. 
 
 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required to 
adequately respond  
to 11b, 11c, 11d  
and/or 11e. 
 
 
Note: Providing  
detailed information at 
the time of application 
may expedite  
processing of your 
proposal. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 a. Total acres of wetlands and/or waterbottoms filled and/or excavated:    ______________________________ 
 
 
b.  What alternative locations, methods and access routes were considered to avoid impact to wetlands and/or  
     waterbottoms? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  c.  What efforts were made to minimize impact to wetlands and/or waterbottoms? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
d.  How are unavoidable impacts to vegetated wetlands to be mitigated? (Please note that a willingness to perform 
     mitigation does not relieve the applicant from adequately addressing justification for (step 8e) and alternatives 
     to (step 11b & 11c) the proposed activity) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  Landowner Rights 

• The affected landowner(s) whose property may be impacted by the proposed project has (have) the option of 
requesting that compensatory mitigation be done on their property. 
 

• Once OCM determines that mitigation is required, they will notify the applicant and all affected landowners of the 
extent and type of habitat impacted.  The landowner(s) will be given thirty (30) days to formally request or waive 
their mitigation option. (This can cause substantial delays in processing of the application.) 
 

Applicant Responsibilities 

• Coordinate with the affected landowner(s) to develop a conceptual compensatory mitigation plan.  This plan 
should be designed to offset the adverse impacts to vegetated wetlands which will occur from the proposed 
project.  (This can also cause substantial delays in processing of the application.) 
 

• To avoid delays, it is recommended that, prior to sending the application to OCM, you contact affected 
landowner(s) to: 

 

 – Inform them of possible wetland impacts and discuss their compensatory mitigation rights; and 
 –Ask them to indicate their intentions regarding compensatory mitigation on the form. 
 

• Submit the Landowner Compensatory Mitigation Request/Waiver form along with your application. 
 

Continue to page 7 for step 12.   
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What are the 
requirements  
for notification  
of landowners 
and oyster lease 
holders of the 
proposed 
project site? 

 
Note: OCM and COE 
both have mitigation 
requirements under 
different laws, rules and 
regulations; therefore, 
specific agency 
requirements may vary. 

 
Note: If a property has 
multiple owners with 
undivided interest in the 
property, each person 
owning an interest is 
considered  
to be a landowner  
and must be notified. 

 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required if there 
are more than two 
landowners. 

 
Note: Compensatory 
mitigation is not a 
monetary settlement  
to be used at the 
discretion of the 
landowner(s). 

 
Note: A copy of the 
“Landowner 
Compensatory  
Mitigation Request/ 
Waiver” form is included 
with this application.   
To obtain additional 
copies, visit the OCM 
website or call: 
•1-800-267-4019 
        Or 
•225-342-7591 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: See our FAQ for a 
list of regulations that 
may be applicable. Be 
aware that this list is for 
example proposes and 
does not purport to be 
complete or indicate 
applicability in any 
particular situation or 
project. It is the 
applicant’s responsibility 
to be fully aware of all 
regulatory requirements, 
to list those requirements 
and certify that thy will be 
in compliance. 
 
 
 

 
a.   Are you applying for a Coastal Use Permit? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 12b.) 
YES (If YES, read the following information.) 

Requirements for Notification of Landowners 
It is the responsibility of the applicant to notify the landowner(s) of the property about this proposed project. Notification 
must include providing each impacted landowner with a copy of the permit application (form and plats) at the time the 
application is submitted to the Office of Coastal Management. 
 

Requirements for Notification to Oyster Lease Holders 
It is the responsibility of the applicant to notify all affected oyster lease holders about this proposed project.  Notification 
must include providing each affected oyster lease holder with a copy of the permit application (form and plats) at the time 
the application is submitted to the Office of Coastal Management. The location of leases, and the name and contact 
information of the lessee can be obtained by contacting the LDWF Oyster Lease Survey Section at 504-284-5279. You 
also can use the OCM GIS interactive map on our website at http://sonris-www.dnr.state.la.us/www_root/sonris_portal_1.htm. 
Please note that copies of the lease holder notification letters must be included with your application packet at the time of 
submittal. For more information regarding notification requirements please contact the Oyster Lease Survey Section or  
visit our website at http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/coastmgt/permitsmitigation/oyster.asp. 
 

While these are legal requirements to ensure that property owners/oyster lease holders are aware of proposals which 
might impact their land/oyster lease, it also serves as a proactive measure to initiate communication between the applicant 
and the landowner(s)/lease holders, especially when mitigation might be necessary.  Since mitigation can be a lengthy 
process, taking proactive steps early in the process may significantly reduce the time necessary to receive an 
authorization. 
 
 b.   Are you the sole owner of the property on which the proposed activity is to occur? 
   YES (If YES, proceed to Step 12c.) 
   NO (If NO, follow the instructions below.) 

Check e the appropriate box(es) and complete the landowner information to attest to OCM that a copy of this 
application has been sent to all landowners whose property will be impacted by the project. 
 

      The applicant is an owner of the property on which the proposed described activity is to occur. 
      The applicant has made every reasonable effort to determine the identity and current address of the owner(s) of the  
        land on which the proposed described activity is to occur, which included, if necessary, a search of the public records 
        of the parish in which the proposed activity is to occur. 
      The applicant hereby attests that a copy of the application has been distributed to the following landowners. 

Landowner/Lease Holder #1:   ______________________________________________________________________ 
                                Name of Landowner / Lease Holder 

Mailing Address:         _______________________________________________________       ____________ 
              Street Address or P.O. Box                    Unit/Apartment # 

           _____________________________ ______________________   _____   _________ 
              City     Parish          State        Zip Code 

Landowner/Lease Holder #2:   ______________________________________________________________________ 
                                Name of Landowner / Lease Holder 

Mailing Address:         _______________________________________________________       ____________ 
              Street Address or P.O. Box                    Unit/Apartment # 

           _____________________________ ______________________   _____   _________ 
              City     Parish          State        Zip Code 
 
c.   Does the project involve drilling, production, and/or storage of oil and gas? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 13.) 
YES (If YES, review and complete the certification below. You must attach a list of all state and federal laws and rules and 

regulations dealing with spill prevention and containment. Your signature on step 14 certifies that you are aware of the 
terms and conditions of each requirement and that you will remain in compliance at all times.) 

 

I, _________________________________ hereby certify that I am the _________________________________ of   
    (Name of officer)                               (Name of Office) 

________________________________________, hereinafter referred to as the Applicant and that I have authority to  
  (Full legal name of the entity seeking a permit) 
act on behalf of and bind that legal entity, and by my signature below I certify that the information in the application is 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge, that Applicant has provided a complete list of the requirements for 
protection of health, safety and the environment, and that Applicant is in full compliance with all applicable safety and 
environmental regulations as listed on the attached sheet, specifically including when applicable, LAC 43:XIX.111 
Diverter Systems and Blowout Preventers. 
 

Continue to page 8 for step 13.    
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Why are Maps 
and Drawings 
required to 
obtain a permit? 
 
Note: The following 
websites may 
provide assistance 
in completing the 
Vicinity Map: 
•Sonris on OCM 
website 
•MapQuest.com 
•Topozone.com 
 
Note:   
For additional 
assistance with 
specific 
requirements, 
refer to the samples 
provided in this 
application package. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Who needs to 
certify and sign 
this application? 
 
Note:  
The application  
must be signed and 
dated by the 
applicant who 
desires to undertake 
the proposed 
activity. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: If an agent is 
being used, the 
applicant and agent 
must sign and date 
this application. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Quality Maps and Drawings are required to process the Joint Permit Application and for Public Notice.  
They must visually reflect what will be done in the proposed project and are key to the overall evaluation. 
 

The following Maps and Drawings must be submitted with the Joint Permit Application and must show both 
existing and proposed conditions. 
 

   •   Vicinity Map - Illustrates access to and the location of the proposed project relative to surrounding areas; 
•   Plan View Drawing - Illustrates an overhead view of the proposed project; and 
•   Cross Section Drawing - Illustrates a side view of the proposed project. 
 
In general, all Maps and Drawings should be: 
•   Legible and clearly labeled on single sided 8½ x 11 size paper; (large drawings that are reduced in size to fit the  
    8½ x 11 format are not acceptable if the scale is no longer accurate and if the dimensions and details are not clear  
    and easy to read after reproduction in the Public Notice); 

•   Drawn to scale with the scale identified graphically on each drawing; (if you cannot provide Maps and Drawings to  
    scale, you may submit the dimensions of the proposed and existing features of the work area displayed); 

•   Black and white ONLY (Colored Maps and Drawings will NOT be accepted); 

•   Accurate and reproducible; 

•   Placement of the north arrow, title, legend and scale bar must be consistent on Maps and Drawings; and 

•   Information provided in Steps 1 through 12 must be consistent with the Maps and Drawings. 

Inadequate or poor Maps and Drawings are the primary reason for delays in the permitting process.  
Sample Maps and Drawings are provided with this Joint Permit Application package for your assistance.  
Link to sample plats:     
http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/coastmgt/cup/sampleplats.asp 
 
 
Read the following information.  Print your name, sign and date to certify this application for processing. 

•    Application is hereby made for a permit or permits to authorize the work described in this application. 

•    To the best of my knowledge the proposed activity described in this permit application complies with and will be  
     conducted in a manner that is consistent with the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program. 

•    I certify that the information in this application is complete and accurate. 

•    If applicable, I also certify that the declarations in Step 12, notification to landowner(s), are complete and accurate. 

•    If applicable, I also certify that the declarations in Step 12c, oil spill response, are complete and accurate. 

•    I will abide by the conditions of the permit or license if issued and will not begin work without the appropriate  
     authorization. 

•    Permission is granted to the agencies responsible for authorization of this work, or their duly authorized    
     representative, to enter the property site during working hours for inspection purposes. 

•    If applicable, I authorize the agent identified in Step 2 to act in my behalf as agent for this application and the agent  
     will furnish, upon request, information in support of this application. 

 
 
     _______________________________________    ______________________________________     ____/____/____ 
      Clearly Print Name of Applicant    Applicant Signature           Date 
 
 
•    As the agent, 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. 
 
 
     _______________________________________    ______________________________________     ____/____/____ 
      Clearly Print Name of Authorized Agent    Authorized Agent Signature          Date 
 
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 by 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 5 years or both. 
 
 

Continue to page 9 for step 15.    
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What fees are 
required for 
permit  
processing and 
what methods  
are available for 
payment? 
 
 
 
 
 
COE and Local 
Parish Program 
fees will be 
assessed 
separately at 
the end of the 
process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

How do I submit 
the Joint Permit 
Application and 
Maps and 
Drawings for 
processing? 
 
 
If your project is 
in the Galveston 
or Vicksburg 
District of the 
Corps of 
Engineers,  
please see  
page 12. 
 
 
Note: Please keep  
a copy of the 
completed  
application for your 
records. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The following fees apply and must be received in order to process the application. 
 
a.   Check e the appropriate box to indicate the fee type:  (See the “Glossary” on page 10 for the definitions of terms.) 

  $100.00 - Non-Residential 
  $ 20.00  - Residential 

 
   •     If your activity involves dredging or filling, OCM will bill you on the basis of $.04 per cubic yards for residential uses  
         and $.05 per cubic yards for all other uses. 

   •     Fees may not apply if the Joint Permit Application is being processed by the local Parish. 

   •     Additional fees may be assessed for mitigation processing. 

 

b.   Check e the appropriate box to indicate payment method: 
 Check/Money Order    Electronic Transfer 
 Credit Card (Visa or MasterCard only)  Escrow Account 
 
      •    Make Check/Money Order payable to the Office of Coastal Management. 

      •    To pay by Credit Card, Electronic Transfer or Escrow Account, call OCM at 1-800-267-4019 to provide specific  
           account information or provide account information on a separate sheet of paper and include with application. 

      •    Cash is not accepted. 
 
 
 
To submit this permit application, Maps and Drawings and all supporting documentation, select an option below. 
 
            MAIL:  Office of Coastal Management 
   P.O. Box 44487 
   Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4487 
 
   If you select the MAIL option, submit the original Joint Permit Application, Maps and  
   Drawings and supporting documentation. 
 
 
            EXPRESS MAIL: Office of Coastal Management 
   617 North 3rd Street, 
   Suite 1078 
   Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
   Phone: 225-342-7591 
 
   If you select the EXPRESS MAIL option, submit the original copies of the Joint Permit  
   Application, Maps and Drawings and supporting documentation. 
 
 
            FAX:  225-342-6760 
   Attention: Office of Coastal Management, Joint Permit Application Processing 
 
   •     Include a cover sheet with the total number of pages; and 

   •     If you select the FAX option, follow-up with one of the mail options to prevent delay  
         if the fax is not legible. 

   •     Payment arrangements should be made prior to faxing your application by calling  
         OCM at 1-800-267-4019. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Continue to page 10 for “Glossary of Terms”.   
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Adjacent Landowner 
Property owners or lessees whose property is contiguous or shares 
a common border with that being developed. 
 
Affected Landowner 
The owner of the land on which a proposed activity will occur.  If a 
property has multiple owners with undivided interest, each person 
owning an interest is considered to be an affected landowner. 
 
Coastal Use Permit 
A permit required by 214.30 of the SLCRMA.  The term does not 
mean or refer to, and is in addition to, any other permit or approval 
required or established pursuant to any other constitutional 
provision or statute. 
 
Compensatory Mitigation 
As defined by OCM, replacement, substitution, enhancement, or 
protection of ecological values to offset anticipated losses of 
ecological values caused by a permitted activity. 
As defined by the COE, compensating for unavoidable adverse 
impacts to wetlands by restoring areas to wetlands, creating 
wetlands, or enhancement of wetlands. Most compensatory 
mitigation involves purchase of mitigation credits in a private 
mitigation bank. The amount of credits purchased is dependent on 
the amount of wetland values that would be lost because of the 
permitted project. 
 
Cross Section 
A side view of a project area illustrating elevations of features such 
as natural ground; buildings; bulkheads; piers; and depressions 
such as waterways, ditches, ponds, etc.  Cross sections also show 
side views of proposed work such as dredging and filling. 
 
Discharge 
The placement or movement of fill or excavated material using 
methods including, but not limited to dragline or backhoe buckets, 
bulldozers, front loaders, dump trucks, hydraulic dredge pipes, 
wheel-washing or prop-washing, jetting, etc. 
 
Dredged Material (Spoil) 
Material that is excavated as part of a specific project. 
 
Ecological Value 
The ability of an area to support vegetation, fish and wildlife 
populations. 
 
Excavate 
To dig out, remove or move earthen material, or to form a cavity or 
hole including linear features.   Methods include, but are not limited 
to, draglines, backhoes, bulldozers, front loaders, hydraulic 
dredges, wheel-washing or prop-washing, jetting, etc. 
 
Fastlands 
Lands surrounded by publicly-owned, maintained, or otherwise 
validly existing levees or natural formations as of January 1, 1979, 
or as may be lawfully constructed in the future, which levees or 
natural formations would normally prevent activities, not to include 
the pumping of water for drainage purposes, within the surrounded 
area from having direct and significant impacts on coastal waters. 
 
Fill Material 
Any material including, but not limited to, soil, rocks, sand, clay, 
construction debris, trees, wood chips, broken concrete and 
asphalt, etc., whose placement replaces any portion of a 
waterbottom or wetland with dry land or changes the elevation of 
wetlands or waterbottoms.  This material may come from on-site or 
be imported from an off-site source. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mean High Water 
The average position (elevation) of the high water mark. 
 
Mean Low Water 
The average position (elevation) of the low water mark. 
 
Mitigation 
All actions taken by a permittee to avoid, minimize, restore, and 
compensate for ecological values lost due to a permitted activity. 
 
Non-Residential 
Includes all actions that do not meet the requirements for the 
Residential category. 
 
Non-Vegetated Waterbottoms 
Waterbottoms that lack the presence of rooted vegetation. 
 
Non-Wet Areas 
Any area that has sufficiently dry conditions that indicate 
hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and/or wetland hydrology are 
lacking. 
 
Off-site 
Not within or adjoining the area directly modified by the permitted 
activity and not directly related to implementation of the permitted 
activity. 
 
On-site 
Within or adjoining the area directly modified by the permitted 
activity or directly related to implementation of the permitted 
activity. 
 
Residential 
Any coastal use associated with the construction or modification of 
one single-family, duplex, or triplex residence or camp. It shall also 
include the construction or modification to any outbuilding, 
bulkhead, pier, or appurtenance on a lot on which there exists a 
single-family, duplex, or triplex residence or camp or on a water 
body which is immediately adjacent to such lot.  Uses which do not 
fit this definition are non-residential. The Coastal Use Permit 
application fee for residential projects is $20. 
 
Unavoidable Net Loss of Ecological Values 
The net loss of ecological value that is anticipated to occur as the 
result of a permitted/authorized activity, despite all efforts, required 
by the guidelines, to avoid, minimize, and restore the 
permitted/authorized impacts. 
 
Vegetated Waterbottoms 
Waterbottoms that exhibit the presence of rooted vegetation. 
 
Wetlands 
For the purposes of §724 (as defined in R.S. 49:21.41), Open water 
areas or areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or 
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and 
under normal circumstances, do support a prevalence of vegetation 
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Continue to page 10 for “Frequently Asked Questions”.   

 
 

   Glossary of Terms  

The following information may provide a better understanding of terms that are used throughout this application. 
If the terms defined in this section do not help you, please contact OCM at one of the following, 1-800-267-4019 or 225-342-7591.
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What gives the Office of Coastal Management (OCM) the right 
to regulate private property? 
OCM does not regulate private property. OCM regulates activities that have 
a direct and significant impact on state public resources. OCM’s authority 
derives from Louisiana Revised Statute 49:214.21 et seq. Visit the 
legislative website for additional information at 
http://www.legis.state.la.us/lss/tsrssearch.htm. 
 
How does the Joint Permit Application process work? 
In general, an application is submitted which details the location and scope 
of the proposed work. OCM – Permits & Mitigation Division, which serves as 
a central collection point for the applications, distributes the applications to 
interested parties for their review and comment. OCM - Permits & Mitigation 
Division and the commenting agencies review the application for 
conformance with programmatic requirements and look for ways of 
minimizing impacts to coastal resources (e.g., vegetated wetlands, bird 
rookeries, endangered species, etc.). If necessary, negotiations are entered 
into to find locations, technologies or methods of implementing the project 
which will accommodate the needs of the permit applicant while conforming 
with the mandates of the various state and federal agencies. Once 
consensus is reached an appropriately conditioned permit is issued. 
 
Who receives a copy of my Joint Permit Application? 
The following agencies/offices receive a copy of your application: 
•  OCM Permit Section; 
•  Local Programs Section, (if necessary); 
•  OCM Support Services Staff; 
•  OCM Field Investigator; 
•  The Army Corps of Engineers; and 
•  State Land Office. 
 
How long does it take to obtain a permit? 
The following schedules are offered with the assumption that all of the 
information required by OCM is included in the application and the plats are 
adequate, clear and legible. For activities that are exempt from permit 
requirements, the determination is normally issued in under seven days. 
Projects that are determined to have no direct or significant impacts to 
coastal resources are issued in 4 to 10 days depending on location. 
Authorizations for activities that qualify for a General Permit are issued in 10 
to 15 days. For those activities that require full public notice, a minimum of 
45 days is required. During review of the permit application, for more 
complex activities, additional information may be requested. The more 
promptly the applicant can furnish this information the less time it will require 
to issue the authorization. The requirement for mitigation of wetland impacts 
is one of the factors that increases the time required for permit application 
review, as does coordination with other State agencies for activities 
affecting resources of concern to that agency 
 
How do I check the status of a submitted Joint Permit 
Application? 
Information regarding submitted permits may usually be obtained on the 
OCM website: http://sonris.com/direct.asp?server=sonris-
www&path=/sonris/cmdPermit.jsp%3Fsid%3DPROD. 
 
How does OCM protect the information that I provide 
throughout this application? 
Information provided on the application is used to evaluate the activity that 
is proposed for permitting, and this information is generally available for 
inspection and copying by the public, pursuant to the Louisiana Public 
Records act. There are some limited exceptions to the public records laws 
to protect certain types of records or information from public inspection. 
Please contact our office, before you submit any records or information that 
you would prefer not be available for public inspection or copying. In any 
case, simply marking a document “CBI” or “confidential business 
information” will not guarantee that the records or information will be 
protected from public inspection and copying. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
May I submit a Joint Permit Application to the Parish instead 
of OCM? 
Yes, if your project is located in a parish with an approved Local Coastal 
Program (Calcasieu, Cameron, Jefferson, Lafourche, Orleans, 
Plaquemines, St. Bernard, St. James, St. Tammany or Terrebonne) then 
you may submit your application to either the approved local program or the 
state office. If you submit the application to the state office, it will be input 
into the system and reviewed at that time. If you submit your application to 
the local parish office, then that office will forward the application to the state 
office to be input into the system and reviewed. Please allow additional time 
to receive a response if you choose the latter option. 
 
What other permits may be required? 
If your project involves dredging or filling of wetlands you may need a Water 
Quality Certification from the Department of Environmental Quality. 
Other approvals may be required but are not limited to the following: 
•  State Land Office; 
•  Department of Wildlife and Fisheries; 
•  Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism; 
•  Department of Transportation and Development; and/or 
•  Department of Health and Hospitals. 
These agencies will notify you of their requirements as part of the Joint 
Public Notice process. 
 
When I receive my permit from OCM, may I begin work? 
Following the determination from OCM, work may begin only after obtaining 
any necessary permit(s) from the COE, including any required mitigation, 
and any approvals or permits required any local authority or agency or by 
any state or federal agency, as may be required by law for said activity or 
the construction of the referenced project. 
 
How may I receive an extension for a permit? 
If you have not begun work on your project within two years of the date of 
permit issuance, the initiation period can be extended for an additional two 
years if you submit a request to OCM no less than sixty days and no more 
than one-hundred and eighty days before the initial two year period expires.  
The expiration date can be extended. Follow the same rules. There is an 
$80.00 extension fee. 
 
If I began my project without a permit, what will happen? 
OCM processing of any pending Joint Permit Application for the project will 
be suspended until the violation is resolved.  You may be required to 
remove any structures installed and restore any impacted habitat.  You may 
be subject to fines of up to $12,000and may be jailed up to six months. The 
penalties assessed by the Army Corps of Engineers may be significantly 
more expensive and more complicated. 
 
Did I break the law if I have already done some clearing? 
A representative from LDNR will perform a field investigation and project 
evaluation in order to determine the extent of any impacts and if you have 
violated any laws.  
Contact OCM at 1-800-267-4019 for assistance. 
 
What is Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act? 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 prohibits the obstruction 
or alteration of navigable water of the United States without a permit from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
 
What is Section 404 of the Clean Water Act? 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of dredged or fill 
material into waters of the United States without a permit from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers. 
 
How do I receive additional information on the Joint Permit 
Application process? 
For additional information regarding the Joint Application Process, contact 
OCM at 1-800-267-4019 or visit the website at: http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/. 
You may also contact the Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2766 or visit 
the website at: www.mvn.usace.army.mil/ops/regulatory. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

         Frequently Asked Questions 
 
 

The following questions and answers may assist you during the application process.  For an expanded version of 
frequently asked questions, visit our website at http://dnr.louisiana.gov/CRM/faq.asp 

 Continue to page 12 for “Contacts and Additional Landowner Information” .  
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     COE District Contact Information: 
 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Galveston District 
Attention:     CESWG-PE-R 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, TX  77553-1229 
Phone:409-766-3930 
Fax:409-766-3931 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Vicksburg District 
Attention:     CEMVK-OD-F 
4155 Clay Street 
Vicksburg, MS  39183-3435 
Phone:601-631-5276 
Fax:601-631-5459 

If your project is in the Galveston or Vicksburg COE District, submit your application directly to them. 
See addresses listed below. 

 

Additional Landowner Information (if necessary): 

Adjacent Landowner #5:    _____________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #6:   _____________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #7:   _____________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #8:   _____________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 

Contacts and Additional Landowner Information 
 
 



LaBranche Central Marsh Creation (PO-133), Phase II Request 

November 18, 2020 

Attachment G 
Section 303(e) 

37



Natural Resources Conservation Service 
3737 Government Street 
Alexandria, Louisiana 71302 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

November 13, 2020 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-BC/CWPPRA Program/Sarah Bradley 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

RE: LaBranche Central Marsh Creation (PO-133) 
St Charles Parish, Louisiana 
CWPPRA Section 303(e) Approval 

Dear Ms. Bradley: 

Attached you will find a copy of the typical Temporary Easement, Servitude and Right-of-Way 
Agreement (including Exhibit B) that will be executed by the Coastal Protection and Restoration 
Authority (CPRA) with landowners on the LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-133).  

We have determined that overgrazing is not a problem in the project area.  CPRA has certified 
that land acquisitions will be in accordance with all applicable federal and state laws and 
regulations.  All standard real estate practices will be followed in acquiring land rights.   

Please review for CWPPRA Section 303(e) approval and inform Michael Nichols on my staff at 
(318) 473-7690, or email mike.nichols@la.usda.gov .

Respectfully, 

W. Britt Paul 
ASTC/WR 

Attachments 

cc: W. Britt Paul, ASTC/WR/RD. SO, NRCS, Alexandria, Louisiana (w/attach)
Michael Nichols, PM, SO, NRCS, Alexandria, Louisiana
Jessica Diez, PM, CPRA, Baton Rouge, Louisiana
Nicholas McCoy, PE, FOPSS, NRCS, Lafayette, Louisiana
Quin Kinler, RC, FOPSS, NRCS, Denham Springs, Louisiana
John Boatman, DC, FO, NRCS, Luling, Louisiana
Jordan Templet, Land Specialist, CPRA, Baton Rouge, Louisiana

mailto:mike.nichols@la.usda.gov
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From: Boatman, John - NRCS, Luling, LA
To: Nichols, Mike - NRCS, Alexandria, LA
Subject: RE: RE_ Grazing certification for Phase II (CWPPRA) PO-75.pdf
Date: Thursday, November 12, 2020 4:14:56 PM

Mike,
 
There are no livestock grazing within the PO-133 project area.
 
 
John Boatman
District Conservationist
USDA/NRCS
1041 Deputy Jeff G Watson Dr
P. O. Box 1782
Luling, LA  70070
985-331-9084
john.boatman@usda.gov
 
 
 

From: Nichols, Mike - NRCS, Alexandria, LA <mike.nichols@usda.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 11, 2020 6:29 PM
To: Boatman, John - NRCS, Luling, LA <john.boatman@usda.gov>
Subject: RE_ Grazing certification for Phase II (CWPPRA) PO-75.pdf
 
John,
Please certify that there is no overgrazing in the PO-133 project area.  I attached an example of PO-
75 from last year. 
 
Thanks,
Michael

mailto:john.boatman@usda.gov
mailto:mike.nichols@usda.gov
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          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Labrance Central Marsh Creation

PPL: 21 Project No. PO-133
Agency: NRCS

Phase I Approval Date: 16-Jan-12
Phase II Approval Date:  Jan 2021 Const Start: Sep-21

Original Current Original Original Current Current Current
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 2,850,548 2,932,873 2,850,548 2,850,548            82,325 82,325 
Lands 102,449 174,483 102,449 - 102,449 72,034 72,034 
Fed S&A 1,060,852 1,290,919 519,124 541,727 519,124 771,795 771,795 
State S&A 837,435.61 816,721 409,796 427,639 409,796 406,925 406,925 
COE Proj Mgmt

Phase I 3,381 3,381 3,381 3,381 
Ph II Const Phase 2,293 2,517 2,293 2,517 2,517 
Ph II Long Term 33,367 39,181 33,367 39,181 4,316 

Const Contract 28,892,129 21,018,964 28,892,129          21,018,964 21,018,964             
Const S&I 603,947 797,061 603,947 797,061 797,061 
Contingency 7,223,032 2,679,156 7,223,032            2,679,156 2,679,156 
Monitoring

Phase I
Ph II Const Phase
Ph II Long Term - 1,152,916 - 1,152,916 322,414 

O&M - State 451,976 932,400 451,976 932,400 867,968 
O&M - Fed 97,798 165,570 97,798 165,570 62,237 

Total 42,159,208 32,006,141 3,885,298 38,273,910          3,885,298            28,120,843 27,087,712             

Total Project 42,159,208          32,006,141 30,973,010             
Current Estimate over original estimate -24%

Prepared By: Mike Nichols Date Prepared: 6-Nov-20
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Project Name: LaBranche Central Marsh Creation 
 
Project Location: 
Region 1, Pontchartrain Basin, St. Charles Parish, located SW of Lake Pontchartrain and 
I-10, bounded to the west by the Bayou LaBranche, Bayou Traverse to the south and a 
pipeline canal to the east. 
 
Problem: 
Tropical storms and human activities such as dredging of access and flotation canals for 
the construction of I-10 resulted in increased salinity and altered hydrology in the project 
area.  Consequently, increased inundation and salinities in the project area have 
exacerbated the conversion of wetland vegetation into shallow open water bodies and are 
unable to keep pace with subsidence and sea-level rise.  The USGS land change rate 
(1984-2019) is +0.06% per year for the extended boundary area.  Subsidence rates in this 
area are estimated in the Louisiana State Master Plan (Appendix C - Pontchartrain) to be 
2.6 mm/year under a moderate scenario.     
 
Goals: 
The primary goal is to restore the marsh that has been converted to shallow open water.  
Project implementation would result in an increase of fisheries and wildlife habitat 
acreage and diversity and improvement of water quality.  The proposed project, which is 
located adjacent to I-10, the region’s primary westward hurricane evacuation route, and 
the Canadian National Illinois Central Railroad line, would increase protection to this 
infrastructure by reducing open water exposure.  Additional wetland storm buffer would 
complement the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers hurricane protection measures in the area 
that includes raising/enlarging the existing earthen levee system. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
The proposed solution consists of hydraulically dredging material from Lake 
Pontchartrain pumped via pipeline to create approximately 668 acres of emergent 
wetlands and nourishes another 79 acres of existing wetland acreage (Figure 1).  The 
selection of the borrow area was based upon the successful wetland restoration in the 
immediate area (PO-17) that clearly demonstrates the suitability and stability of soil and 
material availability from a sustainable borrow area which periodically receives 
Mississippi River sediments via the Bonnet Carre Spillway.  The marsh creation area 
would be constructed based on a fill elevation of 2.5 ft (NAVD88, geoid 12A) to 
accomplish a target elevation based on a 20-year settlement curve analysis.  The elevation 
of average healthy marsh for this area is consistently about +0.6 ft (NAVD88, geoid 
12A).  The marsh creation cells would be fully confined by construction of earthen 
containment dikes.  Containment dikes will be gapped at TY3.  The project area is 
anticipated to colonize the marsh creation fill areas naturally, however, the project has 
included plantings for up to 25% of the marsh creation area.   
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Figure 1. Project features map (provided by USGS-WARC). 
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Historical and Present Vegetation Community: 
CRMS 2830 is the closest CRMS station to the project location.  The station is located 
approximately 1200 ft to the northeast of the project area, on the other side of the railroad 
and interstate (Figure 2).  CRMS 2830 was used for the vegetation and salinity analysis, 
and the hydrographic data from this station was used to determine percent inundation 
elevations.   
 

 
Figure 2. CRMS site location. 
 
CRMS vegetation surveys from 2007 to 2019 indicate an intermediate marsh community 
(Figure 3) dominated by Spartina patens (Figure 4).  The USGS land/water analysis 
indicates that the project area consists of 10.6% land and 89.4% water.   
 
Soil Types 
The soil type in the project area is almost all Lafitte Muck other than open water (Figure 
5).  The Lafitte series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, moderately rapidly 
permeable organic (sapric) soils that formed in herbaceous plant remains over mineral 
sediments. These soils are found in intermediate and brackish marshes in the extreme 
lower Mississippi River Delta and coastal areas. Slopes are less than 1 percent. The water 
table ranges 1.0 foot above to 0.5 foot below the surface unless protected and pumped. 
Where protected from flooding and drained, Lafitte soils subside due to oxidation and 
become extremely strongly acid. 
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Figure 3. Marsh classification. 
 

 
Figure 4. Dominant herbaceous vegetation cover by taxa. 
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Figure 5.  Soils map for the project area. 
 
 
Salinity 
The mean annual salinity for CRMS 2830 for the entire period of record (1/29/2008-
2/7/2020 is 1.90 ppt.  The salinity has dropped significantly following the MRGO 
closure.  The mean growing season salinity is 1.75 (March 1 through October 31) for that 
same period.   
 
Based upon USGS analysis of 2013 data (Figure 6), the area is classified as brackish.  
1949 vegetation mapping did not classify the immediate area but showed that it was 
likely intermediate but closely bordered by brackish marsh (O’Neil 1949).  Since then the 
classification of marsh type has varied widely.  The 2001 vegetation classification data 
indicated the area as fresh marsh and the 2007 indicated that the area was intermediate 
(Chabreck and Linscombe 1997, Chabreck et al. 2001).  A good indication of how this 
area has changed dramatically over time is the observation that salt marsh vegetation 
(Spartina alternaflora) is the dominant herbaceous vegetation occupying the 
undergrowth beneath the cypress trees.  Based upon the current salinity mean (1.9 ppt) 
and the site marsh classification though, the project area will be evaluated using the 
intermediate marsh model. 
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Figure 6. According to 2013 marsh type survey (Sasser, C.E., Visser, J.M.,  
Mouton, Edmond, Linscombe, Jeb, and Hartley, S.B., 2014, Vegetation types  
in coastal Louisiana in 2013: U.S. Geological Survey Scientific Investigations Map  
3290, 1 sheet, scale 1:550,000, http://dx.doi.org/10.3133/sim3290.) the project is  
0.6% Forested Wetlands, 10% Brackish Marsh and 89.4% Water. 
 
V1 - Emergent Vegetation 
 
The project boundary includes a total of 668 acres of open water area identified for marsh 
creation and an additional 79 acres of area that will be nourished for a total of 747 acres.  
MC1 consists of 3 acres of land and 73 acres of open water and MC2 is 76 acres land and 
595 acres water.   
 
The 2,388-acre extended boundary consisted of 1,480 acres of marsh (62%) in 1984 and 
has lost about 4.1% of land by March 2019.  The majority of historical loss in the 
extended project boundary has been located in the project area and more recent losses 
have been attributed to mainly hurricane impacts.  Multi-temporal land water analyses 
from 1984 to 2019 indicate that the land change is a slight gain of 0.06 %/y or 0.82 acres 
per year (Figure 7).  The opening of the Bonnet Carre Spillway and the 2009 closing of 
the MRGO have collectively attributed to the reduction in land loss in the area by 
increasing freshwater, sediment and nutrients to the system and reducing salinity.  The 
land loss rate input into the land loss spreadsheet will therefore be zero because there will 
be no loss of land in the marsh creation cell (Figure 8).  The FWP convention without 
planting is 10% marsh acreage at TY1 and 30% at TY3.  The marsh creation areas will be 
planted with the 25% of fully marsh creation area planting so the TY1 and TY3 FWP 
acreages were increased by 25% to 14% at TY1, 40% at TY3 and 100% at TY5 to 
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account for plantings in these years.  To determine the acreage of emergent and open 
water habitat within the project area, three years of land change were applied to the 2017 
baseline land acreage from the USGS analysis of 2017 NAIP photo-imagery (Figure 9) to 
arrive at TY0 (2020) project acreages. 
  

1984-2018

avg change 0.82 acres/yr
% change 0.06%

 
 
Figure 7. USGS land loss regression analysis. 
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Figure 8. Land Loss spreadsheet. 
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Figure 9. 2017 baseline map from 2017 NAIP imagery. 
 
 
FWOP 
 
TY0 
Marsh: 79 acres (11%)  Water: 668 acres (89%) 
 
TY1 
Marsh: 79 acres (11%)   Water: 668 acres (89%)  
 
TY20 
Marsh: 79 acres (11%)  Water: 668 acres (89%) 
 
FWP 
 
TY1 
Marsh: 133 acres (18%)   Water: 0 acres (0%)  
 
TY3  
Marsh: 346 acres (46%)  Water: 0 acre (0%) 
 
TY5  
Marsh: 747 acres (100%)  Water: 0 acre (0%) 
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TY20 
Marsh: 747 acres (100%)  Water: 0 acres (0%) 
 
  
V2 – Submerged Aquatic Vegetation 
 
The project area is primarily shallow open water classified as intermediate salinity.  
Submerged aquatic vegetation was very sparse on the WVA site visit however it was 
noted the presence of Ceratophyllum demersum (coontail), Ruppia maritima 
(widgeongrass), and Myriophyllum spicatum (watermilfoil).  In discussion with the 
property representative on site (Allen Ensminger, personal communication), we were told 
that some years the project area has significant growth of widgeongrass.  Based upon this 
limited information, a conservative estimate of SAV cover for the area is 30% on an 
average year and remains unchanged FWOP.   
 
FWOP 
 
TY0  30% 
TY1  30% 
TY20  30% 
 
FWP 
 
At TY1, there will be less than 1% open water available.  It is expected that these areas 
will have no appreciable SAV because there is virtually no open water area and therefore 
is assigned 0% through TY20.   
 
TY1  0% 
TY3  0% 
TY5  0% 
TY20  0% 
 
  
V3 – Interspersion 
 
The marsh creation area has only 10.6% existing marsh (79 acres).  Therefore, initial 
interspersion is Class 4.  This is not expected to change significantly by TY20.   
 
FWOP 
 
TY0  Class 4 
TY1  Class 4 
TY20  Class 4 
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FWP 
 
FWP, marsh creation will initiate a Class 5 area.  This will transition to Class 3 (“carpet 
marsh”) TY3 and remain Class 3 thereafter because there is no loss.       
 
TY1  Class 5 
TY3  Class 3 (“carpet marsh”) 
TY5  Class 3 
TY20  Class 3 (100% marsh) 
 
 
V4 – Shallow Open Water Habitat 
 
Approximately 4,488 water bottom elevations were measured throughout the project site 
during the design phase of the project (Attachment 1).  Using the locations of the depth 
measurements, an approximation was made on the size of the areas where water depth 
was less than 1.5 ft (Figure 10).  CRMS 2830, which is located just outside of the project 
area, has a mean water level of 0.66 ft (NAVD88, Geoid 12A – 9/2008 to 2/2020).  With 
this mean water level factored in, 39% of the open water is currently ≤1.5 ft depth.   
 
The State Master Plan subsidence rate for this area is 2.6 mm/y which is equivalent to a 
rate of 0.17 ft in 20 years.  This increase in depth was added to the entire set of elevation 
data to determine that at TY20 the percent of open water ≤1.5 ft depth will be reduced to 
28%. 
 
Project:

MTL 0.66 ft NAVD88 (12a) MTL 0.66 ft NAVD88 (12a)
V4 lower limit -0.84 ft NAVD88 (12a) V4 lower limit -0.84 ft NAVD88 (12a)
Marsh lower limit 0.5 ft NAVD88 (12a) Marsh lower limit 0.5 ft NAVD88 (12a)

Subsidence rate (20 yrs) 0.17 ft  

Total Pts 4488 Total Pts 4488
Deep Open Water 2327 Deep Open Water 2844
Shallow Open Water 1505 Shallow Open Water 1120
Marsh 656 Marsh 524
% OW < 1.5' deep 39% % OW < 1.5' deep 28%

5.  TY20 bottom elevations estimated by applying 20 years of subsidence (0.17 ft) to all TY0 elevations.

TARGET YEAR 0 TARGET YEAR 20

PO-133 Labranche Centeral Marsh Creation

Assumptions and methodology are provided in the numbered items below.

1.  Elevations are from design survey data.

2.  Calculated tidal datums (NAVD88; 12a) for project area:  MTL = +0.66 ft 

3.  Survey points greater than +0.5 ft NAVD88 (12a) are considered to be emergent marsh.  Based on GIS analysis using survey 
data, elevations greater than +0.5 ft are generally supportive of marsh and are not likely to be open water.  The survey data was 
plotted in ArcGIS to determine the lower limit of marsh elevation in the project area.  These points are identified below as 
"MARSH".
4.  The lower limit of shallow open water is calculated as +0.66 ft NAVD88 (MTL) - 1.5 ft depth = -0.84 ft NAVD88.  Therefore, all 
points with an elevation less than +0.5 ft (lower limit of marsh) and greater than or equal to -0.84 ft are identified below as SOW 
(shallow open water).  All points with an elevation lower than -0.84 ft are classified as deep open water (DOW).

 
Figure 10. V4 calculator spreadsheet. 
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FWOP 
 
TY0  39% 
TY1  39% 
TY20  28%  
 
FWP, it is expected that very little of project area will become open water area. Over 
time, subsidence and deeper channels, including tidal channels and existing bayou flows 
through the project area, will eventually reform and decrease the percent of open water 
≤1.5 ft somewhat but, because the no loss rate of the area, we can only assume there is no 
open water.     
 
FWP 
 
TY1  0% 
TY3  0% 
TY5  0% 
TY20  0% 
 
 
 
V5 – Salinity 
 
CRMS2830 monitoring site is located northwest of the project site just across the railroad 
and interstate.  This site indicates a mean growing season salinity of 1.75 ppt from March 
2008 to December 2019.  The project site is inside of water control structures that would 
likely have some salinity reducing effects compared to the location of the CRMS site, 
which has a more direct connection to Lake Pontchartrain.  The site is characterized as 
intermediate with dominant taxa listed as Spartina patens (wiregrass) but the site has 
representative species from a broad range of salinities, including S. alterniflora, S. 
latifolia, and bald cypress.  It is not expected that the project will affect salinity because 
of the continued tidal exchange with adjacent Lake Pontchartrain.   
 
FWOP 
 
TY0  1.75 ppt 
TY1  1.75 ppt 
TY20  1.75 ppt 
 
FWP 
 
TY1  1.75 ppt 
TY20  1.75 ppt 
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V6 – Fish Access 
 
The project site has five identified connections including a pipeline canal connection to 
Bayou LaBranche on the east, three connections along the railroad track bordering the 
northern boundary, and Bayou Traverse on the south end (See Attachment 1).  The 
following summarizes the description of each connection: 
 
West Pipeline Connection at Bayou LaBranche: 
 2 variable-crested weir bays (sill currently set at -0.5 ft NAVD88) 
 2 four-foot round flap gates (non-functional; open) 
 
Northwest Pipeline Connection through R/R: 
 8 five-foot variable-crested weir bays (sill currently set at -0.5 ft NAVD88)  
 2 four-foot round flap gates (non-functional; open) 
 
Northcentral Connection of Trappers Ditch through R/R: 
 Rock weir at +0.8 ft NAVD88 
 
Northeast Connection through R/R at Camp: 
 5 five-foot variable-crested weir bays (sill currently set at -0.5 ft NAVD88) 
 4 four-foot round flap gates (non-functional; open) 
 
Southside connection to Bayou Traverse 
 Open (no structures) 
 
The main access point to the project area is through Bayou LaBranche into the west 
pipeline canal  and through Bayou Traverse.  Bayou LaBranche feeds a direct connection 
to Lake Pontchartrain and provides an estimated 80% of the access influence to the site.  
40% of the influence is attributed to the west pipeline canal and 40% is attributed to 
Bayou Traverse.  The remaining 20% of access influence is divided among the three 
openings along the railroad right-of-way.   
 
Access Values are as follows: 
 

1) West Pipeline Canal Access =   0.4 * 0.3 = 0.12 
2) Bayou Traverse Access =    0.4 * 1.0 = 0.4 
3) NW Through R/R Access =    0.067 * 0.3 = 0.02 
4) Trapper Ditch Access =    0.067 * 0.1 = 0.007 
5) NE through R/R at Camp Access =   0.067 * 0.3 = 0.02 

 
The cumulative project access value is 0.12 + 0.4 + 0.02 + 0.007 + 0.02 = 0.57 
 
FWP the access value (0.57) remains the same.  The project (marsh creation) is expected 
to completely limit access in TY1 (plug value of 0.0001) but revert to original project site 
access value (0.57) by TY3.    
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FWOP 
 
TY0  0.57 
TY1  0.57 
TY20  0.57 
 
FWP 
 
TY1  0.0001  
TY3  0.57 
TY5  0.57 
TY20  0.57 
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Attachment 1. Survey point locations.   
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Attachment 2: Structure locations and descriptions and soil borings taken during 
WVA trip.  Red polygons indicate the four estimated structure/influence zones to 
base V6 assumption calculations on. 
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Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection and Restoration Act

Bayou La Loutre Ridge and Marsh Creation 
PO-178 

PHASE II APPROVAL 

CWPPRA Technical Committee Meeting
December 3, 2020

Project Location: Region 1, Project is located in  
Pontchartrain Basin in St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana. 

Problem:   1) Loss of historic maritime forest ridge;
2) Loss of important coastal avian habitat;
3) Subsidence and erosion of marsh habitat 

Goals: The goal of the project is to create  
approximately 19.4-acres ridge habitat with 
material obtained from bucket dredging Bayou 
La Loutre. Additionally, dredged material from Lake 
Borgne will create 193 acres of marsh and nourish 
approximately 248 acres of marsh along Lena 
Lagoon (441 acres total). 

Bayou La Loutre Ridge and Marsh Creation (PO-178)
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Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration
and Marsh Creation  (PO-178)

Benefits and Cost

Net Acres after 20 years: 203 Acres

Fully Funded Phase I Cost: $29,762,139

Current Fully Funded Phase II Request: $23,307,269

Current Phase II Increment 1 Request: $21,354,359
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Synergy with Lake Borgne Marsh 
Creation Project (PO-0180)

 The Project Site of PO-0178 is in close proximity to the 
Lake Borgne Marsh Creation Project (PO-0180), which 
has been funded and scheduled for construction in 2021 

 Both projects have been designed with synergies for the 
Borrow Area and the Dredging Pipeline Corridor

 The Mobilization and Demobilization cost of PO-0178 
can be improved by sharing the construction contract 
with the Lake Borgne Marsh Creation project (PO-0180)

 Cost-saving for the Mobilization and Demobilization 
ranges between $2.2 and $2.5M

Synergy with Lake Borgne Marsh 
Creation Project (PO-0180)
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Cost-sharing with PO-0180 for the additional 
length of the dredging pipeline, and for the 
Ridge Restoration:
– PO-0178 would require mob/demob, pre-lay and 

pickup 5,250 LF of additional subline through Lena 
Lagoon

– Cost for the additional subline+ Mob/Demob of 
Clamshells for the Ridge Restoration  =  $800,000

– Cost-saving: $3,350,000 - $800,000 = $2,550,000 
* The estimated Mob/Demob cost for PO-0180 is $5.5M and for PO-178 is $3.35M 
* The estimated unit cost for the mob/demob, pre-lay, pickup of the subline is $104/LF

Cost-Sharing for Mob/Demob

Questions?



 

 
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 

 
November 17, 2020 
 
Mr. Mark Wingate 
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-R/CWPPRA Program 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
RE:  Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation (PO-178) 
 St. Bernard Parish Phase II Authorization Request 
 
Dear Mr. Wingate: 
 
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) hereby requests Phase II authorization of the Bayou La Loutre 
Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation (PO-178).  Phase I activities were authorized on Priority 
Project List 26 in January 2017, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation Task Force 
under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, Protection and Restoration Act 
(CWPPRA).  This request is submitted in accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operating 
Procedures Manual (SOP).    
 
Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II authorization requests pursuant to 
Appendix A of the SOP.  Should additional information be required for this project, please 
contact Alton James on my staff at alton.james@usda.gov  or (985) 331-9084. 
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
W. Britt Paul 
Assistant State Conservationist/WR 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:alton.james@usda.gov


Mark Wingate 
November 17, 2020 
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Enclosure 
 
cc via email only:  
 Bren Haase, CPRA Technical Committee Member 
       Kevin Roy, USFWS Technical Committee Member 

Pat Williams, NMFS Technical Committee Member 
Karen McCormick, EPA, Technical Committee Member 
Brad Inman, USACE, P&E Subcommittee 
Kaitlyn Carriere, USACE 
Alice Kerl, USACE 

 Alton James, Jr., Project Manager NRCS, Luling, LA 
 Vida Carver, CPRA, Project Manager, Baton Rouge, LA 
 Brandon Samson, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA 
 John Jurgensen, SCE, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA 
 Ron Boustany, Natural Resource Specialist, NRCS, Lafayette, LA 
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Enclosure 1 

Information Required in Phase II Authorization Request 
Bayou La Loutre Ridge and Marsh Creation (PO-178)  

 
I. Description of Phase I Project: 

 
The Bayou La Loutre Ridge and Marsh Creation (PO-178) Project is located in  
Pontchartrain Basin in St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana. The project was funded for the 
Engineering and Design under the Coastal Wetland Planning, Protection, and Restoration 
Act (CWPPRA) in Priority Project List (PPL) 26 in 2017 and is essential to restore the 
historic and current ridge habitat along Bayou La Loutre and the interior marsh land 
along Lena Lagoon. The degradation of the ridge and marsh area is caused by subsidence, 
sediment deprivation, increased wave fetch, and construction of access and navigation 
channels resulting in increased boat traffic.  
 
Problem: 
Historic and current ridge habitat loss occurs in the form of subsidence and shoreline 
erosion along Bayou La Loutre. The shoreline erosion is caused by increased boat traffic 
diverted due to the closure of the MRGO channel. Ridge habitat consists of Live Oak 
Hackberry Maritime forest which is utilized by trans-gulf migratory bird species as a first 
and last stop when crossing the Gulf of Mexico. This critical habitat is rated as S1-Most 
Critically Imperiled (State Natural Heritage Program) and S2 priority by the state of 
Louisiana. Interior marsh loss along Lena Lagoon is caused by subsidence, sediment 
deprivation, increased wave fetch and construction of access and navigational canals. The 
integrity of the Lena Lagoon shoreline has been breached, and loss of this wetland buffer 
will expose the Bayou La Loutre ridge to highly erosional winter storm events.  
  
 
At the time of Phase I approval the Project’s goal was to create approximately 31.7-acre 
ridge feature with material from bucket dredging Bayou La Loutre. Additionally, dredged 
material from Lake Borgne would create 163 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 
258 acres of marsh along Lena Lagoon (421 acres total).   
 
A summary of project costs and benefits at the time of Phase 1 approval is provided 
below; the candidate project fact sheet and map can be found in Attachment A.   
 
Fully Funded Total Project Cost  $29,762,138 
Net Acres at TY20 203 
Average Annual Habitat Units  109 
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II. Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process, and Issues 

 
Phase I activities included formation of project goals and objectives, data acquisition and 
analyses (i.e., survey monument establishment, water level determination, bathymetric 
and topographic surveys, magnetometer surveys, and geotechnical investigation), 
development and evaluation of project alternatives, preliminary design (30%), and final 
design (95%) of the preferred alternative. Other tasks included the development of the 
land rights work plan, preliminary ownership report, preliminary pipeline report, 
preliminary oyster lease report, preliminary oyster resources survey, cultural resources 
reconnaissance report, consultations with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
recognized Tribes, draft application for appropriate permits and regulatory clearances, 
development of the draft Environmental Assessment, and approval of updated estimated 
costs and benefits by the Engineering and Environmental Workgroups. 
 
 

III. Description of the Phase II Candidate Project 
  

The proposed project will create approximately 5.25 miles (27,741 ft) of ridge along 
Bayou La Loutre and 19.4 acres of Live Oak/Hackberry Maritime forest habitat.  The 
ridge habitat will be built along the southern bank of the bayou.  Additionally, the newly 
created ridge will include herbaceous and woody plantings with smooth cordgrass 
plantings along the toe. The Lena Lagoon marsh creation site will create and nourish 
approximately 421 acres using sediment dredged from Lake Borgne. The marsh creation 
area will be fully confined.  Containment will be degraded as necessary to re-establish 
hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands.  
 
Currently, the proposed project consists of hydraulically dredging an estimated 1.23 
million cubic yards of bottom sediments from Lake Borne and pumping that material into 
open water and fragmented marsh within the project area.  There is one fully contained 
marsh creation and nourishment cell that includes approximately 163 acres of marsh 
creation and an additional 258 acres of marsh nourishment (Figure 1).   
 
The proposed design is to place the dredged material to a slurry height of +2.0 feet (ft) 
NAVD88, with a predicted marsh height of +1.1 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A at year 20 post 
construction.  Dewatering and compaction of dredged sediments should produce marsh 
elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh and within the intertidal 
range. Containment dikes will be constructed to a height of +3.5 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  
Containment dikes will be gapped or notched to achieve tidal connection between the 
created marsh and adjacent waters within about three years after construction.  On-site 
investigation and use of available survey information will be used to inform gapping 
needs and field fit gaps.   
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The borrow area is approximately 581 acres total of which only 12% of this is required 
to satisfy the needs of the project. With excavation down to an elevation of -20 ft 
NAVD88 Geoid 12A, the available volume of material is approximately 9.9 million 
cubic yards of sediment.  With a required 1.23 million cubic yards of material, the 
borrow area provides ample volume and provides latitude for the contractor to select 
the most effective area to access and dredge.   
 
The Ridge Restoration component will be to construct approximately 5.25 miles or 
27,741 linear ft of earthen ridge along the south bank of Bayou La Loutre.  The 
materials will be borrowed from Bayou La Loutre using a bucket dredge down to the 
elevation of -10 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  Material will be placed on the existing 
remnant of the ridge at a ground elevation ranging between 0.8 to 1.8 ft.  The 
dimensions will be a 5 ft crest height with a 15 ft width and side slopes at 5H:1V.    
 
Summary of Changes from 30% to 95% Design 
 

• For Marsh Creation Area, lowered the Construction Marsh Fill Elevation (CMFE) 
from +2.5 feet to +2.0 feet NAVD88 considering the existing marsh in the Marsh 
Creation Area (MCA) 

• Finalized the Dredge Pipeline Corridor (DPC) with a synergy with the Lake 
Borgne Marsh Creation Project (PO-0180) 

• Finalized the design of the Gap Closure Feature for the tidal channels and the 
deeper areas (<-3ft) along the containment- Sheet pile design 

• Optimized the design of the ridge – the side slopes and the borrow area in the 
bayou 

• Included Temporary Grass Seeding for the Ridge immediately after construction 
• Added protection measure for the existing oak trees within the footprint of the 

Ridge 
• Updated the probable construction cost estimate with the 95% design  
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Figure 1. Phase II Request Project Features. 

 
 
 
A summary of current project costs and benefits is provided below, and an updated 
Project Fact Sheet and map can be found in Attachment B. 
 
Fully Funded Total Project Cost  $26,544,222 
Current Fully Funded Phase II Request   $23,307,269 
Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request $21,354,359 
Net Acres at TY20  203 
Average Annual Habitat Units 109 
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III. Checklist of Phase II Requirements 
 

A. List of Project Goals and Strategies 
 
The proposed project will create approximately 5.25 miles (27,741 ft) of ridge 
along Bayou La Loutre and 19.4 acres of Live Oak/Hackberry Maritime forest 
habitat (Figure 1). The ridge habitat will be built along the southern bank of the 
bayou.  The ridge will be built to a +5 elevation with 15 ft top width and 5:1 
side slopes on both sides.  Additionally, the newly created ridge will include 
herbaceous and woody plantings with smooth cord plantings along the toe. The 
Lena Lagoon marsh creation site will create and nourish approximately 421 
acres (163 acres created; 258 acres of nourishment) using sediment dredged 
from Lake Borgne. The marsh creation area will be fully confined.  
Containment will be degraded as necessary to re-establish hydrologic 
connectivity with adjacent wetlands.  

 
B. A Statement that the Cost Sharing Agreement between the Lead Agency 

and the Local Sponsor has been executed for Phase I.   
 

A Cost Share Agreement was executed between CPRA and NRCS for Phase 1       
activities on August 24, 2017.   
 

C. Notification from the State or the Corps that land rights will be finalized 
in a short period of time after Phase 2 approval. 

 
CPRA provided assurance on land rights completion to NRCS on November 6, 
2020, Attachment C.  
 

D. A favorable Preliminary Design Review (30% Design Level). The 
Preliminary Design shall include completion of surveys, borings, 
geotechnical investigations, data analysis review, hydrologic data 
collection and analysis, modeling (if necessary), and development of 
preliminary designs.  
The Preliminary (30%) Design Review meeting was held on July 16, 2020.  
Attendees included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies 
and other interested parties.  In an email dated August 18, 2020, the NRCS and 
CPRA informed the CWPPRA Technical Committee and Planning and 
Evaluation Subcommittee of the results of the 30% Design Review Meeting 
and our intent to move forward with this project. The email included responses 
to the significant 30% Review Design comments; all comments and questions 
were addressed in the 95% Design Report and drawings.   
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CPRA’s Letter of Concurrence to proceed to final design is included in 
Attachment D. 
 
 

E. A favorable Final Design Review (95% Design Level) 
 

The Final (95%) Design Review meeting was held on October 22, 2020.   
Representatives from NRCS, CPRA, NOAA, EPA, and USACE participated in 
the meeting.  Comments were received from EPA and NOAA  Responses were 
provided.  CPRA’s letter of concurrence to proceed to Phase II funding request 
is included in Attachment E.   

 
F. A draft of the Environmental Assessment of the Project, as required under 

the National Environmental Policy Act, must be submitted two weeks before 
the Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is requested.  

 
NRCS submitted the draft Environmental Assessment to the Technical    
Committee for review on November 13, 2020.   

 
G. Application for and/or issuance of the public notices for permits. 

 
Joint permit application materials (LDNR/CMD, USACE, and LDEQ) have   
been completed and will be submitted if Phase II is authorized. Draft permit 
application is included in Attachment F. Draft permit drawings are available 
upon request. 

 
H. A hazardous, toxic and radiological waste (HTRW) assessment, if 

required, has been prepared. 
 

 NRCS procedures do not call for an HTRW assessment on this project. 
 

I. Section 303(e) approval from the Corps. 
 

The request for CWPPRA Section 303(e) approval was sent to the COE on   
August 31, 2020 and awaiting signature by the Colonel.  The Corps legal 
counsel have reviewed it and is approved for signature per email dated 
November 13, 2020.  (Attachment G – To be provided). 
 

J. Overgrazing determination from the NRCS. 
 

NRCS has determined that overgrazing is not, and is not anticipated to be, a   
problem in the project area (Attachment H). 
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K. Revised fully funded cost estimate, reviewed and approved by the 
Engineering Work Group prior to fully funding by the Economic Work 
Group, based on the revised Project design and the specific Phase 2 
funding request. 

 
NRCS submitted the revised cost estimate to the Engineering Work Group on  
October 28, 2020.  The Economic Work Group provided a final fully-funded cost 
estimate on November 3, 2020.   
 
The Phase II funding request spreadsheet is included as Attachment I. 
 

L. A Wetland Value Assessment reviewed and approved by the 
Environmental Work Group. 

 
A revised WVA reflecting the final project design was completed on October    
8, 2020. (Attachment J). The project is anticipated to result in 203 net acres 
and 109 AAHUs. 
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Attachment A 
Candidate Project Factsheet 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



www.LaCoast.gov

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4736

Federal Sponsor:
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, LA  
(318) 473-775

For more information, please contact:

Approved Date:  2017  Project Area:  aaaArea 
Approved Funds:  aaaAF Total Est. Cost:  aaaTEC
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  aaaNB
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type: Marsh Creation
PPL #:  26

Project Status

Location

Problems

Restoration Strategy

Progress to Date

Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration 
and Marsh Creation (PO-178)

February 2017
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Region 1, Lake Pontchartrain Basin and Breton Basin, St. 
Bernard Parish

View of marsh area and remnants of trees that once stood on adjacent historic ridges 
that have significantly subsided.

This project was approved for Phase I Engineering and 
Design in January 2017.

This project is on Priority Project List (PPL) 26.

Historic and current ridge habitat loss occurs in the form of 
subsidence and shoreline erosion along Bayou La Loutre. 
The shoreline erosion is caused by increased boat traffic 
diverted due to the closure of the MRGO channel. Ridge 
habitat consists of Live Oak Hackberry Maritime forest 
which is utilized by trans-gulf migratory bird species as a 
first and last stop when crossing the Gulf of Mexico. This 
critical habitat is rated as S1-Most Critically Imperiled (State 
Natural Heritage Program) and S2 priority by the state of 
Louisiana. Interior marsh loss along Lena Lagoon is caused 
by subsidence, sediment deprivation, increased wave fetch 
and construction of access and navigational canals. The 
integrity of the Lena Lagoon shoreline has been breached, 
and loss of this wetland buffer will expose the La Loutre 
ridge to highly erosional winter storm events. 

The goal of the project is to create an approximately 31.7 
acre ridge feature with material from bucket dredging Bayou 
La Loutre. Additionally dredged material from Lake Borgne 
will create 163 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 
258 acres of marsh along Lena Lagoon (421 acres total).

The proposed project will create approximately 5.46 miles 
(28,855 ft) of ridge along Bayou La Loutre and 24.4 acres 
of Live Oak/Hackberry Maritime forest habitat. The ridge 
habitat will be built centerline along the bank of the bayou.  
The structure will have a +4 elevation with a 5:1 slope on 
the bayou side and 3:1 slope on the marsh side. Additionally 
the newly created ridge will include herbaceous and woody 
plantings with smooth cord plantings along the toe. The Lena 
Lagoon site will create and nourish approximately 421 acres 
of marsh using sediment dredged from Lake Borgne. Lena 
Lagoon will have a semi-confined south and east flank and 
a fully confined north flank. Containment will be degraded 
as necessary to re-establish hydrologic connectivity with 
adjacent wetlands.

Cost figures as of: aaaDatePadPad 
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Attachment B 
Revised Project Factsheet 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



www.LaCoast.gov

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4733

Federal Sponsor:
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, LA  
(318) 473-7756

For more information, please contact:

Approved Date:  2017  Project Area:  453 acres 
Approved Funds:  $3.23 M Total Est. Cost:  $29.7 M 
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  187 acres
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type: Marsh Creation
PPL #:  26

Project Status

Location

Problems

Restoration Strategy

Progress to Date

Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration 
and Marsh Creation (PO-178)

November 2020
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Region 1, Lake Pontchartrain Basin and Breton Basin, St. 
Bernard Parish

View of marsh area and remnants of trees that once stood on adjacent historic ridges 
that have significantly subsided.

This project was approved for Phase I Engineering and 
Design in January 2017.

This project is on Priority Project List (PPL) 26.

Historic and current ridge habitat loss occurs in the form of 
subsidence and shoreline erosion along Bayou La Loutre. 
The shoreline erosion is caused by increased boat traffic 
diverted due to the closure of the MRGO channel. Ridge 
habitat consists of Live Oak Hackberry Maritime forest 
which is utilized by trans-gulf migratory bird species as a 
first and last stop when crossing the Gulf of Mexico. This 
critical habitat is rated as S1-Most Critically Imperiled (State 
Natural Heritage Program) and S2 priority by the state of 
Louisiana. Interior marsh loss along Lena Lagoon is caused 
by subsidence, sediment deprivation, increased wave fetch 
and construction of access and navigational canals. The 
integrity of the Lena Lagoon shoreline has been breached, 
and loss of this wetland buffer will expose the La Loutre 
ridge to highly erosional winter storm events. 

The goal of the project is to create an approximately 31.7 
acre ridge feature with material from bucket dredging Bayou 
La Loutre. Additionally dredged material from Lake Borgne 
will create 163 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 
258 acres of marsh along Lena Lagoon (421 acres total).

The proposed project will create approximately 5.25 
miles (27,471 ft) of ridge along Bayou La Loutre and 19.4 
acres of Live Oak/Hackberry Maritime forest habitat. The 
ridge habitat will be built centerline along the bank of the 
bayou.  The structure will have a +4 elevation with 5:1 
slope. Additionally the newly created ridge will include 
herbaceous and woody plantings with smooth cord plantings 
along the toe. The Lena Lagoon site will create and 
nourish approximately 421 acres of marsh using sediment 
dredged from Lake Borgne. Containment will be degraded 
as necessary to re-establish hydrologic connectivity with 
adjacent wetlands.

Cost figures as of: April 2020 





Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation (PO-178) 
 Phase II Request 
 
          

10 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Attachment C 
Project Landrights 
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Attachment D 
Concurrence to Procced to 95% Design 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



�tate of JLouisiana 

Chad Kacir 

State Conservationist 

United States Department of Agriculture 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 

3737 Government St. 

Alexandria, LA 70302 

August 18, 2020 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

Re: 30% Design Review for Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation Project (PO-0178) 

Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence 

Dear Mr. Kacir, 

The 30% Design Review meeting for the Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation Project 

(PO-0178) project was held on July 16, 2020. Based on the project information compiled to date, the 

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, as the local sponsor, concurs to proceed with the design 

of PO-0178 to 95% Design. 

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual, we request that you 

forward this letter of concurrence to the CWPPRA Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation 

Subcommittee. 

Please call me at (225) 342-2799 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Vida Carver, P.E. 

Project Manager 

cc: Alton James, Project Manager, Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • The Water Campus • 150 Terrace Avenue • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Attachment E 
Concurrence to Proceed to Phase II Funding Request 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



�tate of JLouisiana 

Chad Kacir 

State Conservationist 

United States Department of Agriculture 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 

3737 Government St. 

Alexandria, LA 70302 

November 6, 2020 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

Re: 95% Design Review for Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation Project {PO-0178) 

Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence 

Dear Mr. Kacir, 

The 95% Design Review meeting for the Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation project 

was held on October 22, 2020. Based on the project information compiled to date, the land ownership 

investigation, and the design to date, the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, as the local 

sponsor, concurs to proceed with requesting Phase II construction funding for the project. 

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual, we request that you 

forward this letter of concurrence to the CWPPRA Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation 

Subcommittee. 

Please call me at {225) 342-2799 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Vida Carver, P.E. 

Project Manager 

cc: Alton James, Project Manager, Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • The Water Campus • 150 Ten-ace Avenue • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Attachment F 
Project Permit Application  
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Joint Permit Application 
For Work Within the Louisiana Coastal Zone  

 
What is the 
purpose of the 
Joint Permit 
Application? 
 

 

 

 

 
How do I 
complete the 
Joint Permit 
Application? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Who is the 
applicant for the 
proposed 
project? 

 

Note:   Applicants 
may be either the 
landowner, person 
or company that is 
responsible for the 
proposed project. 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
This Joint Permit Application was developed to facilitate the state and federal permit application process administered  
by the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources/Office of Coastal Management (OCM) and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (COE) for work within the Louisiana Coastal Zone.  
 
To simplify the permit application process, the Joint Permit Application is a multi-purpose application.  It may be used  
to apply for a Coastal Use Permit (CUP) and/or a Department of the Army Permit under Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act and/or Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  This application may also be used to apply for a Solicitation  
of Views (SOV) or an OCM Request for Determination (RFD). Review the instructions below, then proceed to Step 1.  
 
 
There are two parts to the Joint Permit Application package: 

1. Joint Permit Application, and  
2. Maps and Drawings.  

 
An accurate/complete application is required for processing; inaccurate/missing information may delay 
processing.  Follow the instructions below to complete the application.  Specific instructions are provided        
with each step. 

• Type or print clearly using black or blue ink; 
• Steps 1 through 16 must be completed; write “N/A” if information does not apply to your proposed project.            

It is not necessary to write “N/A” on the Steps that you have been asked to skip; 
• When additional space is needed, include an 8½ x 11 sheet of paper identifying the Step number. 

 
When you have questions or need assistance in completing the application package: 

• Refer to the “Glossary of Terms” (See page 10.); 
• Refer to “Frequently Asked Questions” (See page 11.); 
• Contact the Office of Coastal Management at 1-800-267-4019 or 225-342-7591; or 
• Contact your local coastal parish program (See page 11.).  

(http://dnr.louisiana.gov/CRM/coastmgt/interagencyaff/lcp/lcp.asp) 
 
 
 
 

Complete the following information about the applicant. 

Applicant/Company Name: _______________________________________________________________________ 
                     Individual Person or Corporation/Company 

 
Mailing Address:     _____________________________________________            ____________________ 

       Street Address or P.O. Box           Unit/Apartment #  

       _________________________________________          __________         ___________ 
      City                   State             Zip  

 
Contact Information:     ___________________________________      _________________________________ 

                     Name of Contact Person (not the agent)           E-Mail Address  
 

       (_______)__________________________        (_______) ________________________ 
                     Area Code     Daytime Telephone Number           Area Code            Fax Number  

 
 
 
 

Continue to page 2 for step 2.   

 

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
Office of Coastal Management (OCM)  
Telephone: 1-800-267-4019  
Website: http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/ 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE)
New Orleans District  
Telephone: 504-862-2766  

       Website: www.mvn.usace.army.mil/ops/regulatory 

Instructions 

Step 1 of 16 

Internal Office Use Permit # 
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Is an agent 
being used for 
the proposed 
project? 
 
Note: An agent is 
not required. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
What type of 
permit or action 
would you like  
to request? 
 
Note: You may need the 
approval of other federal, 
state or local agencies 
for your project. 
 
Note: For questions 
concerning the CUP, 
SOV or RFD,  
call OCM at: 
·   1-800-267-4019 
     or 
·   225-342-7591 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Have you 
participated in a 
Pre-Application 
or Geological 
Review Meeting 
or obtained a 
wetland 
determination? 
 

Note: To schedule a  
Pre-Application and/or a 
Geological Review 
Meeting, 
call OCM at  
1-800-267-4019. 
 

Note: To apply for a 
wetland determination, 
call the COE at 
504-862-1627. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Is an agent being used for the proposed project? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 3.) 
YES (If YES, complete the following information.) 

Company Name:         _______________________________________________________________________________ 
         Corporation/Company 

 
Mailing Address:          ___________________________________________________            ______________________ 
           Street Address or P.O. Box             Unit/Apartment # 

          _____________________________________________  __________          __________ 
         City         State                     Zip  

Contact Information: ______________________________________      ______________________________________ 
         Name of Contact Person        E-Mail Address  

          (_______) _____________________________       (_______) _____________________________ 
          Area Code     Daytime Telephone Number       Area Code              Fax Number   

 

Check e  the appropriate box(es) to indicate the type of permit or action that you would like to request. 
 
     Coastal Use Permit (CUP), Clean Water Act Permit (Section 404), Rivers and Harbors Act (Section 10) 
       The purpose of the CUP is to ensure that any activity affecting the Coastal Zone is completed in a manner that is consistent with  
      the Louisiana Coastal Resource Program. 
 
      The purpose of the Department of the Army permit program under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and Section 404 of the  
      Clean Water Act is to review and evaluate proposals for dredging, filling, and/or placement of structures in waterways and wetlands 
      in order to determine whether a permit should be granted or denied based on expected impacts to the overall public interest. 
 
     Solicitation of Views (SOV) 
      If you wish to find out if your project is in the Coastal Zone or if you wish to determine if there are special features of the area that may  
      impact your project design you may request a SOV.  No application fee is assessed for SOV requests. The following Steps must be  
      completed to obtain an informal determination. 

• Step 1, Step 2, Step 6, Step 14, Step 16; and 
• Step 13 - (Vicinity plat showing project location and extent is required; cross section and plan views are useful, if available.) 

 
      Request for Determination (RFD) - OCM only 
      If you wish to obtain a formal determination as to whether or not a CUP would be required for a particular activity, you may submit a   
      RFD.  The appropriate application fee will be assessed for RFD requests.  The following Steps must be completed to obtain a RFD. 

• Step 1, Step 2, Step 5, Step 6, Step 8, Step 10, Step 14, Step 16; and; 
• Step 13 - (Vicinity plat showing project location and extent is required; cross section and plan views are useful, if available.) 
• If you think that no permit is required, you must provide a statement explaining why you think a permit is not required. 

 
a.     Have you participated in a Pre-Application or Geological Review Meeting for the proposed project? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 4b.) (If you would like to schedule a pre-application meeting, please call 1-800-267-4019) 
YES     (If YES, complete the following information.) 

 Date meeting was held: ____/____/______ 
 
 Attendees:  ____________________________    ___________________________    ___________________________    

       Individual or Company Representative                OCM Representative                     COE Representative 
 
 
b.     Have you obtained an official wetland determination from the COE for the project site? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 4c.) 
YES     (If YES, include a copy with this application.) 
 

          JD Number:_______________________________ 
 

c.     Is this application a mitigation plan for another CUP? 
NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 5.) 
YES     (If YES, identify the permit number of the project requiring mitigation.) 

 
          OCM Permit Number: ________________________ 
 

Continue to page 3 for step 5.   
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What permits/ 
certifications 
have you 
previously 
requested for  
the proposed 
project? 

Note: Additional sheets 
may be required for 
agency name, permit  
number and status 
information. 

 

Where will the 
proposed project 
be located? 

Note: The following 
websites may provide 
assistance in completing 
the latitude/longitude  
and directions: 
· Sonris on OCM

 website 
· MapQuest.com 
· Topozone.com. 

Note: Directions may 
include the following: 
· Nearest town/city
· Highways 
· Intersections
· Street names
· Landmarks 
· Start/end point 

a. Describe the project.

b. Is this application a change to an existing permit?
  NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 5c.) 
  YES     (If YES, identify the existing permit number.) 

 OCM Permit Number: ________________________ 
   d   Please explain 

c. Have you previously applied for a permit or emergency authorization for all or any part of the proposed
project?

   NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 6.) 
   YES     (If YES, complete the following information for the proposed project.) 
Agency Name                            Permit Number        Decision Status    Decision Date 

  Approved     Denied     Pending 
OCM 

COE 

Other 

Complete the following information to identify the exact location of the proposed project. 
a. Physical Location: ___________________________________   ________________________         ________________ 

Parish  City           Zip 
_____________________________________________________________________________________
Street Address (If known) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Water Body (if known) 

b. Latitude and Longitude:
Must be included in          Latitude: _________    _________    ________     Longitude:   _________    _________    ________ 
all applications.           Degrees            Minutes           Seconds                 Degrees           Minutes            Seconds 

c. Section, Township, Range:  (if available)

______________________         ___________________________       __________________________ 
  Section #(s)   Township #  (Specify North or South)  Range #  (Specify East or West) 
______________________         ___________________________       __________________________ 
  Section #(s)   Township #  (Specify North or South)   Range #  (Specify East or West) 

d. Lot #, Tract #, Parcel # or Subdivision Name: (if known)
 _________________________________________________     _________________________________________________ 
  Lot #    Parcel # 

 _________________________________________________     _________________________________________________ 
  Tract #     Subdivision Name 

e. Site Directions:  Directions to the proposed project site must be identified in order to process the application.
            START - I-10 toward Baton Rouge.  Exit #153 toward Port Allen.  US-190 West/LA-1 North ramp. RIGHT onto LA-987 1/Bridge  
           Side Road.  RIGHT onto LA-986/North River Road to Popular Grove Plantation directly behind guest parking lot in rear.  –END 

Continue to page 4 for step 7.    
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Who are the 
adjacent 
landowners? 
 
Note: Adjacent 
landowner information 
 is usually available 
through the office of  
the tax assessor in the 
parish where the  
project is to be 
developed. 
 
 
Note: Additional 
information may be 
included in the area 
provided on page12. 
Also, extra sheets 
 may be required if  
there are more than  
eight adjacent 
landowners. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
What is the 
purpose of the 
proposed 
project? 
 
Note: We are required 
 to review the 
justifications and needs 
for your project.  
Providing detailed 
information at the time  
of application may 
expedite processing of 
your proposal. 
 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required to 
explain why the  
proposed project is 
needed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Complete the following information to notify adjacent landowners whose property adjoins the proposed project 
site. 
 
Adjacent Landowner #1:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 
 

Adjacent Landowner #2:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #3:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #4:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Complete the following information to identify the purpose and need for the proposed project. 

a.      Project Name and/or Title:   _____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
b.      Project Type:  (Check e  the appropriate box.  See the “Glossary” on page 10 for the definitions of terms.) 

Non-Residential 
Residential 
 

c.      Source of Funding  Federal  State  Local  Private   
 
d.      Check e  the appropriate box(es) to identify what will be done for the proposed project. 

Bridge/Road   Drill site            Pilings   Riprap/Erosion Control 
Bulkhead/Backfill  Fill            Pipeline/Flow line  Site Clearance 
Drainage Improvements Home Site/Driveway          Plug/Abandon  Subdivision 
Dredging   Levee Construction          Production Barge/Structure Vegetative Plantings 
Drill Barge/Structure  Major Industrial Commercial       Prop Washing  Wharf/Pier/Boathouse 
Other   Marina            Remove Structures   
   d (Please specify) 

            _________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

e.      Why is the proposed project needed? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Continue to page 5 for step 9.   
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What is the 
status of the 
proposed 
project? 
 
Note:  Show and  
identify planned, in 
progress, completed 
work and dimensions 
 for excavations and 
 fill on the Plan View  
and Cross Section 
Drawings. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

How would you 
describe the 
proposed 
project? 
 
 
 
Note: To apply for a 
wetland determination, 
call the COE at 
504-862-1627. 
 
 
Note: Information 
provided in this Step 
must be consistent with 
Maps and Drawings. 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: For any  
equipment used, 
show the access 
 route and  
construction right  
of way on the Maps  
and Drawings. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Complete the following information to indicate the start/end dates and the current status of the proposed project. 

a. Proposed project start date:  _____/_____/_____      Proposed project completion date:  _____/_____/_____ 

b. Is any of the project work in progress? 
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 9c.) 
YES (If YES, show and identify the work in progress on the Plan View and Cross Section Drawings.) 
   d Please explain  
 
 
 
 
 
 

c. Is any of the project work complete? 
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 10.) 
YES (If YES, show and identify the work completed on the Plan View and Cross Section Drawings.) 
   d Please explain  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Complete the following information to describe structures, materials and methods for the proposed project. 
   Cubic yards are determined by using this formula. (Length (ft.) X Width (ft.) X Depth (ft.) divided by 27 = Cubic Yards) 
     Example: 25 ft. X 25 ft. X 5 ft. divided by 27 = 115.7 Cubic Yards 
   Acres are determined by using this formula. (Length (ft.) X Width (ft.) divided by 43,560 = Acres) 
        Example: 250 ft. X 250 ft. divided by 43,560 = 1.43 Acres 

  a.   Excavation:   
  ___________________________________                  ___________________________________ 
  Cubic Yards         Acres 

  b.   Fill:  
  ___________________________________                  ___________________________________ 
  Cubic Yards         Acres 

  c.   What fill materials will be used for the proposed project? 
        (Check e  the appropriate box(es) and indicate the cubic yards for each type of fill material.) 
 

Concrete   __________      Rock (rip/rap)       __________  
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

 Crushed Stone or Gravel  __________      Sand        __________  
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

 Excavated & Placed on site __________      Hauled in Topsoil/Dirt      __________ 
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

Excavated & Hauled off site __________ 
      Cubic Yards 

Other (Please specify):________________________________________________     __________  
                Cubic Yards 
 

  d.   What equipment will be used for the proposed project?  (Check e  the appropriate box(es).) 

Airboat            Bulldozer/Grader  Marsh Buggy   
 
Backhoe            Dragline/Excavator  Other Tracked or Wheeled Vehicles 
 
Barge Mounted Bucket Dredge         Handjet   Self Propelled Pipe Laying Barge 
 
Barge Mounted Drilling Rig          Land Based Drilling Rig Tugboat     
 
Other (Please specify.) _____________________________________________________________________ 

Continue to page 6 for step 11.    
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What impact  
will the proposed 
project have? 
 
 
Note: You will be  
notified by OCM if a  
field investigation is 
required to determine 
 if the proposed project 
will impact wetlands. 
 
 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required to 
adequately respond  
to 11b, 11c, 11d  
and/or 11e. 
 
 
Note: Providing  
detailed information at 
the time of application 
may expedite  
processing of your 
proposal. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 a. Total acres of wetlands and/or waterbottoms filled and/or excavated:    ______________________________ 
 
 
b.  What alternative locations, methods and access routes were considered to avoid impact to wetlands and/or  
     waterbottoms? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  c.  What efforts were made to minimize impact to wetlands and/or waterbottoms? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
d.  How are unavoidable impacts to vegetated wetlands to be mitigated? (Please note that a willingness to perform 
     mitigation does not relieve the applicant from adequately addressing justification for (step 8e) and alternatives 
     to (step 11b & 11c) the proposed activity) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  Landowner Rights 

• The affected landowner(s) whose property may be impacted by the proposed project has (have) the option of 
requesting that compensatory mitigation be done on their property. 
 

• Once OCM determines that mitigation is required, they will notify the applicant and all affected landowners of the 
extent and type of habitat impacted.  The landowner(s) will be given thirty (30) days to formally request or waive 
their mitigation option. (This can cause substantial delays in processing of the application.) 
 

Applicant Responsibilities 

• Coordinate with the affected landowner(s) to develop a conceptual compensatory mitigation plan.  This plan 
should be designed to offset the adverse impacts to vegetated wetlands which will occur from the proposed 
project.  (This can also cause substantial delays in processing of the application.) 
 

• To avoid delays, it is recommended that, prior to sending the application to OCM, you contact affected 
landowner(s) to: 

 

 – Inform them of possible wetland impacts and discuss their compensatory mitigation rights; and 
 –Ask them to indicate their intentions regarding compensatory mitigation on the form. 
 

• Submit the Landowner Compensatory Mitigation Request/Waiver form along with your application. 
 

Continue to page 7 for step 12.   
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What are the 
requirements  
for notification  
of landowners 
and oyster lease 
holders of the 
proposed 
project site? 

Note: OCM and COE 
both have mitigation 
requirements under 
different laws, rules and 
regulations; therefore, 
specific agency 
requirements may vary. 

Note: If a property has 
multiple owners with 
undivided interest in the 
property, each person 
owning an interest is 
considered  
to be a landowner  
and must be notified. 

Note: Additional sheets 
may be required if there 
are more than two 
landowners. 

Note: Compensatory 
mitigation is not a 
monetary settlement  
to be used at the 
discretion of the 
landowner(s). 

Note: A copy of the 
“Landowner 
Compensatory  
Mitigation Request/ 
Waiver” form is included 
with this application.   
To obtain additional 
copies, visit the OCM 
website or call: 
•1-800-267-4019 

  Or 
•225-342-7591 

Note: See our FAQ for a 
list of regulations that 
may be applicable. Be 
aware that this list is for 
example proposes and 
does not purport to be 
complete or indicate 
applicability in any 
particular situation or 
project. It is the 
applicant’s responsibility 
to be fully aware of all 
regulatory requirements, 
to list those requirements 
and certify that thy will be 
in compliance. 

a. Are you applying for a Coastal Use Permit?
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 12b.) 
YES (If YES, read the following information.) 

Requirements for Notification of Landowners 
It is the responsibility of the applicant to notify the landowner(s) of the property about this proposed project. Notification 
must include providing each impacted landowner with a copy of the permit application (form and plats) at the time the 
application is submitted to the Office of Coastal Management. 

Requirements for Notification to Oyster Lease Holders 
It is the responsibility of the applicant to notify all affected oyster lease holders about this proposed project.  Notification 
must include providing each affected oyster lease holder with a copy of the permit application (form and plats) at the time 
the application is submitted to the Office of Coastal Management. The location of leases, and the name and contact 
information of the lessee can be obtained by contacting the LDWF Oyster Lease Survey Section at 504-284-5279. You 
also can use the OCM GIS interactive map on our website at http://sonris-www.dnr.state.la.us/www_root/sonris_portal_1.htm. 
Please note that copies of the lease holder notification letters must be included with your application packet at the time of 
submittal. For more information regarding notification requirements please contact the Oyster Lease Survey Section or  
visit our website at http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/coastmgt/permitsmitigation/oyster.asp. 

While these are legal requirements to ensure that property owners/oyster lease holders are aware of proposals which 
might impact their land/oyster lease, it also serves as a proactive measure to initiate communication between the applicant 
and the landowner(s)/lease holders, especially when mitigation might be necessary.  Since mitigation can be a lengthy 
process, taking proactive steps early in the process may significantly reduce the time necessary to receive an 
authorization. 

b. Are you the sole owner of the property on which the proposed activity is to occur?
  YES (If YES, proceed to Step 12c.) 
  NO (If NO, follow the instructions below.) 

Check e the appropriate box(es) and complete the landowner information to attest to OCM that a copy of this 
application has been sent to all landowners whose property will be impacted by the project. 

  The applicant is an owner of the property on which the proposed described activity is to occur. 
  The applicant has made every reasonable effort to determine the identity and current address of the owner(s) of the  
  land on which the proposed described activity is to occur, which included, if necessary, a search of the public records 
  of the parish in which the proposed activity is to occur. 

  The applicant hereby attests that a copy of the application has been distributed to the following landowners. 

Landowner/Lease Holder #1:   ______________________________________________________________________ 
   Name of Landowner / Lease Holder 

Mailing Address:  _______________________________________________________       ____________ 
  Street Address or P.O. Box                    Unit/Apartment # 

 _____________________________ ______________________   _____   _________ 
  City     Parish          State        Zip Code 

Landowner/Lease Holder #2:   ______________________________________________________________________ 
   Name of Landowner / Lease Holder 

Mailing Address:  _______________________________________________________       ____________ 
  Street Address or P.O. Box                    Unit/Apartment # 

 _____________________________ ______________________   _____   _________ 
  City     Parish          State        Zip Code 

c. Does the project involve drilling, production, and/or storage of oil and gas?
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 13.) 
YES (If YES, review and complete the certification below. You must attach a list of all state and federal laws and rules and 

regulations dealing with spill prevention and containment. Your signature on step 14 certifies that you are aware of the 
terms and conditions of each requirement and that you will remain in compliance at all times.) 

I, _________________________________ hereby certify that I am the _________________________________ of   
(Name of officer)                               (Name of Office)

________________________________________, hereinafter referred to as the Applicant and that I have authority to 
  (Full legal name of the entity seeking a permit) 
act on behalf of and bind that legal entity, and by my signature below I certify that the information in the application is 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge, that Applicant has provided a complete list of the requirements for 
protection of health, safety and the environment, and that Applicant is in full compliance with all applicable safety and 
environmental regulations as listed on the attached sheet, specifically including when applicable, LAC 43:XIX.111 
Diverter Systems and Blowout Preventers. 

Continue to page 8 for step 13.   
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Why are Maps 
and Drawings 
required to 
obtain a permit? 
 
Note: The following 
websites may 
provide assistance 
in completing the 
Vicinity Map: 
•Sonris on OCM 
website 
•MapQuest.com 
•Topozone.com 
 
Note:   
For additional 
assistance with 
specific 
requirements, 
refer to the samples 
provided in this 
application package. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Who needs to 
certify and sign 
this application? 
 
Note:  
The application  
must be signed and 
dated by the 
applicant who 
desires to undertake 
the proposed 
activity. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: If an agent is 
being used, the 
applicant and agent 
must sign and date 
this application. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Quality Maps and Drawings are required to process the Joint Permit Application and for Public Notice.  
They must visually reflect what will be done in the proposed project and are key to the overall evaluation. 
 

The following Maps and Drawings must be submitted with the Joint Permit Application and must show both 
existing and proposed conditions. 
 

   •   Vicinity Map - Illustrates access to and the location of the proposed project relative to surrounding areas; 
•   Plan View Drawing - Illustrates an overhead view of the proposed project; and 
•   Cross Section Drawing - Illustrates a side view of the proposed project. 
 
In general, all Maps and Drawings should be: 
•   Legible and clearly labeled on single sided 8½ x 11 size paper; (large drawings that are reduced in size to fit the  
    8½ x 11 format are not acceptable if the scale is no longer accurate and if the dimensions and details are not clear  
    and easy to read after reproduction in the Public Notice); 

•   Drawn to scale with the scale identified graphically on each drawing; (if you cannot provide Maps and Drawings to  
    scale, you may submit the dimensions of the proposed and existing features of the work area displayed); 

•   Black and white ONLY (Colored Maps and Drawings will NOT be accepted); 

•   Accurate and reproducible; 

•   Placement of the north arrow, title, legend and scale bar must be consistent on Maps and Drawings; and 

•   Information provided in Steps 1 through 12 must be consistent with the Maps and Drawings. 

Inadequate or poor Maps and Drawings are the primary reason for delays in the permitting process.  
Sample Maps and Drawings are provided with this Joint Permit Application package for your assistance.  
Link to sample plats:     
http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/coastmgt/cup/sampleplats.asp 
 
 
Read the following information.  Print your name, sign and date to certify this application for processing. 

•    Application is hereby made for a permit or permits to authorize the work described in this application. 

•    To the best of my knowledge the proposed activity described in this permit application complies with and will be  
     conducted in a manner that is consistent with the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program. 

•    I certify that the information in this application is complete and accurate. 

•    If applicable, I also certify that the declarations in Step 12, notification to landowner(s), are complete and accurate. 

•    If applicable, I also certify that the declarations in Step 12c, oil spill response, are complete and accurate. 

•    I will abide by the conditions of the permit or license if issued and will not begin work without the appropriate  
     authorization. 

•    Permission is granted to the agencies responsible for authorization of this work, or their duly authorized    
     representative, to enter the property site during working hours for inspection purposes. 

•    If applicable, I authorize the agent identified in Step 2 to act in my behalf as agent for this application and the agent  
     will furnish, upon request, information in support of this application. 

 
 
     _______________________________________    ______________________________________     ____/____/____ 
      Clearly Print Name of Applicant    Applicant Signature           Date 
 
 
•    As the agent, 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. 
 
 
     _______________________________________    ______________________________________     ____/____/____ 
      Clearly Print Name of Authorized Agent    Authorized Agent Signature          Date 
 
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 by 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 5 years or both. 
 
 

Continue to page 9 for step 15.    
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What fees are 
required for 
permit  
processing and 
what methods  
are available for 
payment? 
 
 
 
 
 
COE and Local 
Parish Program 
fees will be 
assessed 
separately at 
the end of the 
process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

How do I submit 
the Joint Permit 
Application and 
Maps and 
Drawings for 
processing? 
 
 
If your project is 
in the Galveston 
or Vicksburg 
District of the 
Corps of 
Engineers,  
please see  
page 12. 
 
 
Note: Please keep  
a copy of the 
completed  
application for your 
records. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The following fees apply and must be received in order to process the application. 
 
a.   Check e the appropriate box to indicate the fee type:  (See the “Glossary” on page 10 for the definitions of terms.) 

  $100.00 - Non-Residential 
  $ 20.00  - Residential 

 
   •     If your activity involves dredging or filling, OCM will bill you on the basis of $.04 per cubic yards for residential uses  
         and $.05 per cubic yards for all other uses. 

   •     Fees may not apply if the Joint Permit Application is being processed by the local Parish. 

   •     Additional fees may be assessed for mitigation processing. 

 

b.   Check e the appropriate box to indicate payment method: 
 Check/Money Order    Electronic Transfer 
 Credit Card (Visa or MasterCard only)  Escrow Account 
 
      •    Make Check/Money Order payable to the Office of Coastal Management. 

      •    To pay by Credit Card, Electronic Transfer or Escrow Account, call OCM at 1-800-267-4019 to provide specific  
           account information or provide account information on a separate sheet of paper and include with application. 

      •    Cash is not accepted. 
 
 
 
To submit this permit application, Maps and Drawings and all supporting documentation, select an option below. 
 
            MAIL:  Office of Coastal Management 
   P.O. Box 44487 
   Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4487 
 
   If you select the MAIL option, submit the original Joint Permit Application, Maps and  
   Drawings and supporting documentation. 
 
 
            EXPRESS MAIL: Office of Coastal Management 
   617 North 3rd Street, 
   Suite 1078 
   Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
   Phone: 225-342-7591 
 
   If you select the EXPRESS MAIL option, submit the original copies of the Joint Permit  
   Application, Maps and Drawings and supporting documentation. 
 
 
            FAX:  225-342-6760 
   Attention: Office of Coastal Management, Joint Permit Application Processing 
 
   •     Include a cover sheet with the total number of pages; and 

   •     If you select the FAX option, follow-up with one of the mail options to prevent delay  
         if the fax is not legible. 

   •     Payment arrangements should be made prior to faxing your application by calling  
         OCM at 1-800-267-4019. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Continue to page 10 for “Glossary of Terms”.   
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Adjacent Landowner 
Property owners or lessees whose property is contiguous or shares 
a common border with that being developed. 
 
Affected Landowner 
The owner of the land on which a proposed activity will occur.  If a 
property has multiple owners with undivided interest, each person 
owning an interest is considered to be an affected landowner. 
 
Coastal Use Permit 
A permit required by 214.30 of the SLCRMA.  The term does not 
mean or refer to, and is in addition to, any other permit or approval 
required or established pursuant to any other constitutional 
provision or statute. 
 
Compensatory Mitigation 
As defined by OCM, replacement, substitution, enhancement, or 
protection of ecological values to offset anticipated losses of 
ecological values caused by a permitted activity. 
As defined by the COE, compensating for unavoidable adverse 
impacts to wetlands by restoring areas to wetlands, creating 
wetlands, or enhancement of wetlands. Most compensatory 
mitigation involves purchase of mitigation credits in a private 
mitigation bank. The amount of credits purchased is dependent on 
the amount of wetland values that would be lost because of the 
permitted project. 
 
Cross Section 
A side view of a project area illustrating elevations of features such 
as natural ground; buildings; bulkheads; piers; and depressions 
such as waterways, ditches, ponds, etc.  Cross sections also show 
side views of proposed work such as dredging and filling. 
 
Discharge 
The placement or movement of fill or excavated material using 
methods including, but not limited to dragline or backhoe buckets, 
bulldozers, front loaders, dump trucks, hydraulic dredge pipes, 
wheel-washing or prop-washing, jetting, etc. 
 
Dredged Material (Spoil) 
Material that is excavated as part of a specific project. 
 
Ecological Value 
The ability of an area to support vegetation, fish and wildlife 
populations. 
 
Excavate 
To dig out, remove or move earthen material, or to form a cavity or 
hole including linear features.   Methods include, but are not limited 
to, draglines, backhoes, bulldozers, front loaders, hydraulic 
dredges, wheel-washing or prop-washing, jetting, etc. 
 
Fastlands 
Lands surrounded by publicly-owned, maintained, or otherwise 
validly existing levees or natural formations as of January 1, 1979, 
or as may be lawfully constructed in the future, which levees or 
natural formations would normally prevent activities, not to include 
the pumping of water for drainage purposes, within the surrounded 
area from having direct and significant impacts on coastal waters. 
 
Fill Material 
Any material including, but not limited to, soil, rocks, sand, clay, 
construction debris, trees, wood chips, broken concrete and 
asphalt, etc., whose placement replaces any portion of a 
waterbottom or wetland with dry land or changes the elevation of 
wetlands or waterbottoms.  This material may come from on-site or 
be imported from an off-site source. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mean High Water 
The average position (elevation) of the high water mark. 
 
Mean Low Water 
The average position (elevation) of the low water mark. 
 
Mitigation 
All actions taken by a permittee to avoid, minimize, restore, and 
compensate for ecological values lost due to a permitted activity. 
 
Non-Residential 
Includes all actions that do not meet the requirements for the 
Residential category. 
 
Non-Vegetated Waterbottoms 
Waterbottoms that lack the presence of rooted vegetation. 
 
Non-Wet Areas 
Any area that has sufficiently dry conditions that indicate 
hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and/or wetland hydrology are 
lacking. 
 
Off-site 
Not within or adjoining the area directly modified by the permitted 
activity and not directly related to implementation of the permitted 
activity. 
 
On-site 
Within or adjoining the area directly modified by the permitted 
activity or directly related to implementation of the permitted 
activity. 
 
Residential 
Any coastal use associated with the construction or modification of 
one single-family, duplex, or triplex residence or camp. It shall also 
include the construction or modification to any outbuilding, 
bulkhead, pier, or appurtenance on a lot on which there exists a 
single-family, duplex, or triplex residence or camp or on a water 
body which is immediately adjacent to such lot.  Uses which do not 
fit this definition are non-residential. The Coastal Use Permit 
application fee for residential projects is $20. 
 
Unavoidable Net Loss of Ecological Values 
The net loss of ecological value that is anticipated to occur as the 
result of a permitted/authorized activity, despite all efforts, required 
by the guidelines, to avoid, minimize, and restore the 
permitted/authorized impacts. 
 
Vegetated Waterbottoms 
Waterbottoms that exhibit the presence of rooted vegetation. 
 
Wetlands 
For the purposes of §724 (as defined in R.S. 49:21.41), Open water 
areas or areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or 
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and 
under normal circumstances, do support a prevalence of vegetation 
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Continue to page 10 for “Frequently Asked Questions”.   

 
 

   Glossary of Terms  

The following information may provide a better understanding of terms that are used throughout this application. 
If the terms defined in this section do not help you, please contact OCM at one of the following, 1-800-267-4019 or 225-342-7591.
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What gives the Office of Coastal Management (OCM) the right 
to regulate private property? 
OCM does not regulate private property. OCM regulates activities that have 
a direct and significant impact on state public resources. OCM’s authority 
derives from Louisiana Revised Statute 49:214.21 et seq. Visit the 
legislative website for additional information at 
http://www.legis.state.la.us/lss/tsrssearch.htm. 

How does the Joint Permit Application process work? 
In general, an application is submitted which details the location and scope 
of the proposed work. OCM – Permits & Mitigation Division, which serves as 
a central collection point for the applications, distributes the applications to 
interested parties for their review and comment. OCM - Permits & Mitigation 
Division and the commenting agencies review the application for 
conformance with programmatic requirements and look for ways of 
minimizing impacts to coastal resources (e.g., vegetated wetlands, bird 
rookeries, endangered species, etc.). If necessary, negotiations are entered 
into to find locations, technologies or methods of implementing the project 
which will accommodate the needs of the permit applicant while conforming 
with the mandates of the various state and federal agencies. Once 
consensus is reached an appropriately conditioned permit is issued. 

Who receives a copy of my Joint Permit Application? 
The following agencies/offices receive a copy of your application: 
• OCM Permit Section;
• Local Programs Section, (if necessary);
• OCM Support Services Staff;
• OCM Field Investigator;
• The Army Corps of Engineers; and
• State Land Office.

How long does it take to obtain a permit? 
The following schedules are offered with the assumption that all of the 
information required by OCM is included in the application and the plats are 
adequate, clear and legible. For activities that are exempt from permit 
requirements, the determination is normally issued in under seven days. 
Projects that are determined to have no direct or significant impacts to 
coastal resources are issued in 4 to 10 days depending on location. 
Authorizations for activities that qualify for a General Permit are issued in 10 
to 15 days. For those activities that require full public notice, a minimum of 
45 days is required. During review of the permit application, for more 
complex activities, additional information may be requested. The more 
promptly the applicant can furnish this information the less time it will require 
to issue the authorization. The requirement for mitigation of wetland impacts 
is one of the factors that increases the time required for permit application 
review, as does coordination with other State agencies for activities 
affecting resources of concern to that agency 

How do I check the status of a submitted Joint Permit 
Application? 
Information regarding submitted permits may usually be obtained on the 
OCM website: http://sonris.com/direct.asp?server=sonris-
www&path=/sonris/cmdPermit.jsp%3Fsid%3DPROD. 

How does OCM protect the information that I provide 
throughout this application? 
Information provided on the application is used to evaluate the activity that 
is proposed for permitting, and this information is generally available for 
inspection and copying by the public, pursuant to the Louisiana Public 
Records act. There are some limited exceptions to the public records laws 
to protect certain types of records or information from public inspection. 
Please contact our office, before you submit any records or information that 
you would prefer not be available for public inspection or copying. In any 
case, simply marking a document “CBI” or “confidential business 
information” will not guarantee that the records or information will be 
protected from public inspection and copying. 

 
 
 

May I submit a Joint Permit Application to the Parish instead 
of OCM? 
Yes, if your project is located in a parish with an approved Local Coastal 
Program (Calcasieu, Cameron, Jefferson, Lafourche, Orleans, 
Plaquemines, St. Bernard, St. James, St. Tammany or Terrebonne) then 
you may submit your application to either the approved local program or the 
state office. If you submit the application to the state office, it will be input 
into the system and reviewed at that time. If you submit your application to 
the local parish office, then that office will forward the application to the state 
office to be input into the system and reviewed. Please allow additional time 
to receive a response if you choose the latter option. 

What other permits may be required? 
If your project involves dredging or filling of wetlands you may need a Water 
Quality Certification from the Department of Environmental Quality. 
Other approvals may be required but are not limited to the following: 
• State Land Office;
• Department of Wildlife and Fisheries;
• Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism;
• Department of Transportation and Development; and/or
• Department of Health and Hospitals.
These agencies will notify you of their requirements as part of the Joint 
Public Notice process. 

When I receive my permit from OCM, may I begin work? 
Following the determination from OCM, work may begin only after obtaining 
any necessary permit(s) from the COE, including any required mitigation, 
and any approvals or permits required any local authority or agency or by 
any state or federal agency, as may be required by law for said activity or 
the construction of the referenced project. 

How may I receive an extension for a permit? 
If you have not begun work on your project within two years of the date of 
permit issuance, the initiation period can be extended for an additional two 
years if you submit a request to OCM no less than sixty days and no more 
than one-hundred and eighty days before the initial two year period expires.  
The expiration date can be extended. Follow the same rules. There is an 
$80.00 extension fee. 

If I began my project without a permit, what will happen? 
OCM processing of any pending Joint Permit Application for the project will 
be suspended until the violation is resolved.  You may be required to 
remove any structures installed and restore any impacted habitat.  You may 
be subject to fines of up to $12,000and may be jailed up to six months. The 
penalties assessed by the Army Corps of Engineers may be significantly 
more expensive and more complicated. 

Did I break the law if I have already done some clearing? 
A representative from LDNR will perform a field investigation and project 
evaluation in order to determine the extent of any impacts and if you have 
violated any laws.  
Contact OCM at 1-800-267-4019 for assistance. 

What is Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act? 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 prohibits the obstruction 
or alteration of navigable water of the United States without a permit from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

What is Section 404 of the Clean Water Act? 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of dredged or fill 
material into waters of the United States without a permit from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

How do I receive additional information on the Joint Permit 
Application process? 
For additional information regarding the Joint Application Process, contact 
OCM at 1-800-267-4019 or visit the website at: http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/. 
You may also contact the Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2766 or visit 
the website at: www.mvn.usace.army.mil/ops/regulatory. 

 
 

         Frequently Asked Questions
 

The following questions and answers may assist you during the application process.  For an expanded version of 
frequently asked questions, visit our website at http://dnr.louisiana.gov/CRM/faq.asp 

Continue to page 12 for “Contacts and Additional Landowner Information” .  
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  COE District Contact Information:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Galveston District 
Attention:     CESWG-PE-R 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, TX  77553-1229 
Phone:409-766-3930 
Fax:409-766-3931 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Vicksburg District 
Attention:     CEMVK-OD-F 
4155 Clay Street 
Vicksburg, MS  39183-3435 
Phone:601-631-5276 
Fax:601-631-5459 

If your project is in the Galveston or Vicksburg COE District, submit your application directly to them. 
See addresses listed below. 

Additional Landowner Information (if necessary): 

Adjacent Landowner #5:  _____________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:  ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________            
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

Adjacent Landowner #6: _____________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:  ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________            
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

Adjacent Landowner #7: _____________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:  ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________            
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

Adjacent Landowner #8: _____________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:  ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________            
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

Contacts and Additional Landowner Information 
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Section 303 (e) 
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Overgrazing Determination 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
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 

 
August 26, 2020 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
ATTN:  CEMVN-PM-BC (CWPPRA Program)  
7400 Leak Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 
 
To Whom It May Concern:  
 
RE:  Bayou La Loutre Ridge and Marsh Creation Project (PO-178) 
  
Please accept this overgrazing determination for the Bayou La Loutre Ridge and Marsh Creation 
Project (PO-178).  I contacted our local district conservationist to discuss the grazing in the 
project area.  Currently, livestock are not grazing in the area, nor do we see a potential for 
grazing once the project is installed.  Therefore, it is our opinion, overgrazing is not a problem in 
this project area.  If you have any questions, please let me know.  
  
  
Sincerely,  
  
  
  
  
W. Britt Paul Assistant State Conservationist/Water Resources  
  
  
Cc:   (electronic distribution only)         

Kristopher Davis, Assistant State Conservationist/Field Operations, Lafayette,        
Louisiana         
John Boatman, District Conservationist, Luling, Louisiana    
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Request for Phase II Approval Spreadsheet 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Bayou LaLoutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation

PPL: 26 Project No. PO-178

Agency: NRCS

Phase I Approval Date: 16-Jan-17

Phase II Approval Date:  Jan 2021 Const Start: Sep-21

Original Current Original Original Current Current Current
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 2,082,526                2,082,526                2,082,526 2,082,526             

Lands 806,033                   518,980                   429,709 376,324                429,709                89,271                     89,271                    

Fed S&A 666,265                   669,488                   324,862 341,404                324,862                344,626                   344,626                  

State S&A 791,643.96              1,029,188                396,480 395,164                396,480                632,708                   632,708                  

COE Proj Mgmt

Phase I 3,376                       3,376                       3,376 3,376                    

Ph II Const Phase 2,086                       2,517                       2,086                    2,517                       2,517                      

Ph II Long Term 34,263                     39,181                     34,263                  39,181                     4,316                      

Const Contract 18,208,194              14,983,748              18,208,194           14,983,748              14,983,748             

Const S&I 626,496                   1,119,851                626,496                1,119,851                1,119,851               

Contingency 4,552,049                2,247,562                4,552,049             2,247,562                2,247,562               

Monitoring

Phase I

Ph II Const Phase

Ph II Long Term 977,447                   893,397                   977,447                893,397                   133,103                  

O&M - State 821,345                   2,689,701                821,345                2,689,701                1,706,475               

O&M - Fed 190,414                   264,707                   190,414                264,707                   90,183                    

Total 29,762,138              26,544,222              3,236,952 26,525,186           3,236,953             23,307,269              21,354,359             

Total Project 29,762,138           26,544,222              24,591,312             

Current Estimate over original estimate -11%

Prepared By: Alton James Date Prepared: 6-Nov-20
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Revised Wetland Value Assessment 
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Project Name:  Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation 
 
Sponsoring Agency:  Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Contact:  Ron Boustany, NRCS, (337) 291-3067, ron.boustany@.usda.gov 
   
Project Location:  Region 1, Lake Pontchartrain Basin and Breton Basin, St. Bernard Parish 
 
Problem 
Historic and current ridge habitat loss occurs in the form of subsidence and shoreline erosion along 
Bayou La Loutre. The shoreline erosion is caused by increased boat traffic diverted due to the 
closure of the MRGO channel. Ridge habitat consists of Live Oak Hackberry Maritime forest 
which is utilized by trans-gulf migratory bird species as a first and last stop when crossing the Gulf 
of Mexico. This critical habitat is rated as S1-Most Critically Imperiled (State Natural Heritage 
Program) and S2 priority by the state of Louisiana. Interior marsh loss along Lena Lagoon is 
caused by subsidence, sediment deprivation, increased wave fetch and construction of access and 
navigational canals. The integrity of the Lena Lagoon shoreline has been breached, and loss of this 
wetland buffer will expose the La Loutre ridge to highly erosional winter storm events.  
  
Goals:   
The goal of the project is to create approximately 19.4-acres ridge habitat with material obtained 
from bucket dredging Bayou La Loutre. Additionally, dredged material from Lake Borgne will 
create 193 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 248 acres of marsh along Lena Lagoon (441 
acres total).   
Proposed Project Features:   
The proposed project will create approximately 5.25 miles (27,741 ft) of ridge along Bayou La 
Loutre and 19.4 acres of Live Oak/Hackberry Maritime forest habitat (Figure 1). The ridge habitat 
will be built along the southern bank of the bayou.  The ridge will be built to a +4 elevation with 
15 ft top width and 5:1 side slopes on both sides.  Additionally, the newly created ridge will 
include herbaceous and woody plantings with smooth cordgrass plantings along the toe. The Lena 
Lagoon marsh creation site will create and nourish approximately 441 acres (193 acres created; 
248 acres of nourishment) using sediment dredged from Lake Borgne. The marsh creation area 
will be fully confined.  Containment will be degraded as necessary to re-establish hydrologic 
connectivity with adjacent wetlands.  
 

mailto:291-3067,%20ron.boustany@.usda.gov
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Figure 1: Proposed project features. 
 
Historical and present vegetative community:  According to the marsh type survey, the project 
area is 55.8% saline marsh, 1.6% brackish marsh, and 42.6% water (Sasser et al. 2014). Although 
the entire marsh creation area is classified saline, it has recently transitioned to a more brackish 
community with the closure of the MRGO.  The marsh remains dominated by Spartina alterniflora 
(smooth cordgrass) but salinity conditions are favorable for transition to a more brackish 
vegetation assemblage.     
 
Marsh type classification (Figure 2), salinity (Figure 3), and vegetative transect data (Figure 4) for 
CRMS station 4551 (Figure 5) are shown below.  Surveys from 2006 to 2019 indicate saline marsh 
at station 4551.  However, because the salinity continues to drop with the MRGO closure, the 
project marsh will be evaluated using the brackish marsh model. The most recent CRMS average 
salinity following the closure (2010 to 2020) is 5.42 ppt.  The ridge habitat will be evaluated using 
the coastal chenier/ridge model. 
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Figure 2: Marsh type classification at CRMS station 4551. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 3. Water salinity (ppt) at the CRMS hydro station 4551 showing the effects of  
the MRGO closure on salinity levels.  The closure took place in 2009.  The most recent 
CRMS 4551 salinity average with closure is 5.42 ppt (2010 to 2020).     
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Figure 4. Vegetative transect data at CRMS station 4551. 
 
 

 
Figure 5. Coastwide Reference Monitoring System (CRMS) station 4551 in relation to the 
project area. 
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Land Loss:  USGS calculated a historical loss rate for the extended boundary (5,841 acres) using a 
hyper-temporal analysis for the period 1984 to 2020 (Figure 6).  That analysis utilized a total of 
196 TM satellite scenes.  The loss rate during that period was -0.27%/year (Figure 6).   
 

 
Figure 6. Project area land loss trends. 
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Marsh Creation Area 
 
V1 - Emergent Vegetation 
 
Five years of loss was applied to the 2015 land acreage to arrive at TY0 (2020) project acreages. 
 
TY0 Acreages:  Marsh = 258 acres; Water = 202 acres; Total = 460 acres 
 
FWOP  
 
Assume the 1984-2020 loss rate (-0.27%/y) continues (see the land loss spreadsheet attached).   
 
TY0:   258 acres = 56% Water = 202 acres 
TY1:   258 acres = 56% Water = 202 acres 
TY20: 245 acres = 53% Water = 215 acres 
 
FWP  
 
Marsh creation includes the Lena Lagoon area as well as the marsh created on the side slopes of 
the ridge feature.  To calculate the marsh area on the side slopes of the ridge (Figure 7), we used 
the water levels corresponding to the 80% inundation elevation (-0.03 ft), 1% inundation elevation 
(2.4 ft), and the existing marsh elevation (0.85 ft).  The bayou side (slope of 1:5) marsh credit lies 
between the 1% and 80% inundation elevations.  The marsh side credit lies between the 1% 
inundation elevation and the existing marsh elevation.  The total marsh area created/nourished on 
the ridge is 12.2 acres.  Therefore, TY1 total marsh created is the sum of the Lena Lagoon open 
water and the 7.4 additional marsh acres created on the bayou side slope of the ridge.  Nourished 
marsh includes the existing marsh in the Lena Lagoon area and the marsh nourished (4.9 acres) on 
the marsh side slope of the ridge.  The remaining area above the 1% inundation level (19.4 acres) 
on the ridge feature is considered ridge habitat and has been removed from marsh creation model 
to be analyzed below in a separate ridge model.   
 

Marsh Creation 
Side Marsh Credit Bayou Side 

Marsh Credit

80% Inundation: -0.03’

Target Marsh: 0.85’

1% Inundation: 2.4’

Ridge
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Figure 7. Diagram of marsh vs. ridge credit determination. 
 
Standard assumptions for marsh credit are applied as follows: TY1 = 10%, 30% at TY3, and 100% 
at TY5.  Standard assumptions are applied to the nourished marsh: TY1 = 50% marsh credit and 
TY3 = 100% marsh credit.  Created/nourished marsh is lost at half of the historical rate.   
 
TY1:    143 acres = 32%  Water = 1 acre 
TY3:    305 acres = 69%  Water = 2 acres 
TY5:    438 acres = 99%  Water = 3 acres 
TY19:  429 acres = 97%  Water = 11 acres  
TY20:  429 acres = 97%  Water = 12 acres 
 
V2 - Submerged Aquatic Vegetation 
 
NRCS performed an agency recon trip on May 12, 2016 for the original WVA in which we 
observed several submerged aquatic vegetation species on the project site including Myriophyllum 
spicatum (Eurasian water milfoil), Ruppia maritima (widgeon grass), Ceratophyllum demersum 
(coontail).  The dominate species was M. spicatum.  As much as 70% of all open water had SAV 
occurring.  We estimated that in areas of open water where these species existed, there was as 
much as 80% cover.  Therefore, we estimate roughly a 56% cover of SAV throughout the project 
(0.7*0.8=0.56).  We would expect that this percentage would not change FWOP since the cover 
tends to occur in all areas that will support growth.   
 
FWP we would expect a similar distribution since there will be water areas that primarily serve as 
tidal channels that limit growth because of scour and some small ponds that will fully support 
growth.   
 
FWOP 
TY0-TY20: 56% 
 
FWP 
TY1 – 0% 
TY3 – 28% 
TY5 – 56% 
TY19 – 56% 
TY20 – 56% 
 
V3 – Interspersion 
 
The interspersion tool indicates the marsh creation area as Class 3 (Figure 8).  We don’t expect this 
to change FWOP. 
 
FWOP  
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TY0:   100% Class 3  
TY1:    100% Class 3  
TY20: 100% Class 3 
      

  
Figure 8. Location of marsh creation area; interspersion tool indicates the area as Class 3. 
    
FWP 
 
FWP interspersion class assignments follow standard workgroup convention for marsh creation.   
 
TY1:    100% Class 5 
TY3:    100% Class 3 
TY5:    100% Class 3 
TY19:  100% Class 1  
TY20:  100% Class 1 
 
 
V4 - Shallow Open Water Habitat 
 
Elevations from the 2018 design survey data (3,595 points) were used to calculate marsh 
elevations (MARSH), shallow open water less than -1.5 ft deep (SOW) and deep open water 
greater than -1.5 ft deep (DOW).  The calculated datums (NAVD88-12a) for the project area for 
CRMS 4551 were MHW = +1.17 ft; MTL = +0.49 ft; and MLW = -0.19 ft.  The lower limit of 
marsh elevation was determined to be +0.013 ft therefore survey points greater than 0 ft NAVD88 
were considered to be emergent marsh.  Based on GIS analysis using the survey data, elevations 
greater than 0 ft are generally supportive of marsh and not likely to be open water.  The survey 
data was input points 0 ft and above were identified as MARSH (Figure 9).  
 
The lower limit of SOW was calculated as +0.49 ft NAVD88 (MTL) – 15 ft depth = -1.01 ft 
NAVD88.  Therefore, all points with an elevation less than 0 ft (lower limit of marsh) and greater 
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than or equal to -1.01 ft were identified as SOW.  All points with an elevation lower than -1.01 ft 
were classified as DOW.   
 
TY20 bottom elevations were estimated by applying 20 years of subsidence (0.28 ft) to all TY0 
elevations (Breton Sound moderate scenario – 4.4 mm/y or 0.014 ft per year) (Figure 9).  A sea 
level rise of 0.53 ft was added to the MTL and Marsh lower limit to reflect the TY20 change in 
water level.        
 

Project:

MTL 0.49 ft NAVD88 MTL 1.02 ft NAVD88
V4 lower limit -1.01 ft NAVD88 V4 lower limit -0.48 ft NAVD88
Marsh lower limit 0.013 ft NAVD88 Marsh lower limit 0.543 ft NAVD88

Subsidence rate (20 yrs) 0.28 ft (0.014 ft/y)

Total Pts 3595 Total Pts 3595
Deep Open Water 933 Deep Open Water 1490
Shallow Open Water 644 Shallow Open Water 1642
Marsh 2018 Marsh 463
% OW < 1.5' deep 41% % OW < 1.5' deep 52%

5.  TY20 bottom elevations estimated by applying 20 years of subsidence (0.28 ft) to all TY0 elevations. (Breton Sound moderate 
scenerio - 4.4 mm/y (0.014 ft/y)).  The MTL increases by 0.53 ft TY20 which is equvalent to 20 years of sea level rise (ESLR).

TARGET YEAR 0 TARGET YEAR 20

PO-178 Bayou La Loutre RR and MC 

Assumptions and methodology are provided in the numbered items below.

1.  Elevations are from 2018 design survey data.

2.  Calculated tidal datums (NAVD88) for project area: MHW = +1.17 ft; MTL = +0.49 ft, and MLW = -0.19 ft

3.  Survey points greater than 0 ft NAVD88 are considered to be emergent marsh.  Based on GIS analysis using survey data, 
elevations greater than 0 ft are generally supportive of marsh and are not likely to be open water.  The survey data was plotted in 
ArcGIS to determine the lower limit of marsh elevation in the project area.  These points are identified below as "MARSH".

4.  The lower limit of shallow open water is calculated as +0.49 ft NAVD88 (MTL) - 1.5 ft depth = -1.01 ft NAVD88.  Therefore, all 
points with an elevation less than 0 ft (lower limit of marsh) and greater than or equal to -1.01 ft are identified below as SOW 
(shallow open water).  All points with an elevation lower than -1.01ft are classified as deep open water (DOW).

 
Figure 9. V4 calculation spreadsheet. 
 
FWOP 
TY0: 41%  
TY1: 41%  
TY20: 52%  
 
For FWP, it is assumed that all open water is less than 1.5 ft deep at TY1 through TY5.  By TY20, 
it is assumed that continued settlement and tidal exchange will result in the formation of some 
open water greater than 1.5 feet deep. 
 
FWP 
TY1: 100% 
TY3: 100% 
TY5: 100% 
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TY19:  90% 
TY20:  90% 
 
V5 – Salinity 
 
Because the MRGO closure was built in 2009 we used the CRMS salinity data beginning in 2010 
to calculate the mean.  Mean annual salinity for CRMS station 4551 for the period 2010 to 2020 is 
5.42.  Salinity is not expected to change FWOP or FWP. 
 
FWOP 
TY0-TY20: 5.42 ppt 
 
FWP 
TY0-TY20: 5.42 ppt 
 
V6 – Aquatic Organism Access 
 
FWOP 
The project area is considered an open system and has an access value of 1.0. 
 
TY0-TY20: 1.0 
 
FWP 
The marsh creation area is considered to have no access (access value is 0.0001) at TY1 due to the 
elevation of the marsh platform and containment dikes.  At TY3, the marsh creation area receives 
an access value of 1.0 due to settling of the marsh platform, formation of tidal channels, and 
gapping of the containment dikes. 
 
TY1: 0.0001  
TY3: 1.0 
TY5: 1.0 
TY19:  1.0 
TY20: 1.0 
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Ridge Restoration (FWP) 
 
The ridge restoration feature will result in 27,741 linear feet (19.4 acres) of Bayou La Loutre ridge.  
 

Ridge Crown Width (ft) Top Elevation 
(ft) Side Slope (marsh) Side Slope 

(Bayou) 

Dimensions 15 4 1:5 1:5 

 
Plantings (see specific planting items and budget following WVA discussion) 

1) Construction Year:  The goal is to establish low, herbaceous cover before planting 
hardwood seedlings and saplings.  Herbaceous cover will add organic material to the soil 
and help develop favorable environmental conditions for the seedlings.  Tall herbaceous 
cover or woody growth is not desirable as they would compete with newly planted 
seedlings.  Seashore paspalum and/or other appropriate species will be planted at a rate of 
1250 plants/acre.  Paspalum plantings and natural recruitment of other species should 
provide adequate herbaceous cover after one or two years of growth. 

2) Year 2:  Foliar spray (Arsenal in July-September) of any Chinese tallow seedlings which 
may have colonized the site.   

3) Year 3:  Hardwood seedlings will be planted (December-March) on a 10’x10’ spacing (435 
trees per acre).  Species include live oak, sugarberry, red mulberry, toothache tree, yaupon 
holly, and other suitable species.  Tubex tree protectors will be installed to protect the 
seedlings from nutria herbivory.  Saplings (1000) will also be planted to accelerate canopy 
cover. 

4) Year 5:  In case of a complete planting failure, a full replant (seedlings and saplings) and 
Chinese tallow control are included in the budget. 

5) Years 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and 14:  Chinese tallow tree control until canopy closure occurs. 
 
V1 – Percent Canopy Tree Cover 
Assumptions:  Canopy cover values are based primarily on observations from bottomland 
hardwood restoration projects on agricultural lands in the Mississippi Alluvial Valley.  A typical 
planting design for those projects includes a 12’x12’ spacing (302 trees/acre), no replanting, and 
no tallow control.  The proposed design includes 435 trees/acre, saplings, tallow control, and 
funding for replanting.  Optimal canopy cover is not expected until TY20.  Significant canopy 
closure could occur by TY15. 
The table below contains canopy cover values from previous WVAs and literature (compiled by 
NMFS for the Phase 1 Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge Restoration WVA).  
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MRGO 
(USACE 2010) 

Bayou Dupont 
Phase 1 WVA 

Grand Liard 
Phase 1 
WVA 

Monte 
Dissertation 

(Monte 1978) 
TY 1 0 0 0 0 
TY3 0 0 0 0 
TY5     10   
TY7  20   
TY8 10 no ridge   

TY10    0 
TY15 n/a   10 
TY20 40 (TY25)  35 30 

 
TY1 0% 
TY3 0% 
TY7 5% 
TY12 25% 
TY15 40% 
TY20 50% 
 
V2 – Percent Shrub/Midstory Cover 
Assumptions:  As canopy cover increases, shrub/midstory cover development is expected to slow 
as the canopy develops.  Besides the seedlings and saplings planted, natural recruitment of eastern 
baccharis, marsh elder, wax myrtle, Christmas berry, and other species should result in significant 
cover by TY5. 
 
The table below contains shrub/midstory cover values from previous WVAs and literature 
(compiled by NMFS for the Phase 1 Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge Restoration WVA).  

  

MRGO (USACE 
2010) 

Bayou Dupont 
Phase 1 WVA 

Grand Liard 
Phase 1 
WVA 

Monte 
Dissertation 

(Monte 1978) 
TY1 0 0 0 20 
TY3 20 10 25 30 
TY5     30   
TY7   35     
TY8 75 no ridge   

TY10    30 
TY15 n/a   40 
TY20 65 (TY25)  55 50 

TY1 0% 
TY3 10% 
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TY7 35% 
TY12 50% 
TY15 50% 
TY20 50% 
 
V3 – Native Woody Species Diversity 
Assumptions:  In TY3, several species will be planted including live oak, sugarberry, wax myrtle, 
red mulberry, yaupon holly, persimmon, toothache tree.  Other species of woody trees, vines, and 
shrubs will naturally recruit to the site as has been observed on spoil banks in the area.  In an 
assessment of spoil bank vegetation on Jean Lafitte National Historical Park (Nolfo-Clements 
2006), over 20 woody species were noted.  Naturally recruited species may include marsh elder, 
baccharis, palmetto, honey locust, black willow, Vachelia farnesiana (acacia), poison ivy, 
peppervine, button bush, smilax spp., and trumpet creeper (LDWF Natural Heritage Assessment).  
It is assumed that by TY7, at least 8 woody species are present and increase to 10 for the 
remaining project life. 
 
The table below contains diversity values from previous WVAs and literature (compiled by NMFS 
for the Phase 1 Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge Restoration WVA).  

   

MRGO (USACE 
2010) 

Bayou Dupont 
Phase 1 WVA 

Grand Liard 
Phase 1 
WVA 

Monte 
Dissertation 

(Monte 1978) 
TY 1 0 2 0 4 
TY3 6 6 10 8 
TY5     9    
TY7   10     
TY8 10 11   

TY10    11 
TY15 n/a 12  9 
TY20 13 (TY25) 13 8 9 

 
TY1 0 
TY3 6 
TY7 8 
TY12 8 
TY15 10 
TY20 10 
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          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Bayou LaLoutre Ridge Restoration and Marsh Creation

PPL: 26 Project No. PO-178

Agency: NRCS

Phase I Approval Date: 16-Jan-17

Phase II Approval Date:  Jan 2021 Const Start: Sep-21

Original Current Original Original Current Current Current
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 2,082,526                2,082,526                2,082,526 2,082,526             

Lands 806,033                   518,980                   429,709 376,324                429,709                89,271                     89,271                    

Fed S&A 666,265                   669,488                   324,862 341,404                324,862                344,626                   344,626                  

State S&A 791,643.96              1,029,188                396,480 395,164                396,480                632,708                   632,708                  

COE Proj Mgmt

Phase I 3,376                       3,376                       3,376 3,376                    

Ph II Const Phase 2,086                       2,517                       2,086                    2,517                       2,517                      

Ph II Long Term 34,263                     39,181                     34,263                  39,181                     4,316                      

Const Contract 18,208,194              14,983,748              18,208,194           14,983,748              14,983,748             

Const S&I 626,496                   1,119,851                626,496                1,119,851                1,119,851               

Contingency 4,552,049                2,247,562                4,552,049             2,247,562                2,247,562               

Monitoring

Phase I

Ph II Const Phase

Ph II Long Term 977,447                   893,397                   977,447                893,397                   133,103                  

O&M - State 821,345                   2,689,701                821,345                2,689,701                1,706,475               

O&M - Fed 190,414                   264,707                   190,414                264,707                   90,183                    

Total 29,762,138              26,544,222              3,236,952 26,525,186           3,236,953             23,307,269              21,354,359             

Total Project 29,762,138           26,544,222              24,591,312             

Current Estimate over original estimate -11%

Prepared By: Alton James Date Prepared: 6-Nov-20
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Project Overview

Project Location: Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, Plaquemines Parish,  
West of Delacroix and West of Bayou Gentilly.

Problem: Substantial marsh loss due to Hurricane Katrina; further loss 
due to the wave fetch post Hurricane Katrina.  Further coalescing of 
waterbodies in the area if nothing is done.

Goals:
1) Create/nourish 514 acres of marsh in open water areas

2) Construct 22,000 LF of earthen terraces resulting in an additional 17 
acres of marsh west of newly created marsh.

519 Acres Marsh Creation (411 net acres)
22,000 LF Terraces (17 acres marsh created)
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2004 Pre Hurricane Katrina Project Area Photo

2005 Post Hurricane Katrina Project Area Photo



4

2020 Project Area Photo

Broken Marsh with 
SAV Beds

MCA-2 Looking 
West Along 
Bayou 
Gentilly
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Project Benefits & Costs

• In total, the project will directly benefit 531 acres of 
marsh and open water habitat (including 22,000 LF 
of terraces);  411 net acres of marsh at the end of the 
20-year project life

• Wetland Value Assessment: 146 Net AAHUs

• The Fully Funded Phase II Cost:  $33,643,499
Phase 2 Increment 1 Request:       $32,084,907

Comparison of Candidate vs Phase II (Benefits and Cost)

Net Acres Fully Funded Phase II Cost

Candidate Level 364 $40,874,565

Phase II Level 411 $37,358,961

Difference +47 - $   3,515,604
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Why Should We Fund This Project Now?

• This project is the first of several projects that would constitute the Breton Sound 
Land Bridge and only the second CWPPRA project constructed in this entire basin post-
hurricane Katrina.

• This project will begin the formation of a critical line of defense against storm surge 
and wave energy across the mid Breton Sound Basin.

•Restoring marsh in the area now is the most cost effective way to reduce wind fetch in 
the area that will continue to erode marsh. 

•This project works in conjunction with several projects that are currently in Phase I 
and part of the Breton Land Bridge.  It also works with the recently constructed BS-16 
project adjacent to Lake Lery.

Site Visit with SHPO and Several Tribal 
Representatives at Culturally Sensitive Sites 
within the Project Area
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MID BRETON LAND BRIDGE 
MARSH CREATION AND 

TERRACING 
(BS-32)



United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Louisiana Ecological Services 

200 Dulles Drive 
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506 

November 18, 2020 

Mr. Mark Wingate  
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
New Orleans District  
CEMVN-PM-BC-CWPPRA Program 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 

RE: Phase II Construction Funds Request for Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation 
and Terracing Project (BS032) 

Dear Mr. Wingate, 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) hereby request approval for the Phase II authorization of the Mid 
Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing project (BS-32).  Phase I activities were 
authorized on Priority Project List 27 on February 9, 2018, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands 
Conservation and Restoration Task Force under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, 
Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is submitted in accordance with the 
CWPPRA Project Standard Operation Procedures Manual (SOP). 

Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II construction requests and approval 
pursuant to Appendix A of the SOP (Revision 26, September 2019).  Should additional 
information be required for this project, please contact Robert Dubois at 337-291-3127 or via 
email at robert_dubois@fws.gov.  Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey D. Weller 
Program Supervisor 
Mississippi Basin Region 
South Atlantic  Gulf Region 
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Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project (BS-32) 

Phase II Authorization Request Information 

 

November 18, 2020 

 

Phase I Original Project Description 

The project was approved by the Task Force on February 9, 2018, as part of Priority Project List 
27.  The project’s goals were to: 1) create and nourish 451 acres of low intermediate marsh 
through hydraulic dredging and 2) create 17 acres of intermediate marsh with the construction of 
22,000 LF of terraces in open water areas adjacent to Bayou Gentilly. 

Original project features included filling approximately 421 acres of open water and nourishing 
30 acres of marsh with material hydraulically dredged from Lake Lery.  Target settled marsh 
elevation would be +1.0 foot NAVD 88.  It is expected the newly created marsh would 
ultimately settle to surrounding healthy marsh elevation.  Also, 22,960 LF of terraces would be 
constructed near the marsh creation sites which would create 17 acres of intertidal marsh.  

Temporary earthen containment dikes would be constructed around each marsh 
creation/nourishment site to retain the dredged slurry.  These containment dikes would be gapped 
within 3 years of construction to allow for greater tidal and estuarine organism access.  This 
project will work synergistically with other projects that are currently being designed along the 
Mid Breton Land Bridge. 

The Environmental Work Group determined that the original project components would result in 
a net increase of 411 acres of intermediate marsh and 121 Average Annual Habitat Units 
(AAHU) as a result of marsh establishment over the 20-year project life. 
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The total original project budget, submitted during Phase I funding approval, at the 100 percent 
funding level, was as follows (See Attachment A: Request for Phase II Cost Estimate Table): 

Phase I  

 Engineering and Design     $ 2,870,139 
 Easements and Land Rights     $    256,619 
 Pre-Construction Monitoring     $               0 
 Federal Supervision & Administration   $    153,971 
 CPRA Supervision & Administration    $    431,120 
 Corps Project Management     $        3,613 
Sub Total Estimate Phase I Costs     $ 3,715,463 
 

Phase II 
 Construction       $27,270,475 

Contingency       $  6,817,619 
Supervision and Inspection     $     898,829 
Land Rights Coordination     $     270,976 
FWS Supervision & Administration    $     162,586 
CPRA Supervision & Administration    $     433,561 
Corps Project Management     $       39,940 
Monitoring Cost      $     834,079 
Operation and Maintenance     $     431,037 

Sub Total Estimated Phase II Cost     $ 37,159,102 
 
Total Fully Funded Phase I & II Cost    $ 40,874,565 
 
Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process and Issues 
 
The following tasks were completed during Phase I engineering and design: 1) Interagency 
kickoff meeting and field trip; 2) Final Phase I Cost Share Agreement executed between FWS 
and CPRA; 3) Preliminary Land Rights; 4) Elevation Surveys; 5) Magnetometer Survey of lake 
borrow and fill area; 6) Geotechnical Investigation of project features; borrow site, earthen 
shoreline embankment, and fill areas; 7) 30% Design Review meeting; 8) Revised Wetland 
Value Assessment (WVA); 9) Draft Environmental Assessment; 10) Final Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate; 11) Section 303(e) review; 12) Section 404 Permit Application; 13) NRCS 
Overgrazing Determination; and 14) 95% Design Review meeting.  The details of those E&D 
tasks were presented and discussed at the 30% and 95% Design Review meetings. 
 
The major feature changes from the approved conceptual project (Phase I) were the addition of 
MCA 5 consisting of 109 acres, the reduction of 0.5 acres in MCA-1 to accommodate a 50-meter 
cultural resource buffer, modifications of earthen containment dike alignments associated with 
MCA 2, 3, and 4, and the reduction and relocation of some of the earthen terraces. 
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Description of the Revised (Current) Project Features 
 
The revised project features consist of filling and nourishing approximately 514 acres of shallow 
open water and broken marsh with material hydraulically dredged from Lake Lery. That material 
will be placed in five MCA sites with a target marsh fill elevation of +2.8 feet NAVD 88 (MCA 
1 and 5) and +3.5 feet NAVD 88 (MCA 2, 3, and 4).   

Temporary containment dikes will be constructed around each MCA to retain the dredged slurry. 
Containment dikes located adjacent to Bayou Gentilly and any open body of water will be 
gapped within three years of construction to allow for greater tidal and estuarine organism 
access. All other containment dikes will be degraded to marsh level within three years of 
construction. This project will work synergistically with several projects along the Mid Breton 
Land Bridge that are currently in E&D. 
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Project Costs and Expenditures 
 
Below are the revised Phase II cost estimates.  The revised costs represent a $3,515,603 (9.5%) 
decrease over that estimated when Phase I approval was granted (See Attachment A: Request 
for Phase II Approval Cost Estimate Table). 
 
Phase I  

 Engineering and Design     $ 2,870,139 
 Easements and Land Rights     $    256,619 
 Pre-Construction Monitoring     $               0 
 Federal Supervision & Administration   $    153,971 
 CPRA Supervision & Administration    $    431,120 
 Corps Project Management     $        3,613 
Sub Total Estimate Phase I Costs     $ 3,715,463 
 
 
 

 
Phase II 
 Construction    $23,639,624  
 Contingency   $  3,545,944    
 Supervision and Inspection  $  1,851,399     
 Land Rights Coordination   $     309,314     
 FWS Supervision & Administration   $     154,657       
 CPRA Supervision & Administration   $     773,284       
 Corps Project Administration   $       41,814         
 Monitoring Costs   $   1,099,672 
 Operation and Maintenance   $   2,227,791       
 
Sub Total Estimated Phase II Costs   $33,643,499  
 
Total Fully Funded Phase I & II Cost   $37,358,961  
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Checklist of Phase II Request Requirements 
Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project (BS-0032) 

A. List of Project Goals and Strategies

Goals: 
1. Create/nourish 514 acres of interior marsh with hydraulic dredging.
2. Create 22,000 LF of earthen terraces (17 additional marsh acres).

Objectives/Strategies 
1. Restore 514 acres of intermediate marsh that were damaged by Hurricane Katrina by

hydraulically dredging material from Lake Lery. Those intermediate marshes will be
created in five marsh creation cells via the placement of just over 2.5 million cubic
yards of dredged material. Additionally, 22,000 LF of earthen terraces will be
constructed with in-situ material in open water areas near the marsh creation sites,
which will create 17 acres of marsh.

The goals and objectives will be achieved by the project features described above. 

Table 2.  Comparison of Original and Revised Project Features. 

Strategies/Features Original Project Current Revised Project 

A. Restore intermediate marsh via
hydraulic dredging

1.) Create 421 acres of 
intermediate marsh and nourish 30 
acres of broken marsh through the 
placement of hydraulically 
dredged material in four shallow 
open water areas adjacent to 
Bayou Gentilly just west of 
Delacroix. 

1.) Create/nourish 514 acres of 
intermediate marsh through the 
placement of hydraulically 
dredged material in five shallow 
open water areas adjacent to 
Bayou Gentilly west of Delacroix. 

B. Create terraces adjacent to
marsh creation areas

2.) Create 22,960 LF of terraces 
(17 acres) in open water areas 
adjacent to the marsh creation 
areas. 

2.) Create 22,000 LF of terraces 
adjacent to restored marsh and 
nearby established marsh 

B. A Statement that the Cost-Sharing Agreement Between the Lead Agency and Local
Sponsor has been Executed for Phase I.
A Cost Share Agreement between CPRA and FWS was executed on January 30, 2019.

C. Notification from the State that Land Rights will be Finalized in a Short Period of Time
after Phase II Approval.

In a September 9, 2020 letter to the Service, CPRA Land Rights Section saw no hindrance to 
obtaining land rights for the project. Land rights should be able to be finalized in a reasonable 
period of time after Phase II construction funding approval. CPRA Land Rights Section will 
initiate the construction servitude agreement process with landowners following Phase II 
approval. CPRA’s letter to that effect is attached as Attachment B.   
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D.  A Favorable Preliminary Design Review (30 Percent Design Level) 
The preliminary Design Review meeting was held on July 30, 2020.  Attendees included 
representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other interested parties. All 
comments and questions were addressed in the 95% Design Report.  In a letter dated August 18, 
2020, CPRA, acting as the local sponsor, concurred to proceed with the design of the project 
(Attachment C). 
 
E.  A Favorable Final Project Design Review (95 Percent Design Level) 
A favorable 95 Percent Design Review Meeting was held on October 23, 2020. Attendees 
included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other interested parties. 
All attendee comments and questions were addressed. Draft project plans and specifications were 
included in the 95% documents. CPRA’s November 6, 2020 Letter of Concurrence to proceed 
with the Phase 2 authorization request is attached as Attachment D.   
 
F.  A Draft of the Environmental Assessment for the Project, as required under the 
National Environmental Policy Act, must be Submitted 30 days Before the Request for 
Phase II Approval 
The FWS submitted a draft Environmental Assessment (EA) and provided it to the CWPPRA 
community on November 4, 2020 for agency review. That review is expected to be completed in 
March 2021. A “Finding of No Significant Impact” is expected.  
 
G.  Application for and/or Issuance of the Public Notices for Permits 
CPRA has prepared a draft Section 10/404 Joint Permit Application and will submit it with 
supporting documentation to the Office of Coastal Management upon Phase II funding approval.  
 
H.  A Statement that a Hazardous, Toxic and Radiological Waste (HTRW) Assessment has 
been Prepared, if required 
A Tier I HTRW Assessment final report dated July 9, 2020 was submitted to CPRA. That 
document stated:  

“Based on the review of federal, state, and local environmental databases, historical research, 
interviews, and site investigations, the assessment has revealed no RECs on the property or on 
adjacent properties. Based on the findings of this ESA, GEC does not recommend further 
investigation of the property at this time.” 

 
I.  Section 303(e) Approval from the Corps 
The project is consistent with the requirements of CWPPRA Section 303(e).  A request for 
Section 303(e) approval was submitted to the USACE on November 2, 2020 (Attachment E). 
 
J. Overgrazing Determination from the NRCS 
The Service received an Overgrazing Determination from the NRCS dated October 22, 2020 
indicating that overgrazing was not a problem in this project area (Attachment F).   
 
K.  Revised Project Cost Estimate 
The revised total 100% budget for Phase II is $33,643,499. This amount represents a decrease of 
9.5 percent ($3,515,603) from the original Phase II cost estimate ($37,159,102) (See 
Attachment A: Request of Phase II Cost Estimate Table). 
 
L.  A Revised Wetland Value Assessment reviewed and approved by the EnvWG 
A revised WVA of revised project features was submitted to and reviewed by the Environmental 
Working Group. The initial WVA completed in 2017 yielded 364 net acres with a project 
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boundary of 792 acres. The Phase II revised project changed from the original project by:  1) 
creating an additional marsh creation cell (MCA 5: 109 acres); 2) reduction of acreage within 
MCA 1, and; 3) modifications of earthen containment dike alignments associated with MCA 2, 
3, and 4. 
 
Table 2:  Comparison of Original and Revised Wetland Value Assessments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Phase II Request 
 
Based on the above information, the FWS and CPRA hereby request CWPPRA Task Force 
Phase II funding approval for the Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project 
(BS-0032) in the 3-year incremental amount of $32,084,907.  That amount includes $23,639,624 
for construction; $1,851,399 for supervision and inspection; $3,545,944 for contingencies; 
$154,657 for administration by the Federal sponsor and $773,284 for State administration; 
$199,758 for monitoring (3 years); $1,913,292 for operations and maintenance (3 years); and 
$6,949 for Corps project management (See Attachment A: Request for Phase II Approval Cost 
Estimate Table).  

Project Phase Net Acres Average Annual Habitat 
Units (AAHUs) 

Candidate Project 364 121 
Phase II Revised 
Project 

411 146 

Difference +47 +25 



Attachment A 
Request for Phase II Approval Cost Estimate Table 



REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing

PPL: 27 Project No. BS-0032
Agency: USFWS

Phase I Approval Date: 9-Feb-18
Phase II Approval Date: 3-Dec-20 Const Start:

Original Current Original Original Current Recommended Recommended
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 2,870,139 2,870,139 2,870,139 2,870,139 
Lands 527,595 565,933 256,619 270,976 256,619 309,314 
Fed S&A 316,557 308,628 153,971 162,586 153,971 $154,657 154,657 
LDNR S&A 864,681 1,204,404 431,120 433,561 431,120 $773,284 773,284 
COE Proj Mgmt - - 

Phase I 3,613 3,613 3,613 3,613 
Ph II Const Phase 2,760 2,633 2,760 2,633 2,633 
Ph II Long Term 37,180 39,181 37,180 39,181 4,316 

S&I 898,829 1,851,399 898,829 1,851,399 1,851,399 
Contg 6,817,619 3,545,944 6,817,619 3,545,944 3,545,944 
Const 27,270,475 23,639,624 27,270,475 23,639,624 23,639,624 
Monitoring - - 

Phase I - - 
Ph II Const Phase - - - 
Ph II Long Term 834,079 1,099,672 834,079 1,099,672 199,758 

O&M - State 276,521 1,990,883 276,521 1,990,883 1,816,766 
O&M - Fed 154,516 236,908 154,516 236,908 96,526 
Total 40,874,564 37,358,961 3,715,462 37,159,102 3,715,462 33,643,499 32,084,907 

Total Project 40,874,564 37,358,961 35,800,369 
Current Estimate Compared to Original 91%

Prepared By: Date Prepared: 18-Nov-20

NOTES:
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Notification of Land Rights 
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Robert Dubois 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Louisiana Ecological Services 
200 Dulles Drive 
Lafayette, LA 70506 

September 29, 2020 

Re: Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Ten-acing (BS-0032) 
Landrights 95% Status 

Dear Mr. Dubois, 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

Appendix A, Section IV, Part C of the October 2014 Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and 
Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) requires "Notification from 
the State or the Corps that land rights will be finalized in a short period of time after Phase II 
approval." 

The purpose of this letter is to inform the CWPPRA committees and Task Force that the process 
for land rights acquisition is progressing on the above reference project. All ownership 
investigations should be completed in approximately six to eight months. There is one major 
landowner covering a po1tion project. There are 250 total owners in the project area. 

At this time, no significant land rights problems are anticipated. CPRA is confident that land 
rights for the above referenced project will be finalized in a reasonable period of time after Phase 
II construction funding approval. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
me at (225) 342-5068. 

Sincerely, 

Rhett A. Desselle II 
CPRA Land Specialist 

Cc: April Newman, Project Manager, CPRA 
Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, CPRA 

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • 150 Terrace Avenue • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Jeffrey D. Weller 

Program Supervisor 

Mississippi Basin Region 

South Atlantic - Gulf Region 

August 18, 2020 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

Re: 30% Design Review for Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project (BS-0032) 

Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence 

Dear Mr. Weller, 

The 30% Design Review meeting for the Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing project 

was held on July 30, 2020. Based on the project information compiled to date, the Coastal Protection 

and Restoration Authority, as the local sponsor, concurs to proceed with the design of BS-0032 to 95% 

Design with the preferred design and revised project cost estimate and benefits as described on July 30. 

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual, we request that you 

forward this letter of concurrence to the CWPPRA Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation 

Subcommittee. 

Please call me at (225) 342-6412 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

April Newman 

Project Manager 

cc: Robert Dubois, Project Manager, US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • The Water Campus • 150 Tenace Avenue • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Jeffrey D. Weller 

Program Supervisor 

Mississippi Basin Region 

South Atlantic - Gulf Region 

November 6, 2020 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

Re: 95% Design Review for Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project (BS-0032) 

Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence 

Dear Mr. Weller, 

The 95% Design Review meeting for the Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing project 

was held on October 23, 2020. Based on the project information compiled to date, the land ownership 

investigation, and the design to date, the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, as the local 

sponsor, concurs to proceed with requesting Phase II construction funding for the project. 

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual, we request that you 

forward this letter of concurrence to the CWPPRA Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation 

Subcommittee. 

Please call me at (225) 342-6412 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

April Newman 

Project Manager 

cc: Robert Dubois, Project Manager, US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • The Water Campus • 150 Terrace Avenue • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Section 303(e) Approval 



United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Louisiana Ecological Services 
200 Dulles Drive 

Lafayette, Louisiana 70506 

October 26, 2020 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
ATTN:  CEMVN-PM-BC (Sarah Bradley, 303e) 
Post Office Box 60267 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267 

Please find enclosed a cover letter from the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority and 
draft copies of the Temporary Easement, Servitude, and Right-of-Way Agreements (with maps and 
exhibits attached) for the Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project (BS-32).  An 
overgrazing determination from the Natural Resources Conservation Service is also enclosed.  We hereby 
request that you review the enclosed information for CWPPRA Section 303(e) approval purposes. 

If you have any questions regarding this request, please contact Mr. Robert Dubois of this office at (337) 
291-3127. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey D. Weller 
Program Supervisor 
Mississippi Basin Region 
South Atlantic – Gulf Region 

Enclosures 

cc:  April Newman, Office of Coastal Protection and Restoration, Baton Rouge, LA 
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Overgrazing Determination 



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 

October 22, 2020 

Fish & Wildlife Service        
646 Cajundome Boulevard,  Suite # 400  
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506 

Dear Robert Dubois: 

RE:  Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing Project (BS-32) 

Please accept this overgrazing determination for the Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation 
and Terracing (BS-32).  I contacted our local district conservationist to discuss the grazing in the 
project area.  Currently, livestock are not grazing in the area, nor do we see a potential for 
grazing once the project is installed.  Therefore, it is our opinion, overgrazing is not a problem in 
this project area.  If you have any questions, please let me know.  

Sincerely, 

W. Britt Paul Assistant State Conservationist/Water Resources

Cc:   (electronic distribution only)    
Kristopher Davis, Assistant State Conservationist/Field Operations, Lafayette,  
Louisiana        
John Boatman, District Conservationist, Luling, Louisiana   
Alton James, Natural Resource Specialist, Luling, Louisiana  
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www.LaCoast.gov

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4736

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

For more information, please contact:

May 2018
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh 
Creation and Terracing (BS-32)

Approved Date:  2018  Project Area: 792 acres
Approved Funds:  $3.71 M Total Est. Cost:  $40.8 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  364 acres
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type:  Marsh Creation and Terracing
PPL #:  27

Project Status

Progress to Date
This project was approved for Phase I Engineering and
Design on February 9th, 2018.

This project is on Priority Project List (PPL) 27.

Problems
The landfall of Hurricane Katrina in southeast Louisiana 
destroyed thousands of acres of marsh and other coastal 
habitats east of the Mississippi River. One of the areas most 
severely impacted was the Breton Sound Basin where it is 
estimated that 40.9 square miles of marsh were converted 
to open water. Since 2005, the operation of the Caernarvon 
Freshwater Diversion alone has not adequately addressed 
hurricane impacts. It seems that the Caernarvon Diversion 
will not be able to rebuild the marshes in the project area. 
Without some other restoration this region will continue to 
see the coalescence of water bodies such as Grand Lake, 
Lake Petit, and the surrounding marsh areas resulting 
in more direct connection between interior intermediate 
marshes and the open brackish Black Bay system. This will 
have a snowball effect with increased marsh loss due to wind 
induced erosion.

Location
This project is located in Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, 
Plaquemines Parish, south of Lake Lery and west of 
Delacroix Island.

Restoration Strategy
The goal of this project is to maintain/restore the landbridge 
between the Bayou Terre aux Boeufs and River aux Chenes 
ridges by restoring critical wetlands destroyed by Hurricane 
Katrina. 

The project will create approximately 500 acres of intertidal 
marsh using sediment hydraulically dredged from Lake 
Lery. Lake Lery is currently filling in with sediment from the 
Caernarvon Diversion structure. Existing canal spoil banks, 
emergent marsh, and segments of containment dikes will be 
used to contain the dredge material. Containment dikes will 
be degraded/gapped as necessary to reestablish hydrologic 
connectivity with adjacent wetlands. The project would 
also create approximately 23,000 LF of terraces (12 acres 
of marsh) in strategic areas to reduce erosion due to wind 
induced waves.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service goals include the creation of 
habitat or improvement of habitat for rare species, species 
of concern, and threatened and endangered species. The 
creation of brackish intertidal marsh habitat would be 
beneficial to several species that are currently on the lists 
of species of concern. These include, but are not limited to 
Least Bittern, Black Rail, Seaside Sparrow, and Saltwater 
topminnow. 

View of the degraded marsh at the project site.

Cost figures as of: September 2018
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www.LaCoast.gov

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4733

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

For more information, please contact:

November 2020
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh 
Creation and Terracing (BS-32)

Approved Date:  2018  Project Area: aaaArea
Approved Funds:  aaaAF Total Est. Cost:  aaaTEC
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  aaaNB
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type:  Marsh Creation and Terracing
PPL #:  27

Project Status

Progress to Date
This project was approved for Phase I Engineering and
Design on February 9th, 2018.

This project is on Priority Project List (PPL) 27.

Problems
From 1932 to 1990, the Caernarvon Mapping Unit lost 
14,240 acres of its marsh. Prior to Hurricane Katrina, the 
greatest lost documented occurred between 1956 and 1974 
and coincided with Hurricane Betsy and extensive canal 
building. Hurricane Katrina in 2005 devastated the area 
resulting in substantial marsh loss. According to USGS Open 
File Report (2006-1274), approximately 39 square miles of 
marsh around the upper and central portions of Breton Sound 
were converted to open water by ripping of the marsh or by 
marsh submergence. Based on the hyper-temporal analysis 
conducted by USGS for the extended project boundary, the 
loss rate in the project area is estimated to be –1.91 %/year 
for the period 1984 to 2019.

Location
This project is located in Region 2, Breton Sound Basin, 
Plaquemines Parish, west of Delacroix along Bayou Gentilly.

Restoration Strategy
The goal of this project is to 1) create/nourish approximately 
514 acres of intertidal marsh with material dredged from 
Lake Lery, and 2) create approximately 22,000 LF of 
terraces (17 acres of marsh) in strategic areas to reduce 
erosion due to wind-induced waves and trap sediments from 
the Caernarvon Freshwater Diversion that pass through Lake 
Lery and into Lost Lake.

Sediments from a Lake Lery borrow site will be 
hydraulically dredged and pumped via pipeline to create/
nourish 514 acres of intermediate marsh contained within 5 
Marsh Creation Areas (MCA). Material would be pumped 
to a constructed fill elevation of +3.5 (MCA 2, 3, and 4) and 
+2.8 NAVD 88 (MCA 1 and 5). Dewatering and compaction 
of dredged sediments should produce elevations conducive 
to the establishment of emergent marsh and within the 
intertidal range by target year 3. Perimeter containment dikes 
will be constructed. Containment dikes will be gapped and/
or degraded by the end of target year 3.

Approximately 22,000 LF of terraces (17 acres of marsh) 
will be created with long reach excavators in strategic areas 
north and west of the MCA 2, 3, and 4. This will reduce 
erosion due to wind induced waves and help trap sediments 
that flow through Lake Lery and Lost Lake.

View of the degraded marsh at the project site.

Cost figures as of: aaaDatePadPad

https://www.lacoast.gov/
https://www.fws.gov/
http://coastal.la.gov/
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Coastal Wetlands Planning , Protection and Restoration Act

Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation
(BA-195)

PHASE II  APPROVAL REQUEST

CWPPA Technical Committee Meeting
December 3, 2020

Project Location

Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson and Plaquemines Parishes, 
along the northwest rim of Barataria Bay
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Wetland loss due to subsidence, sediment deprivation, and
construction of access and pipeline canals. Loss rate in the project
area are estimated to be -0.43% per year for the period 1984 to 2019.

January 2016 – Approved for Phase I (PPL25)

2016 - 2017 – Cultural resources, Preliminary landrights, pipeline 
investigations, etc

July 2017 – February 2019 – Engineering Data Collection and 
Preliminary Design

March 2019 – 30% Design 

October 2019 – 95 % Design

December 2019 – Phase II Request (not selected)

Problem

Timeline

Four fully 
contained marsh 
creation cells

228 acres of marsh 
creation

198 acres of marsh 
nourishment

Containment dikes 
to be degraded as 
needed

Up to 15% of  MC 
area to be planted 
if needed
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Net Acres after 20 year: 226

Average Annual habitat units 141

Fully Funded Phase I Cost $2,693,708

Fully Funded Phase II Cost $26,810,030

Total Fully Funded Cost (Phase I + Phase II ) $29,503,738

Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request  $25,707,824

Benefits

Costs

This project area is in the heart of predicted land loss, but 
this portion of the coast is devoid of any direct restoration 
efforts..

Why Fund This Project Today?

NO  DIRECT 
RESTORATION
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Could be the first in a series of projects to re-establish or maintain 
the integrity of the Barataria Bay Rim which is a strategy represented 
in multiple coastal Louisiana restoration plans.

Why Fund This Project Today?

CWPPRA 1993
“Interior Barrier”

Could be the first in a series of projects to re-establish or maintain 
the integrity of the Barataria Bay Rim which is a strategy represented 
in multiple coastal Louisiana restoration plans.

Why Fund This Project Today?

Lines of Defense  (2005) 
“Marsh Landbridges”

Coast 2050 (2000) 
“Wave Absorbers / Reef 
Zones”

Master Plan (2012) 
“Marsh Creation”
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Fully Funded Phase II Cost $26,810,030

Total Fully Funded Cost (Phase I + Phase II ) $29,503,738

Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request  $ 25,707,824

Today’s Request 



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 

November 3, 2020 

Mr. Mark Wingate, Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-R/CWPPRA Program 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

RE: Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-195) 
Jefferson and Plaquemines Parishes - Phase II Authorization Repeat Request 

Dear Mr. Wingate: 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) hereby requests Phase II authorization of the Barataria Bay Rim Marsh 
Creation Project (BA-195).  Phase I activities were authorized on Priority Project List 25 in January 2016, 
by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation Task Force under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands, 
Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is submitted in accordance with the 
CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP).    

Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II authorization requests pursuant to Appendix 
A of the SOP.  Should additional information be required for this project, please contact Quin Kinler on 
my staff at quin.kinler@usda.gov or (225) 271-2403. 

Respectfully, 

W. Britt Paul
Assistant State Conservationist/WR

Enclosure 

(Email) cc: Bren Haase, CPRA Technical Committee Member 
  Kevin Roy, USFWS Technical Committee Member 
  Pat Williams, NMFS Technical Committee Member 
  Karen McCormick, EPA, Technical Committee Member 
  Brad Inman, USACE, P&E Subcommittee 
 Kaitlyn Carriere, USACE 
 Alice Kerl, USACE 
 Quin Kinler, RC, NRCS, Denham Springs, LA 
 Jessica Diez, CPRA, Project Manager, Baton Rouge, LA 
  Brandon Samson, Construction Engineer, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA 
  John Jurgensen, SCE, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA 
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Enclosure 1 

Information Required in Phase II Authorization Request 
Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-195) 

 
I. Description of Phase I Project 

The Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-195) was approved as part of the 
25th CWPPRA Priority Project List.  Phase I was authorized by the CWPPRA Task Force 
in January 2016.  The Project is located in the Barataria Basin, approximately 12 miles 
south of Myrtle Grove, along the northwest rim of Barataria Bay, in Jefferson and 
Plaquemines Parishes, Louisiana.  The goal of the Phase I project was to create 
approximately 251 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 266 acres of marsh (517 
acres total) with dredged material from Barataria Bay.   
 
Material was to be hydraulically dredged and pumped via pipeline into three fully 
contained cells to create approximately 236 acres of marsh and nourish 232 acres.  The 
original design was to place the dredged material to an initial fill height of +2.9 ft 
NAVD88 Geoid 12A, with a target marsh height of +1.6 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  
Dewatering and compaction of dredged sediments was anticipated to produce marsh 
elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh and within the intertidal 
range for saline marsh. 50% of the contained marsh creation area was to be planted if 
needed.  Containment dikes were to be constructed and then degraded after construction 
to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands. 
 
Additional material from the same borrow site was to be hydraulically dredged and 
pumped via pipeline to a semi-contained area to create approximately 15 acres of marsh 
and nourish 34 acres.  Segments of containment dike would have been constructed as 
necessary across distinct channels. The proposed design was to place the dredged 
material to an initial fill height of +2.9 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A in two primary ponds and 
in the pipeline canal that extends toward the east.  After construction, containment 
segments would have been degraded to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent 
wetlands. 
 
A summary of project costs and benefits at the time of Phase 1 approval is provided 
below; the candidate project fact sheet and map can be found in Attachment A.   
 
Fully Funded Total Project Cost  $23,838,905 
Net Acres at TY20 251 
Average Annual Habitat Units  158 
 
 

II.   Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process, and Issues 
Phase I activities included formation of project goals and objectives, data acquisition and 
analyses (i.e., survey monument establishment, water level determination, bathymetric 



Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-195), Phase II Request 
 
          

2 
 

and topographic surveys, magnetometer surveys, and geotechnical investigation), 
development and evaluation of project alternatives, preliminary design (30%), and final 
design (95%) of the preferred alternative. Other tasks included the development of the 
land rights work plan, preliminary ownership report, preliminary pipeline report, 
preliminary oyster lease report, preliminary oyster resources survey, cultural resources 
reconnaissance report, consultations with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
recognized Tribes, draft application for appropriate permits and regulatory clearances, 
development of the draft Environmental Assessment, and approval of updated estimated 
costs and benefits by the Engineering and Environmental Workgroups. 
 

III. Description of the Phase II Candidate Project 
  

Due to numerous pipelines in the project area, the semi-contained marsh creation area has 
been eliminated and one of the fully-contained marsh creation cells has been split into two 
cells.  Currently, the project consists of restoring 426 acres of saline marsh by hydraulically 
dredging in-situ material from Barataria Bay and placing it into four fully-contained cells 
within the interior marsh.  The proposed design is to place the dredged material to a slurry 
height not to exceed +3.0 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A (plus 0.5 ft tolerance) to create 
approximately 228 acres of marsh and nourish an additional 198 acres.  Dewatering and 
compaction of dredged sediments should produce marsh elevations conducive to the 
establishment of emergent marsh within the intertidal range.  Containment dikes will be 
constructed to a height of +4.5 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  Containment dikes will be 
degraded as necessary to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands, and 
up to 15% of the created marsh area will be planted if it does not vegetate naturally. 
 
A summary of current project costs and benefits is provided below, and an updated 
project fact sheet and map can be found in Attachment B. 
 
Fully Funded Total Project Cost  $29,503,738 
Current Fully Funded Phase II Request   $26,810,030 
Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request $25,707,824  
Net Acres at TY20  226 
Average Annual Habitat Units 141 
 
The revised estimates of costs and benefits triggered the need for a change in project 
scope which has been sent to the Technical Committee. 
             

IV.  Checklist of Phase II Requirements 
A. List of Project Goals and Strategies 

The specific goals of the project are to create approximately 228 acres of marsh 
and nourish an additional 198 acres. 
 

B. A Statement that the Cost Sharing Agreement between the Lead Agency 
and the Local Sponsor has been executed for Phase I.   

A Cost Share Agreement was executed between CPRA and NRCS for Phase 1 
activities on July 25, 2016.   
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C. Notification from the State or the Corps that land rights will be finalized 

in a short period of time after Phase 2 approval. 
CPRA provided assurance on land rights completion to NRCS on October 2, 
2019, Attachment C.  
 

D. A favorable Preliminary Design Review (30% Design Level). The 
Preliminary Design shall include completion of surveys, borings, 
geotechnical investigations, data analysis review, hydrologic data 
collection and analysis, modeling (if necessary), and development of 
preliminary designs.  

A 30% design review meeting was held on March 14, 2019.  Comments were 
received from only one agency, responses were provided, and responses were 
complete and acceptable.  CPRA and NRCS agreed on the project design 
concepts and agreed to proceed to the 95% design.  CPRA’s Letter of 
Concurrence to proceed to final design is included in Attachment D. 
 

E. A favorable Final Design Review (95% Design Level) 
The Final Design Review meeting was held on October 24, 2019.  
Representatives from NRCS, CPRA, NOAA, EPA, and USACE participated in 
the meeting.  Comments were received from EPA.  Responses were provided.  
CPRA’s letter of concurrence to proceed to Phase II funding request is included 
in Attachment E.   

 
F. A draft of the Environmental Assessment of the Project, as required under 

the National Environmental Policy Act, must be submitted two weeks before 
the Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is requested.  

NRCS submitted the draft Environmental Assessment to the Technical Committee 
for review on November 20, 2019.   
 

G. Application for and/or issuance of the public notices for permits. 
Joint permit application materials (LDNR/CMD, USACE, and LDEQ) have 
been completed and will be submitted if Phase II is authorized. Draft permit 
application is included in Attachment F. Draft permit drawings are available 
upon request. 
 

H. A hazardous, toxic and radiological waste (HTRW) assessment, if 
required, has been prepared. 

NRCS procedures do not call for an HTRW assessment on this project. 
 

I. Section 303(e) approval from the Corps. 
Section 303(e) approval was issued on November 12, 2019.  (Attachment G). 
 

J. Overgrazing determination from the NRCS. 
NRCS has determined that overgrazing is not, and is not anticipated to be, a 
problem in the project area (Attachment H). 
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K. Revised fully funded cost estimate, reviewed and approved by the 

Engineering Work Group prior to fully funding by the Economic Work 
Group, based on the revised Project design and the specific Phase 2 
funding request. 

NRCS submitted the revised (repeat) cost estimate to the Engineering Work 
Group on September 9, 2020.  The Economic Work Group provided a final fully-
funded cost estimate on October 30, 2020. 
 
The Phase II funding request spreadsheet is included as Attachment I. 
 

L. A Wetland Value Assessment, reviewed and approved by the 
Environmental Work Group. 

A revised WVA reflecting the final project design was completed on November 
4, 2019 (Attachment J). The project is anticipated to result in 226 net acres and 
141 AAHUs. 
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Attachment A 
Candidate Project Factsheet 

 



PPL25 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation  
 
 

Project Location: 
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson and Plaquemines Parish 
 
Problem: 
Historic wetland loss in the area occurs in the form of interior marsh loss and shoreline erosion 
along Barataria Bay.  The interior loss is caused by subsidence, sediment deprivation, and 
construction of access and pipeline canals.  Based on the hyper-temporal analysis conducted by 
USGS for the extended project boundary, loss rates in the project area are estimated to be -0.58% 
per year for the period 1984 to 2015. 
 
Goals: 
The goal of the project is to create approximately 251 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 
266 acres of marsh (517 acres total) with dredged material from Barataria Bay. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
Sediments from a Barataria Bay borrow site will be hydraulically dredged and pumped via 
pipeline into three separate fully contained cells to create approximately 236 acres of marsh and 
nourish 232 acres.  The proposed design is to place the dredged material to an initial fill height of 
+2.9 ft NAVD88, with a target marsh height of +1.6ft NAVD88.  Dewatering and compaction of 
dredged sediments should produce marsh elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent 
marsh and within the intertidal range. 50% of the contained marsh creation area will be planted if 
needed.  Containment dikes will be constructed as necessary.  Perimeter containment dikes 
exposed to high wave energy will be planted.  Containment dikes will be degraded as necessary 
to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands. 
 
Additional sediments from the same borrow site will be hydraulically dredged and pumped via 
pipeline to a semi-contained area to create approximately 15 acres of marsh and nourish 34 acres.  
Segments of containment dikes will be constructed as necessary across distinct channels. The 
proposed design is to place the dredged material to an initial fill height of +2.9ft NAVD88 in two 
primary ponds and in the pipeline canal that extends toward the east.  Because these ponds and 
pipeline canal will not have full perimeter containment, dredged material fill height is expected 
to slope downward with distance from their perimeter.  Containment segments will be degraded 
as necessary to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands.  
 
Project Benefits:   
The project would result in approximately 251 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
Quin Kinler, NRCS, quin.kinler@la.usda.gov (225-665-4253 ext. 110) 

mailto:quin.kinler@la.usda.gov
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PPL25 Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation  
 
 

Project Location: 
Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson and Plaquemines Parish 
 
Problem: 
 
Historic wetland loss in the area occurs in the form of interior marsh loss and shoreline erosion 
along Barataria Bay.  The interior loss is caused by subsidence, sediment deprivation, and 
construction of access and pipeline canals.  Based on the hyper-temporal analysis conducted by 
USGS for the extended project boundary, loss rates in the project area are estimated to be -0.43% 
per year for the period 1984 to 2019. 
 
Goals: 
 
The goal of the project is to create approximately 228 acres of marsh and nourish approximately 
198 acres of marsh (426 acres total) with material dredged from Barataria Bay. 
 
Proposed Solution: 
 
The proposed project consists of restoring 426 acres of saline marsh by hydraulically dredging 
in-situ material from Barataria Bay and placing it into four fully-contained cells within the 
interior marsh (Figure 1).  The proposed design is to place the dredged material to a slurry height 
of +3.0 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A (plus 0.5 ft tolerance) to create approximately 228 acres of marsh 
and nourish an additional 198 acres. Dewatering and compaction of dredged sediments should 
produce marsh elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh within the intertidal 
range.  Containment dikes will be constructed to a height of +4.5 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  
Containment dikes will be degraded as necessary to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with 
adjacent wetlands, and up to 15% of the created marsh area will be planted if it does not vegetate 
naturally. 
 
Project Benefits:   
 
The project would result in approximately 226 net acres over the 20-year project life. 
 
Preparer of Fact Sheet: 
 
Quin Kinler, NRCS, quin.kinler@la.usda.gov (225-665-4253 ext. 110) 

mailto:quin.kinler@la.usda.gov
mailto:quin.kinler@la.usda.gov
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Project Landrights 



�tate of 1Louisiana 

Quin Kinler 

USDA-NRCS 

907 Florida Blvd. SW 

Denham Springs, LA 70726 

October 2, 2019 

Re: Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-0195) 
Landrights Status, Phase 2 Approval 

Dear Mr. Kinler, 

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

Appendix A, Section N, Part C of the October 2014 Coastal Wetlands Planning, 

Protection, and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) requires 
"Notification from the State or the Corps that land rights will be finalized in a short period of 
time after Phase II approval." 

The purpose of this letter is to inform the CWPPRA committees and Task Force that the 
process for land rights acquisition is progressing on the above reference project. All ownership 
investigations should be completed in approximately six to eight months. There are 36 
landowners with ownership interests covering the project. 

At this time, no significant land rights problems are anticipated. CPRA is confident that 

land rights for the above referenced project will be finalized in a reasonable period of time after 
Phase II construction funding approval. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please 
contact me at (225) 342-5068. 

Sincerely, 

Rhett A. Desselle II 

CPRA Land Specialist 

Cc: Jessica Diez, Project Manager, CPRA 
Kent Bollfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, CPRA 

Post Office Box 44027 • Batun Rouge. Louisiana 70804-4027 • 150 Terrace Avenue • Baton Roug.:, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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$,tate of JLoutstana 

Mr. Kevin D. Norton 
State Conservationist 
Secretary, Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service
3737 Government Street
Alexandria, LA 71302

May 30, 2019

Re: 30% Design Review for the Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-0195)
Statement of Local Sponsor Concurrence

Dear Mr. Norton,

JOHN BEL EDWARDS 

GOVERNOR 

The 30% Design Review meeting for the Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation Project (BA-0195) was held
on March 14, 2019. Based on the project information compiled to date, the Coastal Protection and
Restoration Authority, as the local sponsor, concurs to proceed with the design of BA-0195 to 95%
Design.

In accordance with the CWPPRA Project Standard Operating Procedures Manual, we request that you
forward this letter of concurrence to the Technical Committee and the Planning and Evaluation 
Subcommittee. We concur with proceeding to 95% Design level with the preferred design and revised
project cost estimate and benefits.

Please call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

-JWsica Diez 
CPRA Project Manager

Cc: Quin Kinler, Project Manager, Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Kent Bolfrass, CWPPRA Program Manager, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority

Post Office Box 44027 • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-4027 • The Water Campus • 150 Ten·ace Avenue • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
(225) 342-7308 • Fax (225) 342-9417 • http://www.coastal.la.gov

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Joint Permit Application 
For Work Within the Louisiana Coastal Zone  

 
What is the 
purpose of the 
Joint Permit 
Application? 
 

 

 

 

 
How do I 
complete the 
Joint Permit 
Application? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Who is the 
applicant for the 
proposed 
project? 

 

Note:   Applicants 
may be either the 
landowner, person 
or company that is 
responsible for the 
proposed project. 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
This Joint Permit Application was developed to facilitate the state and federal permit application process administered  
by the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources/Office of Coastal Management (OCM) and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (COE) for work within the Louisiana Coastal Zone.  
 
To simplify the permit application process, the Joint Permit Application is a multi-purpose application.  It may be used  
to apply for a Coastal Use Permit (CUP) and/or a Department of the Army Permit under Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act and/or Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  This application may also be used to apply for a Solicitation  
of Views (SOV) or an OCM Request for Determination (RFD). Review the instructions below, then proceed to Step 1.  
 
 
There are two parts to the Joint Permit Application package: 

1. Joint Permit Application, and  
2. Maps and Drawings.  

 
An accurate/complete application is required for processing; inaccurate/missing information may delay 
processing.  Follow the instructions below to complete the application.  Specific instructions are provided        
with each step. 

• Type or print clearly using black or blue ink; 
• Steps 1 through 16 must be completed; write “N/A” if information does not apply to your proposed project.            

It is not necessary to write “N/A” on the Steps that you have been asked to skip; 
• When additional space is needed, include an 8½ x 11 sheet of paper identifying the Step number. 

 
When you have questions or need assistance in completing the application package: 

• Refer to the “Glossary of Terms” (See page 10.); 
• Refer to “Frequently Asked Questions” (See page 11.); 
• Contact the Office of Coastal Management at 1-800-267-4019 or 225-342-7591; or 
• Contact your local coastal parish program (See page 11.).  

(http://dnr.louisiana.gov/CRM/coastmgt/interagencyaff/lcp/lcp.asp) 
 
 
 
 

Complete the following information about the applicant. 

Applicant/Company Name: _______________________________________________________________________ 
                     Individual Person or Corporation/Company 

 
Mailing Address:     _____________________________________________            ____________________ 

       Street Address or P.O. Box           Unit/Apartment #  

       _________________________________________          __________         ___________ 
      City                   State             Zip  

 
Contact Information:     ___________________________________      _________________________________ 

                     Name of Contact Person (not the agent)           E-Mail Address  
 

       (_______)__________________________        (_______) ________________________ 
                     Area Code     Daytime Telephone Number           Area Code            Fax Number  

 
 
 
 

Continue to page 2 for step 2.   

 

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
Office of Coastal Management (OCM)  
Telephone: 1-800-267-4019  
Website: http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/ 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE)
New Orleans District  
Telephone: 504-862-2766  

       Website: www.mvn.usace.army.mil/ops/regulatory 

Instructions 

Step 1 of 16 

Internal Office Use Permit # 
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Is an agent 
being used for 
the proposed 
project? 
 
Note: An agent is 
not required. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

What type of 
permit or action 
would you like  
to request? 
 

Note: You may need the 
approval of other federal, 
state or local agencies 
for your project. 
 

Note: For questions 
concerning the CUP, 
SOV or RFD,  
call OCM at: 

·   1-800-267-4019 

     or 

·   225-342-7591 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Have you 
participated in a 
Pre-Application 
or Geological 
Review Meeting 
or obtained a 
wetland 
determination? 
 

Note: To schedule a  
Pre-Application and/or a 
Geological Review 
Meeting, 
call OCM at  
1-800-267-4019. 
 

Note: To apply for a 
wetland determination, 
call the COE at 
504-862-1627. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Is an agent being used for the proposed project? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 3.) 
YES (If YES, complete the following information.) 

Company Name:         _______________________________________________________________________________ 
         Corporation/Company 

 
Mailing Address:          ___________________________________________________            ______________________ 

           Street Address or P.O. Box             Unit/Apartment # 

          _____________________________________________  __________          __________ 
         City         State                     Zip  

Contact Information: ______________________________________      ______________________________________ 
         Name of Contact Person        E-Mail Address  

          (_______) _____________________________       (_______) _____________________________ 
          Area Code     Daytime Telephone Number       Area Code              Fax Number   

 

Check h  the appropriate box(es) to indicate the type of permit or action that you would like to request. 
 
     Coastal Use Permit (CUP), Clean Water Act Permit (Section 404), Rivers and Harbors Act (Section 10) 

       The purpose of the CUP is to ensure that any activity affecting the Coastal Zone is completed in a manner that is consistent with  
      the Louisiana Coastal Resource Program. 
 
      The purpose of the Department of the Army permit program under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and Section 404 of the  
      Clean Water Act is to review and evaluate proposals for dredging, filling, and/or placement of structures in waterways and wetlands 
      in order to determine whether a permit should be granted or denied based on expected impacts to the overall public interest. 
 
     Solicitation of Views (SOV) – OCM only 

      If you wish to find out if your project is in the Coastal Zone or if you wish to determine if there are special features of the area that may  
      impact your project design you may request a SOV.  No application fee is assessed for SOV requests. The following Steps must be  
      completed to obtain an informal determination. 

• Step 1, Step 2, Step 6, Step 14, Step 16; and 
• Step 13 - (Vicinity plat showing project location and extent is required; cross section and plan views are useful, if available.) 

 

      Request for Determination (RFD) 

      If you wish to obtain a formal determination as to whether or not a CUP would be required for a particular activity, you may submit a   
      RFD.  The appropriate application fee will be assessed for RFD requests.  The following Steps must be completed to obtain a RFD. 

• Step 1, Step 2, Step 5, Step 6, Step 8, Step 10, Step 14, Step 16; and; 
• Step 13 - (Vicinity plat showing project location and extent is required; cross section and plan views are useful, if available.) 
• If you think that no permit is required, you must provide a statement explaining why you think a permit is not required. 

 
a.     Have you participated in a Pre-Application or Geological Review Meeting for the proposed project? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 4b.) (If you would like to schedule a pre-application meeting, please call 1-800-267-4019) 
YES     (If YES, complete the following information.) 

 Date meeting was held: ____/____/______ 
 
 Attendees:  ____________________________    ___________________________    ___________________________    

       Individual or Company Representative                OCM Representative                     COE Representative 
 
 
b.     Have you obtained an official wetland determination from the COE for the project site? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 4c.) 
YES     (If YES, include a copy with this application.) 
 

          JD Number:_______________________________ 
 

c.     Is this application a mitigation plan for another CUP? 

NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 5.) 
YES     (If YES, identify the permit number of the project requiring mitigation.) 

 
          OCM Permit Number: ________________________ 
 

Continue to page 3 for step 5.   

Step 2 of 16 

 

Step 3 of 16 

Step 4 of 16 
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What permits/ 
certifications 
have you 
previously 
requested for  
the proposed 
project? 
 

Note: Additional sheets 
may be required for 
agency name, permit  
number and status 
information. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Where will the 
proposed project 
be located? 

Note: The following 
websites may provide 
assistance in completing 
the latitude/longitude  
and directions: 
·  Sonris on OCM 
    website 
·  MapQuest.com 
·  Topozone.com. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: Directions may 
include the following: 
·  Nearest town/city 
·  Highways 
·  Intersections 
·  Street names 
·  Landmarks 
·  Start/end point 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

a.     Describe the project. 
 
 
 
 
 
b.     Is this application a change to an existing permit? 
 

  NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 5c.) 
  YES     (If YES, identify the existing permit number.) 

        OCM Permit Number: ________________________ 
   d   Please explain 

 

 
 
 
 
c.     Have you previously applied for a permit or emergency authorization for all or any part of the proposed  
        project? 
 

   NO       (If NO, proceed to Step 6.) 
   YES     (If YES, complete the following information for the proposed project.) 
Agency Name                            Permit Number                      Decision Status              Decision Date 

                                                                     Approved     Denied     Pending 
OCM 
 

  COE 
 

Other 
 
 
Complete the following information to identify the exact location of the proposed project. 
a.     Physical Location: ___________________________________           ________________________         ________________ 
   Parish      City             Zip 
   _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

                Street Address (If known) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Water Body (if known) 
 

b.     Latitude and Longitude: 
 Must be included in          Latitude: _________    _________    ________     Longitude:   _________    _________    ________ 

all applications.            Degrees            Minutes           Seconds                 Degrees           Minutes            Seconds 
 

c.     Section, Township, Range:  (if available)          

  ______________________         ___________________________       __________________________ 
  Section #(s)                Township #  (Specify North or South)  Range #  (Specify East or West) 

  ______________________         ___________________________       __________________________ 
  Section #(s)                Township #  (Specify North or South)   Range #  (Specify East or West) 

 

d.     Lot #, Tract #, Parcel # or Subdivision Name: (if known) 
   _________________________________________________                 _________________________________________________ 

  Lot #                Parcel # 

   _________________________________________________                 _________________________________________________ 
  Tract #                Subdivision Name 
 

e.     Site Directions:  Directions to the proposed project site must be identified in order to process the application. 
            START - I-10 toward Baton Rouge.  Exit #153 toward Port Allen.  US-190 West/LA-1 North ramp. RIGHT onto LA-987 1/Bridge  
              Side Road.  RIGHT onto LA-986/North River Road to Popular Grove Plantation directly behind guest parking lot in rear.  –END 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Continue to page 4 for step 7.    

Step 5 of 16 

Step 6 of 16 

Example: 

]
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Who are the 
adjacent 
landowners? 
 
Note: Adjacent 
landowner information 
 is usually available 
through the office of  
the tax assessor in the 
parish where the  
project is to be 
developed. 
 
 
Note: Additional 
information may be 
included in the area 
provided on page12. 
Also, extra sheets 
 may be required if  
there are more than  
eight adjacent 
landowners. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
What is the 
purpose of the 
proposed 
project? 
 
Note: We are required 
 to review the 
justifications and needs 
for your project.  
Providing detailed 
information at the time  
of application may 
expedite processing of 
your proposal. 
 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required to 
explain why the  
proposed project is 
needed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Complete the following information to notify adjacent landowners whose property adjoins the proposed project 
site. 
 
Adjacent Landowner #1:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 
 

Adjacent Landowner #2:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #3:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #4:           ________________________________________________________________________________ 
                Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:           ________________________________________________________      _____________________ 
                                Address            Unit/Apartment # 

                         ______________________________      ________________________    _______    ____________  
                                City                  Parish                    State            Zip 

 
Complete the following information to identify the purpose and need for the proposed project. 

a.      Project Name and/or Title:   _____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
b.      Project Type:  (Check e  the appropriate box.  See the “Glossary” on page 10 for the definitions of terms.) 

Non-Residential 
Residential 
 

c.      Source of Funding  Federal  State  Local  Private   
 
d.      Check e  the appropriate box(es) to identify what will be done for the proposed project. 

Bridge/Road   Drill site            Pilings   Riprap/Erosion Control 
Bulkhead/Backfill  Fill            Pipeline/Flow line  Site Clearance 
Drainage Improvements Home Site/Driveway          Plug/Abandon  Subdivision 
Dredging   Levee Construction          Production Barge/Structure Vegetative Plantings 
Drill Barge/Structure  Major Industrial Commercial       Prop Washing  Wharf/Pier/Boathouse 
Other   Marina            Remove Structures   
   d (Please specify) 

            _________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

e.      Why is the proposed project needed? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Continue to page 5 for step 9.   
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Step 8 of 16 
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What is the 
status of the 
proposed 
project? 
 
Note:  Show and  
identify planned, in 
progress, completed 
work and dimensions 
 for excavations and 
 fill on the Plan View  
and Cross Section 
Drawings. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

How would you 
describe the 
proposed 
project? 
 
 
 
Note: To apply for a 
wetland determination, 
call the COE at 
504-862-1627. 
 
 
Note: Information 
provided in this Step 
must be consistent with 
Maps and Drawings. 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: For any  
equipment used, 
show the access 
 route and  
construction right  
of way on the Maps  
and Drawings. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Complete the following information to indicate the start/end dates and the current status of the proposed project. 

a. Proposed project start date:  _____/_____/_____      Proposed project completion date:  _____/_____/_____ 

b. Is any of the project work in progress? 
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 9c.) 
YES (If YES, show and identify the work in progress on the Plan View and Cross Section Drawings.) 
   d Please explain  
 
 
 
 
 
 

c. Is any of the project work complete? 
NO (If NO, proceed to Step 10.) 
YES (If YES, show and identify the work completed on the Plan View and Cross Section Drawings.) 
   d Please explain  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Complete the following information to describe structures, materials and methods for the proposed project. 
   Cubic yards are determined by using this formula. (Length (ft.) X Width (ft.) X Depth (ft.) divided by 27 = Cubic Yards) 
     Example: 25 ft. X 25 ft. X 5 ft. divided by 27 = 115.7 Cubic Yards 
   Acres are determined by using this formula. (Length (ft.) X Width (ft.) divided by 43,560 = Acres) 
        Example: 250 ft. X 250 ft. divided by 43,560 = 1.43 Acres 

  a.   Excavation:   
  ___________________________________                  ___________________________________ 
  Cubic Yards         Acres 

  b.   Fill:  
  ___________________________________                  ___________________________________ 
  Cubic Yards         Acres 

  c.   What fill materials will be used for the proposed project? 
        (Check e  the appropriate box(es) and indicate the cubic yards for each type of fill material.) 
 

Concrete   __________      Rock (rip/rap)       __________  
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

 Crushed Stone or Gravel  __________      Sand        __________  
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

 Excavated & Placed on site __________      Hauled in Topsoil/Dirt      __________ 
      Cubic Yards             Cubic Yards 

Excavated & Hauled off site __________ 
      Cubic Yards 

Other (Please specify):________________________________________________     __________  
                Cubic Yards 
 

  d.   What equipment will be used for the proposed project?  (Check e  the appropriate box(es).) 

Airboat            Bulldozer/Grader  Marsh Buggy   
 
Backhoe            Dragline/Excavator  Other Tracked or Wheeled Vehicles 
 
Barge Mounted Bucket Dredge         Handjet   Self Propelled Pipe Laying Barge 
 
Barge Mounted Drilling Rig          Land Based Drilling Rig Tugboat     
 
Other (Please specify.) _____________________________________________________________________ 

Continue to page 6 for step 11.    
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What impact  
will the proposed 
project have? 
 
 
Note: You will be  
notified by OCM if a  
field investigation is 
required to determine 
 if the proposed project 
will impact wetlands. 
 
 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required to 
adequately respond  
to 11b, 11c, 11d  
and/or 11e. 
 
 
Note: Providing  
detailed information at 
the time of application 
may expedite  
processing of your 
proposal. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 a. Total acres of wetlands and/or waterbottoms filled and/or excavated:    ______________________________ 
 
 
b.  What alternative locations, methods and access routes were considered to avoid impact to wetlands and/or  
     waterbottoms? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  c.  What efforts were made to minimize impact to wetlands and/or waterbottoms? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
d.  How are unavoidable impacts to vegetated wetlands to be mitigated? (Please note that a willingness to perform 
     mitigation does not relieve the applicant from adequately addressing justification for (step 8e) and alternatives 
     to (step 11b & 11c) the proposed activity) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  Landowner Rights 

• The affected landowner(s) whose property may be impacted by the proposed project has (have) the option of 
requesting that compensatory mitigation be done on their property. 
 

• Once OCM determines that mitigation is required, they will notify the applicant and all affected landowners of the 
extent and type of habitat impacted.  The landowner(s) will be given thirty (30) days to formally request or waive 
their mitigation option. (This can cause substantial delays in processing of the application.) 
 

Applicant Responsibilities 

• Coordinate with the affected landowner(s) to develop a conceptual compensatory mitigation plan.  This plan 
should be designed to offset the adverse impacts to vegetated wetlands which will occur from the proposed 
project.  (This can also cause substantial delays in processing of the application.) 
 

• To avoid delays, it is recommended that, prior to sending the application to OCM, you contact affected 
landowner(s) to: 

 

 – Inform them of possible wetland impacts and discuss their compensatory mitigation rights; and 
 –Ask them to indicate their intentions regarding compensatory mitigation on the form. 
 

• Submit the Landowner Compensatory Mitigation Request/Waiver form along with your application. 
 

Continue to page 7 for step 12.   
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What are the 
requirements  
for notification  
of landowners 
and oyster lease 
holders of the 
proposed 
project site? 

 
Note: OCM and COE 
both have mitigation 
requirements under 
different laws, rules and 
regulations; therefore, 
specific agency 
requirements may vary. 

 
Note: If a property has 
multiple owners with 
undivided interest in the 
property, each person 
owning an interest is 
considered  
to be a landowner  
and must be notified. 

 
Note: Additional sheets 
may be required if there 
are more than two 
landowners. 

 
Note: Compensatory 
mitigation is not a 
monetary settlement  
to be used at the 
discretion of the 
landowner(s). 

 
Note: A copy of the 
“Landowner 
Compensatory  
Mitigation Request/ 
Waiver” form is included 
with this application.   
To obtain additional 
copies, visit the OCM 
website or call: 
•1-800-267-4019 
        Or 
•225-342-7591 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: See our FAQ for a 
list of regulations that 
may be applicable. Be 
aware that this list is for 
example proposes and 
does not purport to be 
complete or indicate 
applicability in any 
particular situation or 
project. It is the 
applicant’s responsibility 
to be fully aware of all 
regulatory requirements, 
to list those requirements 
and certify that thy will be 
in compliance. 
 
 
 

 
a.   Are you applying for a Coastal Use Permit? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 12b.) 
YES (If YES, read the following information.) 

Requirements for Notification of Landowners 
It is the responsibility of the applicant to notify the landowner(s) of the property about this proposed project. Notification 
must include providing each impacted landowner with a copy of the permit application (form and plats) at the time the 
application is submitted to the Office of Coastal Management. 
 

Requirements for Notification to Oyster Lease Holders 
It is the responsibility of the applicant to notify all affected oyster lease holders about this proposed project.  Notification 
must include providing each affected oyster lease holder with a copy of the permit application (form and plats) at the time 
the application is submitted to the Office of Coastal Management. The location of leases, and the name and contact 
information of the lessee can be obtained by contacting the LDWF Oyster Lease Survey Section at 504-284-5279. You 
also can use the OCM GIS interactive map on our website at http://sonris-www.dnr.state.la.us/www_root/sonris_portal_1.htm. 
Please note that copies of the lease holder notification letters must be included with your application packet at the time of 
submittal. For more information regarding notification requirements please contact the Oyster Lease Survey Section or  
visit our website at http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/coastmgt/permitsmitigation/oyster.asp. 
 

While these are legal requirements to ensure that property owners/oyster lease holders are aware of proposals which 
might impact their land/oyster lease, it also serves as a proactive measure to initiate communication between the applicant 
and the landowner(s)/lease holders, especially when mitigation might be necessary.  Since mitigation can be a lengthy 
process, taking proactive steps early in the process may significantly reduce the time necessary to receive an 
authorization. 
 
 b.   Are you the sole owner of the property on which the proposed activity is to occur? 
   YES (If YES, proceed to Step 12c.) 
   NO (If NO, follow the instructions below.) 

Check e the appropriate box(es) and complete the landowner information to attest to OCM that a copy of this 
application has been sent to all landowners whose property will be impacted by the project. 
 

      The applicant is an owner of the property on which the proposed described activity is to occur. 
      The applicant has made every reasonable effort to determine the identity and current address of the owner(s) of the  
        land on which the proposed described activity is to occur, which included, if necessary, a search of the public records 
        of the parish in which the proposed activity is to occur. 
      The applicant hereby attests that a copy of the application has been distributed to the following landowners. 

Landowner/Lease Holder #1:   ______________________________________________________________________ 
                                Name of Landowner / Lease Holder 

Mailing Address:         _______________________________________________________       ____________ 
              Street Address or P.O. Box                    Unit/Apartment # 

           _____________________________ ______________________   _____   _________ 
              City     Parish          State        Zip Code 

Landowner/Lease Holder #2:   ______________________________________________________________________ 
                                Name of Landowner / Lease Holder 

Mailing Address:         _______________________________________________________       ____________ 
              Street Address or P.O. Box                    Unit/Apartment # 

           _____________________________ ______________________   _____   _________ 
              City     Parish          State        Zip Code 
 
c.   Does the project involve drilling, production, and/or storage of oil and gas? 

NO (If NO, proceed to Step 13.) 
YES (If YES, review and complete the certification below. You must attach a list of all state and federal laws and rules and 

regulations dealing with spill prevention and containment. Your signature on step 14 certifies that you are aware of the 
terms and conditions of each requirement and that you will remain in compliance at all times.) 

 

I, _________________________________ hereby certify that I am the _________________________________ of   
    (Name of officer)                               (Name of Office) 

________________________________________, hereinafter referred to as the Applicant and that I have authority to  
  (Full legal name of the entity seeking a permit) 
act on behalf of and bind that legal entity, and by my signature below I certify that the information in the application is 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge, that Applicant has provided a complete list of the requirements for 
protection of health, safety and the environment, and that Applicant is in full compliance with all applicable safety and 
environmental regulations as listed on the attached sheet, specifically including when applicable, LAC 43:XIX.111 
Diverter Systems and Blowout Preventers. 
 

Continue to page 8 for step 13.    

Step 12 of 16 



 
Page 8 of 12 

 

 
 
 
Why are Maps 
and Drawings 
required to 
obtain a permit? 
 
Note: The following 
websites may 
provide assistance 
in completing the 
Vicinity Map: 
•Sonris on OCM 
website 
•MapQuest.com 
•Topozone.com 
 
Note:   
For additional 
assistance with 
specific 
requirements, 
refer to the samples 
provided in this 
application package. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Who needs to 
certify and sign 
this application? 
 
Note:  
The application  
must be signed and 
dated by the 
applicant who 
desires to undertake 
the proposed 
activity. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: If an agent is 
being used, the 
applicant and agent 
must sign and date 
this application. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 Quality Maps and Drawings are required to process the Joint Permit Application and for Public Notice.  
They must visually reflect what will be done in the proposed project and are key to the overall evaluation. 
 

The following Maps and Drawings must be submitted with the Joint Permit Application and must show both 
existing and proposed conditions. 
 

   •   Vicinity Map - Illustrates access to and the location of the proposed project relative to surrounding areas; 
•   Plan View Drawing - Illustrates an overhead view of the proposed project; and 
•   Cross Section Drawing - Illustrates a side view of the proposed project. 
 
In general, all Maps and Drawings should be: 
•   Legible and clearly labeled on single sided 8½ x 11 size paper; (large drawings that are reduced in size to fit the  
    8½ x 11 format are not acceptable if the scale is no longer accurate and if the dimensions and details are not clear  
    and easy to read after reproduction in the Public Notice); 

•   Drawn to scale with the scale identified graphically on each drawing; (if you cannot provide Maps and Drawings to  
    scale, you may submit the dimensions of the proposed and existing features of the work area displayed); 

•   Black and white ONLY (Colored Maps and Drawings will NOT be accepted); 

•   Accurate and reproducible; 

•   Placement of the north arrow, title, legend and scale bar must be consistent on Maps and Drawings; and 

•   Information provided in Steps 1 through 12 must be consistent with the Maps and Drawings. 

Inadequate or poor Maps and Drawings are the primary reason for delays in the permitting process.  
Sample Maps and Drawings are provided with this Joint Permit Application package for your assistance.  
Link to sample plats:     
http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/coastmgt/cup/sampleplats.asp 
 
 
Read the following information.  Print your name, sign and date to certify this application for processing. 

•    Application is hereby made for a permit or permits to authorize the work described in this application. 

•    To the best of my knowledge the proposed activity described in this permit application complies with and will be  
     conducted in a manner that is consistent with the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program. 

•    I certify that the information in this application is complete and accurate. 

•    If applicable, I also certify that the declarations in Step 12, notification to landowner(s), are complete and accurate. 

•    If applicable, I also certify that the declarations in Step 12c, oil spill response, are complete and accurate. 

•    I will abide by the conditions of the permit or license if issued and will not begin work without the appropriate  
     authorization. 

•    Permission is granted to the agencies responsible for authorization of this work, or their duly authorized    
     representative, to enter the property site during working hours for inspection purposes. 

•    If applicable, I authorize the agent identified in Step 2 to act in my behalf as agent for this application and the agent  
     will furnish, upon request, information in support of this application. 

 
 
     _______________________________________    ______________________________________     ____/____/____ 
      Clearly Print Name of Applicant    Applicant Signature           Date 
 
 
•    As the agent, 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. 
 
 
     _______________________________________    ______________________________________     ____/____/____ 
      Clearly Print Name of Authorized Agent    Authorized Agent Signature          Date 
 
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 by 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 5 years or both. 
 
 

Continue to page 9 for step 15.    
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What fees are 
required for 
permit  
processing and 
what methods  
are available for 
payment? 
 
 
 
 
 
COE and Local 
Parish Program 
fees will be 
assessed 
separately at 
the end of the 
process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

How do I submit 
the Joint Permit 
Application and 
Maps and 
Drawings for 
processing? 
 
 
If your project is 
in the Galveston 
or Vicksburg 
District of the 
Corps of 
Engineers,  
please see  
page 12. 
 
 
Note: Please keep  
a copy of the 
completed  
application for your 
records. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The following fees apply and must be received in order to process the application. 
 
a.   Check e the appropriate box to indicate the fee type:  (See the “Glossary” on page 10 for the definitions of terms.) 

  $100.00 - Non-Residential 
  $ 20.00  - Residential 

 
   •     If your activity involves dredging or filling, OCM will bill you on the basis of $.04 per cubic yards for residential uses  
         and $.05 per cubic yards for all other uses. 

   •     Fees may not apply if the Joint Permit Application is being processed by the local Parish. 

   •     Additional fees may be assessed for mitigation processing. 

 

b.   Check e the appropriate box to indicate payment method: 
 Check/Money Order    Electronic Transfer 
 Credit Card (Visa or MasterCard only)  Escrow Account 
 
      •    Make Check/Money Order payable to the Office of Coastal Management. 

      •    To pay by Credit Card, Electronic Transfer or Escrow Account, call OCM at 1-800-267-4019 to provide specific  
           account information or provide account information on a separate sheet of paper and include with application. 

      •    Cash is not accepted. 
 
 
 
To submit this permit application, Maps and Drawings and all supporting documentation, select an option below. 
 
            MAIL:  Office of Coastal Management 
   P.O. Box 44487 
   Baton Rouge, LA 70804-4487 
 
   If you select the MAIL option, submit the original Joint Permit Application, Maps and  
   Drawings and supporting documentation. 
 
 
            EXPRESS MAIL: Office of Coastal Management 
   617 North 3rd Street, 
   Suite 1078 
   Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
   Phone: 225-342-7591 
 
   If you select the EXPRESS MAIL option, submit the original copies of the Joint Permit  
   Application, Maps and Drawings and supporting documentation. 
 
 
            FAX:  225-342-6760 
   Attention: Office of Coastal Management, Joint Permit Application Processing 
 
   •     Include a cover sheet with the total number of pages; and 

   •     If you select the FAX option, follow-up with one of the mail options to prevent delay  
         if the fax is not legible. 

   •     Payment arrangements should be made prior to faxing your application by calling  
         OCM at 1-800-267-4019. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Continue to page 10 for “Glossary of Terms”.   
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Adjacent Landowner 
Property owners or lessees whose property is contiguous or shares 
a common border with that being developed. 
 
Affected Landowner 
The owner of the land on which a proposed activity will occur.  If a 
property has multiple owners with undivided interest, each person 
owning an interest is considered to be an affected landowner. 
 
Coastal Use Permit 
A permit required by 214.30 of the SLCRMA.  The term does not 
mean or refer to, and is in addition to, any other permit or approval 
required or established pursuant to any other constitutional 
provision or statute. 
 
Compensatory Mitigation 
As defined by OCM, replacement, substitution, enhancement, or 
protection of ecological values to offset anticipated losses of 
ecological values caused by a permitted activity. 
As defined by the COE, compensating for unavoidable adverse 
impacts to wetlands by restoring areas to wetlands, creating 
wetlands, or enhancement of wetlands. Most compensatory 
mitigation involves purchase of mitigation credits in a private 
mitigation bank. The amount of credits purchased is dependent on 
the amount of wetland values that would be lost because of the 
permitted project. 
 
Cross Section 
A side view of a project area illustrating elevations of features such 
as natural ground; buildings; bulkheads; piers; and depressions 
such as waterways, ditches, ponds, etc.  Cross sections also show 
side views of proposed work such as dredging and filling. 
 
Discharge 
The placement or movement of fill or excavated material using 
methods including, but not limited to dragline or backhoe buckets, 
bulldozers, front loaders, dump trucks, hydraulic dredge pipes, 
wheel-washing or prop-washing, jetting, etc. 
 
Dredged Material (Spoil) 
Material that is excavated as part of a specific project. 
 
Ecological Value 
The ability of an area to support vegetation, fish and wildlife 
populations. 
 
Excavate 
To dig out, remove or move earthen material, or to form a cavity or 
hole including linear features.   Methods include, but are not limited 
to, draglines, backhoes, bulldozers, front loaders, hydraulic 
dredges, wheel-washing or prop-washing, jetting, etc. 
 
Fastlands 
Lands surrounded by publicly-owned, maintained, or otherwise 
validly existing levees or natural formations as of January 1, 1979, 
or as may be lawfully constructed in the future, which levees or 
natural formations would normally prevent activities, not to include 
the pumping of water for drainage purposes, within the surrounded 
area from having direct and significant impacts on coastal waters. 
 
Fill Material 
Any material including, but not limited to, soil, rocks, sand, clay, 
construction debris, trees, wood chips, broken concrete and 
asphalt, etc., whose placement replaces any portion of a 
waterbottom or wetland with dry land or changes the elevation of 
wetlands or waterbottoms.  This material may come from on-site or 
be imported from an off-site source. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mean High Water 
The average position (elevation) of the high water mark. 
 
Mean Low Water 
The average position (elevation) of the low water mark. 
 
Mitigation 
All actions taken by a permittee to avoid, minimize, restore, and 
compensate for ecological values lost due to a permitted activity. 
 
Non-Residential 
Includes all actions that do not meet the requirements for the 
Residential category. 
 
Non-Vegetated Waterbottoms 
Waterbottoms that lack the presence of rooted vegetation. 
 
Non-Wet Areas 
Any area that has sufficiently dry conditions that indicate 
hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and/or wetland hydrology are 
lacking. 
 
Off-site 
Not within or adjoining the area directly modified by the permitted 
activity and not directly related to implementation of the permitted 
activity. 
 
On-site 
Within or adjoining the area directly modified by the permitted 
activity or directly related to implementation of the permitted 
activity. 
 
Residential 
Any coastal use associated with the construction or modification of 
one single-family, duplex, or triplex residence or camp. It shall also 
include the construction or modification to any outbuilding, 
bulkhead, pier, or appurtenance on a lot on which there exists a 
single-family, duplex, or triplex residence or camp or on a water 
body which is immediately adjacent to such lot.  Uses which do not 
fit this definition are non-residential. The Coastal Use Permit 
application fee for residential projects is $20. 
 
Unavoidable Net Loss of Ecological Values 
The net loss of ecological value that is anticipated to occur as the 
result of a permitted/authorized activity, despite all efforts, required 
by the guidelines, to avoid, minimize, and restore the 
permitted/authorized impacts. 
 
Vegetated Waterbottoms 
Waterbottoms that exhibit the presence of rooted vegetation. 
 
Wetlands 
For the purposes of §724 (as defined in R.S. 49:21.41), Open water 
areas or areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or 
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and 
under normal circumstances, do support a prevalence of vegetation 
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Continue to page 10 for “Frequently Asked Questions”.   

 
 

   Glossary of Terms  

The following information may provide a better understanding of terms that are used throughout this application. 
If the terms defined in this section do not help you, please contact OCM at one of the following, 1-800-267-4019 or 225-342-7591.
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What gives the Office of Coastal Management (OCM) the right 
to regulate private property? 
OCM does not regulate private property. OCM regulates activities that have 
a direct and significant impact on state public resources. OCM’s authority 
derives from Louisiana Revised Statute 49:214.21 et seq. Visit the 
legislative website for additional information at 
http://www.legis.state.la.us/lss/tsrssearch.htm. 
 
How does the Joint Permit Application process work? 
In general, an application is submitted which details the location and scope 
of the proposed work. OCM – Permits & Mitigation Division, which serves as 
a central collection point for the applications, distributes the applications to 
interested parties for their review and comment. OCM - Permits & Mitigation 
Division and the commenting agencies review the application for 
conformance with programmatic requirements and look for ways of 
minimizing impacts to coastal resources (e.g., vegetated wetlands, bird 
rookeries, endangered species, etc.). If necessary, negotiations are entered 
into to find locations, technologies or methods of implementing the project 
which will accommodate the needs of the permit applicant while conforming 
with the mandates of the various state and federal agencies. Once 
consensus is reached an appropriately conditioned permit is issued. 
 
Who receives a copy of my Joint Permit Application? 
The following agencies/offices receive a copy of your application: 
•  OCM Permit Section; 
•  Local Programs Section, (if necessary); 
•  OCM Support Services Staff; 
•  OCM Field Investigator; 
•  The Army Corps of Engineers; and 
•  State Land Office. 
 
How long does it take to obtain a permit? 
The following schedules are offered with the assumption that all of the 
information required by OCM is included in the application and the plats are 
adequate, clear and legible. For activities that are exempt from permit 
requirements, the determination is normally issued in under seven days. 
Projects that are determined to have no direct or significant impacts to 
coastal resources are issued in 4 to 10 days depending on location. 
Authorizations for activities that qualify for a General Permit are issued in 10 
to 15 days. For those activities that require full public notice, a minimum of 
45 days is required. During review of the permit application, for more 
complex activities, additional information may be requested. The more 
promptly the applicant can furnish this information the less time it will require 
to issue the authorization. The requirement for mitigation of wetland impacts 
is one of the factors that increases the time required for permit application 
review, as does coordination with other State agencies for activities 
affecting resources of concern to that agency 
 
How do I check the status of a submitted Joint Permit 
Application? 
Information regarding submitted permits may usually be obtained on the 
OCM website: http://sonris.com/direct.asp?server=sonris-
www&path=/sonris/cmdPermit.jsp%3Fsid%3DPROD. 
 
How does OCM protect the information that I provide 
throughout this application? 
Information provided on the application is used to evaluate the activity that 
is proposed for permitting, and this information is generally available for 
inspection and copying by the public, pursuant to the Louisiana Public 
Records act. There are some limited exceptions to the public records laws 
to protect certain types of records or information from public inspection. 
Please contact our office, before you submit any records or information that 
you would prefer not be available for public inspection or copying. In any 
case, simply marking a document “CBI” or “confidential business 
information” will not guarantee that the records or information will be 
protected from public inspection and copying. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
May I submit a Joint Permit Application to the Parish instead 
of OCM? 
Yes, if your project is located in a parish with an approved Local Coastal 
Program (Calcasieu, Cameron, Jefferson, Lafourche, Orleans, 
Plaquemines, St. Bernard, St. James, St. Tammany or Terrebonne) then 
you may submit your application to either the approved local program or the 
state office. If you submit the application to the state office, it will be input 
into the system and reviewed at that time. If you submit your application to 
the local parish office, then that office will forward the application to the state 
office to be input into the system and reviewed. Please allow additional time 
to receive a response if you choose the latter option. 
 
What other permits may be required? 
If your project involves dredging or filling of wetlands you may need a Water 
Quality Certification from the Department of Environmental Quality. 
Other approvals may be required but are not limited to the following: 
•  State Land Office; 
•  Department of Wildlife and Fisheries; 
•  Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism; 
•  Department of Transportation and Development; and/or 
•  Department of Health and Hospitals. 
These agencies will notify you of their requirements as part of the Joint 
Public Notice process. 
 
When I receive my permit from OCM, may I begin work? 
Following the determination from OCM, work may begin only after obtaining 
any necessary permit(s) from the COE, including any required mitigation, 
and any approvals or permits required any local authority or agency or by 
any state or federal agency, as may be required by law for said activity or 
the construction of the referenced project. 
 
How may I receive an extension for a permit? 
If you have not begun work on your project within two years of the date of 
permit issuance, the initiation period can be extended for an additional two 
years if you submit a request to OCM no less than sixty days and no more 
than one-hundred and eighty days before the initial two year period expires.  
The expiration date can be extended. Follow the same rules. There is an 
$80.00 extension fee. 
 
If I began my project without a permit, what will happen? 
OCM processing of any pending Joint Permit Application for the project will 
be suspended until the violation is resolved.  You may be required to 
remove any structures installed and restore any impacted habitat.  You may 
be subject to fines of up to $12,000and may be jailed up to six months. The 
penalties assessed by the Army Corps of Engineers may be significantly 
more expensive and more complicated. 
 
Did I break the law if I have already done some clearing? 
A representative from LDNR will perform a field investigation and project 
evaluation in order to determine the extent of any impacts and if you have 
violated any laws.  
Contact OCM at 1-800-267-4019 for assistance. 
 
What is Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act? 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 prohibits the obstruction 
or alteration of navigable water of the United States without a permit from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
 
What is Section 404 of the Clean Water Act? 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of dredged or fill 
material into waters of the United States without a permit from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers. 
 
How do I receive additional information on the Joint Permit 
Application process? 
For additional information regarding the Joint Application Process, contact 
OCM at 1-800-267-4019 or visit the website at: http://dnr.louisiana.gov/crm/. 
You may also contact the Army Corps of Engineers at 504-862-2766 or visit 
the website at: www.mvn.usace.army.mil/ops/regulatory. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

         Frequently Asked Questions 
 
 

The following questions and answers may assist you during the application process.  For an expanded version of 
frequently asked questions, visit our website at http://dnr.louisiana.gov/CRM/faq.asp 

 Continue to page 12 for “Contacts and Additional Landowner Information” .  
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     COE District Contact Information: 
 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Galveston District 
Attention:     CESWG-PE-R 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, TX  77553-1229 
Phone:409-766-3930 
Fax:409-766-3931 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Vicksburg District 
Attention:     CEMVK-OD-F 
4155 Clay Street 
Vicksburg, MS  39183-3435 
Phone:601-631-5276 
Fax:601-631-5459 

If your project is in the Galveston or Vicksburg COE District, submit your application directly to them. 
See addresses listed below. 

 

Additional Landowner Information (if necessary): 

Adjacent Landowner #5:    _____________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #6:   _____________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #7:   _____________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 
Adjacent Landowner #8:   _____________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Adjacent Landowner 

Mailing Address:    ____________________________________________________________________ 
Street Address or P.O. Box     Unit/Apartment # 

___________________________    __________________   _______     ___________             
City                                                            Parish  State    Zip 

 

Contacts and Additional Landowner Information 
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Overgrazing Determination 
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Kinler, Quin - NRCS, Denham Springs, LA

From: Boatman, John - NRCS, Luling, LA
Sent: Monday, October 7, 2019 2:12 PM
To: Kinler, Quin - NRCS, Denham Springs, LA
Subject: RE: BA-195 Overgrazing review

Quin, 
 
There are no livestock grazing within the project area. 
 
 

John Boatman  
District Conservationist 
USDA/NRCS 
1041 Rue La Cannes 
P. O. Box 1782 
Luling, LA  70070 
985‐331‐9084 
john.boatman@la.usda.gov 
 
 
 

From: Kinler, Quin ‐ NRCS, Denham Springs, LA <quin.kinler@usda.gov>  
Sent: Monday, October 7, 2019 9:42 AM 
To: Boatman, John ‐ NRCS, Luling, LA <john.boatman@usda.gov> 
Subject: BA‐195 Overgrazing review 
 
Please review and provide overgrazing statement for this project. 
 
Please note that the 95% Design Review mtg is scheduled  for 9am, October 24, at Lafayette FOPSS. 
 
Thanks, 
Quin 
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Attachment I 
Request for Phase II Approval Spreadsheet 



          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation 

PPL: 25 Project No. BA-195

Agency: NRCS

Phase I Approval Date: Jan 2016

Phase II Approval Date: Jan 2021 Const Start: Oct-21

Original Current Original Original Current Recommended Recommended
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 1,767,444                2,539,522                1,767,444             1,767,444             772,078                772,078                    

Lands 1,329,481                2,209,094                387,823                941,658                387,823                1,821,271             1,821,271                 

Fed S&A 496,066                   524,710                   242,022                254,044                242,022                282,689                282,689                    

LDNR S&A 600,660                   626,803                   293,051                307,608                293,051                333,752                333,752                    

COE Proj Mgmt -                          -                          

Phase I 3,368                       3,368                       3,368                    3,368                    

Ph II Const Phase 2,297                       2,591                       2,297                    2,591                    2,591                        

Ph II Long Term 34,199                     39,181                     34,199                  39,181                  4,316                        

S&I 1,409,432                1,310,087                1,409,432             1,310,087             1,310,087                 

Contg 3,387,255                1,989,665                3,387,255             1,989,665             1,989,665                 

Const 13,549,022              16,856,240              13,549,022           16,856,240           16,856,240               

Monitoring -                          -                          

Phase I -                          -                          

Ph II Const Phase -                          -                          

Ph II Long Term 919,418                   1,126,114                919,418                1,126,114             312,541                    

O&M - State 209,615                   2,069,163                209,615                2,069,163             1,919,379                 

O&M - Fed 130,647                   207,201                   130,647                207,201                103,217                    

Total 23,838,905              29,503,738              2,693,708 21,145,197           2,693,708             26,810,030           25,707,824               

Total Project 23,838,905           29,503,738           28,401,532               

Current Estimate Compared to Original 124%

Prepared By: Quin Kinler Date Prepared: 2-Nov-20

NOTES:

cash flow\ BA-195 Ph II Repeat Request for Approval - Cost Sheet 11_2_2020 final 11/2/20203:18 PM
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Project Name:  Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation (BA-195)   
  
Sponsoring Agency:  U.S.D.A. Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Contact:  Quin Kinler; (225) 271-2403; quin.kinler@usda.gov 
 
Project Location:  The project is located in Region 2, Barataria Basin, Jefferson and 
Plaquemines Parishes, along the northwest rim of Barataria Bay 
 
Problem:  Historic wetland loss in the area occurs in the form of interior marsh loss and 
shoreline erosion along Barataria Bay.  The interior loss is caused by subsidence, sediment 
deprivation, and construction of access and pipeline canals.  Based on the hyper-temporal 
analysis conducted by USGS for the extended project boundary, loss rates in the project area are 
estimated to be -0.43% per year for the period 1984 to 2019. 
 
Goals:   The goal of the project is to create approximately 228 acres of marsh and nourish 
approximately 198 acres of marsh (426 acres total) with material dredged from Barataria Bay. 
 
Proposed Project Features:  Originally the project consisted of three fully-contained and one semi-
contained marsh creation / marsh nourishment cells totaling 516 acres.  Due to numerous pipelines in 
the project area, the semi-contained cell has been eliminated and one of the fully-contained cell has 
been split into two cells.  Currently, the project consists of restoring 426 acres of saline marsh by 
hydraulically dredging in-situ material from Barataria Bay and placing it into four fully-contained 
cells within the interior marsh (Figure 1).  The proposed design is to place the dredged material to a 
slurry height of +3.0 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A (plus 0.5 ft tolerance) to create approximately 228 
acres of marsh and nourish an additional 198 acres.  Marsh fill elevation settlement curves are 
provided in Figures 2 and 3.  Tidal datum values illustrated on those settlement curves are 
provided in Table 1. Based on acres applicable to the -1.0 and -2.0 mudline curves, respectively,  
it is estimated that a slurry height of +3.0 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A would result in 88.1 percent of 
the created and nourished marsh acres would remain above the 80% Inundation Level throughout 
the project life and that 11.1 percent of the created and nourished marsh acres would remain 
above the 80% Inundation Level for the majority of the project life (18.5 of 20 years). 
Dewatering and compaction of dredged sediments should produce marsh elevations conducive to 
the establishment of emergent marsh within the intertidal range.  Containment dikes will be 
constructed to a height of +4.5 ft NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  Containment dikes will be degraded as 
necessary to reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands, and up to 15% of the 
created marsh area will be planted if it does not vegetate naturally. 
 
Table 1. CRMS0237 tidal datums (NAVD88 Geoid 12A) with projected increases due to eustatic 
sea level rise. 

Year Project 
Target 
Year 

Avg. Low 
Water 

Elev. (ft) 

Avg. High 
Water 

Elev. (ft) 

Avg. Daily 
Water 

Elev. (ft) 

1% Marsh 
Inundation 
Level (ft) 

20% Marsh 
Inundation 
Level (ft) 

80% Marsh 
Inundation 
Level (ft) 

2012-2017  -0.1 0.88 0.4 1.67 0.89 -0.09 
2021 0 -0.02 0.96 0.48 1.75 0.97 -0.01 
2041 20 0.47 1.45 0.97 2.24 1.46 0.48 
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Figure 1. Project map. 
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Figure 2. Marsh fill settlement curve for mudline elevation -1.0 ft with a 60-day fill period. 

 
Figure 3. Marsh fill settlement curve for mudline elevation -2.0 ft with a 60-day fill period. 
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Historical and present vegetative community, salinity, and soils:  According to the 2013 
marsh type survey, the project area is 47% saline marsh and 53% water (Sasser et al. 2014).  See 
Figure 4. In 1949, 1968, 1978, 1997, 2001, 2007, and 2013 the project area was classified as 
saline.  Only in 1988 was a portion of the project area classified as brackish marsh. 
 

 
Figure 4.  2013 Habitat Type  
 
 
CRMS0237 is the closest station to the project area, located approximately 1.7 miles from the 
project center (Figure 5).  The CRMS0237 2007-2018 vegetation surveys (Figure 6) indicate a 
saline marsh classification.  
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Figure 5. Location of CRMS0237. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Figure 6. CRMS0237 Site Marsh Classification. 
 
 
For the period of record (June 2006 to August 2019), mean annual salinity for CRMS0237 was 
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8.5 ppt.Based on the salinity, marsh type classification, and vegetative transect data for CRMS 
0237, it is proposed that the project be evaluated using the saline marsh model. 
 
Marsh area soils in the project area are approximately 48% Timbalier-Scatlake association, 30% 
Bellepass muck, 22% Scatlake muck 
(https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx). 
 
 
Land Loss:  USGS calculated a historical rate of change for the extended boundary (2,630 acres, 
Figure 7) using an experimental land change analysis.  That analysis utilized a total of 197 
Landsat Thematic Mapper (TM) satellite scenes to classify land-water for the period 1984 to 
2019.  The loss rate during that period was -0.43%/year (Figure 8). 
 

 
 
Figure 7. Extended Boundary 
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Figure 8.  Regression of land values for the extended boundary. 
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V1 - Emergent Vegetation 
See attached land loss spreadsheet following the WVA discussions. One year of loss was applied 
to the 2018 land acreage to arrive at TY0 project acreages. 
 
FWOP 
Assume the 1984-2019 loss rate (-0.43%/yr) continues. 
 
TY0:    198 acres = 47%   Water = 228 acres 
TY1:    197 acres = 46%   Water = 229acres 
TY20:  182 acres = 43%   Water = 244 acres 
 
FWP 
 
For saline marsh, the upper limit for marsh credit is the 1% inundation elevation, which is 
projected to range from +1.75 NAVD88 Geoid 12A in TY0 to +2.24 NAVD88 Geoid 12A in 
TY20.  The above referenced settlement curves for a slurry height of +3.0 ft NAVD88 Geoid 
12A (Figures 2 and 3) predict that the fill elevation intersects the projected 1% inundation level 
prior to TY1 and remains below the projected 1% inundation level for the remainder of the 
project life. 
 
Because it is proposed to have only a 15% planting if needed associated with project operation 
and maintenance, standard marsh credit assumptions are proposed: TY1 = 10% marsh credit, 
TY3 = 30% marsh credit, and TY5 =100% marsh credit.  Standard assumptions are also applied 
to the nourished marsh: TY1 = 50% marsh credit and TY3 = 100% marsh credit.  
Created/nourished marsh is lost at half of the historical rate.   
 
TY1:    122 acres = 29%  Water =   1 acre 
TY3:    265 acres = 62%  Water =   3 acres 
TY5:    421 acres = 99%  Water =   5 acres 
TY12:  415 acres = 97%  Water =  11 acres 
TY20:  408 acres = 96%  Water = 18 acres 
 
V2 - Submerged Aquatic Vegetation 
 
Site visits were conducted in this area in May (NRCS) and June 2015 (CWPPRA Env and Eng 
Workgroups), when SAV should be present. The large open water areas were notably absent of 
SAV cover, except for near pond edges.  SAV coverage in smaller ponds appeared to occupy 
about 10 to 20%. Overall SAV cover is estimated to be about 10 percent. Therefore, a baseline 
value of 10% is proposed for all target years FWOP. 
 
For FWP, it is assumed that the small, open water areas likely to develop within the marsh 
platform would achieve 20 to 30% SAV cover by TY5 and maintain that value through TY20.  
SAV coverage of 25% is estimated for this area. 
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FWOP   FWP 
TY0: 10%   TY1:   0%  TY20:  25% 
TY1: 10%   TY3:   10%  TY12:  25% 
TY20: 10%   TY5:   25% 
 
 
 
 
V3 – Interspersion 
 
The marsh creation cells are comprised of 47% marsh and are classified as Class 3 by the USGS 
interspersion estimating tool.  In FWOP, the percentage of marsh would decrease to about 43%, 
and this would not result in a change in Interspersion Class. They will remain as Class 3 during 
FWOP.   
 
For FWP, marsh creation projects are assigned Class 5 at TY1.  The percentage of water at TY3 
is 1% resulting in Interspersion Class 3 (i.e., carpet marsh).  Less than 3% open water would be 
considered as interspersion Class 3 (i.e., carpet marsh). Interspersion Class 1 requires a minimum 
of 3% open water which is achieved at TY12.  At TY20, the percentage of marsh is estimated at 
4% and Interspersion would remain at Class 1.  
 
FWOP 
TY0-20:  100% Class 3 
 
FWP 
TY1: 100% Class 5  TY5: 100% Class 3   TY20: 100% Class 1 
TY3: 100% Class 3  TY12: 100% Class 1 
 
V4 - Shallow Open Water Habitat 
 
Design surveys were conducted in 2017.  Only data points within current MCA boundaries are 
used.  The survey data was plotted in ArcGIS to estimate the lower limit of marsh elevation in 
the project area. Based on GIS analysis using survey data, elevations greater than +0.3 ft are 
generally supportive of marsh and are not likely to be open water. Survey points equal to or 
greater than +0.3 ft NAVD88 are considered to be emergent marsh.  Mean water elevation for 
CRMS0237 was adjusted using ELSR to project a 2019 mean water elevation of 0.48 ft 
NAVD88 Geoid 12A.  The lower limit of shallow open water is calculated as +0.48 ft NAVD88 
(MWL) - 1.5 ft depth = -1.02 ft NAVD88.  Therefore, all points with an elevation less than 
+0.3ft (lower limit of marsh) and greater than or equal to -1.02 ft are identified as shallow open 
water.  All points with an elevation lower than -1.02ft are classified as deep open water.  See 
WVA V4 calculator spreadsheet. 
 
Of 4,664 open water elevations, 1,661 (36%) are classified as shallow open water.  A value of 
36% is proposed for FWOP TY0. 
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For FWOP, subsidence is applied to the elevation data to estimate the change in shallow open 
water over the project life.  ACRE (2018) reports a subsidence rate range of 5 to 7mm / year for 
the lower Barataria Basin. This analysis used 6 mm/yr (0.0197 ft/yr) or 120mm (0.394 ft) over 
the project life.  Application of subsidence to the surveyed elevations resulted in a projected 
5,553 open water elevations, of which 1,974 (36%) are projected as shallow open water.  A value 
of 36% is proposed for FWOP TY20. 
 
FWOP 
TY0: 36%  
TY1: 36%  
TY20: 36% 
 
FWP 
For FWP, it is assumed that all open water is less than 1.5 ft deep at TY1 through TY5.  By 
TY20, it is assumed that continued settlement and tidal exchange will result in the formation of 
some open water greater than 1.5 feet deep.  It is a standard workgroup convention that if the 
land loss rate is between 0 and -1%/year, the percent of shallow open water will be reduced to 
90% at TY20.  If the land loss rate is higher than -1%/year, the shallow open water will be 
reduced to 80% at TY20.  With a loss rate of -0.43% shallow open water is reduced to 90% at 
TY20. 
 
TY1: 100% 
TY3: 100% 
TY5: 100% 
TY12:    95% 
TY20:   90% 
 
V5 - Salinity 
For the period June 2006 to August 2019, mean annual salinity for CRMS0237 was 8.5 ppt.  
Salinity is assumed to not change FWOP or FWP. 
 
FWOP and FWP 
8.5 ppt 
 
V6 – Aquatic Organism Access 
 
FWOP 
The project area is considered an open system and has an access value of 1.0. 
 
FWP 
The marsh creation area is considered to have no access (access value is 0.0001) at TY1 due to 
the elevation of the marsh platform.  At TY3, the marsh creation area receives an access value of 
1.0 due to settling of the marsh platform, formation of tidal channels, and gapping of the 
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containment dikes. 
 
TY1: 0.0001 
TY3: 1.0  TY12: 1.0 
TY5: 1.0  TY20: 1.0 
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Project Location

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 2

• Lafourche Parish, LA
• East of Leeville, LA

Sabine 
Lake

Project 
Area
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Project Timeline

• Approved for Phase I funding by CWPPRA Task 

Force January 2016

• Kickoff Meeting held February 2017

• 30% Design Meeting held October 2019

• 95% Design Meeting held August 2020

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 3

Project Background

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 4

• High land loss rate (-1.23% per year based on 1984 to 2019 USGS data)
• Marsh loss attributed to:

• Subsidence, sea level rise
• Wave fetch erosion with coalescence of lakes and waterways
• Oil and gas canals
• Seasonal storms

2005 2015



3

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 5

Project Goals

• Create 225 acres and nourish 50 acres of saline 
marsh maximizing its longevity over 20 years

• Rebuild the structural framework along 
Southwestern Louisiana Canal and Lake Jesse 
and North and South Lakes

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 6
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U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 7

MCA 1

Bayou Lafourche

Courtesy of: LOOP

N

Leeville

Project Area Looking West

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 8
Courtesy of: LOOP

MCA 1
MCA 2

S

Project Area Looking South
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U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 9

Sediment Pipeline Corridor

Pipeline 
Crossing

Buried

Landrights and Oyster Leases

• Primary landowners — Wisner Donation, 
Louisiana Land and Exploration Company, 
Hattie Clifton, South Louisiana Navigation and 
Canal, State of LA

• There has been detailed coordination with the 
pipeline companies 

• Five oyster leases are adjacent to proposed 
marsh creation areas — approximately 1 acre of 
one lease would need to be acquired

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 10
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Why Here? Why Now?

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 11

• Large need based on land loss
• Critical area to restore and costs will increase the 

longer we wait
• Rebuilding habitat and buffer supportive of Leeville
• Resiliency for the Industrial, Commercial, and 

Recreational community and commerce

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 12

https://coastalvoices.lsu.edu/leeville
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Why Here? Why Now?

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 13

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 14
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Hurricane Zeta

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 15

Leeville Seafood Restaurant

Boudreaux’s Motel

Courtesy of: Launch Leeville

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 16Courtesy of: Launch Leeville
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Summary

• 275 acres confined marsh creation and nourishment

• 205 net acres

• $40.2 M Fully Funded Cost

• ~$196K per net acre

• Potential for up to $2M in savings for pipeline
removal and erosion protection measures

• $33.5 M Phase II, Increment 1 request

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 17



 

November 16, 2020 
Mr. Mark Wingate 
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  
New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-BC/CWPPRA Program  
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 
 
 RE:  Phase II Funds Request for Three NMFS-sponsored CWPPRA Projects   
 
Dear Mr. Wingate,  
 
NOAA Fisheries and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority  
(CPRA) hereby request approval for the Phase II authorization of No Name Bayou Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment (CS-78), East Leeville Marsh Creation (BA-194), and Oyster Lake 
Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-79).  Phase I activities were authorized respectively on 
Project Priority List 24 on January 22, 2015 for CS-78 and on Project Priority List 25 on January 
22, 2016 for BA-194 and CS-79, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and 
Restoration Task Force under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, Protection, and 
Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is submitted in accordance with the CWPPRA Project 
Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP). 
 
Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II construction requests and approval 
pursuant to Appendix A of the CWPPRA SOP.  Should additional information be required for these 
project, I can be reached at (240) 535-2334 or via email at cecelia.linder@noaa.gov.  Thank you for 
your consideration of this request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Cecelia Linder 
NOAA CWPPRA Program Manager 
 
Enclosures 
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Cc: Members of the CWPPRA Technical Committee 
 Members of the CWPPRA P&E Committee 
 Dawn Davis, Project Manager for Oyster Lake, NOAA 
            Donna Rogers, Project Manager for No Name Bayou, NOAA 
 Patrick Williams, Project Manager for East Leeville, NOAA 
 Kent Bollfrass, CPRA 
 
 
 
     



 
 

East Leeville Marsh Creation & Nourishment Project (BA‐194) 

Information for Phase 2 Funding Request 

November 18, 2020 
 

 
I. Description of Project as Approved for Phase 1 

The BA‐194 Project was approved for Phase 1 funding on Priority Project List 25 of the 
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection  and Restoration Act  (CWPPRA).   The Project  is 
located in the Barataria Basin, Lafourche Parish adjacent to and east of the community of 
Leeville.   
 
The  candidate  project  authorized  for  Phase  1  would  begin  rebuilding  the  structural 
framework of wetlands east of Leeville and provide protection from southeasterly winds 
and tides with the goal to create 358 acres and nourish 124 acres of saline marsh (Figure 
1).  The plan consisted of four confined disposal areas, or marsh creation areas (MCAs) 
utilizing dredged material from a borrow site conceptually located west of Leeville in Little 
Lake to rebuild an arc of wetlands along the north side of Southwestern Louisiana Canal, 
Lake Jessie, and South Lake.  Due to wave fetch and water depths, approximately 3,131 
ft. of enhanced containment strategies/erosion protection measures were  included for 
the portion of MCA‐2 along Southwestern Louisiana Canal and along portions of MCA‐4.  
The project included planting a portion of the area to help stabilize dredged material by 
increasing the rate of colonization.  Containment dikes were to be gapped no later than 
three years after construction to establish tidal functionality.  
 

 

Figure 1.  Project features and boundary approved for Phase 1 on PPL25.  The MCAs are 
numbered MCA‐1 through MCA‐4 proceeding clockwise west to east. 



 
 

 
The  Environmental Work  Group  determined  the  original  project would  result  in  net 
increase of 322 acres of saline marsh and 185 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHU) over 
the 20‐year project life.   

Below is a summary of the Phase 1 verses Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost estimates: 
 

Phase 1 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate    
E&D  $2,726,578  
Land Rights  $377,617  
Federal S&A  $510,293  
State S&A  $408,234  
Corps Admin  $3,368  
Monitoring  $0  
Total Phase 1 Cost  $4,026,090  

   
Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate    
Federal S&A  $535,495 
Land Rights  $35,343 
State S&A  $428,396  
Corps Admin  $2,078  
S&I  $752,606  
Contingency  $5,620,174  
Construction  $22,480,695  
Total Phase 2 Cost  $29,854,786  

   
Long Term O&MR  $1,186,096 
Total Fully Funded Cost Estimate  $35,066,972  

 
II. Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process and Issues 

Phase 1 activities included refinement of project goals and objectives, a feasibility study 
based on existing data utilizing the experience  from the elevated Louisiana Highway 1  
and  mitigation  projects,  design  data  acquisition,  and  analysis  (i.e.,  bathymetric, 
topographic, magnetometer and cultural resources surveys, geotechnical investigations), 
preliminary  land  ownership  assessment,  cultural  resources  assessment  including 
consultations with the State Historic Preservation Office, preliminary oyster assessment, 
a  Hazardous,  Toxic,  and  Radioactive  Waste  (HTRW)  assessment,  development  and 
evaluation of project alternatives at the Preliminary (30%) Design level and completion of 
the Final Design (95%) of the preferred alternative.  This included evaluating earthen and 
sheet pile containment strategies and five erosion control alternatives to protect placed 
sediment until it consolidates and vegetates.  Other tasks included completing updated 
costs and benefits reviewed by the Engineering and Environmental Work Groups, a draft 



 
 

NEPA compliance document  (Programmatic Environmental  Impact Statement  Inclusion 
Analysis),  a  draft  Section  404  Clean Water  Act  permit  application, NRCS  overgrazing 
determination, and Section 303e review.  
 

III. Description of the Phase 2 Candidate Project 
The  proposed  project  features  include:  1)  creation  of  225  acres  of  saline marsh,  2) 
nourishment of 50 acres of emergent saline marsh, 3) earthen containment dikes, 3) lake 
dikes, 4)  sheet pile  closures,  and 5)  temporary erosion  control  features.   The  revised 
project  features consist of  four  reconfigured MCAs numbered one  through  four going 
counter clockwise west to east (Figure 2).   Lake dikes are  included along the along the 
Lake Jessie side of MCA‐1 and 3 and the South Lake and southern sides of MCA‐4.  The 
marsh creation/nourishment will be accomplished using approximately 1.3 million cubic 
yards  (CY)  of material  hydraulically  dredged  from  a  borrow  source  in  Caminada  Bay 
approximately seven miles east of the fil areas.  To satisfy the goals (configuration, design 
and benefit performance) of the project, the MCAs will be constructed with a fill elevation 
of +3.0 ft. NAVD88 for MCAs 1, 2, and 3 and +2.5 ft. NAVD 88 for MCA 4.  The target marsh 
fill  elevation  is  projected  to  result  in marsh  elevations  that would  remain within  the 
functional saline marsh inundation range for the 20‐year project life.  
 

 
Figure 2.   Phase 2 project features consisting of MCAs numbered 1 – 4 going clockwise 
from west to east. 
 



 
 

Earthen containment and lake dikes will be constructed to an elevation of +3.5 ft. or +4.0 
ft. NAVD 88 depending on reach, all with 5H:1V slopes.  The crown width for all earthen 
dikes are five feet and the lake dikes are ten feet.  Geotextile fabric is included in the lake 
dikes for MCAs 1, 3, and 4 and included in portions of the earthen dike for MCA‐2 and all 
of MCA‐3.   Gap closures will be constructed of sheet pile  in two deep  locations  in the 
containment alignment for MCA‐3.  Articulated concrete mats with geotextile fabric are 
included along Southwestern Louisiana Canal in MCA‐1 and a small portion of MCA‐2 to 
protect from vessel and wind generated waves.  Rented dredge pipe to protect the dikes 
is  included for portions of MCA‐1, 2, and 4, but opportunities for saving approximately 
$0.5M  in  pipe  rental  will  be  explored  further  if  funded  for  construction  by  using 
alternative measures (e.g., dredge conveyance pipe serving dual purpose by using floats).   
 
In order to safely construct the project, ten (presumed) abandoned flowlines within the 
MCAs will be removed during construction because they are within borrow areas for 
construction of dikes and/or are on the surface where equipment will be operating.  
Best management practices will be used to ensure residual product is not released into 
the environment.  To the extent possible, removal will be conducted with funding 
through the Louisiana Oilfield Site Restoration Program which could result in a savings of 
up to $1.4M.  
 
The project includes the use of instrumented settlement plates and real time geotechnical 
monitoring  during  construction  to  help  adaptively manage  construction  and  product 
quality to achieve the authorized acres and functionality to the extent practicable.  Other 
project  components  include  dike  gapping  prior  to  demobilization  for  dewatering  and 
further gapping no later than year three to ensure tidal exchange and fisheries support 
functions.   Gapping will be facilitated in part by removal of geotextile fabric to prevent 
construction debris and a hazard to navigation.  Also, cost is included for removal of the 
articulated concrete mat during  the project  life  to prevent a navigation hazard as  the 
created areas erode.  A summary of current project costs and benefits is provided below: 
 
 
 

Phase 1 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate    
E&D  $2,726,578  
Land Rights  $377,617  
Federal S&A  $510,293  
State S&A  $408,234  
Corps Admin  $3,368  
Monitoring  $0  
Total Phase 1 Cost  $4,026,090  
 
 
   



 
 

Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate    
Federal S&A  $540,528 
Land Rights  $216,752 
State S&A  $810,792  
Corps Admin  $46,650  
S&I  $1,881,390  
Contingency  $3,685,924  
Construction  $24,572,824  
Total Phase 2 Cost  $31,754,860  

   
Long Term O&MR  $4,481,542 
Total Fully Funded Cost Estimate  $40,219,802  

 
The Environmental Work Group determined the revised project would result in net 
increase of 204 acres of saline marsh and 115 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHU) over 
the 20‐year project life. 
 
The current design was revised from Phase 0 because of the mudlines, soils, pipelines 
and cultural resources.  The current design reflects the following modifications from the 
Phase 0 Design: 
 
1. Phase 0 MCA‐1 was removed from the scope due to cultural resource concerns (i.e., 

LeFort cemetery). 
2. Phase 0 MCA‐2 alignment was shifted south due to an active gas line and well slip. 
3. Phase 0 MCA‐4 was  reduced  in size due  to deep water conditions  in  the southern 

portion of the cell. 
4. The benefit area delineation was revised to the dike centerline (from the exterior toe 

of the dike) for consistency in Phase 1 assessment methods. 
5. Additional  erosion  protection  measures  were  included  to  maintain  dikes  during 

construction  to  allow  time  for  consolidation  (approximately  $3 million  of  which 
includes ~$0.5M for pipe rental).  

6. Geotextile  fabric was deemed necessary around  the entire perimeter of MCA‐3  in 
order to meet the minimum factor of safety (approximately $550,000). 

7. The cost to remove numerous (presumed) abandoned oil and gas flowlines within in 
the project area have been included (approximately $1.4 million).  

 
   



 
 

IV. Checklist of Phase 2 Requirements 

A. List of project goals and strategies.  
This project would create 225 acres and nourish 50 acres of saline marsh using 
material dredged from the Caminada Bay east of the project area.  Earthen dikes, 
lake dikes, sheet pile, articulated concrete mat and alternative measures will be 
constructed and used depending on reach of the project boundaries to contain 
the material.  Containment dikes will be degraded or gapped no later than three 
years after construction to allow tidal function and access for estuarine organisms.  
Funding  is  included  for  removal  of  geotextile  fabric,  sheet  pile  closures,  and 
articulated concrete mat as well as gapping to ensure tidal function and prevent 
construction  debris  and  hazards  for  navigation.    Funding  is  also  included  to 
remove (presumed) abandoned flowlines using best management practices and 
funding for the removal will be sought from the Louisiana Oilfield Site Restoration 
Program.  This project, along with potential terrace projects being investigated by 
Ducks Unlimited or habitat restoration potentially by Wisner in cooperation with 
the  utility  companies  will  help  initiate  rebuilding  habitat  and  the  structural 
framework of marshes east of the community of Leeville.   
 

  Design Goals 

 Maintain access to private property with the Dredge Pipe Corridor during 
construction. 

 Determine Constructed Marsh Fill Elevaton based on maximizing the marsh 
elevation to provide habitat and other project goals and objectives over the 
project life such as maximizing the duration the marsh platform is within the 20% 
to 80% inundation range. 

 Given soils, fetch, and boat wake considerations, use containment strategies to 
confine hydraulic fill placement until consolidated.  Containment is not for 
shoreline protection crediting.   

 

  Construction Goals 

 To create/restore marshes along Southwestern Louisiana Canal and around Lake 
Jesse, North Lake, and South Lake to the maximum extent practicable. 

 To create approximately 225 acres of emergent saline marsh east of Leeville at the 
end  of  construction  by  hydraulically  dredging material  from  a  borrow  area  in 
Caminada Bay and placing the material within containment dikes. 

 To nourish approximately 50 acres of emergent saline marsh east of Leeville at the 
end of construction by hydrologically dredging material  from a borrow area  in 
Caminada Bay and placing the material within containment dikes. 



 
 

Ecological Goal 

The ecological goal will be used to determine if the project is on a trajectory to meet the 
goal throughout the project life.  Upon completion of the data collection effort between 
years 15  and 20,  all data  collected will be  analyzed  to determine how  successful  the 
project  was  at  creating  and maintaining  itself  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  acres 
classified as land, the percent vegetative cover, the species composition, and the marsh 
elevation as it relates to the tidal regime.  The specific ecological goal is as follows: 

To create/restore by  the  last monitoring effort between years 15 and 20, at  least 204 
acres  classified as  land with  the  land areas having at  least 70%  vegetative  cover,  the 
species  composition  a  blend  of  Mississippi  Delta  Plain  polyhaline  oystergrass  and 
mangrove community (Visser et al. 1998), and the average land elevation is such that the 
percent flooding is between 20% and 80% using the nearest continuous water level gauge. 

 

B. A statement that the cost sharing agreement between the  lead agency and the 
local sponsor has been executed for Phase I.  
A grant was executed between CPRA and NMFS for Phase I activities on August 25, 

2016.  A new grant will be executed between CPRA and NMFS for Phase 2 activities 

once Phase 2 funds are approved. 
 
C. Notification from the State or COE that land rights will be finalized in a short period 

of time after Phase 2 approval.  
The CPRA Land Rights Section sees no hindrance to obtaining land rights for the 

project. To date, all responses from landowners have been positive and in 

support of the project. CPRA Land Rights Section will initiate the construction 

servitude agreement process with landowners following Phase 2 approval. The 

team anticipates that the remainder of the land rights will be finalized in a timely 

manner once Phase 2 approval and funding are obtained. 

D. A favorable Preliminary Design Review (30% Design Level).  
The Preliminary Design Review meeting was held on October 28, 2019.   Attendees 

included  representatives  from  state  and  federal  CWPPA  agencies  and  other 

interested parties. In an email response dated December 11, 2019, comments from 

agencies were addressed.   All  comments and questions were  listed  in  the 95% 

Design Report. CPRA provided a letter dated March 18, 2020, concurring with our 

email notification recommending to proceed to 95% design. 



 
 

E. A  favorable  Final  Design  Review  (95%  Design  Level)  must  be  successfully 
completed prior to seeking Phase 2 approval from the Technical Committee.  
The Final Design Review meeting was held on August 11, 2020. Attendees included 

representatives  from  state and  federal CWPPRA agencies and  other  interested 

parties.  All  attendee  comments  and  questions were  addressed.  The  draft  cost 

estimate  and  WVA  were  distributed  to  the  Work  Groups  for  review  and  all 

comments were resolved and benefits and costs were finalized.  Draft project plans 

and specifications were  included  in the 95% documents.   CPRA provided a  letter 

dated September 11, 2020, concurring with our recommendation to proceed with 

a construction authorization request.    
 

F. A  draft  of  a  document  fulfilling  environmental  compliance  of  the  project,  as 
required under  the National Environmental Policy Act, must be  submitted  two 
weeks  before  the  Technical  Committee meeting  at which  Phase  2  approval  is 
requested.  
The NMFS prepared a draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) 

Inclusion Analysis and provided  it  to  the CWPPRA community on November 19, 

2020 for a 60‐day review.    

 

G. Application  for  and/or  issuance  of  the  public  notices  for  permits  at  least  two 
weeks  before  the  Technical  Committee meeting  at which  Phase  2  approval  is 
requested.  
CPRA  has  prepared  a  draft  Joint  Section  404  Permit  Application    through 

coordination with NMFS.    If  the project  is  funded  for Phase 2, a preapplication 

meeting will be conducted followed with any necessary revisions and submission 

of the application. 
 

H. A hazardous, toxic and radiological waste (HTRW) assessment (if required).  
A  HTRW  Phase  1  environmental  site  assessment  was  completed  for  an 

approximate  530‐ac  encompassing  fill  site  alternative,  flotation  access,  and 

dredge  pipe  corridors  as well  as  a  580‐acre  area  for  hydraulic  fill  borrow  and 

associated equipment access.  The work was contracted to Tetra Tech, Inc. and the 

on‐site date  is  January 16, 2019 and report date  is April 8, 2019.   The report  is 

titled,  “Hazardous,  Toxic,  and  Radioactive  Waste  Phase  I  Environmental  Site 

Assessment,  Coastal  Protection  and  Restoration  Authority  East  Leeville Marsh 

Creation and Nourishment (BA‐194) Terrebonne Basin, Lafourche Parish, Louisiana 

Project No. 100‐SMX‐T36978.9.  NMFS reviewed the findings and concurred with 

the conclusions.   
   



 
 

I. Section 303(e) approval from the COE.  
The NMFS submitted a 303(e) approval request with the required documentation 

to  the USACE  in a  letter dated October  29,  2020, per  the  requirements  of  the 

CWPPRA SOP.  

 
J. Overgrazing determination from the NRCS (if necessary).  

The Overgrazing  determination was  received  on October  19,  2020.  The  USDA 

indicated that overgrazing was not a problem in this project area 

 
K. Revised fully funded cost estimate, reviewed and approved by the EngWG prior 

to fully funding by the EcoWG, based on the revised project design and the 
specific Phase 2 funding request as outlined in below spreadsheet.  
The NMFS  submitted  the  draft  revised  cost  estimate  to  the  Engineering Work 

Group on July 28, 2020. All comments  from the Work Group were resolved and 

after  also  resolving  programmatic  adjustments  by  the  State  in  their  Phase  2 

administrative costs and indirect charges, a final cost estimate was submitted on 

October  20,  2020.    The  project  has  a  revised  fully  funded  cost  estimate  of 

$40,219,802 reviewed and approved by the Economic Workgroup. The Request for 

Phase 2 Approval spreadsheet has been completed. See Attachment. 

   
L. A Wetland Value Assessment reviewed and approved by the EnvWG.  

The NMFS submitted a draft revised WVA to the Environmental Work Group on 

July 28, 2020. A revised “final” was emailed to the Environmental Work Group on 

September  30,  2020,  addressing  comments  and  on  October  5,  2020,  minor 

editorial edits were resolved with the Work Group chairmen for distribution to the 

Work Group when posted to their ftp link along with all the final WVAs for Phase 

2 requests this year.   



          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment

PPL: 25 Project No. BA-194
Agency: NMFS

Phase I Approval Date: Jan-2016
Phase II Approval Date: 1/2021 (proposed) Const Start: 11/1/2021 (estimated)

Original Current Original Original Current Recommended Recommended
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 2,726,577.86           2,726,577.86           2,726,578 2,726,578
Lands 412,959                   594,369                   377,617 35,343                  377,617 216,752                216,752               
Fed S&A 1,045,788                1,050,821                510,293 535,495 510,293 $540,528 540,528               
LDNR S&A 836,630                   1,219,027                408,234 428,396 408,234 $810,792 810,792               
COE Proj Mgmt -                           -                           

Phase I 3,368                       3,368                       3,368 3,368
Ph II Const Phase 2,078.12                  3,960                       2,078 3,960                    3,960                   
Ph II Long Term 34,199                     42,690                     34,199 42,690                  4,702                   

S&I 752,606                   1,881,390                752,606 1,881,390             1,881,390            
Contg 5,620,174                3,685,924                5,620,174 3,685,924             3,685,924            
Const 22,480,695              24,572,824              22,480,695 24,572,824           24,572,824          
Monitoring -                           -                           

Phase I -                           -                           0 -                        -                        
Ph II Const Phase -                           -                           -                        -                        
Ph II Long Term 781,001                   1,274,169                781,001 1,274,169             241,136               

O&M - State 245,627                   2,794,200                245,627 2,794,200             1,418,651            
O&M - Fed 125,269                   370,483                   125,269 370,483                124,058               
Total 35,066,972              40,219,802              4,026,090 31,040,882           4,026,090             36,193,712           33,500,717          

Total Project 35,066,972           40,219,802           37,526,807          
Current Estimate Compared to Original 115%

Prepared By: Cecelia Linder Date Prepared: 10-Nov-20

NOTES:



NOAA Restoration Center NEPA Inclusion Analysis
Award Number
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I.  IDENTIFYING PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name

East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (BA-0194)
Project State

LA

Project Proponent / Applicant
NOAA/Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

Project Contact
Patrick Williams

II.  OTHER FEDERAL PARTNERS AND LEVEL OF NEPA ANALYSIS
Has another Federal agency 
completed NEPA? Yes No

Is NOAA the lead federal agency 
for this NEPA analysis? Yes No

III.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS
Please check one of the following conditions:

I am analyzing impacts of project planning and design activities, in order to gather all required project information

I have all information needed to complete the final analysis of impacts for the entire project

Has a NEPA review been conducted for prior project activities?
Yes

No

Date of NEPA completion for prior phase

11/4/2016

Describe the full scope of the project, including historic/ geographic/ ecological context, the type of restoration, and how it will be conducted.

Please see attached supplemental information 

Describe the proposed action (i.e. the portion of the project that NOAA is funding/approving). 
NOAA’s award will fund marsh creation and nourishment. Additional activities outside of the NOAA award, but whose impacts 
have been considered in this analysis, include a 20-year period of monitoring and maintenance of the project.  A prior NOAA award 
funded engineering and design for this project. The entire project area (275 acres of marsh restoration) is 85% funded by NOAA 
and 15% funded by CPRA.  Federal and non-federal costs directly related to the implementation of the project, include: 
engineering and design costs; lands, easements, servitudes, and rights-of-way costs; project construction costs; construction 
management costs; pre-construction, construction, and post-construction monitoring costs; operation, maintenance, repair, 
replacement, and rehabilitation (OMRR&R) costs; supervision and administration costs; and environmental compliance.

Check the types of activities being conducted in this project:

Technical Assistance

Implementation and Effectiveness 
Monitoring

Environmental Education Classes, Programs, Centers, 
Partnerships and Materials; Training Programs Fish and Wildlife Monitoring

Planning, Feasibility Studies, 
Design Engineering, and Permitting 

Check the specific project 
planning activities being 
analyzed in this checklist

Feasibility Studies Engineering and Design

Permitting and Consultations Other (enter here)

Riverine and Coastal Habitat Restoration

Beach and Dune Restoration

Debris Removal

Dam and Culvert Removal & Replacement

Technical and Nature-like Fishways

Invasive Species Control

Prescribed Burns/Forest Management

Species Enhancement

Channel Restoration

Bank Restoration and Erosion Reduction

Coral Reef Restoration

Shellfish Reef Restoration

Artificial Reef Restoration

Road Upgrading/Decommissioning; Trail Restoration

Signage and Access Management

SAV Restoration

Marine Algae Restoration

Water Conservation and Stream Diversion

Levee & Culvert Removal, Modification, Set-back

Fringing Marsh and Shoreline Stabilization

Sediment Removal

Sediment/Materials Placement

Wetland Planting



NEPA Inclusion Analysis East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (BA-0194) 
TBD

Conservation Transactions

Land Acquisition Water Transactions Restoration/Conservation Banking

IV.  PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS
Core Questions

1. Are the activities to be carried out under this project fully described in Section 2.2 of the NOAA RC PEIS? Yes No

2. Are the specific impacts that are likely to result from this project fully described in Section 4.5.2 of the NOAA RC PEIS? Yes No

3. Does the level of adverse impact for the project exceed that described in Table 11 of the NOAA RC PEIS for any resource, including significant 
adverse impact? Yes No

4. Describe the project impacts to resources (including beneficial impacts) and any mitigating measures being implemented.
The natural processes of subsidence and erosion of wetlands have been exacerbated by human alterations of the Louisiana coastal 
area. Without intervention, subsidence of area soils would continue and sea level rise would overcome the productive habitat. 
Infrastructure would become more vulnerable to storm damage and animals that rely on marsh vegetation and marsh edge 
habitat would decline.  The cumulative impact of lost marsh would be to allow increased exchange of saline waters; leading to loss 
of intermediate marsh vegetation and increased vulnerability to storm surge.  
 
Please see attached supplemental information. 
  
 

5. Describe any potential cumulative impacts that may result from past, present or reasonably foreseeable future actions (beneficial or adverse).
The 2017 Coastal Master Plan for Louisiana identifies projects designed to build and maintain land, reduce flood risk to citizens and 
communities, and provide habitats to support ecosystems.  The plan consists of eight different project types, including marsh 
creation.  Master Plan Project Number 03a.MC.07 includes the creation of 23,200 acres of marsh from Belle Pass to Golden Meadow 
to create new wetland habitat and restore degraded marsh.  Two of the four marsh creation and nourishment cells for BA-194 are 
located within the footprint of this project and is considered to be consistent with the plan.   Cumulative beneficial impacts are 
expected if this project is built as a component of that larger State Master Plan element. 
 
In 2005, the Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development completed the construction of 77 acres of saline marsh in 
the Leeville area as part of mitigation for wetland impacts from the construction of the new Highway 1.  Constructed marsh 
creation areas are located west and south of the BA-0194 project area. 
 
Oil and gas infrastructure is located within the project footprint and vicinity.  Magnetometer readings confirmed the presence of 
nine pipelines bisecting the project footprint.  These include pipelines owned by Loop LLC; Shell MARS, LLC; Marquis Resources, 
Inc.; Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company; Kinder Morgan; Harvest Midstream; and Kinetica Entergy Express, LLC.  A general up-tick in 
oil and gas infrastructure and exploration in the project vicinity has been noted by regulatory agencies. 
 
The Leeville area is and has been subject to impacts from commercial shipping operations. Several companies including Superior 
Shipyard & Fab, Inc. and RSI Group, Inc. have loading docks and container storage in the project vicinity or are planning to 
construct additional infrastructure. This is an ongoing threat to marsh and wetland communities in the area.   
  
It is not foreseeable that there will be any overlap in construction impacts if BA-194 receives construction funding.  Therefore, any 
short-term, direct or indirect minor local adverse impacts of the East Leeville project would not interact with any of these listed 
projects to pose any cumulatively adverse significant impact.  As with the Belle Pass to Golden Meadow marsh creation elements 
of the State Master Plan, it is envisioned that any other built or planned CWPPRA projects in this area will have local cumulatively 
significant beneficial impacts for living resources, vegetation, and socioeconomics as far as places for fish camps and recreational 
fishing and boating. 

6. Describe the public outreach and/or opportunities for public comment that have taken place to this point.  Are any future opportunities for public input anticipated? 
During the engineering and design process, a CWPPRA project is subjected to layers of public, academic, and interagency review 
to ensure that effective projects move forward for design and ultimate construction. The project selection process begins in 
January of each year when Regional Planning Teams across the coast convene to solicit project nominations from the public, State, 
and federal agencies, as well as industry and academia. Members of the public can attend these meetings. Every nominated 
project contains conceptual project features, approximate construction costs, and anticipated benefits to wetland resources. 
Electronic voting by each CWPPRA federal agency, the State, and coastal parish screens projects to 20 nominees.  Interagency and 
academic working groups then evaluate the conceptual nominee project features for cost and project-associated wetland benefits 
for feasibility and appropriateness to address local land loss. The 20 nominee projects are then voted on by CWPPRA federal 



NEPA Inclusion Analysis East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (BA-0194) 
TBD

Core Questions (continued)
agencies and the State to obtain a list of the 10 top-ranking candidate projects to continue through the process. These candidate 
projects undergo several months of additional design and interagency evaluation to determine whether the proposed project 
features are feasible, the anticipated benefits are likely, and the project costs are within the funding constraints of the program. 
Certain project features may be dropped during this preliminary design phase based on concerns about inferior performance, 
adverse impacts, lack of technical feasibility, or unreasonable costs. Candidate projects are publicly presented and voted on by 
CWPPRA agencies to be funded for Phase 1 analysis, which includes the activities necessary to complete engineering and design, 
permitting, land rights, and environmental compliance before the project moves to construction.  If the BA-194  project receives 
Phase 2 funding, the project will be featured in the media and advertised at local marinas. 
 

7. Have any public comments raised issues of scientific/environmental controversy?  Please describe.

No issues of scientific/environmental controversy have been communicated to NOAA staff.  Only positive public comments have 
been received.

8. Describe the most common positive and negative public comments on issues other than scientific controversy described above in Question 7.
Two letters of support for the project were received prior to the PPL25 December 2015 Technical Committee Meeting.  The 
CWPPRA Academic Advisory Group (AAG) from Louisiana State University's, School of Coast and Environment, gave BA-194 a 
priority score of "High".  Out of 11 projects competing for Phase I funding, only two received this rating.  The project is broadly 
supported by members of the AAG.  The second letter came from Janet Rhodus with the Launch Leeville non-profit.  She notes 
there has never been a CWPPRA project constructed in the Leeville area.  She explains that due to southerly winds and sea level 
rise Leeville experiences flooding, including along un-elevated portions Highway 1.  The project would act as a buffer for the 
highway, commercial infrastructure, buildings, fish camps, and homes.  She emphasizes Leeville is an important component of the 
operations of Port Fourchon by providing support services. 
 
No negative public comments were received.  
 
 

V.  NEPA DETERMINATION

The action is completely covered by the impact analysis within the NOAA RC Programmatic EIS (PEIS).  The project and its 
potential impacts may be limited through terms or conditions placed on the recipient of NOAA funds.  It requires no further 
environmental review.  An EIS Inclusion Document will be prepared.

  
The action analyzed here has unknown impacts. At this time, funding will be limited to those portions of the action and impacts 
analyzed in the PEIS. These limitations will be described in terms or conditions placed on the recipient of NOAA funds. If all 
remaining activities and impacts are later determined to be described in the PEIS, this analysis will be documented in the 
program record and the applicant may then proceed with the project. If all remaining activities and impacts are later 
determined to not be described in the PEIS, further NEPA review will be required; see below.

The action or its impacts are not covered by the analysis within the PEIS.  It will require preparation of an individual EA, a 
supplemental EIS, adoption of another agency's EA or EIS, or will be covered by a Categorical Exclusion.

Signature    Date Signed    
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III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS 
 
Authority 

The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) is federal legislation enacted 
in 1990 to plan, design, and construct coastal wetlands restoration projects.  The legislation (Public Law 
101‐646, Title III CWPPRA) was approved by the U.S. Congress and signed into law by former President 
George H. W. Bush. 
 
The East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (herein referred to as BA‐0194) was selected 
as part of the CWPPRA 25th Priority Project List and funded for Engineering and Design with the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s National Marine Fisheries Services (NOAA/NMFS) serving as 
the  lead federal sponsor and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority serving as the 
local sponsor and is also performing the engineering and design. 

NOAA implements many kinds of wetland restoration such as fringing marsh, and sediment/materials 
placement. These restoration activities create the desired elevation and hydrology for wetland 
vegetation and fish habitat. Potential impacts from restoration activities range from very low impacts 
from planting to more acute impacts caused by the use of heavy equipment on site, followed by lasting 
benefits. Consequently, these techniques are grouped together into Section 4.5.2.11.2 and 4.5.2.11.3 of 
NOAA’s Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for the analysis of impacts. 

 

2017 Coastal Master Plan 

The 2017 Coastal Master Plan for Louisiana identifies projects designed to build and maintain land, reduce 
flood risk to citizens and communities, and provide habitats to support ecosystems.  The plan consists of 
eight different project types, including marsh creation.  Master Plan Project Number 03a.MC.07 includes 
the creation of 23,200 acres of marsh from Belle Pass to Golden Meadow to create new wetland habitat 
and  restore degraded marsh.   Two of  the  four marsh creation and nourishment cells  for BA‐0194 are 
located within the footprint of this project and are considered to be consistent with the plan.   Cumulative 
beneficial  impacts are expected  if this project  is built as a component of that  larger State Master Plan 
element. 
 
Project Setting 
The BA‐0194 project area is located immediately east of Leeville, situated between Golden Meadow to 
the north and Grand  Isle and Port Fourchon to the south  (Figure 1).   The project consists of an arc of 
wetlands that spans approximately two miles along the northern and eastern banks of Lake Jesse, and 
bisected by the Southwestern Louisiana Canal (SWLA Canal).  On the eastern boundary, diminishing marsh 
areas border North Lake and South Lake.  The SWLA Canal stretches from Timbalier Bay through Leeville 
to the proposed borrow area located in Caminada Bay. 
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Figure 1: Project Location and General Vicinity 

 
 
There is widespread historic and continued rapid land loss within the project site and surrounding areas 
resulting  from  subsidence,  wind  erosion,  storms,  and  altered  hydrology.    The  wetland  loss  rate  is                        
‐1.20%/year based on USGS data from 1984 to 2019 for the extended project boundary.   The  limits of 
SWLA Canal are difficult to determine in some areas because land loss is causing the coalescence of the 
canal with  adjacent water  bodies.   Natural  tidal  flow  and  drainage  patterns which  once  existed  are 
currently circumvented by the increasing area of open water.  Exploration of the area began in 1888 when 
the SWLA Canal was cut and major oil and gas exploration began  in 1931.   After the SWLA Canal was 
acquired by the State of Louisiana it was deepened and widened in 1951.  Since 2005, large portions of 
the Lake Jessie and South Lake rim have deteriorated and the border of SWLA Canal with North and South 
Lakes has eroded.  Shoreline fragmentation is most notable in recent years since Phase 1 authorization in 
2015. 
 
 
Project Goals 
The project goal is the re‐establishment of wetlands along the north side of the SWLA Canal, Lake Jesse, 
and the west side of South Lake.  The BA‐194 project will create or nourish approximately 275 acres of 
saline marsh.  The marsh creation fill area and pipeline corridor is located on property owned by several 
land owners. 
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Figure 2: Dredge Pipeline Corridor and Marsh Creation Cells 

 

Marsh Creation  

The goal of the marsh creation area feature  is to address marsh  loss  in the areas east of Leeville  in an 
attempt to restore the structural framework of the marsh.  The alignment of the fill areas went through 
several alterations  from  the original design  configuration before arriving at  the  current  configuration 
presented  here.   Modifications  to  the  original  design were made  to  address  technical  concerns  and 
feasibility of construction (e.g., water depths, soils, landowners) and to avoid infrastructure and cultural 
resources (e.g., pipelines, historic LeFort Cemetery).   
 
The proposed project now spans approximately 275 acres across 4 marsh creation areas (measured to the 
outside toe of earthen containment features) within an area of primarily open water and broken marsh.  
Table 1 displays  targeted proposed  constructed marsh  fill elevations and elevations at TY20. Earthen 
containment dikes will be used to contain sediment  for the marsh creation cells using  in situ material 
excavated no more than 10 feet deep from existing canals and lakes and from within the cells depending 
on  reach.    The  size  and  configuration  varies  depending  on  location  and  wave  environment.    The 
containment dikes will be gapped no later than 3 years after construction completion to allow access for 
fish and wildlife.  
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Table 1: TY20 Elevations for the Proposed CMFE 
 

Cell 
Proposed 
CMFE 

(ft. NAVD88) 

Estimated TY20 Elevation at 
CMFE 

(ft NAVD88) 

Estimated TY20 Elevation 
with +0.25‐ft Tolerance 

(ft NAVD88) 

MCA‐1  +3.0  0.95  1.06 

MCA‐2  +3.0  0.86  0.98 

MCA‐3  +3.0  0.69  0.80 

MCA‐4  +2.5  0.88  0.99 
 
Given water depths, soils, and wave fetch exposure, various containment and erosion control strategies 
were evaluated for design and environmental impacts.  Earthen only dikes with and without geotextile 
fabric reinforcement depending on reach, sheet pile closures, articulated concrete mats, and dredge pipe 
were  selected  for  containment  and  erosion  prevention.    Sheet  pile,  geotextile  fabric  and  articulated 
concrete mat would be removed during the project life to prevent hazards to navigation.  The selected 
plan maximizes the year 20 net acres of marsh. 
 
The selected plan includes earthen dikes constructed around the perimeter of most all cells with larger 
earthen lake dikes selected for construction around the Lake Jessie side of MCA‐1 and 3 and the South 
Lake and southern sides of MCA‐4.  Temporary armoring with articulated concrete mat is included in the 
portion of MCA‐1 to protect from vessel traffic in SWLA Canal as well as small reach on the north side of 
MCA‐2 to stabilize a dike where there is existing deep waters.  Temporary sheet pile closures are included 
where constructing earthen dike alone  is not feasible  in deep  locations on the south and north side of 
MCA‐3.   To provide  foundational strength gain  to make dike construction  feasible, geotextile  fabric  is 
included in portions of the dikes for all MCAs.  Articulated concrete mats were selected based on cost and 
effectiveness for soil conditions in comparison to gabion mats, geotubes, and ReefblksTM.  Use of dredge 
pipe for erosion protection of some reaches was also selected; however, use of the dredge conveyance 
pipe by adding floats may be used as dual‐purpose alternative.   Within three years, sheet pile and the 
geotextile fabric would be removed to prevent a hazard to navigation.  The articulated concrete mat would 
be removed during the project life to also prevent a hazard to navigation as the MCAs erode.   
 
A sediment pipeline would be placed from the Caminada Bay borrow area to the marsh creation area 
to convey sediments. The borrow area would be dredged to an elevation no greater than ‐18 ft 
NAVD88. Material would be hydraulically pumped from the borrow area along the route. The 
estimated total material to be excavated from the borrow area is 1.3 million cubic yards. 

In order to safely construct the project, portions or all of ten existing flowlines within the MCAs will be 
removed during construction because they are within borrow areas for construction of dikes and/or 
are on the surface where equipment will be operating.  Best management practices will be used to 
ensure residual product is not released into the environment.  Although all lines are determined to be 
abandoned and inactive, a “hot‐tapping” procedure would be used.  Contents, if any, will be tested and 
all contents flushed and captured and flowlines cut, removed, capped, and properly disposed of at a 
State approved disposal facility.  Testing will be provided to the government and activities ceased if 
lines are found to be active.  To the extent possible, removal will be conducted by funding through the 
Louisiana Oilfield Site Restoration Program.   
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Two areas identified during initial design planning and in through a feasibility study for this project are 
being considered as potential additional alternative bid items, if bids on the base portion of the project 
come in lower than the engineers’ estimate of probable cost.  These additional areas are shown in pink in 
the figure below.  
 
 

 
Figure 3: Final Marsh Creation Cells and Alternatives 

 

IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Additional NEPA analysis will be completed if the proposed project has adverse effects that are beyond 
the scope of those analyzed here, including adverse effects that are significant. This additional analysis 
would occur should monitoring reveal that a corrective maintenance event is needed.  As described in 
Section 2.2.2.11 of the RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis, wetland restoration projects included in this analysis 
are designed to restore and maintain ecological function and are planned and designed with those 
principles in mind. Potential avoidance, minimization, and mitigating measures are described in Table 1. 

 

TABLE 2.  SUMMARY OF EXPECTED IMPACTS FROM IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BA‐0194 PROJECT AND 
AVOIDANCE, MINIMIZATION, AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Resource   Impacts to Resources 
Potential Avoidance, Minimization 

and Mitigation Measures 

Geology and 
Soils 

Materials  for marsh construction would 
result  in  long‐term,  direct,  beneficial 
impacts in the proposed project area. 
 
Marsh construction would result in 
coverage of shallow water habitat. 
 
Short‐term, direct, moderate, adverse 
effects would occur in the proposed 
borrow areas associated with 
suspension of sediments. 

Vegetative recruitment and 
retention dikes around disturbed 
areas would stabilize soil and 
reduce resuspension of recently 
deposited sediment. 

Borrow area is located far enough 
into Caminada Bay that no impacts 
to shorelines are anticipated.   
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Resource   Impacts to Resources 
Potential Avoidance, Minimization 

and Mitigation Measures 

Water Quality 
 
 
 

Dredging and material placement would 
result in adverse, direct, short‐term, 
minor impacts to water quality 
associated with (1) increased turbidity 
and decreased dissolved oxygen in the 
water column at the dredge site (dredge 
plume) and at the construction location; 
(2) exhumation of buried trash and 
debris; and (3) discharges from the 
dredge vessel.  
 
Long‐term beneficial impact to surface 
water quality would result from 
increased wetland acreage. 

Best management practices and 
containment dikes would prevent 
or minimize turbidity. Best 
management practices could 
include staked hay bales, turbidity 
curtains, and silt fencing if deemed 
necessary by the Louisiana 
Department of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ) permit.  This permit 
satisfies the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) requirements. 

Compliance with the Clean Water 
Act and other regulations would 
protect water resources. 
 
Post‐construction dike gapping 
would allow natural surface water 
flow when regulation of flows is no 
longer needed for soil retention. 

Air Quality  Construction and dredging would result 
in adverse, direct, short‐term, minor 
impacts from exhaust diesel fumes and 
fugitive dust generated by dredging and 
earthmoving equipment. 

Best management practices would 
minimize exhaust fumes and 
fugitive dust. 

Primary production through 
increased marsh productivity would 
benefit air quality in long‐term. 
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Resource   Impacts to Resources 
Potential Avoidance, Minimization 

and Mitigation Measures 

Living Coastal 
and Marine 
Resources and 
EFH 

Material placement would result in 
adverse, direct, short‐term, minor 
impacts to wetlands. 
 
Material placement would increase 
wetland acreage and provide long‐term 
benefits to fish and wildlife resources in 
the wetlands. 
 
Construction and dredging would result 
in localized, adverse, direct, short‐term, 
minor impacts to fisheries and Essential 
Fish Habitat (EFH). 
 
Slow‐moving or sessile organisms in the 
borrow areas may be killed during 
dredging.  Sessile organisms in the 
placement areas may be buried or 
injured. 
 
Short‐term increases in turbidity may 
temporarily reduce habitat quality in the 
borrow areas and the placement areas. 
 
Long‐term, moderate, direct and 
indirect beneficial impacts to EFH and 
nursery resources through protection, 
restoration, creation of marsh. 
 

 

 

Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on effective vegetation 
management. 

Best management practices would 
reduce scour, erosion, and 
sedimentation. Best management 
practices could include staked hay 
bales, turbidity curtains, and silt 
fencing if deemed necessary by the 
DEQ permit.  This permit satisfies 
the NPDES requirements. 

Compliance with the Clean Water 
Act, Section 404 and Section 301, 
would protect wetlands from 
unnecessary disturbance. 

Nondredged areas adjacent to the 
borrow area would provide source 
organisms for recolonization.  

Best management practices would 
reduce turbidity in the borrow area. 

Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on protecting sensitive 
species.  

Containment dikes would be 
gapped after construction to 
provide tidal connection. 

Standard Manatee Conditions for 
In‐Water Activities and measures 
for Reducing Entrapment Risk to 
Protected Species would be 
implemented. 
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Resource   Impacts to Resources 
Potential Avoidance, Minimization 

and Mitigation Measures 

Threatened and 

Endangered 

Species 

 

Construction and dredging would result 
in localized, adverse, direct, short‐term, 
minor impacts by construction 
disturbance that could cause listed 
species to avoid the site during 
construction 
  
.  

Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with USFWS focused 
on protecting wildlife and sensitive 
resources is ongoing and will 
continue. 

Impacts to manatees and to solitary 
and colonial waterbirds would be 
avoided by following USFWS and 
LDWF guidelines. 

Bird abatement would be 
implemented, if necessary. 

Section 7 consultation for manatee 
has been completed with USFWS 
concurring with our determination 
that the project may affect, but 
would not adversely affect listed 
species in the project area. 

Cultural and 
Historic 
Resources 

No impact.   
 
The borrow access corridor has been 
aligned and buffer areas have been 
included in the borrow area at the 
recommendation of a RPA and 
concurrence from SHPO to avoid 
identified cultural resources.  Dredging 
would not occur around cultural 
resources and placement would not 
require accessing cultural resource sites. 

If artifacts of potential cultural or 
historical significance are 
unearthed, construction or 
excavation activities would be 
immediately halted and the 
Louisiana State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) 
consulted. 

Appropriate section 106 
Consultation with the Louisiana 
State Historic Preservation Office is 
completed. 
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Resource   Impacts to Resources 
Potential Avoidance, Minimization 

and Mitigation Measures 

Land Use and 
Recreation 

Construction would result in adverse, 
direct, short‐term, minor impacts to 
land use, including minor, localized 
disruption of fishing.  
 
Long‐term, direct, beneficial impacts to 
recreation, including improved fisheries 
nursery habitat. 
 
Long‐term, beneficial impacts would be 
expected for oil and gas leases and 
infrastructure, as pipelines would be 
better protected from problems 
associated with erosion. 
 
Short‐term, moderate, adverse impacts 
are possible and would be avoided 
through buffer zones around areas of 
potential impact 
 
Areas of potential hazard would be 
avoided, and increasing the elevation in 
the area can help protect area pipelines 
from future exposure. 
 

Coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on maintaining the 
quality of public recreation in the 
area. 

Staging areas used for construction 
materials or debris would be 
returned to pre‐construction, or 
better conditions. 

Construction would avoid pipelines 
and other oil and gas equipment, 
which have already been identified 
by magnetometer surveys and 
ongoing coordination with the 
pipeline owners. 

Socioeconomic 
Resources 

No adverse impacts to socioeconomics 
are expected. 
 
The project would result in long‐term, 
moderate, beneficial impacts to 
socioeconomics by improving fisheries, 
recreational opportunities, commercial 
fishing outfits, and pipelines. 

Coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would ensure that public concerns 
are addressed. 

 

 

 

 

 

COORDINATION 

The project has been designed in coordination with the public, private land owner, state and federal 
agencies mentioned elsewhere in this PEIS Inclusion Document. A summary of comments from a 
solicitation of views and relevant agency comments are also provided in the attached NOAA Restoration 
Center NEPA Inclusion Analysis document under items 7 and 8.  
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COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS 

All relevant federal, state, and local laws and regulations were considered during development of the 
proposed restoration project, as well as several regulatory requirements that are typically evaluated 
during the permitting process. Relevant correspondence is provided and the status in Table 3. The 
project manager would ensure that there is coordination among these programs where possible and 
that project implementation and monitoring comply with all applicable laws and regulations.  
 
TABLE 3. STATUS OF LAW AND REGULATION COMPLIANCE 

Law or Regulation  Status 

Archeological & Historic 
Preservation Act of 1974 

Initiated October 29, 2019 and closed June 9, 2020  

Clean Air Act of 1970  In compliance 
Clean Water Act  Pending, permit application to USACE for section 404 has 

been drafted will be initiated after a preapplication 
meeting if a decision to fund the construction of the 
project is made 

Coastal Zone Management 
Act of Louisiana Executive 
Order 11998, Floodplain 
Management 

Pending, a permit application has been drafted concurrent 
with the permit application for Section 404 

Endangered Species Act of 
1973 

Closed on September, 10, 2020 with FWS.  No effect for 
NOAA trust species and critical habitat. 

Executive Order 11990, 
Protection of Wetlands 

In compliance 

Executive Order 12898, 
Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in 
Minority Populations & Low‐
Income Populations 

In compliance, assessed with this RC PEIS Inclusion 
Analysis 

Fish & Wildlife Coordination 
Act 

Integrated with Clean Water Act permit process 

Magnuson‐Stevens Fishery 
Conservation & 
Management Act 

Coordination with NMFS Habitat Conservation Division for 
EFH ongoing. Appendix A of this PEIS Inclusion requests 
initiation of EFH consultation with the NMFS Habitat 
Conservation Division. 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 
1918  

Coordination under MBTA is generally incorporated into 
Section 404 of the CWA, NEPA, or other federal permit, 
license or review requirements. 

Marine Mammal Protection 
Act of 1972 

Project is being coordinated with USFWS and 
NMFS and will implement measures to 
minimize impacts on marine mammals. 

National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 

In Process with this RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis draft  

National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 

Completed by letter dated June 20, 2020 
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CONCLUSIONS 
The natural processes of subsidence, habitat change, and erosion of wetlands have been exacerbated by 
widespread human alterations of sediment delivery and other processes, resulting in marked 
degradation of the Louisiana coastal area. Without intervention to slow or reverse the loss of marshes, 
Louisiana’s healthy and highly productive coastal ecosystem would not be maintained. This RC PEIS 
Inclusion Analysis provides information on the expected impacts from the implementation of the BA‐
0194 project and the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to be taken. As proposed the 
project will create and nourish 275 acres of marsh. The RC concludes that impacts from this project are 
within the range and scope of the environmental consequences analyzed in the RC PEIS and do not have 
significant adverse impacts on the environment. The analysis will be reviewed by NOAA’s Habitat 
Conservation Division (HCD) in a request for concurrence with the determination that the project will 
not have substantial adverse impacts on EFH or federally managed fishery species (Appendix A).  

 PREPARERS 

This PEIS was prepared by Brandon Howard, Cecelia Linder, and Patrick Williams of NOAA Fisheries 
Service.  
 
PERSONS/AGENCIES CONSULTED 

A solicitation of comments on the proposed project was conducted by mailing letters to the following 
listed entities prior to this analysis. Comments received are summarized in Appendix B and considered in 
analysis and project design. Full letters of reply are available in the project files maintained by the NOAA 
Fisheries Service. 
 

 Barataria‐Terrebonne National Estuary Program 
 Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana, Executive Director 
 Department of the Army Technical Support 
 Department of Culture Recreation & Tourism/Division of Archaeology 
 Department of Culture Recreation & Tourism:  Office of State Parks 
 Department of Economic Development: Office of Business  
 Division of Administration, State Land Office 
 Division of Administration, State Planning & Budget Office 
 Ducks Unlimited Restoration coordinator in Houma 
 Environmental Protection Agency  
 Federal Transit Admin Region 6 
 Floodplain Management Program 
 Houma‐Terrebonne Planning and Zoning Commission 
 Intertribal Council of Louisiana 
 Lafourche‐Terrebonne Soil & Water Conservation District of Louisiana 
 Louisiana House of Representatives  
 Louisiana State Senate  
 Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality 
 Louisiana State University, Sea Grant Legal Advisory Service 
 Louisiana Office of Conservation 
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 Louisiana Office of Mineral Resources 
 Natural Heritage Program, Manager 
 South Louisiana Economic Council 
 Source Water Protection (6WQ‐S) Sole Source Aquifer 
 Source Water Protection (6WQ‐S) State and DI Tribes 
 Sea Grant Extension Officer Terrebonne and Lafourche Parish  
 Terrebonne Parish Consolidated Government 
 U.S. Geological Survey, Southeast Regional Director 
 U.S. House of Representatives  
 United States Senate 
 U.S. National Park Service, Southeast Regional Director 

Assessed land owners: 

 Hattie C. Clifton, et al 
 South Louisiana Navigation and Canal Company 
 State of Louisiana 
 Wisner Donation 
 Louisiana Land and Exploration 
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Appendix A - Marine Resources and EFH 

This PEIS Inclusion Analysis Supplement Appendix is provided for EFH consultation with the NMFS 
Habitat Conservation Division.  

The proposed project area contains EFH as designated by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management 
Council (GMFMC) for species that are federally managed under the Magnuson‐Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act, P.L. 104‐297; 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq. (Magnuson‐Stevens Act). 
Categories of EFH in the project area include estuarine emergent wetlands (e.g., marsh), estuarine water 
column, and estuarine water bottoms (e.g., soft bottom) (GMFMC 2005). The table below lists the 
categories of EFH in the project area and borrow areas by life stage for federally managed species.  
 
In the Barataria Basin, the estuarine‐dependent assemblage, including white and brown shrimp, has 
shown decreasing trends over the last 10 to 20 years (LCWCRTF and WCRA 1999). These species migrate 
through tidal passes during their post‐larval life stage and depend on the estuarine environment for 
survival and reproduction. Shrimp are prey species for other federally managed fish and crustaceans 
(GMFMC 1998). 
 

TABLE 1. ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT (EFH) IN THE PROJECT AREA (INCLUDING BORROW AREA) FOR FISHERY SPECIES 
MANAGED BY THE GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL AND HIGHLY MIGRATORY SPECIES MANAGED BY 

THE NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE. 

Species Life Stage Habitat 

Brown shrimp  Post larvae/juvenile   estuarine marsh and soft bottom 

White shrimp  Post larvae/juvenile  estuarine marsh and soft bottom 

Red drum  Post larvae/juvenile/adult  estuarine marsh and soft bottom 

Source: National Marine Fisheries Service, EFH consultation  
 
Impacts of No Action 

Estuarine marsh and softbottom of the project marsh area and 300 surface acres of softbottom in 
Caminada Bay are described in the associated PEIS Inclusions Analysis. The marsh area is expected to 
continue the current conversion of marsh to open‐water. The land loss rate is estimated at ‐1.20%/year 
with subsidence of the marsh at 6.4 mm/year. Open‐water EFH that is already plentiful in the area 
would increase.  The borrow area is not expected to change without the proposed action, but would be 
considered for similar wetland restoration actions that seek accessible viable material sources.  Five 
oyster leases fall within the 1,500 ft. buffer of the project features and dredge pipe conveyance corridor.  
Less than 1 acre of oyster lease would have to be acquired whereas oyster assessments will be 
conducted for the other two leases unless a waiver is granted from LDWF.  The amount of shell 
substrate existing is to be determined.   
 
A 2020 Wetland Value Assessment of the project 275‐acre area estimated that 10 acres of marsh will be 
converted to water within 20 years: 

Target Year 0:    Marsh 50 acres = 18%     Water = 225 acres 
Target Year 1:    Marsh 50 acres = 18%     Water = 225 acres 
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Target Year 20:  Marsh 40 acres = 14%     Water = 235 acres 
 
Impacts of Preferred Action – Marsh Creation  

The goal of BA‐0194 is to work in conjunction is to restore degrading marsh in the area. The project 
goal is to create 225 acres and nourish 50 acres of saline marsh in current shallow open water/broken 
marsh and maximize the amount of time the created marsh platform is intertidal throughout the project 
20‐year design life.  

Construction impacts from sediment removal and materials placement activities are similar, and would 
cause direct and indirect, short‐term, localized, minor and moderate, adverse impacts to living coastal 
and marine resources and EFH during the implementation phase of the project. Heavy construction and 
access machinery has potential to compact soils, leak petroleum products, and increase turbidity at the 
restoration site. 

Slow‐moving or sessile organisms in the borrow areas may be killed during dredging. Sessile organisms 
in the placement areas may be buried or injured. These infaunal species are anticipated to quickly 
recolonize once dredging ceases. Material placement would increase wetland access, acreage, longevity, 
and quality providing long‐term benefits to fish and wildlife resources. 

A 2020 Wetland Value Assessment of the project 275‐acre area, which included the projected relative 
sea level rise, marsh acres would be increased within 3 years of the proposed action and have a net 
increase of 244 acres of marsh within 20 years: 

Target Year 1:    Marsh = 47 acres = 17%;  Water = 2 acre    

Target Year 3:    Marsh = 115 acres = 42%  Water = 5 acres  

Target Year 5:    Marsh = 267 acres = 97%  Water = 8 acres  

Target Year 20:  Marsh = 244 acres = 89%   Water = 31 acres  

Net acres (FWOP‐FWP) at TY20 = 205 acres 

Determination  

NOAA has determined the project will not have a substantial adverse effect on EFH or federally 
managed fishery species and request concurrence on this determination from the NOAA National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office, Habitat Conservation Division. 
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Appendix B - Agency Compliance Coordination 

USFWS Concurrence Letter
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Lake St. Catherine

Lake Pontchartrain
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Bay
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8.222 ft. 
shoreline

5,191 ft. 
shoreline

12/1/2020

Project Background and Purpose
 Authorization: PPL 19 - Approved for Phase I Engineering and Design in January 2010

 Dredging of the Freshwater Bayou Canal (FBC) contributed to 2,610 acres of marsh lost in 

the area between 1956 and 1974 

 Saltwater intrusion caused vegetation die off resulting in a net loss of organic soils

 These historically low energy freshwater marshes shifted to tidally-influenced intermediate 

open water due to erosion of spoil banks and shoreline along FBC

 Hurricane Rita (2005) was responsible the loss of approximately 1,500 acres of marsh due 

to storm surge 

Project 
Area

Project 
Area

NASA.gov

4

• Projects have been implemented to reduce the tidal prism and saltwater intrusion and 

to protect the shoreline  

• Dedicated dredged material is necessary to restore the marsh platform

• Goal: Restore 428 acres of marsh

• increase fish and wildlife habitat, and 

• recreate a wetland buffer between Freshwater Bayou Canal and interior large 

open water areas and marshes in the Mermentau Basin 

• Compliments the ME-04 Foreshore Rock Dike (CWPPRA) & the Freshwater Bayou 

Bank Stabilization (NAWCA) Projects

© DucksUnlimited

STRATEGY
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512/1/2020

Project Layout

Marsh Creation/Nourishment - 428 acres
Borrow Area – 169 acres
Dredge Quantity – 1,483,194 cubic yards

NORTH MCA 
209 ACRES

North MCA South MCA

Acres – 209 ac
Containment Dike – 12,307 LF 

Acres – 219 ac
Containment Dike – 15,457 LF 
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• Marsh Protected and Restored – 428 acres

• Benefits at the end of the 20-year project life – 282 net acres 

• Wetland Value Assessment – 97 net AAHUs

• Total Fully Funded Cost  – $30,781,168

• Phase II Fully Funded Cost (inclds O&M) – $28,355,171

• Today’s Phase 2 Increment 1 Request - $27,037,408

Project Benefits and Costs

Why Fund This Project Today?

• Systematic problems have been 
resolved; restoring the marsh platform 
is the next step

• Will help to ensure fresher habitats 
further inland remain protected

• Restores an area that has historically, & 
more recently, been devasted by 
hurricanes

• Works synergistically with investments 
by other programs & CWPPRA to 
ensure the Freshwater Bayou Wetlands 
are protected 



 

 
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 

 
 
November 13, 2020 
 
Mr. Mark Wingate 
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-R/CWPPRA Program 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
RE:  Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation Project (ME-31) 
 Vermilion Parish Phase II Authorization Request 
 
Dear Mr. Wingate: 
 
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) hereby requests Phase II authorization of the Freshwater Bayou 
Marsh Creation Project (ME-31).  Phase I activities were authorized on Priority Project List 19 in 
January 2010, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation Task Force under the authority 
of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is 
submitted in accordance with the CWPPRA Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP).    
 
Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II authorization requests pursuant to 
Appendix A of the SOP.  Should additional information be required for this project, please 
contact Angela Trahan on my staff at angela.trahan@usda.gov or (337) 291-3142. 
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
W. Britt Paul 
Assistant State Conservationist/WR 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:angela.trahan@usda.gov


Mark Wingate 
November 13, 2020 
Page 2 of 2 

 

 
 
Enclosure 
 
cc via email only:  
 Bren Haase, CPRA Technical Committee Member 
       Kevin Roy, USFWS Technical Committee Member 

Pat Williams, NMFS Technical Committee Member 
Karen McCormick, EPA, Technical Committee Member 
Brad Inman, USACE, P&E Subcommittee 
Sarah Bradley, USACE 
Kaitlyn Carriere, USACE 
Alice Kerl, USACE 

 Quin Kinler, RC, NRCS, Denham Springs, LA 
 Tye Fitzgerald, CPRA, Project Manager, Baton Rouge, LA 
 Eric Whitney, NRCS, Planning Engineer, Lafayette, LA 
 Brandon Samson, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA 
 John Jurgensen, SCE, NRCS, SO, Alexandria, LA 
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Information Required for Phase II Authorization Request 

 
Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation Project (ME-31) 

 
Description of Phase I Project 
 
The ME-31 Project was approved for Phase I funding on the 19th Priority Project List of the 
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  The project is in the 
Mermentau Basin, approximately 4 miles north of the Freshwater Bayou Canal Lock in 
Vermilion Parish, Louisiana. Material will be placed in two Marsh Creation Areas (MCA) west 
of Freshwater Bayou Canal.  
 
At the time of Phase 1 approval, the Project’s goals were to create and nourish approximately 
401 acres of marsh (311 acres marsh creation and 90 acres marsh nourishment) with dredged 
material from the Gulf of Mexico or using maintenance dredging material beneficially from the 
bar channel of the Freshwater Bayou Canal south of the lock. Achieving a marsh elevation that 
would remain between the 90% and 10 % inundation elevations for most of the 20-year project 
life was also identified as a project goal. Figure 1 illustrates the Project’s features and boundary 
at the time of Phase I authorization.   
 
The Phase 1 plan was to transport approximately 2 million cubic yards of dredged material to 
two hurricane damaged areas in the Big Marsh unit.  Approximately 162 acres of marsh would 
be created, and 24 acres would be nourished in the north MCA, and approximately 149 acres of 
marsh would be created, and 66 acres would be nourished in the south MCA.     

Temporary containment dikes were proposed around each marsh creation/nourishment site to 
retain dredged material.  Containment dike gapping within 3 years of construction would allow 
for greater tidal connectivity and estuarine organism access. 

A summary of project costs and benefits at the time of Phase 1 approval is provided in Table 1. 
 
Table 1.  Approved Phase I Project Costs and Benefits 
Fully Funded Total Project Cost $25,523,755 
Net Acres at TY20 278 
Average Annual Habitat Units 97.07 

 
Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process and Issues 
 
The following tasks were completed during Phase I engineering and design: 1) interagency 
kickoff meeting and field trip; 2) Final Phase I Cost Share Agreement executed between the 
Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA); 3) preliminary landrights; 4) elevation surveys; 5) preliminary 



Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation (ME-31), Phase II Request 

 
2 

 

oyster investigation; 6) magnetometer survey of access right-of-way and fill areas; 7) 
geotechnical investigation of project features; 8) contaminant assessment 9) 30% Design Review 
meeting; 10) revised wetland value assessment (WVA); 11) draft environmental assessment; 12) 
final fully funded cost estimate; 13) Section 303(e) review; 14) Section 404 permit application; 
15) NRCS Overgrazing Determination; and 16) 95% Design Review meeting.  The details of the 
engineering and design tasks were presented and discussed at the 30% and 95% Design Review 
meetings. 

Figure 1:  Phase I Project Features. 
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Description of the Revised (Phase II Candidate) Project Features 
 
Originally, the containment dikes of the Project were aligned to follow the marsh edge.  Due to 
numerous pipelines in the project area and to facilitate constructability, the earthen containment 
dikes (ECDs) were realigned to minimize impacts to pipelines and maximize linear dikes as 
much as possible.  As a result of realigning the ECDs the total area increased by 27 acres.  The 
option of using of maintenance dredge material from the Freshwater Bayou Canal bar channel 
was not carried forward due to the inconsistency of the maintenance dredging schedule and 
limited dredging quantities.   

Currently, the proposed project features include creation/nourishment of 428 acres of 
intermediate marsh (Figure 2).  The marsh creation/nourishment will be accomplished by 
hydraulically dredging an estimated 1.5 million cubic yards of bottom sediments from the Gulf 
of Mexico and pumping that material into open water and fragmented marsh within the project 
area.  There are two, fully contained MCAs. Combined, these cells include approximately 291 
acres of marsh creation and an additional 137 acres of marsh nourishment. 

The proposed design is to place the dredged material to an initial slurry elevation of +1.5 feet (ft) 
North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD 88, geoid 12a), with a predicted marsh 
elevation of +0.98 NAVD 88 at year 20 post construction.  A +0.5 ft tolerance will be allowed.  
However, fill material will be placed such that upon reaching the contract volume for each MCA 
the surface elevation of the material within the MCA will be relatively uniform with the highest 
and lowest elevations having a difference of ≤1.0 foot.  Dewatering and compaction of dredged 
sediments should produce marsh elevations conducive to the establishment of emergent marsh 
and within the intertidal range and the optimal inundation range for intermediate marsh. 
Approximately 27,765 linear feet of ECDs will be constructed. ECDs will have a top elevation of 
+2.5 ft NAVD88, with a +0.5 ft allowable overbuild tolerance. Top elevation of ECDs is 
determined by the estimated initial slurry elevation of +1.5 ft NAVD88, plus 1.0 ft of freeboard. 

At a minimum, 15% of the ECDs will be degraded approximately three years post construction 
to achieve tidal connection between the created marsh and adjacent waters. On-site investigation 
and use of available survey information will inform gapping needs and field fit gaps.  Up to 25% 
of the MCA will be planted if it does not vegetate naturally by year 3. 

The borrow area, located in the Gulf of Mexico, is a 169-acre area with an average mudline 
elevation of approximately -9.5 ft NAVD 88. The bottom of cut of the borrow area is at elevation 
-20.0 ft NAVD88. The total volume of available material in the borrow site is approximately 
2,823,275 cubic yards. 

The current project configuration of features results in the best constructible project for this area.  
The revised project footprint and land loss analysis results in an increase of net acres by 1% (4 
acres).  A summary of current project costs and benefits is provided below, and an updated 
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project fact sheet and map are provided in Attachment A. 
 

 
Figure 2.  Phase II Request Project Features. 

 
 
Table 2. Current Project Costs and Benefits. 
Fully Funded Total Project Cost  $30,781,168 
Current Fully Funded Phase II Request  $28,355,171 
Current Phase II, Increment 1 Request $27,037,408 
Net Acres at TY20 282 
Average Annual Habitat Units  109.27 

 
 

Checklist of Phase II Request Requirements 
 
A. List of Project Goals and Strategies 
 
The goal of the Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation Project (ME-31) is to restore and protect 428 
acres of intermediate marsh habitat (291 acres marsh creation, 137 acres nourishment), and 
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ensure that the restored marsh platform elevation remains between the 90% and 10 % inundation 
elevations for most of the 20-year project life. 
 
B.  A Statement that the Cost-Sharing Agreement Between the Lead Agency and Local 
Sponsor has been Executed for Phase I. 
 
A Cost Share Agreement was executed between CPRA and NRCS for Phase 1 activities on April 
1, 2010. A Cost Share Agreement amendment was also executed on January 25, 2011, to correct 
the Phase 1 funding amount.  
 
C.  Notification from the State that Land Rights will be Finalized in a Short Period of Time 
after Phase II Approval. 
 
NRCS forwarded a copy of CPRA’s Temporary Easement, Servitude, and Right-of-Way 
agreement (unsigned) for the ME-31 project to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers along with 
NRCS’s Overgrazing Determination for their 303(e) determination by letter dated July 29, 2020.   
 
By letter dated July 24, 2020, the State of Louisiana, through its CPRA Lands Section certified 
that land acquisitions have been and will be in accordance with all applicable Federal and State 
laws and regulations, and all standard real estate practices have been and will be followed.  There 
is one major landowner within the project area and within the construction access corridors.  No 
significant landrights problems are anticipated. 
 
D.  A Favorable Preliminary Design Review (30 % Design Level) 
 
The Preliminary (30%) Design Review meeting was held on June 10, 2020. Attendees included 
representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other interested parties. In an 
email dated July 20, 2020, the NRCS and CPRA informed the CWPPRA Technical Committee 
and Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee of the results of the 30% Design Review Meeting 
and our intent to move forward with this project. The email included responses to the significant 
30% Review Design comments; all comments and questions were addressed in the 95% Design 
Report and drawings.  
 
E.  A Favorable Final Project Design Review (95 % Design Level) 
 
The Final (95%) Design Review meeting was held on October 20, 2020. Attendees included 
representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other interested parties. All 
attendee comments and questions were addressed. Draft project plans and specifications were 
included in the 95% Design Review documents.  
 
F.  A Draft of the Environmental Assessment for the Project, as required under the 
National Environmental Policy Act, must be Submitted 30 days Before the Request for 
Phase II Approval 
 
NRCS submitted the draft environmental assessment to the Technical Committee 
for review on November 10, 2020. 
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G.  Application for and/or Issuance of the Public Notices for Permits 
 
A Department of the Army (New Orleans District) and Louisiana Department of Natural 
Resources (LDNR) Joint Permit Application has been prepared and will be submitted if Phase II 
funding is authorized.  The draft permit application and drawings can be provided upon request. 
 
H.  A Statement that a Hazardous, Toxic and Radiological Waste (HTRW) Assessment has 
been Prepared, if Required 
 
The NRCS does not have the ability to issue an HTRW Assessment at this time. A cursory 
screening of in-house databases and Environmental Protection Agency and Louisiana 
Department of Environmental Quality databases did not reveal any HTRW issues.  A 
containment assessment of the borrow area was conducted in accordance with protocols 
described in evaluation of dredged material proposed for discharge in waters of the U.S. – 
Testing Manual (USEPA/USACE, 1998), commonly referred to as the “Inland Testing Manual” 
as well as to satisfy testing protocols in SW-846(US EPA, 1988).  That assessment was 
conducted in December of 2014. The report dated April 27, 2015, determined that the proposed 
borrow site material is suitable for beneficial use in wetland creation at the marsh creation site. 
 
I.  Section 303(e) Approval from the Corps 
 
Section 303(e) approval was issued on October 23, 2020.   
 
J. Overgrazing Determination from the NRCS 
 
NRCS has determined that overgrazing is not, and is not anticipated to be, a problem in the 
project area. 
 
K.  Revised Project Cost Estimate 
 
NRCS submitted the revised cost estimate to the Engineering Workgroup on October 29, 2020.  
The Economic Workgroup provided a final fully-funded cost estimate on November 6, 2020.   
 
The Phase II funding request spreadsheet is included as Attachment B. 
 
L.  A Revised Wetland Value Assessment (WVA) must be Prepared if, During the Review 
of the Preliminary NEPA Documentation, Three of the Task Force Agencies Determine 
that a Significant Change in the Project Scope Occurred 
 
A revised WVA for the final project design was completed on October 6, 2020.  The project is 
anticipated to result in 282 net acres and 109.27 AAHUs. 

All referenced materials can be provided upon request.
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www.LaCoast.gov

Local Sponsor:
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority
Baton Rouge, LA
(225) 342-4733

Federal Sponsor:
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Alexandria, LA  
(318) 473-7756

For more information, please contact:

Approved Date:  2010  Project Area:  401 acres
Approved Funds:  $2.42 M Total Est. Cost:  $25.5 M
Net Benefit After 20 Years:  279 acres
Status:  Engineering and Design
Project Type: Marsh Creation
PPL #:  19

Project Status

Location

Problems

Restoration Strategy

Progress to Date

Freshwater Bayou
Marsh Creation (ME-31)

November 2020
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force

Region 4, Mermentau Basin, Vermilion Parish, Louisiana, 
in an area west of Freshwater Bayou and north of the 
Freshwater Bayou Locks

Large open water areas that were historically intermediate marsh are the focus for 
restoration.

This project is on Priority Project List 19. The project was 
approved for Engineering and Design in January of 2010. 
The 95% Design has been complete.

Dredging of the Freshwater Bayou Canal contributed to 
2,610 acres of marsh lost in the area between 1956 and 1974. 
Saltwater intrusion caused vegetation die off resulting in 
a net loss of organic soils.  Further, these historically low 
energy freshwater marshes have shifted to tidally influenced, 
intermediate open water as a result of the construction of the 
navigation canal and the erosion of its spoil banks. Hurricane 
Rita (2005) was responsible for the loss of approximately 
1,500 acres of marsh due to storm surge. The North 
American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) funded 
Freshwater Bayou Canal Shoreline Stabilization project and 
the Freshwater Bayou Wetlands Protection (ME-04) project 
have been implemented to restore the shoreline. Dedicated 
dredging is necessary to restore the marsh platform. USGS 
calculated a historical rate of change for the extended 
boundary for the period 1984 to 2019. The loss rate during 
that period was -0.53%/year.

Project features include creating and/or nourishing 
approximately 428 acres of marsh (291 acres of marsh 
creation and 137 acres of nourishment) in two marsh creation 
areas using dedicated dredged material from the Gulf of 
Mexico. The dredged material would be fully contained, 
and containment dikes will be degraded as necessary to 
reestablish hydrologic connectivity with adjacent wetlands. 
In case the area does not re-vegetate on its own, the 
maintenance cost estimate will include funds to plant 25% 
of the created marsh at Year 3. The project will restore the 
marsh platform and work synergistically with the NAWCA 
funded Freshwater Bayou Shoreline Stabilization project and 
the Freshwater Bayou Wetlands Protection (ME-04) project.

Cost figures as of: April 2020
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Attachment B 
Request for Phase II Approval Cost Estimate Spreadsheet 



          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation

PPL: 19 Project No. ME-31

Agency: NRCS

Phase I Approval Date: Jan 2010

Phase II Approval Date:  Jan 2021 Const Start: Jan 2022

Original Current Original Original Current Current Current
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 1,704,732               1,808,175               1,704,732 1,704,732            103,443                  103,443                  

Lands 50,852                    102,573                  50,852 50,852                 51,721                    51,721                    

Fed S&A 628,320                  674,502                  308,102 320,218               308,102               366,400                  366,400                  

State S&A 732,024.18             772,725                  358,955 373,069               358,955               413,770                  413,770                  

COE Proj Mgmt -                          -                          

Phase I 3,356                      3,356                      3,356 3,356                   

Ph II Const Phase 1,622                      2,183                      1,622                   2,183                      2,183                      

Ph II Long Term 32,393                    39,181                    32,393                 39,181                    4,316                      

Const Contract 17,078,260             21,274,774             17,078,260          21,274,774             21,274,774             

Const S&I 343,505                  602,044                  343,505               602,044                  602,044                  

Contingency 4,269,565               3,151,911               4,269,565            3,151,911               3,151,911               

Monitoring -                          -                          -                         

Phase I -                          -                          -                       -                       -                         

Ph II Const Phase -                          -                          -                       -                          -                         

Ph II Long Term -                          1,017,740               -                       1,017,740               148,625                  

O&M - State 589,064                  1,129,374               589,064               1,129,374               871,860                  

O&M - Fed 90,061                    202,629                  90,061                 202,629                  46,360                    

Total 25,523,755             30,781,168             2,425,997 23,097,758          2,425,997            28,355,171             27,037,408             

Total Project 25,523,755          30,781,168             29,463,405             

Prepared By: Eric Whitney Date Prepared: 6-Nov-20

NOTES:
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No Name Bayou Marsh Creation 
& Nourishment (CS-78)
Phase 2 Request

CWPPRA Technical Committee Meeting

December 3, 2020

Special Thanks:
CPRA

Cameron Prairie NWR
Henry A. McCall Jr.

LDWF

Project Background

• Selected by CWPPRA Technical Committee as 

PPL24 Candidate in December 2014

• Approved for Phase I funding by CWPPRA Task 

Force January 2015

• 30% Design Meeting held July 2020

• 95% Design Meeting held October 2020

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 2
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Project Location

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 3

• Cameron Parish
• North of Cameron, LA

Sabine 
Lake

Project 
Area

Project Area Background

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 4

2019

• Land loss rate of -0.25% per year based on 1984 to 2019 USGS data
• Marsh loss attributed to:

• Subsidence
• Saltwater intrusion
• Tropical events

• Most land loss in project area occurred during 1956-1975
• Cameron-Creole Watershed lost 15,580 acres from 1956-1978

19771956
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U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 5

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 6
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U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 7

Project Components

Project Design

Marsh Creation Area:
• Nearly 89% open water (little existing marsh)
• Mean mudline elevation -0.81ft NAVD88
• Design fill elevation +1.5 ft NAVD88

Borrow Area (Calcasieu Lake)
• Borrow area material needed = 2.12 MCY
• Borrow area is only 5 miles away
• No access dredging required

Shallow fill area/close borrow area = cost-effective project

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 8
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Landrights and Oysters

• Primarily on Cameron Prairie National Wildlife Refuge

• Private landowner―western portion

• Continuing to coordinate with pipeline company in the 
project area

• Borrow area and pipeline corridor were sited to 
minimize impacts to oysters

• Continuing to coordinate with LDWF about Calcasieu 
Lake Public Oyster Area and seed grounds

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 9

Project Summary

• Highly Cost-Effective―$65.4K per net acre

• 539 acres confined marsh creation and 
nourishment

• 468 net acres after 20 years

• $30.6M Fully Funded Cost

• $26.4M Phase II, Increment 1 request 

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 10
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Why Here? Why Now?

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 11

• Restores Cameron Prairie NWR marshes
• Creates marsh nursery areas for shrimp, blue 

crabs, and other fishery species
• Refuge annually hosts over 200 species of 

migrating (waterfowl and neotropical), wintering, 
and resident birds and other wildlife



 

November 16, 2020 
Mr. Mark Wingate 
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  
New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-BC/CWPPRA Program  
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 
 
 RE:  Phase II Funds Request for Three NMFS-sponsored CWPPRA Projects   
 
Dear Mr. Wingate,  
 
NOAA Fisheries and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority  
(CPRA) hereby request approval for the Phase II authorization of No Name Bayou Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment (CS-78), East Leeville Marsh Creation (BA-194), and Oyster Lake 
Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-79).  Phase I activities were authorized respectively on 
Project Priority List 24 on January 22, 2015 for CS-78 and on Project Priority List 25 on January 
22, 2016 for BA-194 and CS-79, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and 
Restoration Task Force under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, Protection, and 
Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is submitted in accordance with the CWPPRA Project 
Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP). 
 
Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II construction requests and approval 
pursuant to Appendix A of the CWPPRA SOP.  Should additional information be required for these 
project, I can be reached at (240) 535-2334 or via email at cecelia.linder@noaa.gov.  Thank you for 
your consideration of this request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Cecelia Linder 
NOAA CWPPRA Program Manager 
 
Enclosures 
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Cc: Members of the CWPPRA Technical Committee 
 Members of the CWPPRA P&E Committee 
 Dawn Davis, Project Manager for Oyster Lake, NOAA 
            Donna Rogers, Project Manager for No Name Bayou, NOAA 
 Patrick Williams, Project Manager for East Leeville, NOAA 
 Kent Bollfrass, CPRA 
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No Name Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (CS-78) 
Information for Phase 2 Funding Request 

November 18, 2020 
 

 
I. Description of Project as Approved for Phase I 

No Name Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (CS-78), a PPL24 project, is located in 
the Cameron-Creole Watershed north of Cameron and east of the East Fork of the 
Calcasieu River and south of Calcasieu Lake. The proposed project’s primary feature is to 
create and/or nourish approximately 533 acres of saline marsh (502 acres created, 21 
acres nourished and 10 acres of creeks/ponds) south of Calcasieu Lake. In order to achieve 
this, approximately 3.5 million cubic yards of sediment will be hydraulically pumped from 
the upland disposal areas of the Calcasieu River immediately adjacent to (across East 
Fork), and into the shallow water marsh creation area to an elevation of 1.4 ft NAVD 88. 
Approximately 5,000 LF of the Cameron Creole Watershed levee borrow channel would 
be cleaned out to facilitate water movement into the newly created area. Containment 
dikes will be constructed around the marsh creation area to keep material on site during 
pumping. Once pumping has been completed, the containment dikes will be degraded to 
the current platform elevation and gaps will be excavated. Additionally, 251 acres of 
vegetative plantings will occur within the newly created areas. Approximately 10,000 
linear feet of tidal creeks and two 2.5-acre ponds will be constructed to help facilitate 
hydrologic flow of water in and out of the project area. 

The Phase 0 map is below.  
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A summary of the Phase 0 Fully Funded Cost estimate follows: 
 

Phase 1 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate   
E&D $1,925,968  
Land Rights $51,178  
Federal S&A $372,000  
State S&A $372,000  
Corps Admin $3,378  
Monitoring $0  
Total Phase 1 Cost $2,724,524  
  
Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate   
Federal S&A $391,865  
Land Rights $0 
State S&A $391,865  
Corps Admin $2,438  
S&I $799,781  
Contingency $4,506,054  
Construction $18,024,217  
Total Phase 2 Cost $24,116,221 
  
Long Term O&MR $1,412,392 
Total Fully Funded Cost Estimate $28,253,137 

 
II. Overview of Phase 1 Tasks, Process and Issues 

Phase 1 activities included the formation of project goals and objectives; pre-design data 
investigations and analysis (i.e., bathymetric, topographic, magnetometer surveys, 
geotechnical sampling); preliminary land ownership assessment; cultural resources 
assessment including consultations with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO); 
oyster assessment of the borrow area; a Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste (HTRW) 
assessment; development and evaluation of project alternatives at the Preliminary (30%) 
Design level; and completion of the Final Design (95%) of the preferred alternative. Other 
tasks included development of draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
(PEIS) Inclusion, and review of updated costs and benefits by the Engineering and 
Environmental Workgroups. 
 

III. Description of the Phase 2 Candidate Project 
The proposed project features include: 1) creation of 478 acres of saline marsh, 2) 
nourishment of 61 acres of emergent saline marsh, and 3) construction of temporary 
earthen containment dikes. The marsh creation/nourishment will be accomplished using 
approximately 2.12 million cubic yards (MCY) of material hydraulically dredged from a 
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borrow source in Calcasieu Lake approximately 4 miles northeast of the marsh creation 
area. To satisfy the goals of the project, the marsh creation area will be constructed with 
a fill elevation of +1.5 ft NAVD88. The target marsh fill elevation is anticipated to result in 
marsh elevations that would remain within the functional saline marsh inundation range 
for the 20-year project life.  
 
Earthen containment dikes will be constructed to an elevation of +2.5 ft NAVD88 with a 
half-foot upper construction tolerance and will be maintained throughout the duration of 
dredging operations. To achieve the minimum factor of safety, earthen containment will 
be constructed with a side slope of 4 feet horizontal for every foot of vertical rise (4H:1V).  
 
Other project components include installation of settlement plates, containment dike 
gapping as needed to ensure tidal exchange and fisheries support functions, and project-
specific monitoring to inform performance assessment and future project designs.  
 
The Phase 2 map is below.  
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The Environmental Work Group determined the Phase 0 project would result in net 
increase of 497 acres of saline marsh and 231 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHU) over 
the 20-year project life. 
 
A summary of the Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost estimate follows: 
 

Phase 1 Fully Funded Cost Estimate 
E&D $1,925,968  
Land Rights $51,178  
Federal S&A $372,000  
State S&A $372,000  
Corps Admin $3,378  
Monitoring $0  
Total Phase 1 Cost $2,724,524  
  
  
Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost Estimate 
Federal S&A $402,231  
Land Rights $25,858 
State S&A $775,737  
Corps Admin $2,866 
S&I $889,391 
Contingency $3,047,956  
Construction $20,319,704  
Total Phase 2 Cost $25,463,742  
  
Long Term O&MR $2,404,701 
  
Total Fully Funded Cost Estimate $30,592,967  

 
 
The current design reflects the following modifications from the Phase 0 Design: 
• Slightly changed the marsh creation area design; 
• Relocated the borrow area from the USACE upland confined disposal facility;  
• Increased constructability of the project; and 
• Created a more cost-effective project. 
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IV. Checklist of Phase 2 Requirements 
A. List of project goals and strategies.  

This project would create 478 acres and nourish 61 acres of open water and 
emergent salt marsh using material dredged from Calcasieu Lake, northeast of the 
project area. Earthen containment dikes will be constructed along the project 
boundaries to contain the material. Containment dikes will be degraded or gapped 
by TY3 to allow access for estuarine organisms. This project, along with the 
Cameron-Creole Watershed Grand Bayou Marsh Creation (CS-54) and Cameron-
Creole Freshwater Introduction (CS-49) CWPPRA projects will help restore the 
marshes of the Cameron Prairie Wildlife Refuge within the Cameron-Creole 
Watershed. 

 

B. A statement that the cost sharing agreement between the lead agency and the 
local sponsor has been executed for Phase 1.  
A grant was executed between CPRA and NMFS for Phase 1 activities on August 18, 
2015. A new grant will be executed between CPRA and NMFS for Phase 2 activities 
once Phase 2 funds are approved. 

 
C. Notification from the State or COE that land rights will be finalized in a short period 

of time after Phase 2 approval.  
The CPRA Land Rights Section sees no hindrance to obtaining land rights for the 
project. To date, all responses from landowners have been positive and in 
support of the project. CPRA Land Rights Section will initiate the construction 
servitude agreement process with landowners following Phase 2 approval. The 
team anticipates that the remainder of the land rights will be finalized in a timely 
manner once Phase 2 approval and funding are obtained. 

D. A favorable Preliminary Design Review (30% Design Level).  
The Preliminary Design Review meeting was held on July 28, 2020. Attendees 
included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other 
interested parties. In an email dated August 17, 2020, comments from agencies 
were addressed. Comments were addressed in the 95% Design Report.  An email 
dated September 25, 2020 documented our intent to move forward with the 95 
percent design and included a description of project revisions and a CPRA 
concurrence letter. 
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E. A favorable Final Design Review (95% Design Level) must be successfully 
completed prior to seeking Phase 2 approval from the Technical Committee.  
The Final Design Review meeting was held on October 23, 2020. Attendees 
included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other 
interested parties. All attendee comments and questions were addressed. Draft 
project plans and specifications were included in the 95% documents. CPRA 
provided a letter dated November 4, 2020, concurring with our recommendation 
to proceed with a construction authorization request.    
 

F. A draft of a document fulfilling environmental compliance for the project, as 
required under the National Environmental Policy Act, must be submitted two 
weeks before the Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is 
requested.  
The NMFS prepared a draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) 
Inclusion Analysis and provided it to the CWPPRA community on November 19, 
2020 for a 60-day review. 

 

G. Application for and/or issuance of the public notices for permits at least two 
weeks before the Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is 
requested.  
CPRA has prepared a draft Joint Section 404 Permit Application through 
coordination with NMFS.  If the project is funded for Phase 2, a pre-application 
meeting may be conducted, if deemed necessary, followed with any necessary 
revisions and submission of the application. 

 
H. A hazardous, toxic and radiological waste (HTRW) assessment (if required).  

In July 2016, a HTRW analysis was completed for the marsh creation area and the 
USACE confined disposal facility initially proposed as the borrow area. The results 
of the HTRW analysis are presented in the November 2016 report by Tetra Tech, 
Inc. Hazardous, Toxic, Or Radioactive Waste Phase 1 Environmental Site 
Assessment, Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, No Name Bayou Marsh 
Restoration, Cameron, Cameron Parish, Louisiana 70631. This assessment 
identified evidence of no recognized environmental conditions for the subject 
property. NMFS reviewed the analytical data collected and determined that the 
constituents of concern within the marsh fill area are within acceptable limits and 
will not have an adverse effect in the immediate area for plants, aquatic life, and 
human exposure. Sediments within the borrow area are not believed to be 
contaminated nor would result in unacceptable adverse effects within the marsh 
creation area. 
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I. Section 303(e) approval from the COE.  
The NMFS submitted a 303(e) approval request with the required documentation 
to the USACE in a letter dated October 22, 2020, per the requirements of the 
CWPPRA SOP.  
 

J. Overgrazing determination from the NRCS (if necessary).  
The Overgrazing determination was received on October 19, 2020. The USDA 
indicated that overgrazing was not a problem in this project area. 
 

K. Revised fully funded cost estimate, reviewed and approved by the EngWG prior 
to fully funding by the EcoWG, based on the revised project design and the 
specific Phase 2 funding request as outlined in below spreadsheet.  
The NMFS submitted the revised cost estimate to the EngWG on October 28, 2020. 
The project has a revised fully funded cost estimate of $30,592,967 reviewed and 
approved by the Economic Workgroup. The Request for Phase 2 Approval 
spreadsheet has been completed (See Attachment).  
  

L. A Wetland Value Assessment (WVA) reviewed and approved by the EnvWG.  
The NMFS submitted a draft revised WVA to the Environmental Work Group on 
October 9, 2020. Work Group comments were addressed and the final WVA was 
sent to the EnvWG on October 27, 2020. The Environmental Work Group 
determined the Phase 2 project would result in net increase of 468 acres of saline 
marsh and 209 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHU) over the 20-year project life. 
 



          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment

PPL: 24 Project No. CS-78
Agency: NMFS

Phase I Approval Date: Jan-2015
Phase II Approval Date: 1/2021 (proposed) Const Start: 11/2021 (estimated)

Original Current Original Original Current Recommended Recommended
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 1,925,968                1,925,968                1,925,968 1,925,968
Lands 51,178                     77,036                     51,178 -                        51,178 25,858                  25,858                 
Fed S&A 763,865                   774,231                   372,000 391,865 372,000 $402,231 402,231               
LDNR S&A 763,865                   1,147,737                372,000 391,865 372,000 $775,737 775,737               
COE Proj Mgmt -                           -                           

Phase I 3,378                       3,378                       3,378 3,378
Ph II Const Phase 2,438                       2,866                       2,438 2,866                    2,866                   
Ph II Long Term 34,368                     40,317                     34,368 40,317                  4,441                   

S&I 799,781                   889,391                   799,781 889,391                889,391               
Contg 4,506,054                3,047,956                4,506,054 3,047,956             3,047,956            
Const 18,024,217              20,319,704              18,024,217 20,319,704           20,319,704          
Monitoring -                           -                           

Phase I -                           -                           -                        
Ph II Const Phase -                           -                           -                        -                        
Ph II Long Term 152,500                   1,057,354                152,500 1,057,354             140,252               

O&M - State 1,061,960                1,099,383                1,061,960 1,099,383             791,490               
O&M - Fed 163,564                   207,647                   163,564 207,647                42,809                 
Total 28,253,137              30,592,967              2,724,524 25,528,613           2,724,524             27,868,443           26,442,734          

Total Project 28,253,137           30,592,967           29,167,258          
Current Estimate Compared to Original 108%

Prepared By: Cecelia Linder Date Prepared: 12-Nov-20

NOTES:



NOAA Restoration Center NEPA Inclusion Analysis
Award Number

TBD

I. IDENTIFYING PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name

No Name Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-78) Project
Project State

LA

Project Proponent / Applicant
NOAA/Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority

Project Contact
Donna Rogers

II. OTHER FEDERAL PARTNERS AND LEVEL OF NEPA ANALYSIS
Has another Federal agency 
completed NEPA? Yes No

Is NOAA the lead federal agency 
for this NEPA analysis? Yes No

III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS
Please check one of the following conditions:

I am analyzing impacts of project planning and design activities, in order to gather all required project information

I have all information needed to complete the final analysis of impacts for the entire project

Has a NEPA review been conducted for prior project activities?
Yes

No

Date of NEPA completion for prior phase

May 6, 2015

Describe the full scope of the project, including historic/ geographic/ ecological context, the type of restoration, and how it will be conducted.

Please see attached supplemental information under item III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS.

Describe the proposed action (i.e. the portion of the project that NOAA is funding/approving). 
NOAA’s award will fund marsh restoration. Additional activities outside of the NOAA award, but whose impacts have been 
considered in this analysis, include a 20-year period of monitoring and maintenance of the project. A prior NOAA award funded 
engineering and design for this project. The entire project area (539 acres of marsh restoration habitat) is 85% funded by NOAA 
and 15% funded by CPRA. An additional 284-acre area east of the marsh creation area could be impacted by project expansion or 
as an alternative. Federal and non-federal costs directly related to the implementation of the project, include: engineering and 
design costs; lands, easements, servitudes, and rights-of- way costs; project construction costs; construction management costs; 
pre-construction, construction, and post-construction monitoring costs; operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, and 
rehabilitation (OMRR&R) costs; supervision and administration costs; and environmental compliance.

Check the types of activities being conducted in this project:

Technical Assistance

Implementation and Effectiveness 
Monitoring

Environmental Education Classes, Programs, Centers, 
Partnerships and Materials; Training Programs Fish and Wildlife Monitoring

Planning, Feasibility Studies, 
Design Engineering, and Permitting 

Check the specific project 
planning activities being 
analyzed in this checklist

Feasibility Studies Engineering and Design

Permitting and Consultations Other (enter here)

Riverine and Coastal Habitat Restoration

Beach and Dune Restoration

Debris Removal

Dam and Culvert Removal & Replacement

Technical and Nature-like Fishways

Invasive Species Control

Prescribed Burns/Forest Management

Species Enhancement

1



NEPA Inclusion Analysis No Name Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-78) Project 
TBD

Channel Restoration Bank Restoration and Erosion Reduction

Coral Reef Restoration

Shellfish Reef Restoration

Artificial Reef Restoration

Road Upgrading/Decommissioning; Trail Restoration

Signage and Access Management

SAV Restoration

Marine Algae Restoration

Water Conservation and Stream Diversion

Levee & Culvert Removal, Modification, Set-back

Fringing Marsh and Shoreline Stabilization

Sediment Removal

Sediment/Materials Placement

Wetland Planting

Conservation Transactions

Land Acquisition Water Transactions Restoration/Conservation Banking

IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS
Core Questions

1. Are the activities to be carried out under this project fully described in Section 2.2 of the NOAA RC PEIS? Yes No

2. Are the specific impacts that are likely to result from this project fully described in Section 4.5.2 of the NOAA RC PEIS? Yes No

3. Does the level of adverse impact for the project exceed that described in Table 11 of the NOAA RC PEIS for any resource, including significant 
adverse impact? Yes No

4. Describe the project impacts to resources (including beneficial impacts) and any mitigating measures being implemented.

Please see attached supplemental information under item IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS.

5. Describe any potential cumulative impacts that may result from past, present or reasonably foreseeable future actions (beneficial or adverse).
The 2017 Coastal Master Plan for Louisiana identifies projects designed to build and maintain land, reduce flood risk to citizens and
communities, and provide habitats to support ecosystems. The plan consists of eight different project types, including marsh
creation. Master Plan Project Number 004.MC.23 includes the creation of marsh at the proposed project area to restore wetland
habitat and degraded marsh. CS-78 is located within the footprint of the 004.MC.23 project and is considered to be consistent with
the plan. Cumulative beneficial impacts are expected if this project is built as a component of that larger State Master Plan
element. It is envisioned in the Master Plan that other built and planned CWPPRA projects in this geographic area will have local
cumulatively significant beneficial impacts for water resources, living coastal and marine resources and EFH, vegetation, and land
use and recreation (as places for recreational camping, fishing and boating).

However, although a quantitative determination of cumulative CWPPRA marsh acres could be made, the beneficial additive
impacts of these completed and planned future projects cannot be qualitatively analyzed at this time, due to the uncertainties
from continued sea level rise, subsidence, and natural disasters from storms that have already affected some restoration areas
success, and are likely to continue in the future. In summary, the cumulative beneficial impacts to these resources at the local or
regional level where these restoration activities would occur would include moderate increases in biological diversity of local
coastal ecosystems and living resource communities, and improved ecological functions in the restored areas.

Notable CWPPRA Marsh Creation Projects constructed or planned in the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin include the following. CS-54
Cameron-Creole Watershed Grand Bayou Marsh Creation recently completed construction of an anticipated 605 acres north of
Grand Bayou within the CCW. CS-59 Oyster Bayou Marsh Creation and Terracing completed construction to create and nourish 836
acres of saline marsh, create 13 acres unconfined marsh, create 9,000 linear feet of earthen terraces, and create marsh ponds and
creeks. CS-79 Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment would create 475 acres and nourish 185 of saline marsh. CS-28 Sabine
Refuge Marsh Creation Cycles 1-5 created and nourished 906 acres of brackish marsh. CS-81 Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation Cycles
6&7 would create and nourish 929 acres. CS-85 Long Point Bayou Marsh Creation project would create and/or nourish 392 acres of
marsh near Long Point Bayou north of Sabine National Wildlife Refuge.

Other projects include the following. CS-04a Cameron Creole Maintenance (CWPPRA) funded maintenance for the CCW
Management Project, a Natural Resources Conservation Service project completed in 1974, consisting of five large control
structures and a 19-mile levee along the eastern rim of Calcasieu Lake. The project was designed to reduce salinities and increased
marsh productivity of 64,000 acres. CS-17 Cameron-Creole Watershed Borrow Canal Plug project (CWPPRA) installed two sheet pile
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Core Questions (continued)
plugs in the lakeshore borrow canal in the CCW to isolate management areas and improve hydrologic control. CS-33 Cameron 
Parish Shoreline Restoration (SF/CIAP) constructed 5 miles of beach, sand fencing, and plantings. CS-65 Calcasieu Salinity Control 
Measures (RESTORE) project is investigating large-scale marsh creation and nourishment opportunities in the Calcasieu-Sabine 
Basin. CS-80 Rabbit Island Restoration (NRDA) currently under construction will restore approximately 88 acres of bird habitat on 
Rabbit Island in Cameron Parish by dredging material from the Calcasieu Ship Channel adding fill to the island. 
It is not foreseeable that there will be any overlap in construction impacts when the CS-78 project goes to construction. 

It is expected that any short-term, direct or indirect minor local adverse impacts of the No Name project would not interact with 
any of these listed projects to pose any cumulatively adverse significant impact.

6. Describe the public outreach and/or opportunities for public comment that have taken place to this point.  Are any future opportunities for public input anticipated? 
During the engineering and design process, a CWPPRA project is subjected to layers of public, academic, and interagency review
to ensure that effective projects move forward for design and ultimate construction. The project selection process begins in
January of each year when Regional Planning Teams across the coast convene to solicit project nominations from the public, state,
and federal agencies, as well as industry and academia. Members of the public can attend these meetings. Every nominated
project contains conceptual project features, approximate construction costs, and anticipated benefits to wetland resources.

Electronic voting by each CWPPRA federal agency, the state, and coastal parish screens projects to 20 nominees. Interagency and
academic working groups then evaluate the conceptual nominee project features for cost and project-associated wetland benefits
for feasibility and appropriateness to address local land loss. The 20 nominee projects are then voted on by CWPPRA federal
agencies and the state to obtain a list of the 10 top-ranking candidate projects to continue through the process. These candidate
projects undergo several months of additional design and interagency evaluation to determine whether the proposed project
features are feasible, the anticipated benefits are likely, and the project costs are within the funding constraints of the program.

Certain project features may be dropped during this preliminary design phase based on concerns about inferior performance,
adverse impacts, technical infeasibility, or unreasonable costs. Candidate projects are publicly presented and voted on by CWPPRA
agencies to be funded for Phase 1 analysis, which includes the activities necessary to complete engineering and design,
permitting, land rights, and environmental compliance before the project moves to construction. If the CS-78 project receives
Phase II funding, the project will be featured in the media and advertised at local marinas.

7. Have any public comments raised issues of scientific/environmental controversy?  Please describe.

No issues of scientific/environmental controversy have been communicated to NOAA staff. Only positive public comments have 
been received.

8. Describe the most common positive and negative public comments on issues other than scientific controversy described above in Question 7.

Solicitation of view letters were sent to local, state, and federal agencies January 15, 2015 and again on September 28, 2020, as 
detailed in the IV PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS and are presented in Appendix B.

See following page for NEPA Determination
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V. NEPA DETERMINATION

The action is completely covered by the impact analysis within the NOAA RC Programmatic EIS (PEIS).  The project and its
potential impacts may be limited through terms or conditions placed on the recipient of NOAA funds.  It requires no further 
environmental review.  An EIS Inclusion Document will be prepared.

The action analyzed here has unknown impacts. At this time, funding will be limited to those portions of the action and impacts 
analyzed in the PEIS. These limitations will be described in terms or conditions placed on the recipient of NOAA funds. If all 
remaining activities and impacts are later determined to be described in the PEIS, this analysis will be documented in the 
program record and the applicant may then proceed with the project. If all remaining activities and impacts are later 
determined to not be described in the PEIS, further NEPA review will be required; see below.

The action or its impacts are not covered by the analysis within the PEIS.  It will require preparation of an individual EA, a 
supplemental EIS, adoption of another agency's EA or EIS, or will be covered by a Categorical Exclusion.

Signature    Date Signed    

4



5 
 

III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS 
 
Authority 
The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) is federal legislation 
enacted in 1990 to plan, design, and construct coastal wetlands restoration projects. The legislation 
(Public Law 101‐ 646, Title III CWPPRA) was approved by the U.S. Congress and signed into law by 
former President George H.W. Bush. 

The No Name Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (CS‐78) was selected as part of the CWPPRA 
24th Priority Project List and was funded for Engineering and Design. The National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration National Marine Fisheries Services (NOAA/NMFS) serves as the lead 
federal sponsor and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority serves as the local 
sponsor and is performing the engineering and design. 
 
NOAA implements many kinds of wetland restoration such as fringing marsh, and sediment/materials 
placement. These restoration activities create the desired elevation and hydrology for wetland 
vegetation and fish habitat. Potential impacts from restoration activities range from very low impacts 
from planting, to more substantial impacts from the use of heavy equipment generally consisting of 
the more acute impacts caused by the use of heavy equipment on site, followed by lasting benefits. 
Consequently, these techniques are grouped together into Section 4.5.2.11.2 and 4.5.2.11.3 of 
NOAA’s Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for the analysis of impacts. 
 
2017 Coastal Master Plan 
The 2017 Coastal Master Plan for Louisiana (Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable 
Coast) identifies projects designed to build and maintain land, reduce flood risk to citizens and 
communities, and provide habitats to support ecosystems. The master plan consists of eight different 
project types, including ridge restoration and marsh creation. Master Plan Project Number 004.MC.23 
includes the creation of marsh to restore wetland habitat and degraded marsh. CS‐78 is located 
within the footprint of this master plan project and is considered to be consistent with the plan. 
 

Project Setting 
The proposed project area lies within the 64,000‐acre managed Cameron‐Creole Watershed. The 
Cameron‐Creole Watershed Management Plan of 1989 (Public Law 566) includes a 16.5‐mile levee 
along Calcasieu Lake and 5 concrete water control structures operated to limit saltwater intrusion, 
prevent flooding, and allow estuarine organism movement into and out of the watershed. One of the 
five water control structures (No Name Bayou Structure) is immediately north of the proposed project 
area. Hurricanes Rita (2005) and Ike (2008) resulted in physical removal (scouring) of the marsh and 
increased salinities. Hurricane Ike damaged an 11‐mile section of the Cameron‐Creole levee, and 
repairs to the levee were completed in 2011. Water levels and salinity have been effectively managed 
such that vegetation, where it exists is in better condition than in the basin (Sharp 2014). The 
elevation remains a problem at the proposed location. The project area was also impacted in 2020 by 
Hurricanes Laura and Delta; impacts from these storms are still being assessed, but early reports 
indicate that the damage from Laura and Delta was less than the damage from previous hurricanes. 
 
A 1,485‐acre extended project area was examined for land loss between 1984 and 2019. That review 
showed some recovery after hydrologic management implementation and prior to the hurricanes 
mentioned above. Some outlying data in the analysis were removed from regression due to high and 
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low water levels in the area to determine a land loss rate from 1984 to 2019 as 0.25%, an average loss 
of 1.6 acres per year (NMFS 2020 project benefit analysis).  

Project Goals 
Sediment would be hydraulically dredged from Calcasieu Lake and placed to create 539 acres of saline 
marsh (478 acres marsh creation and 61 acres marsh nourishment) within an area of primarily open 
water and broken marsh (Figure 1). An additional 284‐acre area east of the marsh creation area could 
be impacted by project expansion or as an alternative (Figure 2). Containment dikes would be 
constructed to retain the materials, and would be degraded and gapped after the material dewaters. 
Approximately 19,450 linear feet of containment dikes would be constructed around the marsh 
creation area using in situ material excavated no more than 10 feet deep. The marsh creation area 
would be filled with a lake sediment slurry with a target pump elevation at +1.5 ft North American 
Vertical Datum (NAVD) 88. The created marsh would be placed so after 20 years the elevation is +0.99 
ft NAVD88 and is flooded between 20 and 80 percent of the year. Retaining dikes would hold 
sediment while it dewaters and would be constructed to +2.5 ft NAVD88 elevation and a 5 ft crown 
width to contain the slurry. The dikes would be constructed using material within 25 feet from the 
dike. 

A temporary sediment pipeline would be placed from the Calcasieu Lake borrow area to the marsh 
creation area to convey sediments. The borrow area would be dredged to an elevation no greater 
than ‐16 ft NAVD88. Material would be hydraulically pumped from the borrow area along the route 
(Figure 3). The estimated total material to be excavated from the borrow area is 2.12 million cubic 
yards. 

The marsh creation area, potential expansion area, borrow area, pipeline conveyance corridor, and 
equipment access routes are shown in the figures below.  

Figure 1. Marsh Creation Area is mainly located on Cameron Prairie Wildlife Refuge 
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Figure 2. Project components, including potential expansion area (in orange) 

 
 

 

Figure 3. Marsh Creation Area, Borrow Area, Sediment Pipeline Corridor, and Equipment Access 
Routes
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IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS 

As described in Section 2.2.2.11.4 and 2.2.11.5 of the RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis, wetland restoration 
projects included in this analysis are designed to restore and maintain ecological function and are 
planned and designed with those principles in mind. Potential avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigating measures are described in Table 1. 

 
Table 1. Summary of Potential Impacts from Implementation of the CS-78 and Avoidance, 
Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, Minimization 
and Mitigation Measures 

Geology and 
Soils 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and material placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct, short‐term, localized, minor, 
adverse impacts to geology and soils 
during the implementation phase of the 
project. 
 
Increased water turbidity and temporary 
decreases in water quality may result from 
sediment removal and material placement 
that may in turn impact living resources in 
the area. Behavior of species that use 
wetlands impacted by this restoration 
activity may be temporarily modified. 
 
Sediment removal and material placement 
would result in long‐term beneficial 
impacts by restoring and creating wetland 
and/or shallow‐water habitats that 
provide areas for feeding and shelter for 
fish, as well as nutrient cycling and carbon 
sequestration and storage capacity. 

Borrow Area: 
Mitigation for potential impacts 
would focus on implementation of 
Best Management Practices (BMPs). 
 
Multiple borrow area options have 
been reviewed and surveyed to find 
the most suitable borrow area with 
the least impact. 
 

The proposed borrow area and 
pipeline channel were routed to 
avoid access dredging and placed at 
a distance from shoreline so as to 
not cause erosion of the lake bank. 
The sediment pipeline crossing of 
the lake rim levee will be done to 
minimize impacts to the levee. 
 
Marsh Creation Area: 
Retention dikes around disturbed 
areas would stabilize soil and reduce 
resuspension of recently deposited 
sediment. The area was selected to 
maximize marsh creation with the 
available sediments for the greatest 
benefit to the area. The elevation 
selected for the placed sediment 
has been calculated by nearby 
reference marsh and estimates of 
subsidence and sea level rise. 
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, Minimization 
and Mitigation Measures 

Air Quality Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Potential impacts to air quality could 
include direct, short‐term, minor adverse 
impacts to air quality during construction 
or other on‐the‐ ground activities. These 
impacts include exhaust emissions from 
off‐road construction equipment, boats, 
construction worker employee 
commuting vehicles, and fugitive dust 
emissions from earthmoving activities. 
These impacts are not expected to 
extend beyond the project site. 

Borrow Area: 
Best management practices would 
minimize exhaust fumes and fugitive 
dust from construction activities. 

Marsh Creation Area: 
Primary production through 
increased marsh productivity would 
benefit air quality in the long‐term. 

Water Quality Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal, and material placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct and indirect, short‐term, localized, 
minor adverse impacts on water during 
the implementation phase of the project 
associated with: (1) increased turbidity 
and decreased dissolved oxygen in the 
water column at the dredge site (dredge 
plume) and at the construction location; 
(2) exhumation of buried trash and 
debris; (3) discharges from the dredge 
vessel and (4) displacement of resources 
through increased activity in area. 
 
Sediment removal, materials placement, 
and planting activities would result in 
long‐term beneficial impacts by re‐
creating wetland and/or shallow‐water 
habitats that provide nutrient cycling, 
carbon sequestration, and storage 
capacity. 

Borrow Area: 
Best management practices 
and containment dikes would 
prevent or minimize turbidity. 

Compliance with the Clean Water 
Act and other regulations would 
protect water resources. 
 
Marsh Creation Area: Post‐
construction dike gapping would 
allow natural surface water flow 
when regulation of flows is no longer 
needed for soil retention. 
Revegetation by naturally occurring 
species would help stabilize placed 
sediments and more quickly reduce 
turbidity.  
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, Minimization 
and Mitigation Measures 

Living 
Coastal and 
Marine 
Resources 
and EFH 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and material placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct and indirect, short‐term, localized, 
minor and moderate, adverse impacts to 
living coastal and marine resources and 
EFH, during the implementation phase of 
the project. The project would not have a 
substantial adverse effect on EFH or 
federally managed fishery species. 
Impacts to EFH in the borrow area 
and marsh creation area would be 
temporary. 
 
The use of heavy machinery to conduct 
restoration work for marsh restoration 
activities, and potential impacts are 
related to compaction of the soils, leaking 
petroleum products, and increased 
turbidity at the restoration site.  
 
Slow‐moving or sessile organisms in the 
borrow areas may be killed during 
dredging. Sessile organisms in the 
placement areas may be buried or 
injured. These infaunal species are 
anticipated to quickly recolonize once 
dredging ceases. 
 
Material placement would increase 
wetland access, acreage, and quality 
providing long‐term benefits to fish and 
wildlife resources. 

Marsh Creation and Borrow Areas: 
Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on effective vegetation 
management and protecting sensitive 
species such as brown shrimp, white 
shrimp, and red drum. 
 
Best management practices would 
reduce scour, erosion, turbidity, and 
sedimentation. 
 
Compliance with the Clean Water 
Act, Section 404 and Section 301, 
would protect wetlands from 
unnecessary disturbance. 
 
Undredged areas adjacent to the 
borrow area would provide source 
organisms for recolonization. 
 
The proposed borrow area and 
conveyance/pipeline channel are 
routed to minimize impacts to 
public oyster grounds and oyster 
seed grounds. 
 
Standard Manatee Conditions for In‐
Water Activities and measures for 
Reducing Entrapment Risk to 
Protected Species would be 
implemented. 
 
Marsh Creation Area: Containment 
dikes would be gapped after 
construction to provide tidal 
connection. 
 
Tidal features would be added in 
the marsh and containment dikes 
degraded to retain marsh habitat 
for estuarine species hasten 
benefits; native plants are expected 
to revegetate quickly.  
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, Minimization 
and Mitigation Measures 

Threatened & 
Endangered 
Species 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and material placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct and indirect, short‐term, localized, 
minor adverse impacts on threatened 
and endangered species during the 
implementation phase of the project. 
 
The use of heavy machinery to conduct 
restoration work for marsh restoration 
activities, have potential impacts related to 
compaction of the soils, leaking petroleum 
products, and increased turbidity at the 
restoration site.  
 

Marsh creation would result in 
beneficial, direct, long‐term, minor 
impacts to any threatened and 
endangered species should they occur 
in the same area, and increase the 
longevity of wetland habitat that may 
be used by such species. 

Borrow Area: 
Best management practices would 
reduce turbidity, scour, erosion, and 
sedimentation. Project‐specific 
evaluations and Section 7 
coordination with USFWS and NMFS is 
being conducted and would focus on 
protecting wildlife and sensitive 
resources. 
 
Marsh Creation Area: 
Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with USFWS and NMFS 
would focus on protecting wildlife and 
sensitive resources. Bird abatement 
would be implemented, if necessary. 

Cultural and 
Historic 
Resources 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and material placement are 
similar, and would cause indirect, long‐
term, localized, minor adverse impacts 
on cultural and historic resources during 
the implementation phase of the 
project. 
 
No cultural deposits or features are 
believed to be in the project area. 

 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation 
Area: 
No cultural deposits or features are 
believed to be in the project area. 
 
Appropriate Section 106 
Consultation with the Louisiana 
State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) was completed for the 
marsh creation area. Additional 
consultations for the borrow area 
are ongoing. 
 
If artifacts of potential cultural or 
historical significance are unearthed, 
construction or excavation activities 
would be immediately halted and 
SHPO and the appropriate tribes 
would be consulted. 
 
No resources are likely to be 
affected by these actions, because 
the marsh creation area has not 
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been at elevations suitable for 
habitation. 
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, Minimization 
and Mitigation Measures 

Land Use & 
Recreation 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and material placement are 
similar, and would cause indirect, long‐
term, permanent, localized, minor 
adverse impacts on land use and 
recreation during project 
implementation. 
 
Long‐term, direct, beneficial impacts to 
recreation would result as the restored 
habitat would extend the benefits the 
Cameron‐Creole Watershed and the 
Cameron Prairie National Wildlife Refuge 
has for wildlife. 
 
Areas of potential hazard would be 
avoided, and increasing the elevation in 
the area could help protect area oil and 
gas pipelines from future exposure. 
 
Project would be constructed primarily on 
public land (national wildlife refuge, state 
waterbottoms, and school board property) 
and a small area of private land. Impacts 
to the current land use would be 
temporary, except for the long‐term 
conversion of open water to marsh in the 
marsh creation area. 

Borrow Area and Marsh Creation 
Area: 
Coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on maintaining the 
quality of public recreation in the 
area. 
 
Staging areas used for 
construction materials or debris 
would be returned to pre‐
construction conditions following 
project completion. 
 
The borrow area was sited to avoid 
oil and gas pipelines and other 
infrastructure, which has already 
been identified by magnetometer 
surveys; coordination with the 
pipeline owners regarding 
placement of fill material and 
containment dikes and equipment 
crossing areas is  ongoing. The 
temporary sediment pipeline would 
cross over what is believed to be an 
abandoned oil and gas pipeline 
using best practices to avoid any 
potential impacts. 

Socioeconomics Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and material placement are 
similar, and would cause indirect, short‐
term, minor, beneficial impacts on 
socioeconomics during the 
implementation phase of the project 
because of increased tourism 
opportunities that could result from an 
improved resource. 

Borrow Area, Marsh Creation Area, 
and temporary sediment pipeline: 
Coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would ensure that public concerns 
are addressed. Temporary sediment 
pipeline will be marked and laid 
along the bottom to minimize 
impacts to marine traffic. 

 
 

COORDINATION 
The project has been designed in coordination with the public, private landowner, state and federal agencies 
mentioned elsewhere in this RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis. A summary of comments from a solicitation of views and 
relevant agency comments are also provided. 
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COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS 
All relevant federal, state, and local laws and regulations were considered during development of the 
proposed restoration project, as well as several regulatory requirements that are typically evaluated 
during the permitting process. Relevant correspondence is provided and the status in Table 2. The 
project manager would ensure that there is coordination among these programs where possible and 
that project implementation and monitoring comply with all applicable laws and regulations. 

 

TABLE 2. STATUS OF LAW AND REGULATION COMPLIANCE 
Law or Regulation Status 
Archeological & Historic Preservation Act 
of 1974 

In compliance, no known historic properties will be 
affected, SHPO stamped letter dated 1/14/2016 

Clean Air Act of 1970 Pending, SOV letter sent 9/28/2020 
Clean Water Act Pending, Permit application to USACE for Section 

404 is being prepared concurrent with the 
completion of this RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis 

Coastal Zone Management Act of Louisiana 
Executive Order 11998 and 13690, Floodplain 
Management 

Pending, being prepared concurrent with the 
permit application for Section 404 

Endangered Species Act of 1973 Coordination conducted with U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 12/29/2015 and NMFS 12/4/2015. 
Additional compliance pending. 

Executive Order 11990, Protection of 
Wetlands 

In compliance, assessed with this RC PEIS Inclusion 
Analysis 

Executive Order 12114, Environmental 
Effects Abroad of Major Federal Actions 

In compliance 

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to 
Address Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations & Low‐Income Populations 

In compliance, assessed with this RC PEIS Inclusion 
Analysis 

Fish & Wildlife Coordination Act Integrated with Clean Water Act permit process 

Magnuson‐Stevens Fishery Conservation & 
Management Act 

In compliance, Appendix A of this PEIS Inclusion 
details the EFH consultation with the NMFS Habitat 
Conservation Division that was completed 
10/22/2020 (Appendix B). 

Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 Project is being coordinated with USFWS and 
NMFS and will implement measures to minimize 
impacts on marine mammals. 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 Coordination under MBTA is generally incorporated 
into Section 404 of the CWA, NEPA, or other 
federal permit, license or review requirements. 

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 In Process with this RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis draft 

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 Ongoing, SHPO stamped letter dated 1/14/2016, 
tribal letters sent out 9/24/20 
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CONCLUSIONS 
The natural processes of subsidence, habitat change, and erosion of wetlands have been exacerbated by 
widespread human alterations of sediment delivery and other processes, resulting in marked 
degradation of the Louisiana coastal area. Without intervention to slow or reverse the loss of marshes, 
Louisiana’s healthy and highly productive coastal ecosystem would not be maintained. This RC PEIS 
Inclusion Analysis provides information on the expected impacts from the implementation of the CS‐78 
project and the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to be taken. ` 

 
The increase of fisheries habitat is anticipated to have long‐term beneficial impacts on the local 
economy and culture as it relates to recreational and commercial fishing. In addition, the project would 
result in increased protection of adjacent marsh in the area to be restored. The National Marine 
Fisheries Service will review, evaluate, and consider the evidence in this RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis to 
determine whether it supports a finding that the proposed action would have no significant impact on 
the quality of the human environment 

PREPARERS 
This RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis was prepared by Joy Merino, Jennifer Smith, and Donna Rogers of 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 
 
PERSONS/AGENCIES CONSULTED 
A solicitation of comments on the proposed project was conducted by mailing letters to the following 
listed entities prior to this analysis. Comments received are summarized below and considered in 
analysis and project design. Full letters of reply are available in the project files maintained by the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

• 8th Coast Guard District Commander 
• Cameron Parish Police Jury 
• Cameron Parish School Board 
• Cameron Parish Sheriff 
• Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana 
• Department of Health and Hospitals Chief Sanitarian and Division of Environmental Health 
• Department of the Army Technical Support 
• Department of Wildlife & Fisheries Louisiana Natural Heritage Program 
• Department of Agriculture and Forestry ‐ Office of Soil & Water Conservation and Office of 

Forestry 
• Department of Culture Recreation & Tourism/Division of Archaeology and Office of State 

Parks 
• Department of Economic Development Office of Business Development 
• Division of Administration State Land Office and State Planning Office 
• Environmental Protection Agency Source Water Protection and Federal Activities 
• Federal Transit Administration Region 6 
• Floodplain Management Program District 64 
• Gulf Coast Soil and Water Conservation District of Louisiana 
• Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development  
• Inter‐Tribal Council of Louisiana, Inc. (Social Service) 
• Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal 
• Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality, Linda Hardy, Office of the Secretary 
• Louisiana House of Representatives District 47 Bob Hensgens 
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• Louisiana Senate District 25 Dan Blade Morrish 
• Louisiana Department of Natural Resources Office of Conservation, Office of Mineral 

Resources 
• Louisiana Forestry Association 
• Louisiana Good Roads Association 
• Louisiana Governor’s Office of Indian Affairs 
• Louisiana State University Sea Grant Legal Advisory Service 
• Natural Resources Conservation Service 
• U.S. Geological Survey 
• U.S. House of Representatives; District 3 ‐ Charles Boustany, Jr.  
• U.S. National Park Service 
• U.S. Senate ‐ David Vitter and Bill Cassidy 

 
Specific entities consulted in review of the environmental impacts of CS‐78, and a summary of the 
comments of Appendix B letters follows. 

• Amity Bass, National Heritage Program Coordinator, LDWF 
• Karen Clement, USACE Solicitation of Views Manager 
• Bradley Spicer, Acting Commissioner Agriculture and Forestry 
• James Welsh, Louisiana Commissioner of Conservation 
• Scott Wandell, Projects and Restoration Branch US Army Corps of Engineers 
• Deborah Fuller, US Fish and Wildlife Service 
• Pam Breaux, Louisiana State Historic Preservation Officer 
• Louisiana Agriculture and Forestry had no comment 10‐30‐2015. 
• Louisiana Department of Conservation replied that numerous oil and gas wells and an 

injection well at the proposed location, and unregistered wells are possible 11‐16‐2015. 
• Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries warned that nesting colonies are indicated 

within a mile of the proposed location and provide instruction on conducting a field visit 
(LDHP Appendix B) 11‐20‐2015. 

• US Army Corps of Engineers provided contacts for the required section 404 permitting 12‐7‐
2015. 
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Appendix A - CS-78 Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment 
 
The 1996 amendments to the Magnuson‐Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(Magnuson‐Stevens Act; P.L. 104‐297) set forth a new mandate for NOAA's NMFS, regional fishery 
management councils (FMC), and other federal agencies to identify and protect important marine and 
anadromous fish habitat. The Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) provisions of the Magnuson‐Stevens Act 
support one of the nation's overall marine resource management goals of maintaining sustainable 
fisheries. Essential to achieving this goal is the maintenance of suitable marine fishery habitat quality 
and quantity. Detailed information on Federally managed fisheries and their EFH is provided in the 1999 
generic amendment of the Fishery Management Plans (FMPs) for the Gulf of Mexico prepared by the 
Gulf of Mexico FMC (GMFMC). The generic FMP subsequently was updated and revised in 2005 and 
became effective in January 2006 (70 FR 76216). NMFS administers EFH regulations.  
Estuarine emergent wetlands, estuarine water column, and mud substrates and the very small amount 
of submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) within the marsh creation area and estuarine water column, 
mud, sand, and shell substrates in the borrow area have been identified as EFH for various life stages of 
brown shrimp, white shrimp, red drum, gray snapper, and lane snapper. Coastal wetlands also provide 
nursery and foraging habitat that supports economically important marine fishery species such as 
spotted seatrout, sand seatrout, southern flounder, Atlantic croaker, spot, gulf menhaden, striped 
mullet, white mullet , killifish, kingfish, pompano, anchovies, and blue crab. Some of these species serve 
as prey for other fish species managed under the Magnuson‐Stevens Act by the GMFMC (e.g., 
mackerels, snappers, and groupers) and highly migratory species managed by NMFS (e.g., billfishes and 
sharks). A more detailed description of EFH within the project area is provided in Table 1. 
Table 1. EFH Requirements for Managed Species that Occur in the Project Area. 

Species Life Stage Essential Fish Habitat Occurrence in Project Area 

Brown 
shrimp Early juveniles Emergent marsh, oyster reefs, sand 

shell, SAV, soft bottom 

MCA area‐emergent marsh and soft bottom; 
very little SAV 
BA‐soft bottom and sand shell; minimal 
oyster reef areas 

White 
shrimp Early juveniles Emergent marsh, soft bottom MCA area‐emergent marsh and soft bottom 

BA‐soft bottom 

Red drum 

Larvae SAV, soft bottom MCA area‐soft bottom; very little SAV 
BA‐soft bottom 

Post‐larvae Emergent marsh, sand shell, soft 
bottom 

MCA area‐emergent marsh and soft bottom 
BA‐soft bottom and sand shell 

Early juveniles Emergent marsh, soft bottom MCA area‐emergent marsh and soft bottom 
BA‐soft bottom 

Late juveniles SAV MCA area‐very little SAV 

Adults Sand shell, emergent marsh, SAV, 
soft bottom 

MCA area‐emergent marsh and soft bottom; 
very little SAV 
BA‐soft bottom and sand shell 

Gray 
(mangrove) 
snapper 

Adults Soft bottom, emergent marsh, sand 
shell 

MCA area‐emergent marsh and soft bottom 
BA‐soft bottom and sand shell 

Lane 
snapper  

Early and late 
juveniles 

SAV, mangrove, sand shell, soft 
bottom 

MCA area‐soft bottom; very little SAV 
BA‐soft bottom and sand shell 
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The proposed marsh creation area is primarily open water with some emergent marsh; only one small 
patch of SAV (widgeongrass) has been observed on one site visit. Under the No Action Alternative, 
estuarine emergent marsh is the primary type of EFH in the marsh creation area that would be impacted 
by continued wetland loss and deterioration and open‐water EFH that is already plentiful in the area 
would likely increase with area subsidence and sea level rise. The continued loss of estuarine emergent 
wetlands would result in negative impacts to early juvenile brown and white shrimp and some life stages 
of red drum. The No‐Action Alternative would not have an adverse effect on EFH or federally managed 
fishery species in the proposed project area. 
 
With project, threats by manmade and naturally occurring habitat changes, such as sea level rise, would 
remain. The conversion of shallow vegetated habitat to open‐water EFH would be postponed due to the 
marsh creation. More years of emergent vegetated EFH would result in the long‐term, after short‐term, 
unavoidable, local, adverse impacts from dredging containment dike borrow areas, and sediment 
placement. The project would not have an adverse effect on EFH. Open water EFH that is already plentiful 
in the area would be replaced with marsh EFH at the marsh creation area. Open water mud, sand, and 
soft bottom EFH habitat at the borrow area would be converted to deeper open water EFH. Federally 
managed species such as brown shrimp, white shrimp and red drum have higher standing crops in marsh 
as compared to unvegetated open water, as marsh habitats support nursery and foraging functions. The 
restoration of more productive categories of EFH at the expense of less productive categories is expected 
to benefit those federally managed fishery species.  
 
By publication of this PEIS inclusion document, NOAA requests EFH consultation with the NMFS Habitat 
Conservation Division.  NOAA’s initial determination is the project would not have a substantial adverse 
effect on EFH or federally managed fishery species. 
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Appendix B - Agency Compliance Coordination 

USFWS 
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LDWF 
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SHPO Concurrence 
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LDNR
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NMFS EFH  
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Oyster Lake Marsh Creation 
and Nourishment (CS-79)
Phase 2 Request

CWPPRA Technical Committee Meeting

December 3, 2020

Special Thanks:

CPRA

Project Background

• Selected by CWPPRA Technical 

Committee as PPL25 Candidate 

• Approved for Phase I funding by 

CWPPRA Task Force January 

2016

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 2

• 30% Design Meeting held June 2020

• 95% Design Meeting held October 2020
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Project Location

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 3

• Cameron Parish, LA
• West of Cameron, LA

Sabine 
Lake

Project 
Area

Project Background

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 4

1998 2018

• Land loss rate of -0.52% per year based on 1984 to 2019 USGS data
• Marsh loss attributed to:

• Subsidence
• Salt water intrusion
• Flooding of marshes from sea level rise
• Hurricanes
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U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 5

Oyster Bayou Project 
(CS-59)

413 ac MC/MN

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 6

Sediment Pipeline Corridor
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Landrights and Oyster Leases

• Landowners:

• Westlands Corp 

• Ardoin Limited Partnership

• Pipelines:

• We are continuing to coordinate with pipeline 
companies in the project area

• Oyster Leases:  No active leases

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 7

Why Here? 
Why Now? 

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 8

• Synergy with CS-59

• Restore the last available area of open water south of 
Oyster Lake

• This band of marsh is the first line of defense for this 
portion of the Basin
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David J. Phillip/AP Photo

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 9

KPCL TV Travis Spradling, The Advocate

Travis Spradling, The Advocate

Hurricane Laura – Hackberry, LA  – Hurricane Delta

U.S. Department of Commerce | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration | NOAA Fisheries | Page 10

• 413 acres MC/MN
• 250 net acres
• $38.5 M FFC
• $33.7 M Phase II, 

Increment 1 request 

Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project



 

November 16, 2020 
Mr. Mark Wingate 
Deputy District Engineer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  
New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-BC/CWPPRA Program  
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 
 
 RE:  Phase II Funds Request for Three NMFS-sponsored CWPPRA Projects   
 
Dear Mr. Wingate,  
 
NOAA Fisheries and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority  
(CPRA) hereby request approval for the Phase II authorization of No Name Bayou Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment (CS-78), East Leeville Marsh Creation (BA-194), and Oyster Lake 
Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-79).  Phase I activities were authorized respectively on 
Project Priority List 24 on January 22, 2015 for CS-78 and on Project Priority List 25 on January 
22, 2016 for BA-194 and CS-79, by the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and 
Restoration Task Force under the authority of the Coastal Wetlands, Planning, Protection, and 
Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  This request is submitted in accordance with the CWPPRA Project 
Standard Operating Procedures Manual (SOP). 
 
Enclosed please find the information required for Phase II construction requests and approval 
pursuant to Appendix A of the CWPPRA SOP.  Should additional information be required for these 
project, I can be reached at (240) 535-2334 or via email at cecelia.linder@noaa.gov.  Thank you for 
your consideration of this request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Cecelia Linder 
NOAA CWPPRA Program Manager 
 
Enclosures 



ABC 
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Cc: Members of the CWPPRA Technical Committee 
 Members of the CWPPRA P&E Committee 
 Dawn Davis, Project Manager for Oyster Lake, NOAA 
            Donna Rogers, Project Manager for No Name Bayou, NOAA 
 Patrick Williams, Project Manager for East Leeville, NOAA 
 Kent Bollfrass, CPRA 
 
 
 
     



 
 

Oyster Lake Marsh Creation & Nourishment Project (CS-79) 
Information for Phase 2 Funding Request 

December 3, 2020 
 

 
I. Description of Project as Approved for Phase 1 

The CS-79 Project was approved for Phase 1 funding on Priority Project List 25 of the 
Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).  The Project is 
located in the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin, Cameron Parish adjacent to and west of the 
community of Cameron.   
 
The candidate project authorized for Phase 1 would rebuild the structural framework of 
the wetlands south of Oyster Lake and adjacent to the Oyster Bayou Restoration Project 
(CS-59) with the goal to create 661 acres of saline marsh (Figure 1).  The plan consisted of 
one confined marsh creation area (MCA) from a borrow site approximately one and a half 
miles offshore in the Gulf of Mexico.  Containment dikes were to be gapped no later than 
three years after construction to establish tidal functionality.  
 

 

Figure 1.  Project features and boundary approved for Phase 1 on PPL25.   
 
The Environmental Work Group determined the project would result in net increase of 
438 acres of saline marsh and 258 Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHU) over the 20-year 
project life.   



 
 

Below is a summary of the Phase 1 versus Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost estimates: 
 

Phase 1 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate   
E&D $2,584,985  
Land Rights $102,059 
Federal S&A $510,293  
State S&A $408,234  
Corps Admin $3,368  
Monitoring $0  
Total Phase 1 Cost $3,608,939 
  
Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate   
Federal S&A $535,136 
State S&A $428,109  
Corps Admin $35,949  
S&I $561,987 
Contingency $6,281,398  
Construction $25,125,591  
Total Phase 2 Cost $32,968,170 
  
Long Term O&MR $1,495,937 
Total Fully Funded Cost Estimate $38,073,046 

 
II. Overview of Phase I Tasks, Process and Issues 

Phase 1 activities included refinement of project goals and objectives, design data 
acquisition, and analysis (i.e., bathymetric, topographic, magnetometer and cultural 
resources surveys, geotechnical investigations), preliminary land ownership assessment, 
cultural resources assessment including consultations with the State Historic Preservation 
Office, preliminary oyster assessment, a Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste (HTRW) 
assessment, development and evaluation of project alternatives at the Preliminary (30%) 
Design level and completion of the Final Design (95%) of the preferred alternative.    Other 
tasks included completing updated costs and benefits reviewed by the Engineering and 
Environmental Work Groups, a draft NEPA compliance document (Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement Inclusion Analysis), a draft Section 404 Clean Water Act 
permit application, NRCS overgrazing determination, and Section 303e review.  
 
Description of the Phase 2 Candidate Project 
The proposed project features include: 1) creation of 256 acres of saline marsh, 2) 
nourishment of 157 acres of emergent saline marsh, and 3) earthen containment dikes.  
The revised project features consist of four marsh creation areas (MCAs 1-3, 6) that will 
have temporary containment dikes constructed to contain the fill, and one MCA (4) will 
be unconfined (Figure 2).  The marsh creation/nourishment will be accomplished using 



 
 

approximately 1.4 million cubic yards (CY) of material hydraulically dredged from a 
borrow source in the Gulf of Mexico.  To satisfy the goals (configuration, design and 
benefit performance) of the project, the MCAs will be constructed with a fill elevation of 
+1.5 ft. NAVD88 12A.  The target marsh fill elevation is projected to result in marsh 
elevations that would remain within the functional saline marsh inundation range for the 
20-year project life.  
 

 
Figure 2.  CS-79 Phase 2 project features consisting of MCAs 1-4 and 6.  

 
Earthen containment will be constructed to an elevation of +4.0 ft. NAVD 88 12A, and all 
MCA containment dikes except for MCA 2 will have 3H:1V slopes.  A portion of MCA 2 
that passes over a relic canal will have 4H:1V slopes for its earthen containment dike.  The 
crown width for all earthen dikes are five feet.   

 
The project includes the use of instrumented settlement plates and real time geotechnical 
monitoring during construction to help adaptively manage construction and product 
quality to achieve the authorized acres and functionality to the fullest extent practicable.  
Other project components include dike gapping prior to demobilization for dewatering 
and further gapping no later than year three to ensure tidal exchange and fisheries 
support functions.  A summary of current project costs and benefits is provided below: 
 



 
 

Phase 1 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate   
E&D $2,584,985  
Land Rights $102,059  
Federal S&A $510,293  
State S&A $408,234  
Corps Admin $3,368  
Monitoring $0  
Total Phase 1 Cost $3,608,939  
  
Phase 2 Fully Funded Cost 
Estimate   
Federal S&A $515,523 
Land Rights $206,209 
State S&A $773,284 
Corps Admin $41,814  
S&I $1,026,447  
Contingency $3,981,118  
Construction $26,540,786  
Total Phase 2 Cost $33,085,181  
  
Long Term O&MR $1,823,612 
Total Fully Funded Cost Estimate $38,517,732  

 
 

The Environmental Work Group determined the revised project would result in net 
increase of 250 acres of saline marsh and 151 AAHUs over the 20-year project life. 
 
The current design was revised from Phase 0 because of the existence of pipelines, 
landowner withdrawal from the project, and concern over providing sufficient drainage 
for the area.  The current design reflects the following modifications from the Phase 0 
Design: 

 
1. Phase 1 MCA was delineated to remove the Towerland Company property from 

the project footprint (reduction of 146 acres). 
2. Phase 1 MCA was delineated to remove the constructed Oyster Bayou MC 

footprint (reduction of 75 acres). 
3. Phase 1 MCA was delineated to remove 32 acres of marsh creation north of the 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline (reduction of 32 acres). 
4. Phase 1 MCA was delineated into four different marsh creation areas to maintain 

hydrologic connectivity within the project area (net reduction of 4 acres). 
5. Phase I earthen containment dike layout for MCA-1 and MCA-3 was delineated 

to allow the use of an external borrow source. (reduction of 22 acres) 
6. MCA-4 added to the scope (net gain of 30 acres). 



 
 

 
III. Checklist of Phase 2 Requirements 

A. List of project goals and strategies.  
This project would create 413 acres of saline marsh using material dredged 

from the Gulf of Mexico.  Four marsh creation areas (MCAs 1-3, 6) will have 
temporary containment dikes constructed to contain the fill, and one MCA (4) will 
be unconfined (Figure 1).  Borrow for earthen containment will be excavated from 
the exterior or interior depending on which reach of the MCA.  Containment dikes 
will be degraded or gapped no later than three years after construction to allow 
tidal function and access for estuarine organisms.   

 
 Design Goals 

● Determine Constructed Marsh Fill Elevation based on maximizing the marsh 
elevation to provide habitat and other project goals and objectives over the 
project life such as maximizing the duration the marsh platform is within the 20% 
to 80% inundation range. 

 

 Construction Goals 

● To create/restore marshes south of Oyster Lake and to work synergistically with 
the CS-59 project to the maximum extent practicable. 

● To create and nourish approximately 383 acres of emergent saline marsh at the 
end of construction by hydraulically dredging material from a borrow area in 
Gulf of Mexico and placing the material within containment dikes. 

● To create and nourish approximately 30 acres of emergent saline marsh in 
unconfined MCA-4 at the end of construction by hydrologically dredging material 
from a borrow area in the Gulf of Mexico. 
 

Ecological Goal 

The ecological goal will be used to determine if the project is on a trajectory to 
meet the goal throughout the project life.  Upon completion of the data collection effort 
between years 15 and 20, all data collected will be analyzed to determine how successful 
the project was at creating and maintaining itself with respect to the amount of acres 
classified as land, the percent vegetative cover, the species composition, and the marsh 
elevation as it relates to the tidal regime.  The specific ecological goal is as follows: 



 
 

To create/restore by the last monitoring effort between years 15 and 20, at least 
250 acres classified as land with the land areas having at least 70% vegetative cover, the 
species composition a blend of smooth cordgrass (Spartina alterniflora) and saltmeadow 
cordgrass (Spartina patens), and saltgrass (Distichlis spicata), and the average land 
elevation is such that the percent flooding is between 20% and 80% using the nearest 
continuous water level gauge. 

 

B. A statement that the cost sharing agreement between the lead agency and the 
local sponsor has been executed for Phase I.  

A grant was executed between CPRA and NMFS for Phase I activities on 
December 27, 2016.  A new grant will be executed between CPRA and NMFS for 
Phase 2 activities once Phase 2 funds are approved. 

 
C. Notification from the State or COE that land rights will be finalized in a short period 

of time after Phase 2 approval.  
The CPRA Land Rights Section sees no hindrance to obtaining land rights 

for the project. To date, all responses from landowners have been positive and in 
support of the project. CPRA Land Rights Section will initiate the construction 
servitude agreement process with landowners following Phase 2 approval. The 
team anticipates that the remainder of the land rights will be finalized in a timely 
manner once Phase 2 approval and funding are obtained. 

D. A favorable Preliminary Design Review (30% Design Level).  
The Preliminary Design Review meeting was held on June 23, 2020.  

Attendees included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and 
other interested parties. In an email response dated August 6, 2020, comments 
from agencies were addressed.  All comments and questions were listed in the 95% 
Design Report.  At a project team meeting on August 6, 2020, CPRA and NMFS 
recommended to proceed to 95% design. 

E. A favorable Final Design Review (95% Design Level) must be successfully 
completed prior to seeking Phase 2 approval from the Technical Committee.  

The Final Design Review meeting was held on October 21, 2020. Attendees 
included representatives from state and federal CWPPRA agencies and other 
interested parties. All attendee comments and questions were addressed. The 
draft cost estimate and WVA were distributed to the Work Groups for review and 
all comments were resolved and benefits and costs were finalized.  Draft project 
plans and specifications were included in the 95% documents.  CPRA provided a 
letter dated November 5, 2020, concurring with our recommendation to proceed 
with a construction authorization request.    

 



 
 

F. A draft of a document fulfilling environmental compliance of the project, as 
required under the National Environmental Policy Act, must be submitted two 
weeks before the Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is 
requested.  

The NMFS prepared a draft Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Statement (PEIS) Inclusion Analysis and provided it to the CWPPRA community on 
November 19, 2020 for a 30-day review.    
 

G. Application for and/or issuance of the public notices for permits at least two 
weeks before the Technical Committee meeting at which Phase 2 approval is 
requested.  

CPRA has prepared a draft Joint Section 404 Permit Application through 
coordination with NMFS.  If the project is funded for Phase 2, a preapplication 
meeting will be conducted followed with any necessary revisions and submission 
of the application. 

 
H. A hazardous, toxic and radiological waste (HTRW) assessment (if required).  

A HTRW Phase 1 environmental site assessment was completed for an 
approximate 660-ac area encompassing fill site alternative, flotation access, and 
dredge pipe corridors.  The work was contracted to Tetra Tech, Inc. and the on-site 
date is September 6, 2018 and report date is November 12, 2018.  The report is 
titled, “Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment, Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-79) Calcasieu 
Basin, Cameron Parish.”  NMFS reviewed the findings and concurred with the 
conclusions.   

  
I. Section 303(e) approval from the COE.  

The NMFS submitted a 303(e) approval request with the required 
documentation to the USACE in a letter dated November 12, 2020, per the 
requirements of the CWPPRA SOP.  
 

J. Overgrazing determination from the NRCS (if necessary).  
The Overgrazing determination was received on September 14, 2020. The 

USDA indicated that overgrazing was not currently a problem in this project area; 
however, once the project is complete, there might be a possibility of grazing 
animals accessing the site, and if they do, NMFS will work with local NRCS office to 
develop a grazing plan. 
 



 
 

K. Revised fully funded cost estimate, reviewed and approved by the EngWG prior 
to fully funding by the EcoWG, based on the revised project design and the 
specific Phase 2 funding request as outlined in below spreadsheet.  

The NMFS submitted the draft revised cost estimate to the Engineering 
Work Group on July 28, 2020. All comments from the Work Group were resolved 
and after also resolving programmatic adjustments by the State in their Phase 2 
administrative costs and indirect charges, a final cost estimate was submitted on 
October 20, 2020.  The project has a revised fully funded cost estimate of 
$38,517,732 reviewed and approved by the Economic Workgroup. The Request for 
Phase 2 Approval spreadsheet has been completed. See Attachment. 

  
L. A Wetland Value Assessment reviewed and approved by the EnvWG.  

The NMFS submitted a draft revised WVA to the Environmental Work 
Group on October 7, 2020. A revised final was emailed to the Environmental Work 
Group on October 27, 2020 with comments addressed.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Attachment: 

 

          REQUEST FOR PHASE II APPROVAL

PROJECT: Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment

PPL: 25 Project No. CS-79
Agency: NMFS

Phase I Approval Date: Jan-2016
Phase II Approval Date: 1/2021 (proposed) Const Start: 11/2021 (estimated)

Original Current Original Original Current Recommended Recommended
Approved Approved Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline Baseline
Baseline Baseline Phase I Phase II Phase I Phase II Phase II Incr 1

(100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level) (100% Level)
(Col 1 + Col 2) (Col 3 + Col 4) 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/

Engr & Des 2,584,985.00          2,584,985.00          2,584,985 2,584,985
Lands 102,059                  308,268                  102,059 -                       102,059 206,209               206,209              
Fed S&A 1,045,429               1,025,816               510,293 535,136 510,293 $515,523 515,523              
LDNR S&A 836,343                  1,181,519               408,234 428,109 408,234 $773,284 773,284              
COE Proj Mgmt -                          -                          

Phase I 3,368                      3,368                      3,368 3,368
Ph II Const Phase 1,749.54                 2,633                      1,750 2,633                   2,633                  
Ph II Long Term 34,199                    39,181                    34,199 39,181                 4,316                  

S&I 561,987                  1,026,447               561,987 1,026,447            1,026,447           
Contg 6,281,398               3,981,118               6,281,398 3,981,118            3,981,118           
Const 25,125,591             26,540,786             25,125,591 26,540,786          26,540,786         
Monitoring -                          -                          

Phase I -                          -                          -                       
Ph II Const Phase -                          -                          -                       -                       
Ph II Long Term 1,121,235               1,058,029               1,121,235 1,058,029            258,447              

O&M - State 234,272                  582,416                  234,272 582,416               329,274              
O&M - Fed 140,430                  183,167                  140,430 183,167               40,173                
Total 38,073,046             38,517,732             3,608,939 34,464,107          3,608,939            34,908,793          33,678,210         

Total Project 38,073,046          38,517,732          37,287,149         
Current Estimate Compared to Original 101%

Prepared By: Cecelia Linder Date Prepared: 12-Nov-20
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III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS 
 
Authority 
The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) is federal legislation 
enacted in 1990 to plan, design, and construct coastal wetlands restoration projects. The 
legislation (Public Law 101‐ 646, Title III CWPPRA) was approved by the U.S. Congress and signed 
into law by former President George H. W. Bush. 
 
The Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishing Project (herein referred to as CS‐79) was selected 
as part of the CWPPRA 25th Priority Project List and funded for Engineering and Design with the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s National Marine Fisheries Services 
(NOAA/NMFS) serving as the lead federal sponsor and the Louisiana Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA) serving as the local sponsor. CPRA is providing engineering and 
drafting services for the project and development of the project bidding documents. Several 
consulting services were utilized for consulting, including: collection of Gulf of Mexico borrow 
area bathymetry, geophysical and magnetometer survey data;  a cultural resources investigation; 
topographic elevation and staff gauge surveys; geotechnical exploration of the marsh creation 
area; and analysis of project features cost, methods, and feasibility. 
 
NOAA implements many kinds of wetland restoration such as fringing marsh and 
sediment/materials placement. These restoration activities create the desired elevation and 
hydrology for wetland vegetation and fish habitat. Potential impacts from restoration activities 
vary from very low impacts from planting to more acute impacts caused by the use of heavy 
equipment on site, followed by lasting benefits. Consequently, these techniques are grouped 
together into Section 4.5.2.11.2 and 4.5.2.11.3 of NOAA’s Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Status (PEIS) for the analysis of impacts. 
 
2017 Coastal Master Plan 
The 2017 Coastal Master Plan for Louisiana (aka Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master Plan for a 
Sustainable Coast) identifies projects designed to build and maintain land, reduce flood risk to 
citizens and communities, and provide habitats to support ecosystems. The master plan consists 
of eight different project types, including creation of marsh to restore wetland habitat. Master 
Plan Project Number 004.MC.04 includes the creation of 5,200 acres of marsh at Mud Lake and 
south of West Cove to restore wetland habitat and degraded marsh. CS‐79 is located within the 
footprint of this project and is considered to be consistent with the plan. 
 
Project Setting 
Human‐induced and natural processes have contributed to land loss in the project area. The low 
marshes in the project area are frequently inundated with several feet of gulf water during 
hurricanes and tropical storms. Contributing factors to the areas decline have been saltwater 
intrusion, hydrologic modification throughout the Calcasieu basin (including Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway and Calcasieu Ship Channels), oil and gas extraction and infrastructure, storm‐driven 
erosion, subsidence and sea‐level rise. Marsh elevation in the project area averages 0.61 feet, 
and water elevations average 0.55 feet (Hydraulic analysis, WIG 2015). Relative sea level rise for 
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the project area is 0.73 feet in 20 years based on a subsidence rate of 0.014 feet per year 
(Hydraulic analysis, WIG 2015). Several water control structures were constructed by the parish 
(i.e. county) to help freshen the area which improve hydrologic conditions, but could not prevent 
high saline water marsh losses from storm surges like that of Hurricanes Rita (2005), Ike (2008), 
and Laura (2020). 
 
The borrow area, pipeline conveyance corridor and equipment access routes are located 
primarily offshore. The offshore borrow area is 139 surface‐acres at the 21 feet water depth. 
Location of the pipeline corridor is proposed after consideration for existing bathymetry, oil and 
gas pipeline infrastructure, marine traffic and environmentally sensitive areas.  
 
Project Goals 
The goal of the CS‐79 is to work in conjunction with the existing Oyster Bayou Restoration Project 
(CS‐59) to help restore degrading marsh in the area. The Oyster Lake Marsh Creation project goal 
is to create 413 acres of saline marsh in currently shallow open water and maximize the amount 
of time the created marsh platform is intertidal throughout the 20‐year design life of the project. 
The specific locations to be filled went through several alterations during design before arriving at 
the currently proposed configuration shown in the 95% Plans. Modifications were made to maximize 
hydrologic connectivity between existing and future features within the project area. 
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Figure 1:  General Location and Vicinity of Project 
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Figure 2:   Borrow area and pipeline corridor
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Figure 3:  2004 Pre- Hurricane Ike & Rita Satellite Imagery 

 

 
Figure 4:  2008 Post- Hurricane Ike & Rita Satellite Imagery
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Figure 5:  2018 Oyster Lake proposed marsh creation cells adjacent to the ~920 acre CS-59 project 
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Marsh Creation  
Approximately 2.2 million cubic yards of dredging material is available from a borrow site located 
approximately five miles offshore in the Gulf of Mexico (Figure 2). Between 1.4 and 1.8 million 
cubic yards of the dredge material would be placed into five marsh creation cells north of 
Highway 82 and the Gulf of Mexico shoreline and south of Oyster Lake, to restore and nourish 
413 acres of saline marsh (Figure 2). Marsh creation areas (MCA) 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6 are included in 
the initial project design.  MCA 5 is an additive alternate that could be included should cost 
savings result in the ability to construct this 120‐acre cell (Table 1).  The combination of marsh 
creation and nourishment in conjunction with CS‐59 would reduce tidal exchange and scour in 
the existing marsh (Figure 5). 
 
Retention dikes would be constructed by bucket dredging area sediments to allow fill sediments 
to dewater. The dikes would be gapped and/or degraded to support estuarine fisheries access 
and to achieve a functional marsh within 3 years of construction. The project would result in 
approximately 231 net acres of saline marsh over the 20‐year project life.  See Figure 2 above for 
MCA layout and proposed dike locations. 
 
 

Fill Area CMFE (ft. 
NAVD88) 

Area 
(ac) 

Cut to 
Fill 

Fill Volume  
 (yd3) 

Cut  
Volume 

(yd3) 
MCA 1 1.5 64 1.2:1 140,500 168,600 
MCA 2 1.5 87 1.2:1 363,200 435,800 
MCA 3 1.5 72 1.2:1 257,000 308,400 
MCA 4 1.5 30 1.7:1 89,700 152,500 
MCA 6 1.5 160 1.2:1 255,900 307,100 

Base Bid   413   1,076,900 1,372,400 

MCA5 (Add. Alt.) 1.5 120 1.2:1 375,600 450,800 
Total w/ Add. Alt.   533   1,452,500 1,823,200 

Table 1: Summary MCA, confined marsh fill elevations (CMFE), acreages, and volumes 
 
Containment Dike 
The borrow site was designed to avoid and minimize impacts to offshore infrastructure and 
sensitive aquatic habitats. The sediment would be transported into the project area from the 
borrow site under Highway 82 via a permanently installed culvert. The permanent culvert offers 
access under the Highway for projects as a permanent pipeline right of way allowing restoration 
of this critical transportation corridor. The addition of tidal creeks and ponds will mimic the 
preexisting topography of the area. Variation in the existing water bottom would allow such 
water areas to form during dredge settlement. 
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IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Additional NEPA analysis will be completed if the proposed project has adverse effects that are 
beyond the scope of those analyzed here, including adverse effects that are significant. This 
additional analysis would occur should monitoring reveal that a corrective maintenance event is 
needed.  As described in Section 2.2.2.11 of the RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis, wetland restoration 
projects included in this analysis are designed to restore and maintain ecological function and 
are planned and designed with those principles in mind. Potential avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigating measures are described in Table 1 
 
TABLE 1. Summary of Potential Impacts from Implementation of the Oyster Lake Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment Project (CS-79) with Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation 
(avoidance) Measures 

Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, 
Minimization and Mitigation 

Measures 
Geology  and 
Soils  

Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and materials placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct, short‐term, localized, minor, 
adverse impacts to geology and soils 
during the implementation phase of the 
project. 
 
Temporary increased water turbidity 
and temporary decreases in water 
quality may result from sediment 
removal, and materials placement, 
which may impact living resources in the 
localized area. Behavior of species that 
use wetlands impacted by this 
restoration activity may be temporarily 
modified. 
 
Sediment materials placement activities 
would result in long‐term beneficial 
impacts by restoring and creating 
wetland and/or shallow‐water habitats 
that provide areas for feeding and 
shelter for fish, as well as nutrient 
cycling, carbon sequestration and 
carbon storage. 

Mitigation for potential impacts 
would at the borrow area focus 
on implementation of Best 
Management Practices (BMPs). 
BMPs could include staked hay 
bales, turbidity curtains, and silt 
fencing if deemed necessary by 
the Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ) 
permit.  This permit satisfies the 
National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) 
requirements. 

 
Vegetative plantings and 
retention dikes around disturbed 
areas at the marsh creation area 
would stabilize soil and reduce 
resuspension of recently 
deposited sediment. 



S9 
CS79 PEIS Supplement 

Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, 
Minimization and Mitigation 

Measures 
Air Quality Borrow Area and Marsh Creation Area: 

Potential impacts to air quality could 
include direct and indirect, short‐term, 
minor adverse impacts to air quality 
during construction and other on‐the‐ 
ground activities. These impacts include 
exhaust from off‐road construction 
equipment, on‐road hauling, 
construction worker commuting 
vehicles, and fugitive dust emissions 
from paved roads and earthmoving 
activities. Indirect adverse impacts may 
occur beyond the project site. 

Marsh Creation Borrow Area: 
Best management practices 
would minimize exhaust fumes 
and fugitive dust. 
Marsh Creation Area: 
Primary production through 
increased marsh productivity 
would benefit air quality in the 
long‐term. 

Water Quality Borrow Area/Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and materials placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct and indirect, short‐term, 
localized, minor adverse impacts on 
water during the implementation phase 
of the project associated with (1) 
increased turbidity and decreased 
dissolved oxygen in the water column at 
the dredge site (dredge plume) and at 
the construction location; (2) 
exhumation of buried debris; (3) 
discharges from the dredge vessel; and 
(4) displacement of resources through 
increased activity in area. 
 
Long‐term beneficial impacts would 
result from increasing wetland habitats 
that provide fish feeding and shelter 
areas, nutrient cycling, and carbon 
sequestration. 

Marsh Creation Borrow Area: 
Best management practices and 
containment dikes would prevent 
or minimize turbidity.  BMPs 
could include staked hay bales, 
turbidity curtains, and silt fencing 
if deemed necessary by the DEQ 
permit.  This permit satisfies the 
NPDES requirements. 
 
Compliance with the Clean Water 
Act and other regulations would 
protect water resources. 
 
Marsh Creation Area: Post‐
construction dike gapping would 
allow natural surface water flow 
when dikes are no longer needed 
for soil retention. 

Living Coastal 
and Marine 
Resources and 
Essential Fish 
Habitat (EFH) 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and materials placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
direct and indirect, short‐term, 
localized, minor and moderate, adverse 

Marsh Creation/ Borrow Area: 
Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on effective 
vegetation management and 
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, 
Minimization and Mitigation 

Measures 
impacts to living coastal and marine 
resources and EFH, during the 
implementation phase of the project. 
 
Heavy construction and access 
machinery has potential to compact 
soils, leak petroleum products, and 
increase turbidity at the restoration site. 
 
Slow‐moving or sessile organisms in the 
borrow areas may be killed during 
dredging. Sessile organisms in the 
placement areas may be buried or 
injured. These infaunal species are 
anticipated to quickly recolonize once 
dredging ceases. 
 
Material placement would increase 
wetland access, acreage, longevity, and 
quality providing long‐term benefits to 
fish and wildlife resources. 

protecting sensitive species such 
as brown shrimp, white shrimp, 
and red drum. 
 
Best management practices 
would reduce scour, erosion, 
turbidity, and sedimentation 
 
Compliance with the Clean Water 
Act, Section 404 and Section 301, 
would protect wetlands from 
unnecessary disturbance. 
 
Undredged areas adjacent to the 
borrow area would provide 
source organisms for 
recolonization. 
 
Marsh Creation Area: 
Containment dikes would be 
gapped after construction to 
provide tidal connection. 
 
Daily bird abatement would be 
available. 

Threatened 
and 
Endangered 
Species 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction and dredging would result 
in localized, adverse, direct, short‐term, 
minor impacts by construction 
disturbance.  Species in the project area 
that may be affected include swimming 
and nesting sea turtles, red knot, piping 
plover, and manatee.  These species 
may avoid the construction site but 
should return once conditions stabilize. 
 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation 
Area: 
Project‐specific evaluations and 
coordination with USFWS focused 
on protecting wildlife and 
sensitive resources is ongoing and 
will continue.  Consultation with 
USFWS has been completed.  
Consultation with NOAA 
Protected Resources Division has 
been initiated for swimming sea 
turtles that may be affected due 
to borrow activities. 
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, 
Minimization and Mitigation 

Measures 
Nesting colonial waterbirds 
would be avoided by following 
USFWS and LDWF guidelines. 
 
Bird abatement would be 
implemented, if necessary.  
USFWS has concurred with our 
submitted plan. 

Cultural and 
Historic 
Resources 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction impacts from sediment 
removal and materials placement 
activities are similar, and would cause 
indirect, long‐term, localized, minor 
adverse impacts on cultural and historic 
resources during the implementation 
phase of the project. 
 
Minor adverse impacts to cultural and 
historic resources may occur during 
wetland restoration, when historic 
structures are present within a project 
site. 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation 
Area: 
The Louisiana State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) 
concurs that no properties listed 
or eligible for listing in the 
National Register of Historic 
Places would be affected. 
 
If artifacts of potential cultural or 
historical significance are 
unearthed, construction or 
excavation activities would be 
immediately halted and SHPO 
would be further consulted.  

Land Use & 
Recreation 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation Area: 
Sediment removal and materials 
placement activities are similar, and 
would cause direct, short‐term, 
localized, minor adverse impacts on 
land use and recreation during 
construction due to the unavoidable 
increased activity. 
 
Long‐term, direct and indirect, 
beneficial impacts to recreation, beyond 
the project site, would result in 
improved fisheries nursery habitat. Oil 
and gas leases and infrastructure would 
similarly benefit, as pipelines would be 
better protected from problems 
associated with erosion. 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation 
Area: 
Coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would focus on maintaining the 
quality of public recreation in the 
area. 
 
Staging areas used for 
construction materials or debris 
would be returned to pre‐
construction, or better conditions 
following completion. 
 
Construction would avoid 
pipelines and other oil and gas 
equipment, which have already 
been identified by magnetometer 
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Resource Impacts to Resources Potential Avoidance, 
Minimization and Mitigation 

Measures 
surveys and ongoing coordination 
with the pipeline owners. 

Socioeconomic 
Resources 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation Area: 
Construction activities would have an 
indirect, short‐term, minor, beneficial 
impact on commercial sales of food and 
petroleum, and long‐term benefit of 
maintaining the area habitat for eco‐
tourism. 

Borrow Area/ Marsh Creation 
Area: 
Coordination with appropriate 
federal, state, and local agencies 
would ensure that public 
concerns are addressed. 

 
COORDINATION 
The project has been designed in coordination with the public, private land owner, state and 
federal agencies mentioned elsewhere in this EA. A summary of comments from a solicitation of 
views and relevant agency comments are also provided in the attached NOAA Restoration Center 
NEPA Inclusion Analysis document under items 7 and 8. 
 
COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND REGULATIONS 
All relevant federal, state, and local laws and regulations were considered during development 
of the proposed restoration project, as well as several regulatory requirements that are typically 
evaluated during the permitting process. Relevant correspondence is provided and the status in 
Table 2. The project manager would ensure that there is coordination among these programs 
where possible and that project implementation and monitoring comply with all applicable laws 
and regulations.  
 

TABLE 2. STATUS OF LAW AND REGULATION COMPLIANCE 
Law or Regulation Status 

Archeological & Historic Preservation Act of 
1974 

Concurrence obtained on 09/11/2020 

Clean Air Act of 1970 In compliance 
Clean Water Act Pending, permit application to USACE for 

section 404 will be initiated if a decision to fund 
the construction of the project is made 

Coastal Zone Management Act of Louisiana 
Executive Order 11998, Floodplain 
Management 

Pending, would be prepared concurrent with 
the permit application for Section 404 

Endangered Species Act of 1973 Initiated with NMFS 9/11/2020 and USFWS 
concurrence obtained 09/17/2020  

Executive Order 11990, Protection of 
Wetlands 

In compliance 
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Law or Regulation Status 

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to 
Address Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations & Low‐Income Populations 

In compliance, assessed with this RC PEIS 
Inclusion Analysis 

Fish & Wildlife Coordination Act In compliance, assessed with this RC PEIS 
Inclusion Analysis 

Magnuson‐Stevens Fishery Conservation & 
Management Act 

Coordination with NMFS Habitat Conservation 
Division for EFH ongoing. Appendix A of this PEIS 
Inclusion requests initiation of EFH consultation 
with the NMFS Habitat Conservation Division. 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918  Coordination under MBTA is generally 
incorporated into Section 404 of the CWA, NEPA, 
or other federal permit, license or review 
requirements. 

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 In process with this RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis 
draft 

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 Concurrence obtained on 09/11/2020 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
The natural processes of subsidence, habitat change, and erosion of wetlands have been 
exacerbated by widespread human alterations of sediment delivery and other processes, 
resulting in marked degradation of the Louisiana coastal area. Without intervention to slow or 
reverse the loss of marshes, Louisiana’s healthy and highly productive coastal ecosystem would 
not be maintained. This RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis provides information on the expected impacts 
from the implementation of the Oyster Lake Marsh Creation and Nourishment project and the 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to be taken. As proposed the project will 
create and nourish 413 acres of marsh. The RC concludes that impacts from this project are within 
the range and scope of the environmental consequences analyzed in the RC PEIS and do not have 
significant adverse impacts on the environment.  The analysis will be reviewed by NOAA HCD in 
a request for concurrence with the determination that the project will not have substantial 
adverse effects on EFH or federally managed fishery species (Appendix A).  
 
PREPARERS 
This RC PEIS Inclusion Analysis was prepared by Joy Merino, Dawn Davis, Brandon Howard, and 
Cecelia Linder of National Marine Fisheries Service. 
 
 
PERSONS/AGENCIES CONSULTED 
The project was vetted publicly through the CWPPRA process, which includes opportunities for 
the public and CWPPRA agencies to comment on the proposed project. The project was discussed 
in public meetings for CWPPRA where project details were made available. Agency coordination 
responses are included in Appendix B.  
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Comments received are summarized below and considered in analysis and project design. Full 
letters of reply are available in the project files maintained by NOAA Fisheries. 

• Bryant Celestine for Mikko Skaalaba Herbert Johnson of Alabama‐Coushatta Tribe replied 
“no known impacts” are anticipated and requested notification without delay for any 
inadvertent discoveries, 8‐26‐20 

• Lindsey Bilyeu of Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma requested a copy of the cultural resources 
report. 8‐28‐20 

Prior to initiating the draft PEIS, a solicitation of views was sent to those listed below.  
 

• LA Department of Environmental Quality, southwest region 
• Ducks Unlimited Director of Conservation 
• Environmental Protection Agency Region 6 Water Division & Enforcement and 

Compliance Assurance Division 
• Seagrant Marine Agent for Cameron, Calcasieu 
• Office of Indian Affairs, Director 
• La House of Representatives (District 47 ) 
• State Senator (DISTRICT 25) 
• Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana, Restoration Director 
• Natural Heritage Program, Manager 

Department of Culture Recreation & Tourism/Division of Archaeology State Archaeologist 
and Director 

• Department of Culture Recreation & Tourism/Section 106 Review & Compliance 
• Department of Culture Recreation & Tourism:  Office of State Parks 
• Department of Economic Development: Office of Business  
• Division of Administration, State Land Office 
• Division of Administration, State Planning & Budget Office 
• Cameron Parish Floodplain Management Administrator 
• Coastal Zone Administrator (certified Floodplain manager) 
• Cameron Parish Policy Jury District 1 
• Cameron Parish Public Works, Road and Bridge, Superintendent 
• Louisiana Office of Conservation, Lafayette District office 
• U.S. Geological Survey, Southeast Regional Director 
• U.S. House of Representatives, Clay Higgins (District 3) 
• United States Senator John Kennedy 
• United States Senator Bill Cassidy 
• U.S. National Park Service, Southeast Regional Director 
• Alabama Coushatta Tribe of Texas 
• Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma 
• Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana 
• Jena Band of Chactaw Indians 
• Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians 
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• Tunica‐Biloxi Tribe of Louisiana 

Assessed land owners: 

• Mark David Goode, et al of A. Goode to Mark D. Goode, et al 
• Margaret Mary Roy Rucks, et al of Margaret Mary Roy Rucks, et al 
• OPWL LLC 
• 5K Holdings (LA) LLC 
• William W. Rucks, III of Westlands Corp 
• Marion Brooke Worth 
• Dorothy Brooke 
• Carolyn R. Bunch, et al 
• WHT LLC 
• Harold H. Stream, III of MKS Properties LLC 
• Kathryn Jean House 
• Kerry Arthur House 
• Linda Louise West 
• Janet J. Jeanes of Gerhart & Associates 
• Karlyn Little Meyers, et al 
• Margaret Rucks Laborde 
• Marion Lane West 
• Cliffe E. Laborde, III 
• George W. Stokes, et al 
• Craig Vincent of Russell Vincent Est 
• Ell Ray Henry of C F Henry Properties, LLC 
• Ardoin Limited Partnership 
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Appendix A ‐ Marine Resources and EFH 
This PEIS Inclusion Analysis Supplement Appendix is provided for EFH consultation with the NMFS 
Habitat Conservation Division.  
 
The proposed project area contains EFH as designated by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management 
Council (GMFMC) for species that are federally managed under the Magnuson‐Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act, P.L. 104‐297; 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq. (Magnuson‐Stevens Act). 
Categories of EFH in the project area include estuarine emergent wetlands (e.g., marsh), 
estuarine water column, estuarine water bottoms (e.g., soft bottom), SAV, and nearshore waters 
(GMFMC 2005). The table below lists the categories of EFH in the project area and borrow areas 
by life stage for federally managed species. The table also includes highly migratory species at 
the proposed project, and at the borrow areas which occur along the 19‐24 feet bathymetric 
contour.  
 
In the Calcasieu/ Sabine Basin, the estuarine‐dependent assemblage, including white and brown 
shrimp, has shown decreasing trends over the last 10 to 20 years (LCWCRTF and WCRA 1999). 
These species migrate through tidal passes during their post‐larval life stage and depend on the 
estuarine environment for survival and reproduction. Shrimp are prey species for other federally 
managed fish and crustaceans (GMFMC 1998). 
 
ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT (EFH) IN THE PROJECT AREA (INCLUDING BORROW AREA) FOR FISHERY SPECIES 
MANAGED BY THE GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL AND HIGHLY MIGRATORY SPECIES 
MANAGED BY THE NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE. 

Common Name Life Stage Essential Fish Habitat of the proposed 
project and borrow areas 

Brown shrimp early juvenile, adult estuarine marsh, estuarine and 
nearshore SAV and softbottom 

White shrimp early juvenile, adults estuarine marsh and soft bottom 
Red drum larvae estuarine SAV and soft bottom 

postlarvae estuarine marsh and SAV and estuarine 
and nearshore soft bottom 

early juvenile estuarine marsh 
late juvenile estuarine SAV 

adult estuarine marsh and SAV and estuarine 
and nearshore softbottom 

Gray snapper adult estuarine marsh, and estuarine and 
nearshore softbottom 

Lane snapper postlarvae nearshore and estuarine SAV 
juvenile  nearshore and estuarine SAV and 

softbottom 
Greater 

amberjack 
eggs, larvae, post‐larvae, early‐

juvenile, adult and spawning 
adults 

nearhsore waters >1 meter 
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Common Name Life Stage Essential Fish Habitat of the proposed 
project and borrow areas 

Cobia adult nearshore waters 1 to 70 meters 
Scalloped 

hammerhead 
shark, HMS 

neonate all nearshore waters 

Bull shark, HMS neonate and juvenile all estuarine and nearshore waters 
Atlantic 

sharpnose shark, 
HMS 

neonate, juvenile, and adult all nearshore waters 

Source: National Marine Fisheries Service, EFH consultation 
 
Impacts of No Action 
Estuarine marsh, estuarine and nearshore SAV, and softbottom of the project marsh area and 
139 surface acres of nearshore 21‐feet depth waters of the Gulf of Mexico are described in the 
associated PEIS Inclusions Analysis. The marsh area is expected to continue the current 
conversion of marsh to open‐water. The land loss rate is estimated at ‐0.52 %/year with 
subsidence  of the marsh at 4.3 mm/year. Open‐water EFH that is already plentiful in the area 
would increase.  The borrow area is not expected to change without the proposed action, but 
would be considered for similar wetland restoration actions that seek accessible viable material 
sources. 
 
A 2020 Wetland Value Assessment of the project 413‐acre area estimated that 14 acres of 
marsh will be converted to water within 20 years: 

Target Year 0:    Marsh 147 acres = 38%     Water = 236 acres 
Target Year 1:    Marsh 146 acres = 38%     Water = 237 acres 
Target Year 20:  Marsh 133 acres = 35%     Water = 250 acres 

 
Impacts of Preferred Action – Marsh Creation  
The goal of the CS‐79 is to work in conjunction with the existing Oyster Bayou Marsh Creation and 
Terracing Project (CS‐059) to help restore degrading marsh in the area. The Oyster Lake Marsh 
Creation project goal is to create 413 acres of saline marsh in currently shallow open water and 
maximize the amount of time the created marsh platform is intertidal throughout the project 20‐
year design life.  
 
Construction impacts from sediment removal and materials placement activities are similar, and 
would cause direct and indirect, short‐term, localized, minor and moderate, adverse impacts to 
living coastal and marine resources and EFH, during the implementation phase of the project. 
Heavy construction and access machinery has potential to compact soils, leak petroleum 
products, and increase turbidity at the restoration site. 
 
Slow‐moving or sessile organisms in the borrow areas may be killed during dredging. Sessile 
organisms in the placement areas may be buried or injured. These infaunal species are 
anticipated to quickly recolonize once dredging ceases. Material placement would increase 
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wetland access, acreage, longevity, and quality providing long‐term benefits to fish and wildlife 
resources. 
 
A 2020 Wetland Value Assessment of the project 413‐acre area, which included the projected 
relative sea level rise, estimated that while initial marsh would be decreased by 50 acres due to 
construction impacts the marsh acres would be increased within 3 years of the proposed action 
and have a net increase of 231 acres of marsh within 20 years: 

Target Year 1:    Marsh = 97 acres = 25%; Water = 1 acre   
Target Year 3:    Marsh = 216 acres = 56% Water = 3 acres  
Target Year 5:    Marsh = 378 acres = 99% Water = 5 acres  
Target Year 10:  Marsh = 373 acres = 97%  Water = 10 acres  
Target Year 20:  Marsh = 364 acres = 95%  Water = 19 acres  

Net acres (FWOP-FWP) at TY20 = 231 acres 
  
Determination  
NOAA has determined the project will not have a substantial adverse effect on EFH or federally 
managed fishery species and request concurrence on this determination from the NMFS SERO 
HCD. 
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Appendix B- Agency Compliance Coordination 

State Historic Preservation Office of Louisiana 
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US Fish and Wildlife Service 
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NOAA Restoration Center NEPAInclusion Analysis 
Award Number 

I. IDENTIFYING PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name Project State 

Project Proponent / Applicant Project Contact 

II. OTHER FEDERAL PARTNERS AND LEVEL OF NEPA ANALYSIS
Has another Federal agency Yes completed NEPA? No 

Is NOAA the lead federal agency Yes for this NEPAanalysis? No 

III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION / SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES FOR ANALYSIS
Please check one of the following conditions: 

I am analyzing impacts of project planning and design activities, in order to gather all required project information 

I have all information needed to complete the final analysis of impacts for the entire project 

Yes 
Has a NEPA review been conducted for prior project activities? 

No 

Date of NEPA completion for prior phase  

Describe the full scope of the project, including historic/ geographic/ ecological context, the type of restoration, and how it will be conducted. 

Describe the proposed action (i.e. the portion of the project that NOAA is funding/approving). 

Check the types of activities being conducted in this project: 

Technical Assistance 

Implementation and Effectiveness 
Monitoring 

Planning, Feasibility Studies, 
Design Engineering, and Permitting 

Environmental Education Classes, Programs, Centers, 
Partnerships and Materials; Training Programs Fish and Wildlife Monitoring 

Riverine and Coastal Habitat Restoration 

Beach and Dune Restoration 

Debris Removal 

Dam and Culvert Removal & Replacement 

Technical and Nature-like Fishways 

Invasive Species Control 

Prescribed Burns/Forest Management 

Species Enhancement 

Channel Restoration 

Bank Restoration and Erosion Reduction 

Coral Reef Restoration 

Shellfish Reef Restoration 

Artificial Reef Restoration 

Road Upgrading/Decommissioning; Trail Restoration 

Signage and Access Management 

SAV Restoration 

Marine Algae Restoration 

Water Conservation and Stream  Diversion 

Levee & Culvert Removal, Modification, Set-back 

Fringing Marsh and Shoreline Stabilization 

Sediment Removal 

Sediment/Materials Placement 

Wetland Planting 

Conservation Transactions 

Land Acquisition Water Transactions Restoration/Conservation Banking 

Feasibility Studies
 Permitting and Consultations

Engineering and DesignCheck the specific project 
planning activities being 
analyzed in this checklist--->



NEPA InclusionAnalysis 
IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS
Core Questions 

1. Are the activities to be carried out under this project fully described in Section 2.2 of the NOAA RC PEIS? Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 

2. Are the specific impacts that are likely to result from this project fully described in Section 4.5.2 of the NOAA RC PEIS? 

3. Does the level of adverse impact for the project exceed that described in Table 11 of the NOAA RC PEIS for any resource, including significant 
adverse impact? 

4. Describe the project impacts to resources (including beneficial impacts) and any mitigating measures being implemented.

5. Describe any potential cumulative impacts that may result from past, present or reasonably foreseeable future actions (beneficial or adverse).

6. Describe the public outreach and/or opportunities for public comment that have taken place to this point. Are any future opportunities for public input anticipated?

7. Have any public comments raised issues of scientific/environmental controversy? Please describe. 

8. Describe the most common positive and negative public comments on issues other than scientific controversy described above in Question 7.

V. NEPA DETERMINATION

The action is completely covered by the impact analysis within the NOAA RC Programmatic EIS (PEIS). The project and its
potential impacts may be limited through terms or conditions placed on the recipient of NOAA funds. It requires no further 
environmental review. An EIS Inclusion Document will be prepared. 

The action analyzed here has unknown impacts. At this time, funding will be limited to those portions of the action and impacts 
analyzed in the PEIS. These limitations will be described in terms or conditions placed on the recipient of NOAA funds. If all 
remaining activities and impacts are later determined to be described in the PEIS, this analysis will be documented in the 
program record and the applicant may then proceed with the project. If all remaining activities and impacts are later 
determined to not be described in the PEIS, further NEPA review will be required; see below. 

The action or its impacts are not covered by the analysis within the PEIS. It will require preparation of an individual EA, a 
supplemental EIS, adoption of another agency's EA or EIS, or will be covered by a Categorical Exclusion. 

Signature Date Signed 

joy.merino
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Letters of Support 





Phase II Project Funding: 

The Barataria Bay Rim Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (BA-194) project is 
located in Jefferson and Plaquemines Parishes The proposed project would create approximately 
251 acres and nourish approximately 266 acres of marsh using sediment dredged from Barataria 
Bay. 

Historically, the Barataria Basin has experienced some of the highest erosion rates in Louisiana. 
These loses increased in the wake of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005 and have been 
exacerbated by each subsequent tropical sto1m and hunicane event. This project will strengthen 
the fragile bay rim, providing some protection to the interior marshes and may provide indirect 
benefits to completed CWPPRA projects constructed in the n01them vicinity of this project 
footprint. The implementation of this project would also complement project efforts in the basin 
currently funded by other programs. 

The East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-195), located in Lafourche Parish, will create 
approximately 205 acres of marsh to the East of the Bayou Lafourche ridge, near the fishing 
community of Leeville. Since the project was first proposed as a candidate, it has received broad 
suppo1t from the Leeville community, as well as from landowners and other stakeholders, 
including Lafourche Parish Government, the South Lafourche Levee and Conservation District, 
the Greater Lafourche Port Commission and the Wisner Donation Land Trust. The Ducks 
Unlimited/ConocoPhillips project team is happy to join our many partners in supp01t of this 
project. 

Both of these Phase II candidate projects are consistent with the State's Coastal Master Plan. 

The cooperative effo1ts of the many agencies and individual parties involved in the protection 
and restoration of Louisiana's coastal wetlands are truly appreciated by community residents, 
coastal activists and stakeholders. In keeping with that spirit, I respectfully request your support 
for these projects. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie R. Suazo 
Coastal Restoration Coordinator 
Ducks Unlimited, Inc. 









 

 

 

October 26, 2020 

Mark Wingate 
Deputy District Engineer 
Department of the Army 
New Orleans District, Corps of Engineers 
Office of the Chief 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 
 
Re: Letter of Support for Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration, CWPPRA Phase II Funding 

Dear Mr. Wingate & CWPPRA Technical Committee, 

Restore the Mississippi River Delta Campaign (MRD) is a coalition of the National Audubon Society, 
the Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana, Environmental Defense Fund, the National Wildlife 
Federation, and the Pontchartrain Conservancy, representing thousands of Louisiana members and 
supporters. We work together to advocate for science-based restoration efforts in coastal Louisiana. 
MRD is dedicated to large-scale, ecosystem restoration in the Mississippi River Delta. As organizations 
with long-standing interest in coastal projects, we are writing to show our strong support for the priority 
project Bayou La Loutre Ridge Restoration (PO-0178) to receive Phase II funding. 
 
The Bayou La Loutre ridge is an important feature in this portion of southeastern Louisiana that 
historically controlled hydrology in large portions of the area, preventing salt water from penetrating 
into inland communities. The ridge was formed by a historic distributary of the Mississippi River and 
now runs through communities in lower St. Bernard Parish. Though largely subsided, the ridge’s surface 

expression continues as narrow bands of dredged material marking an earlier attempt to reopen the 
bayou, which still forms a diminishing hydrological barrier. However, connectivity of the ridge was 
destroyed with the construction of the MRGO canal which resulted in substantial alteration of the 
hydrology and severe saltwater intrusion in the area. The MRGO rock dam, completed in 2009, was 
placed near the historic position of the ridge to help restore some of the historical hydrology. Although 
construction of the rock dam has been extremely valuable in restoring regional hydrology, erosion of the 
old bayou ridge continues, increasing connectivity to backwater areas that are now subject to further 
internal erosion. Restoration of the ridge is a critical component to restoring the natural hydrology of the 
area to reduce the speed of marsh erosion and salinity intrusion in wetland areas decimated by the 
construction of the MRGO that provide important storm protection buffers for inland communities of St. 
Bernard, Orleans, and Plaquemines Parishes.  
 



Forested ridges are critical landscape components that control hydrology, and also serve as important 
wildlife habitat. More than 95% of Louisiana’s forested ridge habitat has been lost since European 

settlement, according the LDWF, making ridge restoration an important priority for the state. In 
addition, the State Natural Heritage Program list the Bayou La Loutre ridge as most critically imperiled. 
The outsized importance of the Bayou La Loutre ridge as a hydrological control feature and the 
vulnerability of ridge habitat for wildlife in this portion of the state calls for restoration prioritization. In 
addition, ridge restoration is a natural progression of the other restoration projects in the area such as the 
MRGO rock dam and Lake Borgne Marsh Creation Project (PO-180). The ridge restoration will work 
together with these regional projects and the Coastal Master Plan to help restore and protect critical 
coastal habitat and reinforce coastal storm protection features of southeast Louisiana. Given the 
importance of this ridge to the entire area, we strongly support the nomination of the Bayou La Loutre 
Ridge Restoration (PO-0178) to receive CWPPRA Phase II funding.  

Sincerely, 

Brian Moore                Kim Reyher, 
Vice President, Gulf of Mexico Policy  Executive Director 
National Audubon Society Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana 

Natalie Snider,                   John Lopez, Ph.D., 
Senior Director, Coastal Resilience Coast and Community Program Director 
Environmental Defense Fund    Pontchartrain Conservancy 

David Muth      Steve Cochran 
Director, Mississippi River Delta and Gulf Restoration            Campaign Director 
National Wildlife Federation Restore the MRD 

CC: 
Darryl Clark, Senior Field Biologist, FWS 
Bren Haase, Deputy Chief – Studies & Environmental Branch, CPRA 
Patrick Williams, Fishery Biologist, NOAA 



Karen McCormick, Chief, EPA 
Britt Paul, Assistant State Conservationist/Water Resources, NRCS 



P.O. Box 712   Thibodaux, LA  70302  

www.BayouIndustrialGroup.com 

October 29, 2020 

Sarah Bradley   
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
Transmitted via email: Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil

Re:  Phase 2 construction funding for the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-194) 

Dear Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

The Bayou Industrial Group (BIG) represents business and industry in Lafourche, Terrebonne, St. Mary, and 
Assumption Parishes, and coastal protection and restoration is a priority issue for our members and our 
community. We recognize that comprehensive, large-scale projects are critical to defend our Bayou Region 
communities from tidal surge, nourish our wetlands, and sustain this land that our businesses and families call 
home. As such, BIG supports CWPPRA awarding Phase 2 construction funding for the East Leeville Marsh 
Creation Project (BA-194).  

BA-194 is consistent with all of our advocacy goals and would be the first coastal restoration and protection 
project in the Leeville area. It could be the linchpin for future restoration projects that would protect the Bayou 
Region’s largest economies, namely recreational and commercial fisheries and oil and gas production. We 
believe that marsh restoration can dually serve as infrastructure for our fisheries industries and be a component 
of hurricane protection for critical wetlands infrastructure such as pipelines and flowlines for our oil and gas 
infrastructure. 

The project area is outside of the hurricane protection levees and, without BA-194, the encroaching 
southeasterly tides and waves threaten Leeville’s existence. Leeville can be a sleepy town of just a few citizens 

at night, but on a good weather day it swells by the hundreds as people enjoy the marine resources in the nearby 
marshes. The State of Louisiana, Lafourche Parish and Greater Lafourche Port Commission recently invested in 
a new modern public boat launch and fishing pier in Leeville, made possible by the state donating property for 
such an asset where the former Leeville draw bridge stood. Many oil and gas companies rely on the 
sustainability of this region as they launch from Leeville to access their inshore facilities and infrastructure. 

Bayou Industrial Group urges the Technical Committee to approve Phase 2 funding for the East Leeville Marsh 
Creation Project. We appreciate your consideration of our request. 

Sincerely, 

Lori LeBlanc, 
President 

mailto:Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil




Thank you for your consideration of the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project for Phase 2 funding. 

Very Truly Yours,

?i�e

General Manager 

; Magill, Keith. "Industry report highlights oil's value to Louisiana." Houma-Courier -Thibodaux Daily Comet USA 

Today Network (Lafourche Parish). Wednesday, October 14, 2020. Page lA. 



   United States Department of the Interior    
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Southwest Louisiana Refuge Complex 
1428 Hwy 27 

Bell City, Louisiana 70630 
337-598-2216 

Fax 337-598-2492 
 

November 10, 2020 
 

CWPPRA Technical Committee 
ATTN: Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118 
 
Re: No Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment (CS-78) 
 
Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members,  
 
Southwest Louisiana National Wildlife Refuge Complex (SWLA Complex) fully supports the proposed No 
Name Bayou Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (CS-78), sponsored by National Marine Fisheries 
Service and Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority.  As a Cameron-Creole Watershed Project (CCWP) 
partner, SWLA Complex supports the proposed project to restore and/or offset years of marsh degradation 
attributed to saltwater intrusion, subsidence, wind induced erosion, and devastating effects of recent hurricanes. 
The creation and nourishment of 539 acres of emergent marsh within CCWP supports marsh restoration goals, 
objectives and strategies identified within Sabine National Wildlife Refuge Comprehensive Conservation Plan 
(CCP). 
     
This project will also result in adjacent coastal marsh protection, which supports a large diversity of fish and 
wildlife populations in CCWP & SWLA Complex.   SWLA Complex believes the project will enhance coastal 
resilience and risk reduction, through the buffering of storm impacts to adjacent communities and infrastructure 
such CCWP levee and water control structures.   
 
Sabine NWR supports marsh creation and nourishment projects utilizing beneficial/dedicated dredge as a 
proven viable wetland restoration method.  Numerous beneficial dredge restoration projects have occurred on 
Sabine NWR with positive and lasting results.  They have also proven to be one of the most resilient restoration 
tools available.  Once again, SWLA Complex fully supports the proposed project and supports funding for its 
construction.   
 
If there are any questions, please feel free to contact me at 337-452-9181. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Glenn Harris 
Acting Project Leader, Southwest Louisiana NWR Complex 



Nicholls State University 

Office of the President 
P.O.  Box 2001 | Thibodaux, LA 70310 | 985.448.4003 | 985.448.4920 [F] 

November 11, 2020 

Via Electronic Mail Only (Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil) 
Sarah Bradley 
Senior Project and Program Manager 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Ms. Bradley: 

On behalf of the university community, I am writing in support of the East Leeville Marsh Creation 
Project BA-194. The Leeville region is physically distant from the sediment-rich Mississippi and 
Atchafalaya Rivers and has experienced one of the highest rates of land loss in Louisiana.  Nearly 
90% of students, staff, and faculty of our university live in such areas impacted by coastal land loss, 
and we all understand that a healthy marsh is crucial to our communities as well as the local, state, 
and national economy. Given the record hurricane season we are experiencing in 2020, a healthy 
marsh is also critical.  The East Leeville Marsh Creation Project will provide needed restoration and 
protection in an important area of our coastal estuary here in Lafourche Parish.  Therefore, we support 
funding from CWPPRA to implement the project as designed, and I urge you to join me in giving the 
project your highest regard.  

Sincerely, 

Dr. Jay Clune 
President 

c: Alice Kerl, Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil 
    Kaitlyn Carrier, Kaitlyn.M.Carriere@usace.army.mil 

A MEMBER OF THE UNIVERSITY OF LOUISIANA SYSTEM 

mailto:Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil
mailto:Alice.P.Kerl@usace.army.mil
mailto:Kaitlyn.M.Carriere@usace.army.mil
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Mr. Mark Wingate 
27 October 2020 

As the area opens to water, oil and gas infrastructure once contained within canals are more 
vulnerable to damage. Increasing costs to maintain and to operate the infrastructure at a time when 
the oil and gas market as a whole is equally under siege. The Leeville field is one of Louisiana's older 
fields, placing this area's economic viability at risk. 

Over 60% of Wisner's revenues are returned to the community. If the land goes, so too does Wisner's 
revenue and our beneficiaries' ability to help the community as they have since 1914. Wisner is 
grateful for the attention to the Leeville area and respectfully asks the Technical Committee to grant 
construction funding for the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project. 

. 

hua Cox 
air, City of New Orleans 

Edwin Murray 
Representative, Charity/LSU 

!•1;it?'� 
Representative, Wisner Group 

Sincerely and Appreciatively, 

L. Amanda Phillips
Administrator and Land Manager 

Patrick Norton 
Representative, Tulane University 

o Christopher Thornhill
Representative, The Salvation Army 







SEAPORT OPERATIONS
Port Fourchon Operations Center 
180 A.O. Rappelet Road  
Port Fourchon, LA 70357 
Phone: (985) 396-2750 
Fax: (985) 396-2596 

GLPC ADMINISTRATION OFFICE 
Port Fourchon / South Lafourche Airport 

16829 East Main Street 
Cut Off, LA 70345 

Phone: (985) 632-6701 
Fax: (985) 632-6703 

E-mail: glpc@portfourchon.com

www.portfourchon.com

AIRPORT OPERATIONS
South Lafourche Airport (GAO)

Airport Road
Galliano, LA 70354

FBO Phone: (985) 475-6701
Airport Manager: (985) 632-1118

November 13, 2020 

Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Mrs. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

The Greater Lafourche Port Commission (GLPC) supports CWPPRA awarding Phase 2 construction funding 
for the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-194).  As we know first-hand, Louisiana’s economic health is 
dependent on healthy, vibrant marshes and wetlands.  BA-194 would protect Leeville, its residents, and their 
businesses; critical infrastructure that supports 16% of the nation’s oil supply; a diverse array of marine life; and 
a centuries old way of life for our bayou residents. 

BA-194 will also provide protection to the South Lafourche hurricane protection system.  This year’s storms 
closed LA 1 outside of the levee protection system for about 10 days.  This vulnerable highway that provides 
access to Port Fourchon has a $500 million daily impact to the National GDP.  More marsh is needed to slow 
the storm waters and to mitigate their assault on our infrastructure.    

In addition to our commercial fishermen, shipyard owners, etc., many avid fishermen utilize this area.  Some of 
the best fishing can be found near Leeville because of the ecosystem/habitat that surrounds it.  As this 
disappears, so do the economic vitality and cultural heritage of the bayou region.   

BA-194 will go a long way in continuing the fight against land loss in the Leeville area.  It is imperative that we 
focus on resources in this area that is integral to the economic health of the bayou region, the State of Louisiana, 
and our great nation. 

Thank you for your funding consideration for this much needed project! 

Respectfully, 

Chett C. Chiasson, MPA 
Executive Director 





 

 
                 

w w w . l a fo u rc h e go v .o r g  

 
Archie Chaisson, III,  Parish President Office of Coastal Zone Management
  
 
 
November 16, 2020 
 
 
ATTN: Sarah Bradley  
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
RE:  Support of CWPPRA PPL 30 Project Candidates 
 Phase II Funding Request:  

East Leeville Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project (BA-0194) 
  
 
Dear Ms. Bradley:   
 
Lafourche Parish Government would like to respectfully submit our support for the East Leeville Marsh 
Creation and Nourishment (BA-0194) project that will be requesting Phase II funding at the CWPPRA 
Technical Committee meeting on December 3, 2020.  Please accept and consider these comments in support 
of the above-named project when making your decisions for recommendations to the Task Force. 
 
Phase II funding: 
 
Lafourche Parish is in full support of the East Leeville Marsh Creation project sponsored by the National 
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).  The area around Leeville has been a focus and priority of Lafourche Parish 
because it recognizes the significance of the adjacent marsh habitat and its ability to provide a buffer of 
protection around Leeville, a historical fishing village in southern Lafourche Parish.  This area historically has 
very high land loss rate, and the parish firmly believes that without the implementation of these large-scale 
projects in this area, such as the East Leeville Marsh Creation project, Leeville is at risk of not only losing this 
critical marsh habitat but also the loss of use for those that reside and have camps there and for those who 
use Leeville for its abundant natural resources.  
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We sincerely appreciate your consideration of this project for Phase II funding at the upcoming CWPPRA 
Tech Committee meeting. Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda M. Voisin, CFM 
Coastal Zone Management Administrator 
Lafourche Parish Government 

penickam
Amanda Signature



P.O. Box 2048-NSU · Thibodaux, Louisiana 70310 · (985) 448-4485 · Fax (985) 448-4486 

simone.maloz@nicholls.edu · www.restoreorretreat.org 

November 18, 2020 

Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue  
New Orleans, LA  70118 
Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil 

Dear Ms. Bradley, 

Restore or Retreat (ROR) would like to respectfully submit our support for East Leeville Marsh Creation and 
Nourishment Project (BA-194) Phase II funding through the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and 
Restoration Act (CWPPRA). This project falls within our organizational footprint and is an integral 
component to restoring and protecting both the Barataria and Terrebonne Basins, and the community of 
Leeville. 

CWPPRA has been an important funding source for coastal Louisiana, and ROR is keenly interested in 
maximizing and leveraging all dollars made available to restore and protect coastal Louisiana. In this case, 
constructing BA-194, the first restoration project in the Leeville area, would provide foundational building 
blocks for other critical projects in the future, maximizing the CWPPRA dollars spent to construct and nourish 
approximately 482 acres. Furthermore, restoring the natural tidal flow and drainage patterns by bolstering 
the framework of Southwestern Louisiana Canal and surrounding marshes east of Leeville will promote 
wetland habitat resulting in a more robust system of acreage. Construction of BA-194 will also provide critical 
protection for the Leeville community from southeasterly tides and larger natural events such as devastation 
seen from Hurricane Zeta. 

In summary, ROR believes BA-194 will restore the structural framework of the area marshes, provide an 
essential protective buffer to Leeville, and promote and protect important native vegetation and fisheries. 
We also believe constructing this project will provide a primary foundation to further restoration and 
protection objectives within the Barataria and Terrebonne Basins, the two most rapidly eroding estuaries 
along the entire coast. We appreciate your consideration of support for this important project. 

Sincerely, 

Simone Theriot Maloz 

Executive Director  

Restore or Retreat 

about:blank
about:blank
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BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

Ralph Libersat 

President, Vermilion 

David Minton 

Vice-President, Calcasieu 

Tina Horn 

Secretary, Cameron 

Kay Barnett 

Treasurer, Calcasieu 

Mike Dever 

Past President, Calcasieu 

Phillip Trosclair 

Cameron 

Jake McCain 

Cameron 

Earl Landry 

Vermilion 

Trevor Hair 

Vermilion 

Colonel Stephen F. Murphy 

District Engineer, New Orleans District  

c/o: Sarah Bradley  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  

7400 Leake Avenue New Orleans, Louisiana 7011 

Dear Colonel Murphy, 

Evaluation results for the PPL 30 candidate projects will be presented at the 

December 3, 2020 CWPPRA Technical Committee meeting. At this meeting, Phase 2 

funding will also be considered.  Three projects within the Chenier Plain Authority are 

requesting funding.  The Freshwater Bayou Marsh Creation Project (ME-31), No 

Name Bayou Marsh Creation (CS-78) and Oyster Lake Marsh Creation & 

Nourishment will be requesting Phase 2 funds for final E&D and construction 

The recent storms of 2020 devastated Southwest Louisiana and these projects are 

needed more than ever to restore and preserve the marshes of Southwest LA. 

On December 3, 2020 the Technical Committee will vote and recommend projects 

for Phase 2 funding.   The Chenier Plain Authority strongly encourages the approval 

of these projects for Phase 2 funding. 

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to your favorable approval 

of these much needed projects.   Should you need additional information please 

contact our offices.     

Sincerely, 

Ralph Libersat,  

President Chenier Plain Coastal Protection & Restoration Authority 

http://www.cpcrpa.org/




Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil

mailto:Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil


Gateway to the Gulf 

 

 

 

November 19, 2020 

Sarah C. Bradley 
Senior Project and Program Manager 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Re: Letter of Support – Phase II Funding – No Name Bayou Project 

To Members of CWPPRA Technical Committee and Task Force: 

On behalf of the Cameron Parish Police Jury, the Police Jury respectfully requests support for 
Phase 2 funding needed for final engineering and design and construction of  No Name 
Bayou Marsh Creation Project (CS-78) by the Coastal Wetland Planning, Protection and 
Restoration Act Task Force. Over the past fifteen years, the Cameron-Creole Watershed 
Management Area has faced many challenges caused from saltwater intrusion from the 
Calcasieu Ship Channel to past storm events to most recently Hurricanes Laura and Delta. 
These impacts have diminished the marshes of the watershed and are in desperate need of 
restoration efforts.  

This marsh creation project within the Calcasieu-Sabine Basin would create and nourish 539 
acres of saline marsh just south of the Calcasieu Lake. In closing, this project would not only 
restore but will protect the community of Cameron which is separated from the watershed by 
a Gravity District Number 3 protection levee.  

We strongly request your full consideration and look forward to your approval of this much 
needed project. 

Sincerely, 

Kara Bonsall, Coastal Zone Administrator 
CAMERON PARISH POLICE JURY    

MAGNUS MCGEE 
President 

SCOTT TRAHAN 
Vice President 

KATIE ARMENTOR 
Administrator 

Darrell Williams 
Asst. Administrator 

MARY CARROLL 
Secretary 

KAYLA JOHNSON 
Treasurer 

District 1 
Magnus McGee 

District 2 
CURTIS FOUNTAIN 

District 3 
Kirk Quinn 

District 4 
THOMAS MCDANIEL 

District 5 
Scott Trahan 

District 6 
Joe Dupont 

District 7 
MCKINLEY GUIDRY 

District 8 
Lawrence  faulk, jr. 

P.O. Box 1280 
Cameron, LA 70631 

(337) 775-5718 
(337) 775-5567 Fax

www.CAMERONPJ.ORG  
 

http://www.parishofcameron.net/






ST. CHARLES PARISH 
OFFICE OF THE PARISH PRESIDENT 

MArrrrr:w Jr:wELL 
PARISH PRESIDENT 

RECHELL CHAMPAGNE 
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 

ATTN: Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

November 19, 2020 

RE: LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-0133) 

Dear MS Bradley: 

I am writing today in support of the LaBranche Central Marsh Creation Project (PO-
0133) project. As part of St. Charles Parish's continued efforts to preserve and protect 
our natural environment, the creation of 762 acres of emergent wetland and the 
nourishment of another 140 acres of marsh in the LaBranche Wetland would stand as a 
major leap forward in that goal. The project would provide a protective wetland buffer to 
the Illinois Central Railroad and Interstate 10, the region's primary westward hurricane 
evacuation route, and complement hurricane protection measures in the area. Along with 
the LaBranche East Marsh Creation Project (PO-0075) the 2 projects would create nearly 
1500 acres of new emergent marsh here in St. Charles Parish and would serve to repair 
much of the damage our East Bank has suffered in subsidence over the last 100 years. 
Thank you for your consideration and for the work that has had to take place to get this 
project to where it is today. 

If I can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to call. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Jewell 
Parish President 

P.O. Box 302 • Hahnville, Louisiana 70057 • Phone: (985) 783-5000 • stcharlesparish-la.gov 



820 l West Judge Perez Drive 

(504) 278-4227
Chalmette, Louisiana, 70043 

Fax (504) 278-4330 
www.sbpg.net 

Guy Mcinnis 
Parish President 

November 20, 2020 

ATTN: Sarah Bradley 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 

7400 Leake Avenue 

New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

St. Bernard Parish Government supports the Mid Breton Land Bridge Marsh Creation and Terracing 

Project (BS-0032) for Phase II funding, because the project is important to protecting the community of 

Delacroix in the heart of St. Bernard Parish. 

As you know, the marshes surrounding Delacroix provide an important buffer to the damaging effects of 

hurricanes and tropical storms. Hurricane Katrina severely reduced the amount of healthy marsh in this 

area, and without this buffer, the storms of 2020 further ravaged the community. Tropical Storm 

Cristobal brought water over the Delacroix ring levee, which required emergency action. Without 

restoration, this area will continue to be exposed to the strong forces of the open bays of Breton Sound 

and the devastating effects of hurricanes. 

These wetlands are also extremely important to the livelihoods of Delacroix community members by 

providing habitat that supports the fishing and hunting trades. The notable historical importance of 

Delacroix in terms of fishing and trapping cannot be overstated. 

Thank you for your consideration of this important project. 

Si
�

#�

Guy Mcinnis 

St. Bernard Parish President 



Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

We, the undersigned businesses and residents of Leeville, support Phase 2 construction 
funding for the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-194). Large-scale marsh creation 
projects such at BA-194 are vital to Leeville's survival. We are 13 miles south of the hurricane 
protection levees.Leeville is the literal end of the road, sandwiched between the Terrebonne and 
the Barataria estuaries. 

Leeville was a farming and a fishing community when it was founded in the late 1800's. 
Survivors of the 1893 Cheniere Caminada hurricane moved 11 miles north, to Leeville, to 
rebuild their lives. In the 1950's oil and gas boosted our economy. Slowly the rice and cotton 
fields, and orange groves dissolved into the water and farmers had to relocate. Our community 
adapted, focusing on fishing and oil and gas. 

The land loss continued, with no restoration projects built in this area. LA 1, once 5 feet above 
sea level was elevated 22 feet above the water to ensure access to Port Fourchon and to Grand 
Isle. LA 1 outside the flood protection levees has been closed at least 7 times this year due to 

flooding. The elevated road bypassed Leeville, so we adapted. We built a $1.5 million boat 
launch and a $450,00 fishing pier and pavilion, a draw to tourists and locals alike, who can 
experience some of the best saltwater fishing Louisiana has to offer 24-hours a day. 

By 2013, 70% of our surrounding wetlands had disappeared. Hurricane Delta, this October, hit 

our close-knit community hard. The marsh which protects us, also feeds us. Commercial 
fishermen and seafood sheds depend on the marsh's bounty for their livelihoods. Recreational 
fishermen who keep our businesses afloat, come for the wide variety of fish and shellfish that 
live in the marsh. This marsh also protects the oil and gas infrastructure, serviced by companies 
launching from Leeville. If the marsh become water, we won't be able to adapt and to remain in 

Leeville. 

We, the businesses and residents of Leeville,urge the Technical Committee award Phase 
2construction funding to the first large-scale marsh creation project in our area, the East Leeville 
Marsh Creation Project (BA-194). 
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Sincerely, 

SignedlJrJ, � 

Print Name: lb?a y ri e m e. i U'vl C {) /4

Business Name: /YJ,e/ru,c.o.� R,-V Pa.1•f<.... 
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LEEVILLE FISHING VILLAGE AND CULTURAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

16937 Highway 3235 

Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

Cut Off, Louisiana 70345 

Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil 

The Leeville Fishing Village and Cultural Preservation Commission is writing in support of 
awarding Phase 2 construction funding for the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-194 ). 
This Commission was founded in 2013 to increase the economic development of Leeville and to 
preserve the cultural heritage of this unique south Lafourche fishing village. 

While Leeville was founded in the late 1800's, its population boomed in 1893 after the October 
1, 1893 Hurricane forced Cheniere Caminada's residents to flee their devastated homes. Rice 
fields and orange groves once grew where waves now chew up marsh.Two threats to Leeville's 
future success and to Leeville's survival are land loss due to wave fetch action and storm surge 
inundation. 

The East Leeville Marsh Creation Project will rebuild a portion of the much-needed protective 
marsh east of Leeville. In addition to the protection the residents and businesses in Leeville will 
gain, the marsh will provide nursery habitat for the marine life that sustains the economic and 
cultural economies of Leeville. Hundreds of people are drawn to the Leeville area; they launch 
from the State's $1 million public boat launch to enjoy fishing in the nearby waters and the 
public fishing pier and pavilion. The salt water fresh water line comes through this area, 
bestowing a diverse bounty that commercial fishermen and recreational fishermen alike reap. 

Leeville's historical and cultural center is dependent upon a healthy salt marsh and wetland 
habitat. This area had the highest land loss rate between 1974 and 1990. For Leeville, land loss 
is an existential crisis that the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project can begin to avert. A healthy 
marsh will prevent the waves from washing the very land beneath our feet out from under us, 
will maintain a cultural fishing heritage for both recreational and commercial fishermen, and will 
allow Leeville's economic growth. 

The Leeville Fishing Village and Cultural Preservation Commission respectfully requests that 
the T �chnical Committee award the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project Phase 2 construction 
funding: hank you for your efforts on behalf of Louisiana's coast. 

Don Griffin 
Chairman 

Cc: Alice Kerl alice.p.kerl@usace.army.mil 

Sincerely, 

Kaitlyn Carriere Kaitlyn.M.Carrien�@usace.army.mil 

"T-Kip" Plaisance 
Chairman 



GRIFFIN'S MARINA AND ICE, INC. 

P. 0. Box 806 ■ Golden Meadow, LA 70357 ■ dcgriffin@viscom.net

Sarah Bradley 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil 

I am writing to ask that you award Phase 2 construction funding for the East Leeville Marsh 
Creation Project (BA-194). I own Griffin's Marina and Ice in Leeville. Over the past 44 years, my 
brother and I have built the Exxon station my dad bought in 1976 into a convenience store, gas
station, restaurant, bait shop, marina, and ice plant to meet our customers changing needs. 

Our business's health, like Leeville's, is directly linked to the marsh's health. Leeville is under 
siege and without this project, Mother Nature will win. LA 1 already had to be elevated because 
of flooding and storm surges, bypassing Leeville and our business. This first restoration project 
in the Leeville area would help to reduce the storm surges that seem to worsen as the marsh 
erodes. 

Without the marsh's habitat, recreational and commercial fishermen would not stop here for bait,
ice, gas, or food. They'd go on to Grand Isle. The new $1.1 million boat launch where the foot of 
the old Leeville bridge was gives recreational fishermen 50 additional spots to launch from. The 
$667,000 fishing pier provides opportunities for fishermen who either don't have a boat or can't 
get in a boat anymore to safely enjoy Leeville's bounty without stopping on the side of the road. 

Not only does the marsh offer opportunities to feed Leeville's economy but it protects our town
from storm surge and flooding. Restoring marsh in this area will add back some of the much
needed protection. We hope that this can be the first of more restoration projects that restore 
some of what we have lost. This area had the highest land loss rate between 1974 and 1990. 

Please vote to give Phase 2 construction funding to the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project 
Phase 2.You will be restoring more than marsh if you do so. 

Thank you for your consideration of this project. 

Very Truly Your
�j

/Y-i--tf! 
Don Griffin 

Cc: Alice Kerl alice.p.kerl@usace.army.mil 
Kaitlyn Carriere Kaitlyn.M.Carriere@usace.army.mil 

------- --



NICHOLLS STATE UNIVERSITY  P.O. BOX 2663  THIBODAUX, LA 70310 
Phone: 985.447.0868  Fax: 985.447.0870  Toll Free: 1.800.259.0869  WWW.BTNEP.ORG 

Sarah Bradley   Sarah.C.Bradley@usace.army.mil 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
CEMVN-PM-R, RM 331 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70118 

Dear Ms. Bradley and Technical Committee Members, 

The Barataria-Terrebonne National Estuary Program (BTNEP) supports Phase 2 construction funding for 
the East Leeville Marsh Creation Project (BA-194). The Barataria-Terrebonne estuaries were designated of 
national significance in 1990 and are part of the National Estuary Program. Leeville is nestled in the center 
of the two estuaries for which BTNEP is charged with preserving and restoring for future generations.  

The East Leeville Marsh Creation Project would be the first large-scale marsh creation project within this 
area. The Barataria Basin is one of the US’s most productive estuaries. Louisiana ranks second in the US 
for commercial fish landings. In 2016 that translated into $426 million. Wave fetch action, storm surge, 
subsidence and erosion have resulted in critical habitat loss, portending diminished resources for 
commercial and recreational fishermen.  

The marsh in this area nourishes and protects Leeville. Between 1932-2015 the Barataria Basin lost 
approximately 277,000 acres. This project would rebuild a portion of protective marsh east of Leeville. 
Marsh that protects livelihoods, businesses, homes, and a cultural way of life. Future generations will not be 
able to enjoy fishing from the State’s public fishing pier and pavilion or launch from its public boat launch 
if the loss is not halted. Seafood sheds and marinas will be washed away. A way of life for over 100 years 
would drown. 

The Barataria-Terrebonne National Estuary Program recommends that the East Leeville Marsh Creation 
Project be awarded Phase 2 construction funding.  

Sincerely, 

Dean Blanchard 
Interim Director 

Cc: Alice Kerl alice.p.kerl@usace.army.mil 
 Kaitlyn Carriere Kaitlyn.M.Carriere@usace.army.mil 

November 20, 2020 



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS 
 

 
  





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 

 
 

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS 
  





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

PRIORITY PROJECT LIST 31 REGIONAL PLANNING TEAM MEETINGS 
 

For Announcement: 
 

 
February 2, 2021 10:00 a.m.  Region IV Planning Team Meeting       TBD 
February 3, 2021 9:30 a.m.    Region III Planning Team Meeting       TBD 
February 4, 2021 10:00 a.m.  Region I & II Planning Team Meeting       TBD 
February 23, 2021 10:30 a.m.  Coastwide Electronic Voting              (via email, no meeting) 

 
 
  





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

DATE OF UPCOMING CWPPRA PROGRAM MEETING  
 

For Announcement: 
 
 The Task Force meeting will be held January 22, 2021 at 10:00 a.m.  

  





COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT 
 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MEETING 
 

DECEMBER 3, 2020 
 
 
 

SCHEDULED DATES OF FUTURE PROGRAM MEETINGS* 
 

For Announcement: 
 

January 22, 2021              10:00 a.m. Task Force TBD 
February 2, 2021 10:00 a.m. Region IV Planning Team Meeting      TBD 
February 3, 2021 9:30 a.m. Region III Planning Team Meeting      TBD 
February 4, 2021 10:00 a.m. Region I & II Planning Team Meeting TBD 
April 1, 2021 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee Meeting TBD 

May 6, 2021 9:30 a.m. Task Force TBD 

September 2, 2021 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee Meeting TBD 

October 7, 2021 9:30 a.m. Task Force TBD 

December 2, 2021 9:30 a.m. Technical Committee Meeting TBD 
*subject to change    
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	Is an agent being used for the proposed project: YES
	Have you participated in a PreApplication or Geological Review Meeting for the proposed project: NO_2
	Have you obtained an official wetland determination from the COE for the project site: NO_3
	Is this application a mitigation plan for another CUP: NO_4
	Is this application a change to an existing permit: NO
	project: NO_2
	OCM_Decision: Off
	COE_Decision: Off
	Decision Other: Off
	Radio Button1: Off
	9b Work in progress?: NO_7b
	9c Work complete?: NO_7
	Are you applying for a Coastal Use Permit: YES_8
	Are you the sole owner of the property on which the proposed activity is to occur: YES_9
	Does the project involve drilling production andor storage of oil and gas: NO_12c
	Radio Button2: Off
	Individual Person or CorporationCompany: William Monteleone   St. Charles Land Company II, LLC et al.
	Street Address or PO Box: 214 Royal Street
	UnitApartment: 
	City: New Orleans
	State: LA
	Zip: 70130
	Name of Contact Person not the agent: 
	EMail Address: 
	Area Code: 
	Daytime Telephone Number: 
	Area Code_2: 
	Fax Number: 
	AgentCorporationCompany: Natural Resources Conservation Service
	AgentStreet Address or PO Box: 3737 Government Street
	AgentUnitApartment: 
	AgentCity: Alexandria
	AgentState: LA
	AgentZip: 70656
	AgentName: Michael D. Nichols
	AgentEMail Address: mike.nichols@usda.gov
	AgentArea Code: 318
	AgentDaytimeTelephone: 473-7690
	AgentFaxArea Code: 
	AgentFax Number: 
	Coastal Use Permit CUP: On
	Solicitation of Views SOV: Off
	Request for Determination RFD: Off
	PreAppMonth: 
	PreAppDay: 
	PreAppYear: 
	Individual or Company Representative: 
	OCM Representative: 
	COE Representative: 
	JD Number: 
	OCM Permit Number4c: P
	Describe the project: CWPPRA Marsh Creation and Nourishment Project
	OCM Permit Number: P
	5b: 
	Permit NumberOCM: 
	DecisionDateOCM: 
	Permit NumberCOE: 
	DecisionDateCOE: 
	Permit NumberOther: 
	DecisionDateOther: 
	Parish_6a: Saint Charles
	City_6a: 
	Zip_6a: 
	Street Address If known: 
	Water Body if known: Lake Pontchartrain
	Degrees: 30
	Minutes: 01
	Seconds: 37.86
	Degrees_2: 90
	Minutes_2: 20
	Seconds_2: 47.93
	Section s: 40
	Township   Specify North or South: T12S
	Range   Specify East or West: R08E
	Section s_2: 62
	Township   Specify North or South_2: T12S
	Range   Specify East or West_2: R09E
	Lot: 
	Parcel: 
	Tract: 
	Subdivision Name: 
	Site Directions: Turn onto the east guide levee of the Bonnet Carre Spillway and travel to the end, approximately 0.2 miles before the RR crossing. Launch a boat and travel east in the waterway until you reach Bayou Trepagnier. Travel southerly about 1 mile until you reach project.
	Name of Adjacent Landowner_7a: 
	Address_7a: 
	UnitApartment_7a: 
	City_7a: 
	Parish_7a: 
	State_7a: 
	Zip_7a: 
	Name of Adjacent Landowner_7b: 
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	UnitApartment_7b: 
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	Federal: On
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	Dredging: Off
	Drill BargeStructure: Off
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	Levee Construction: Off
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	PipelineFlow line: Off
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	Production BargeStructure: Off
	Prop Washing: Off
	Remove Structures: Off
	RiprapErosion Control: Off
	Site Clearance: Off
	Subdivision: Off
	Vegetative Plantings: On
	WharfPierBoathouse: Off
	Other: On
	d Please specify: Marsh Creation
	Why is the project needed?: To restore marsh that converted to shallow open water providing natural functions including fish and wildlife habitat. Also to provide protective wetland buffer to the railroad and I-10, the region’s primary westward hurricane evacuation route and complement hurricane protection measures in the area.
	Month_9a: 7
	Day_9a: 1
	Year_9a: 2021
	Month: 12
	Day: 31
	Year: 2022
	9b Explain: 
	9c Explain: 
	Cubic Yards 10a: 4734448
	Acres 10a: 246.00
	Cubic Yards 10b: 4734448
	Acres 10b: 668.00
	Concrete: Off
	Cubic Yards concrete: 
	Crushed Stone or Gravel: Off
	Cubic Yards Stone Gravel: 
	Excavated  Placed on site: On
	Cubic Yards Onsite: 4734448
	Excavated  Hauled off site: Off
	Cubic Yards Offsite: 
	Rock riprap: Off
	Cubic Yards Rock: 
	Sand: Off
	Cubic Yards Sand: 
	Hauled in TopsoilDirt: Off
	Cubic Yards Topsoil Dirt: 
	Other Please specify: Off
	Other specify: 
	Cubic Yards Other: 
	Airboat: On
	Backhoe: On
	Barge Mounted Bucket Dredge: Off
	Barge Mounted Drilling Rig: Off
	BulldozerGrader: Off
	DraglineExcavator: On
	Handjet: Off
	Land Based Drilling Rig: Off
	Marsh Buggy: On
	Other Tracked or Wheeled Vehicles: Off
	Self Propelled Pipe Laying Barge: Off
	Tugboat: Off
	Other 10d: On
	specify 10d: cutterhead dredge
	acres total: 914
	11b: Partially contained marsh creationFully contained marsh creationAccess through existing waterways
	11c: Placed maximum depth on borrow area
	11d: By creating 668 acres of emergent marsh
	The applicant is an owner of the property on which the proposed described activity is to occur: On
	The applicant has made every reasonable effort to determine the identity and current address of the owners of the: Off
	The applicant hereby attests that a copy of the application has been distributed to the following landowners: Off
	Name of Landowner  Lease Holder: 
	Street Address or PO Box 12b: 
	UnitApartment 12b: 
	City 12b: 
	Parish 12b: 
	State 12b: 
	Zip Code 12b: 
	Name of Landowner  Lease Holder 12b2: 
	Street Address or PO Box 12b2: 
	UnitApartment 12b2: 
	City 12b2: 
	Parish 12b2: 
	State 12b2: 
	Zip Code 12b2: 
	Name of officer: Michael D. Nichols
	Name of Office: agent
	Name and Entity: William Monteleone
	Clearly Print Name of Applicant: William Monteleone
	Month_14a_1: 
	Date_14a_1: 
	Year_14a_1: 
	Clearly Print Name of Authorized Agent: Michael D. Nichols
	Month_14a: 
	Date_14a: 
	Year_14a: 
	Name of Adjacent Landowner_10: 
	Street Address or PO Box_10: 
	UnitApartment_10: 
	City_10: 
	Parish_10: 
	State_10: 
	Zip_10: 
	Name of Adjacent Landowner_11: 
	Street Address or PO Box_11: 
	UnitApartment_11: 
	City_11: 
	Parish_11: 
	State_11: 
	Zip_11: 
	Name of Adjacent Landowner_12: 
	Street Address or PO Box_12: 
	UnitApartment_12: 
	City_12: 
	Parish_12: 
	State_12: 
	Zip_12: 
	Name of Adjacent Landowner_13: 
	Street Address or PO Box_13: 
	UnitApartment_13: 
	City_13: 
	Parish_13: 
	State_13: 
	Zip_13: 
	Project State: LA
	Project Proponent  Applicant: NOAA/ Coastal Planning and Restoration Authority
	Project Contact: Dawn Davis
	Yes: Off
	No: On
	Yes_2: On
	No_2: Off
	I am analyzing impacts of project planning and design activities in order to gather all required project information: Off
	I have all information needed to complete the final analysis of impacts for the entire project: On
	Has a NEPA review been conducted for prior project activities: Yes_3
	Describe the full scope of the project including historic geographic ecological context the type of restoration and how it will be conducted: The area of interest, Oyster Lake, is located 4.1 miles west of Cameron, in Cameron Parish, Louisiana. The Calcasieu/Sabine (CS) Basin lost approximately 200 square miles of its coastal wetlands from 1932 to 2016, based on historical U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) land loss data, aerial photography data, and satellite imagery data (Couvillion et al. 2017). Persistent flooding of marshes from sea-level rise combined with saltwater intrusion and subsidence in the basin is deteriorating wetlands and causing land loss. The solution to the flooding problem involves raising the marsh elevation by filling open water.  In this way the newly filled and elevated areas can support healthy marsh vegetation for the twenty (20) year project design life.  
	Describe the proposed action ie the portion of the project that NOAA is fundingapproving: NOAA's award will fund marsh creation and enhancement by providing 85% of the funding for the project as part of the Coastal Wetland Planning, Projection, and Restoration Act, and the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) will fund the remaining 15%. The specific goals of the project are to create and enhance 413 acres of saline marsh in shallow open water by hydraulically dredging and transporting approximately 1,881,200 cubic yards of sediment to the project area from the borrow area in the Gulf of Mexico. Based on an analysis of land/water data from the 2017 National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP), the project area consists of 413 acres of marsh creation and potential to add 120 acres. The marsh fill material will be hydraulically transported by utilizing a 30” cutter suction dredge and 45,500 linear feet (8.6 miles) of dredge pipe. About 45,000 linear feet of earthen containment dikes will be constructed with in-situ material to contain the marsh fill material. The created marsh will be built to maximize the amount of time the platform is intertidal throughout the 20-year design life of the project.  Federal and non-federal costs directly related to the implementation of the project include: engineering and design costs; lands, easements, servitudes, and rights-of-way costs; project construction costs; construction management costs; pre-construction, construction, and post-construction monitoring costs; operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, and rehabilitation (OMRR&R) costs; supervision and administration costs; and environmental compliance.
	Implementation and Effectiveness: On
	Environmental Education Classes Programs Centers: Off
	Fish and Wildlife Monitoring: On
	Beach and Dune Restoration: Off
	Debris Removal: Off
	Dam and Culvert Removal  Replacement: Off
	Technical and Naturelike Fishways: Off
	Invasive Species Control: Off
	Prescribed BurnsForest Management: Off
	Species Enhancement: Off
	Channel Restoration: Off
	Bank Restoration and Erosion Reduction: Off
	Coral Reef Restoration: Off
	Shellfish Reef Restoration: Off
	Artificial Reef Restoration: Off
	Road UpgradingDecommissioning Trail Restoration: Off
	Signage and Access Management: Off
	SAV Restoration: Off
	Marine Algae Restoration: Off
	undefined: Off
	Land Acquisition: Off
	Water Conservation and Stream  Diversion: Off
	Levee  Culvert Removal Modification Setback: Off
	Fringing Marsh and Shoreline Stabilization: On
	Sediment Removal: Off
	SedimentMaterials Placement: On
	Wetland Planting: On
	RestorationConservation Banking: Off
	ce date:  11/04/2016
	Planning Feasibility Studies: Off
	Permitting and Consultations: On
	4 Describe the project impacts to resources including beneficial impacts and any mitigating measures being implemented: Please see attached supplemental information under item IV. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS.
	5 Describe any potential cumulative impacts that may result from past present or reasonably foreseeable future actions beneficial or adverse: The project is adjacent to a former NOAA CWPPRA sponsored project, Oyster Bayou CS-59 (constructed in 2017), to utilize remaining borrow deposits for wetland restoration. The Oyster Lake project is located immediately southwest of this projects' location.  Adjacent areas to the north and south of the Oyster Lake CS-79 is a planned marsh creation mitigation area for Commonwealth’s LNG berth and barge dock of 464 acres. A beach and dune restoration along the shoreline southeast of the area was constructed by the state near Holly Beach. These actions are consistent with the 2017 Coastal Master Plan for Louisiana which identifies projects designed to build and maintain land, reduce flood risk to citizens and communities, and provide habitats to support ecosystems, as further described in the supporting documentation. It is envisioned that projects in this geographic area will have local cumulatively significant beneficial impacts for water resources, living coastal and marine resources and EFH, vegetation, and land use and recreation (as places for recreational camping, fishing and boating). Although a quantitative determination of cumulative marsh acres could be made, the beneficial additive impacts of completed and planned projects cannot be qualitatively analyzed at this time due to uncertainties from continued sea level rise, subsidence, and natural disasters that are likely to continue in the future. In summary, the cumulative beneficial impacts to these resources at the local or regional level, would include moderate increases in biological diversity of local coastal ecosystems and living resource communities, and improved ecological functions in the restored areas. A CPRA project, System Wide Assessment & Monitoring Program (SWAMP), is planned to assess status and cumulative impact of coastal basins with statistical evaluations on topics of weather and climate, biotic integrity, water quality, hydrology, physical terrain, population and demographics, housing and community characteristics, economy and employment, ecosystem dependency, residential properties protection, and critical infrastructure and essential services protection.
	6 Describe the public outreach andor opportunities for public comment that have taken place to this point Are any future opportunities for public input anticipated: During the design process, a CWPPRA project is subjected to layers of public, academic, and interagency review to ensure that effective projects move forward for design and ultimate construction. The project selection process begins in January of each year when Regional Planning Teams across the coast convene to solicit project nominations from the public, State, and federal agencies, as well as industry and academia. Members of the public can attend these meetings. Every nominated project contains conceptual project features, approximate construction costs, and anticipated benefits to wetland resources.Electronic voting by each CWPPRA federal agency, the State, and coastal parish screens projects to 20 nominees. Interagency and academic working groups then evaluate the conceptual nominee project features for cost and project-associated wetland benefits for feasibility and appropriateness to address local land loss. The 20 nominee projects are then voted on by CWPPRA federal agencies and the State to obtain a list of the 10 top-ranking candidate projects to continue through the process. These candidate projects undergo several months of additional design and interagency evaluation to determine whether the proposed project features are feasible, the anticipated benefits are likely, and the project costs are within the funding constraints of the program.Certain project features may be dropped during this preliminary design phase based on concerns about inferior performance, adverse impacts, infeasibility, or unreasonable costs. Candidate projects are publicly presented and voted on by CWPPRA agencies to be funded for Phase 1 analysis, which includes the activities necessary to complete engineering and design, permitting, land rights, and environmental compliance before the project moves to construction. If the CS-79 project receives Phase II funding, the project will be featured in the media and advertised at local marinas. Also, see attached supplemental information.
	7 Have any public comments raised issues of scientificenvironmental controversy Please describe: The project area is owned by Westlands Corp., Westlands Corp., et al., and Ardoin Limited Partnership. Tower Land Company Inc. did not favor the project being on their property, which was the original proposal, so the project area was moved to accommodate their wishes.Adjustments were made to marsh creation and enhancement polygons to accommodate the mitigation need of Commonwealth LNG.  Efforts were made to maximize restoration opportunities in the area.No issues of scientific/environmental controversy have been communicated to NOAA staff. 
	8 Describe the most common positive and negative public comments on issues other than scientific controversy described above in Question 7: Solicitation of view letters were sent to the sites landowners, and local, state, and federal agencies  in Fall of 2020, as detailed in the supplemental information.
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