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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
4 February 1994
9:30 a.m.*
L Introductions
IL Presentation to the Family of Charles W. “Bill” Savant

OI.  Adoption of Minutes from the 1 October 1993 Meeting
IV.  Status of Tasks from the October 1993 Meeting Requiring Further Action
a. i. report on public outreach program (NOD PAO)
ii. consideration of a proposal for a documentary video from WLAE TV
b. report on CPG status
c. report on scientific advisors program
d. report on FY 93 expenditures (lead agencies)
e. development of new procedure for selection of Priority Project Lists
V.  Status of Development of the State Conservation Plan
VI.  Report on Status of Priority Project List Projects (lead agencies)
VII. Signing of Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan Report
VIII. Report on Selection of Fiscal Year 1994 Feasibility Studies

IX. Additional Agenda Items

'S

Date and Location of the Next Task Force Meeting

XI.  Request for Written Questions from the Public

* There will be an informal reception in honor of Bill Savant’s family prior to the start of the meeting (9:15),

2Feb 94



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEMBERS
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Division Director
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Environmental Protection Agency
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Dallas, Texas 75202
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Rm. 1200
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND
RESTORATION ACT

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

TASK FORCE PROCEDURES

I. Task Force Meetings and Attendance

A. Scheduling/Location

The Task Force will hold regular meetings quarterly, or more often if necessary
to carry out its responsibilities. When possible, regular meetings will be
scheduled as to time and location prior to the adjournment of any preceding
regular meeting.

Special meetings may be called upon request and with the concurrence of a
majority of the Task Force members, in which case, the Chairperson will
schedule a meeting as soon as possible.

Emergency meetings may be called upon request and with the unanimous
concurrence of all members of the Task Force at the call of the Chairperson.
When deemed necessary by the Chairperson, such meetings can be held via
telephone conference call provided that a record of the meeting is made and that
any actions taken are affirmed at the next regular or special meeting,.

B. Delegation of Attendance

The appointed members of the Task Force may delegate authority to participate
and actively vote on the Task Force to a substitute of their choice. Notice of such
delegation shall be provided in writing to the Task Force Chairperson prior to
the opening of the meeting.

C. Staff Participation

Each member of the Task Force may bring colleagues, staff or other
assistants/advisors to the meetings. These individuals may participate fully in
the meeting discussions but will not be allowed to vote.

D. Public Participation (see Public Involvement Program)

All Task Force meetings will be open to the public. Interested parties may submit
written questions or comments that will be addressed at the next regular
meeting.



II. Administrative Procedures

A. Quorum

A quorum of the Task Force shall be a simple majority of the appointed
members of the Task Force, or their designated representatives.

B. Voting

Whenever possible, the Task Force shall resolve issues by consensus. Otherwise,
issues will be decided by a simple majority vote, with each member of the Task
Force having one vote. The Task Force Chairperson may vote on any issue, but
must vote to break a tie. All votes shall be via voice and individual votes shall
be recorded in the minutes, which shall be public documents.

C. Agenda Development/Approval

The agenda will be developed by the Chairperson's staff. Task Force members or
Technical Committee Chairpersons may submit agenda items to the Chairperson
in advance. The agenda will be distributed to each Task Force member (and
others on an distribution list maintained by the Chairperson’s staff) within two
weeks prior to the scheduled meeting date. Additional agenda items may be
added by any Task Force member at the beginning of a meeting.

D. Minutes

The Chairperson will arrange for minutes of all meetings to be taken and
distributed within two weeks after a meeting is held to all Task Force members
and others on the distribution list.

E. Distribution of Information/Products

All information and products developed by the Task Force members or their
staffs will be distributed to all Task Force members normally within two weeks
in advance of any proposed action in order to allow adequate time for review
and comment, unless the information/product is developed at the meeting or an
emergency situation occurs.



III. Miscellaneous

A. Liability Disclaimer

To the extent permitted by the law of the State of Louisiana and Federal
regulations, neither the Task Force nor any of its members individually shall be
liable for the negligent acts or omissions of an employee, agent or representative
selected with reasonable care, nor for anything the Task Force may do or refrain
from doing in good faith, including the following: errors in judgement, acts
done or committed on advice of counsel, or mistakes of fact or law.

B. Conflict of Interest

No member of the Task Force (or designated representative) shall participate in
any decision or vote which would constitute a conflict of interest under Federal
or State law. Any potential conflicts of interest must clearly be stated by the
member prior to any discussion on the agenda item.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

PRESENTATION TO THE FAMILY OF
CHARLES W. “BILL” SAVANT

The Task Force will present copies of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Restoration Plan report and EIS dedicated to the memory of Charles W. “Bill”
Savant to his family.



Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

TASK FORCE MEETING
October 1, 1993

MINUTES
L INTRODUCTION

Colonel Michael Diffley, representing the Secretary of the Army, convened the
eleventh meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force at 9:45 a.m. on October 1, 1993, in the District Assembly Room of the New
Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The agenda is attached as Enclosure 1.
The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA), which was signed into law (PL 101-646, Title III) by
President Bush on November 29, 1990.

o ATTENDEES

The Attendance Records for the Task Force meeting are attached as Enclosure 2.
Listed below are the six Task Force members. With the exception of Mr. Rhoades, who
was represented by Mr. Norm Thomas, all were in attendance.

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. Russell Rhoades, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. James Pulliam, U.S. Department of the Interior

Mr. Donald Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture

Dr. William Fox, U.S. Department of Commerce

Colonel Michael Diffley, U.S. Department of the Army, Chairman

O. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

The minutes of the Task Force meeting held on May 20, 1993, were approved
unanimously with no discussion (the minutes are attached as Enclosure 3). Mr.
Gohmert made the motion to approve the minutes and Mr. Thomas seconded it.
[1/100-110}1

IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS

A. Mr. Oscar Rowe (chairman, Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee) presented
the fiscal year 1994 budget (Enclosure 4) of $4.2 million as recommended by the
Technical Committtee. He noted that $800,000 was left unbudgeted for other

1 The Task Force meeting was recorded on audio tape. Bracketed figures represent the tape no./counter no.
for the discussion of a particular item. Multiple tape /counter numbers are used when an item is discussed
more than once during the meeting,



items such as feasibility studies, outreach efforts, etc. Colonel Diffley expressed
concern about the size of the budget and the relatively small amount of money
left to do feasibility studies. Dr. Len Bahr expressed the State’s desire to get
started on feasibility studies of large projects. This prompted a lengthy
discussion of the issue. Colonel Diffley described his vision of the way the Task
Force should approach implementation of the comprehensive Restoration Plan.
He said that CWPPRA planning funds (100 percent Federal) should be used to
develop large-scale projects to the feasibility level; individual agencies must
then take over the projects to find funding for construction. The State, as the
cost-sharing partner for any projects which would be constructed, should
determine which feasibility studies would be accomplished. [1/641-2/end]

Motion by Mr. Thomas: That the Task Force approve the fiscal year 1994 budget
as recommended by the Technical Committee.

Second: Dr. Fox

Approved unanimously.

- Mr. Robert Schroeder (chairman, Technical Committee) presented the Technical
Committee’s recommendation to adopt a standardized status report for
CWPPRA priority list projects. [3/0-34)

Motion by Mr. Thomas: That the Task Force adopt a standardized status report
for CWPPRA priority list projects as recommended by the Technical Committee.
Second: Dr. Bahr

Approved unanimously.

- Mr. Schroeder presented the Technical Committee’s recommendation for the
3rd Priority Project List . Mr. Thomas wished to postpone the vote and
reconvene the Technical Committee to further review several projects which
were opposed by one or more agencies. Dr. Bahr noted that the State supported
the proposed list, and asked for a vote at this meeting. Dr. Fox and Mr. Gohmert
each expressed a willingness to review those projects to which some agencies
had objections, but both wanted a vote at this meeting. Mark Davis (Director,
Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana) asked the Task Force to postpone the
vote to allow participation by the Citizen Participation Group (CPG), which he
maintained had not been involved in the selection process; Mrs. Hawes pointed
out that the candidate projects had been presented at a CPG meeting at the
Louisiana Nature Center (August 23, 1993).

Mr. Thomas began the discussion of projects by presenting a list of proposed
projects to be substituted for three projects which he believed ought not to be
recommended by the Task Force: Cote Blanche Hydrologic Restoration; Replace
Hog Island, West Cove, and Headquarters Control Structures; and Cameron-
Creole Maintenance (see Enclosure 5 for the proposed substitutions). Mr.
Thomas asserted that the Cote Blanche area is undergoing natural growth; Ms.
Faye Talbot (SCS) maintained that the proposed project would make better use



of natural processes and should show results very quickly. Mr. Darryl Clark
(LDNR) observed that the project has been on the State list for several years. Mr.
Thomas stated his opposition to the Replace Hog Island, etc. Control Structures
project, noting that the structures in question are relatively new and the project
area is already protected. Mr. Rick Hartman (NMFS) suggested that most of the
project’s benefits were attibutable to a single structure, and that incremental
analysis of this project would be appropriate. The discussion of the Cameron-
Creole project centered around the question of dedicating a large sum of money
toward maintenance of an existing project whose local sponsor was not able to
meet its financial obligations.

Mr. Pulliam expressed concern with the Red Mud demonstration project,
wishing to ensure that no CWPPRA funds would be spent on construction until
toxicity testing was completed and the material was shown to be safe for use as
marsh substrate. Mrs. Sue Hawes (USACE) pointed out that an Environmental
Assessment (of which toxicity testing will be a part) must be done prior to
construction. Col. Diffley noted that the EA, including toxicity testing, will be
completed before the project is funded for construction. [3/35-5/238]

Motion by Dr. Bahr: That the Task Force approve the 3rd Priority Project List as
recommended by the Technical Committee.
Second: Mr. Pulliam
Motion by Dr. Fox: Amend the motion on the floor so as to defer
consideration of the Hog Island project (to be remanded to the Technical
Committee for additional analysis, including incrementalization) and the
Cameron-Creole project (to be remanded to the Technical Committee for
determination of the 5-year maintenance cost).
Second: Mr. Thomas
In favor: Dr. Fox and Mr. Thomas
Opposed: Mr. Gohmert, Mr. Pulliam, and Col. Diffley
In favor (of motion by Dr. Bahr): Messrs. Gohmert and Pulliam, Dr. Fox, and
Col. Diffley
Opposed: Mr. Thomas

The 3rd Priority Project List as approved by the Task Force is attached as
Enclosure 6.

. Colonel Diffley presented the Technical Committee’s recommendation to
dedicate the Restoration Plan report to Bill Savant. [5/413-450]

Motion by Mr. Gohmert: That the Task Force approve the recommendation of
the Technical Committee to dedicate the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Restoration Plan report to the memory of Mr. Charles W. “Bill” Savant.
Second: Mr. Pulliam

Passed unanimously.



V.

INFORMATIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Mrs. Sue Hawes (Project Manager for the Environment, U.S. Army Corps of

Engineers, New Orleans District) reported on the status of the CPG, the effort to
formalize the involvement of the scientific community, and the need to
improve public outreach. She stated that the CPG is exempt from the Federal
Advisory Committees Act as long as the members participate as individuals and
the CPG is not called upon to achieve consensus and provide recommendations
as a group.

Mrs. Hawes reported that the scientific community would be formally
brought into the process through a cooperative agreement between LUMCON
and the EPA. The group should consist of about twelve members of different
disciplines to be recommended by the Task Force. The cost will be $50,000 to
$75,000. Mr. Thomas promised his agency’s cooperation.

Ms. Hawes next advised the Task Force of the need to establish a formal
public outreach program, including a newsletter; slide shows; media invitations
to groundbreakings; media briefings; and annual briefings for higher agency
authorities, national groups, and legislators. This work is not presently
budgeted for the current fiscal year. Colonel Diffley recommended his Public
Affairs Officer as a point of contact for the effort. [1/110-375]

. Mr. Thomas informed the Task Force that little progress had been made recently

on the development of the State Conservation Plan. He expected to move
forward again after the Restoration Plan and 3rd Priority Project List were
finalized. [1/393-418]

. Dr. Jimmy Johnson (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wetlands

Research Center) presented the results of an analysis of wetlands loss data. The
annual loss rate between 1978 and 1990 of 34.9 sq.mi. was higher than the
previous U.S. Army Corps of Engineers estimate. [1/419-640]

. Mr. Rowe informed the Task Force that the scheduled date for submission of the

Restoration Plan report and EIS to EPA had slipped to November 19, 1993; the
Notice of Availability will appear in the Federal Register on November 26. Dr.
Len Bahr requested time for agency review of the final report. He was
concerned that issues such as flood control should be addressed. Mr. Rowe
pointed out the large volume of comments to be resolved and promised to
contact all of the participating agencies during the following week to discuss the
matter, as well as schedule a Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee meeting as
soon as possible. Mr. Schroeder extended an invitation to all of the other
agencies to send personnel to his office to provide assistance for the effort.
[5/274-412)



VI. TASKS REQUIRING FURTHER ACTION

A. Colonel Diffley, at the end of Ms. Hawes’ presentation, requested that the
following items be placed on the agenda for the next Task Force Meeting: [1/275-
375]

1) A report on the next CPG meeting.

2) A report by the Corps’ Public Affairs Officer on the development of the
outreach program, including a budget proposal.

3) A report by Mr. Thomas on the status of the EPA’s cooperative agreement
with the scientific advisory group.

B. Colonel Diffley asked Mr. Rowe to provide a breakdown of FY93 expenditures at
the next Task Force meeting. [2/0-5}

C. Colonel Diffley directed Mr. Schroeder to develop a new process for selecting
priority list projects. The process should include adequate CPG and scientific
participation. The revised selection process should be submitted to the agencies
for their approval prior to the next Task Force meeting, at which Mr. Schroeder
will report on the status of that procedure. [5/250-268]

VII. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEM

Dr. Bahr advised the Task Force of the need to address the concerns of the Lake
Pontchartrain Basin Foundation regarding the Bonnet Carré Freshwater Diversion
project. He referred to Governor Edwards’ endorsement of a request that the Task Force
set up a committee to develop an outfall management plan for the project to increase
wetlands benefits and enhance water quality. Colonel Diffley said that the Corps would
pursue that effort under its own authority until a project could be developed which
would be appropriate for funding under the CWPPRA or until the Corps reached an
impasse and requested the assistance of the Task Force. [5/477-562]

VIII. DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING
No specific date was set for the next Task Force meeting. Colonel Diffley suggested that

it be held between January 5 and January 25, 1994. Mr. Gohmert asked that several dates
be circulated for consideration.

IX. QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

No written questions or comments were received from the public.



X. ADJOURNMENT

Dr. Bahr moved to adjourn the meeting at 1:40 p.m. Mr. Gohmert seconded the
motion, and it was passed unanimously.



Encl 1

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
October 1,1993

ENCLOSURE 1

AGENDA

Encl 1



IV.

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
QOctober 1, 1993

- AGENDA

Introductions

A. Task Force Members or Alternates

B. Other Attendees

C. Opening Remarks by Task Force Members

Adoption of Minutes from the May 1993 Meeting

Status of Tasks from May 1993 Meeting Requiring Further Action

Formal involvement of Scientists and Citizen Participation Group--Mrs. Hawes

Status of Development of the State Conservation Plan--Mr. Thomas

Summary of National Wetlands Research Center Analysis of Wetlands Loss Data,
1978-1988--Dr. Johnston

Fiscal Year 1994 Budget

A. Recommendation of Technical Committee--Mr. Rowe
B. Discussion and Action by Task Force

Preparation of Standardized Status Reports for Priority List Projects

A. Recommendation of Technical Committee--Mr. Schroeder
B. Discussion and Action by Task Force

Selection of 3rd Priority Project List

A. Recommendation of Technical Committee--Mr. Schroeder
B. Discussion and Action by Task Force

Schedule Change for the Final Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan Report
and EIS--Mr. Rowe



Dedication of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan Report and EIS to
Charles W. “Bill” Savant

A. Recommendation of Technical Committee--Mr. Schroeder
B. Discussion and Action by Task Force

Additional Agenda Items
Date and Location of the Next Task Force Meeting

Request for Written Questions from the Public

il
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
May 20, 1993

MINUTES

L INTRODUCTION

Colonel Michael Diffley, representing the Secretary of the Army, convened the
tenth meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force at 9:55 a.m. on May 20, 1993, in the District Assembly Room of the New
Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The agenda is attached as Enclosure
1. The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA), which was signed into law (PL 101-646, Title III) by
President Bush on November 29, 1990.

IL ATTENDEES

The Attendance Records for the Task Force meeting are attached as Enclosure 2.
Listed below are the six Task Force members. With the exception of Mr. Rhoades,
who was represented by Mr. Norm Thomas, all were in attendance.

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. Russell Rhoades, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. David Frugé, U.S. Department of the Interior (Acting)
Mr. Donald Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture

Mr. Tim Osborn, U.S. Department of Commerce (Acting)

Col. Michael Diffley, U.S. Department of the Army, Chairman



1L APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

The minutes from the Task Force meeting held on April 6, 1993, were reviewed.
Mr. Thomas requested a clarification of the decision concerning demonstration
projects, stating his understanding that demonstration projects should stand alone
and that costs could exceed the imposed $2 million cap if warranted. He could accept
the minutes with that understanding. Col. Diffley agreed with Mr. Thomas’
statement. A motion to accept the minutes of that meeting was made by Mr. Frugé
and seconded by Dr. Bahr, and the minutes (Enclosure 3) were unanimously
approved. [1/46-85]!

IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS

A. The Task Force unanimously passed a motion to approve a
Memorandum of Understanding with the State Historic Preservation
Officer regarding cultural resources reports. Mr. Oscar Rowe explained
that the SHPO had agreed to accept a management summary from
federal agencies with a staff archaeologist in lieu of waiting for a final
report before issuing formal comments, saving six to eight weeks in the
construction schedule. Mr. Ruebsamen had amended the motion to
allow the District Commander, New Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, to sign the agreement for the Task Force. The motion was
made by Mr. Gohmert and seconded by Mr. Frugé. [1/101-243]

B. Col. Diffley tabled discussion of a proposal to use project construction
funds for aerial photography on all priority list projects regardless of the
status of the cost sharing agreements for particular projects. The
National Wetlands Research Center had requested funds to conduct
aerial photography of all projects on the first Priority Project List. The
consensus which evolved during the discussion was that too much
uncertainty exists on many of the projects to warrant expenditures for
aerial photographs of all of them at this time. [1/328-475]

V. INFORMATIONAL AGENDA ITEM

Mr. Thomas presented the status of the State Conservation Plan, which is
presently in development. He advised the Task Force that the State
needs help in drafting its proposal for the plan. Specifically, definitions
for such terms as “no net loss” and “developmental activity” must be
determined. He is considering issuing the State a small grant for the
development of the proposal. [1/252-325]

1 The Task Force meeting was recorded on audio tape. These bracketed figures represent the
Tape#/Counter# for the discussion of this item. Multiple tape/counter numbers are used when an item is
discussed more than once during the meeting.



VL

VIIL

TASKS REQUIRING FURTHER ACTION

A. The Task Force representatives furnished comments on the Preliminary
Draft Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan. Others in
attendance were then afforded the opportunity to comment on the
preliminary draft report. Col. Diffley directed that the report be revised
for submittal to EPA on 18 June 1993. {1 /480-end, 2/all, 3/all, 4/all, 5/all,
6/all]

B. Col. Diffley directed Mr. Robert Schroeder to consult with the New
Orleans District’s Office of Counsel regarding the procedure for formal
involvement of the academic community and the Citizen Participation
Group. [6/274-353]

ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

No additional agenda items were offered.

DATE/LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

The Task Force did not set a date for its next meeting.
Questions from the Public
No written questions or comments were received from the public.

Adjournment

The Task Force meeting was adjourned at 2:45 p.m.
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

FY 1994 Budget Proposal
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
October 1,1993

ENCLOSURE 5

EPA’S PROPOSED SUBSTITUTIONS FOR THE
3RD PRIORITY PROJECT LIST
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ADD
ITY = 19
BE - 5
XPO - 83
PBS - €
XAT - €
IV - 26
BE3Z2 - 6A
XEA - 1C
ce 4a
CRSE

v - 4

XCS 47,48 ,etc,

C8 - 4a
DEFERRED

XME - 22
ALS -\

EPA PROPOSED CHANGES TO PPL #2

Little Vermilion Bay Sediment
Bayou Lamogue Outfall Management-

Lake Athanasioc 8pit
Marsh Creation

Grand Bay Crevasse

Atchafalaya Booster Pump
Marsh Creation

Two Mouth Bayou Preshwater Div.
Lake Lery Pump Outfall
Grand Pierre Island Restoration

Cameron-Creocle Structures
Maihtenance

Cote Blanche Bydro Rest.

Replace Hog Island Contrel
Btructures

Cameron=-Crsosle Maintenance

Pecan Island Terracing
Tr.gad Bayov

1,516,C00
534,000

1,040,000

1,776,000

1,091,000

615,000
3,029,000
3,301,700
— 300,000

13,412,700

5,173,r00

4,583,000

3,719,€00

13,475,¢00

1,231,000
FTLU Py
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
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3rd Priority Project List

Cost Fully
Project Lead Effectiveness Funded Cumulative
Number Project Name Basin  Agency ($/AAHU) Cost ($) Cost ($)
XPO-71 MRGO Back Dike Marsh Prot Pont USACE 100 532,000 532,000
BA-4c West Pt.-a-la-Hache Outfall Mgmt Bar sSCS 140 §81,000 1,413,000
XMR-10 Channel Armor Gap Crevasse MissR  USACE 286 808,000 2,221,000
TV-4 Cote Blanche Hydro Rest T/V SCS 371 5,173,000 7,394,000
XBA-6ba B. Perot/B. Rigolettes Marsh Bar NMF 380 1,835,000 9,229,000
CS-4a Cameron-Creole Maintenance Calc SCS 437 3,719,000 12,948,000
PMR-9b Pass-a-Loutre Crevasse MissR  USACE 440 2,858,000 15,806,000
XTE-67 E. Timbalier Restoration Terr NMF 686 2,047,000 17,853,000
XCS-47,48i, etc. Replace Hog Island etc. Cntrl Structs  Calc FWS 753 4,582,000 22,435,000
BS-4a White's Ditch Outfall Mgmt Bret SCS 781 756,000 23,191,000
PTE-23/26a/33 L. Chapeau Mrsh Crin and HR Terr NMF 876 4,149,000 27,340,000
PTE-15bi Whiskey Island Restoration Terr EPA 922 4,844,000 32,184,000
PTE-26b Brady Canal Hydro Rest Terr SCS 1,017 4,718,000 36,902,000
PO-9a Violet Freshwater Distribution Pont SCS 3,305 1,821,000 38,723,000
Demonstration Projects
BA-15 L. Salvador Shore Protection Demo  Bar NMEF 586 1,445,000 40,168,000
PME-6 SW Shore White Lake Demo Merm SCS 1,840 126,000 40,294,000
XTE-43 Modified Red Mud Demo Terr EPA N/A 350,000 40,644,000
Deferred Projects
BS-5 B. Lamoque Outfall Mgmt Bret SCS 357 534,000 41,178,000
XTV-19 Little Vermilion Bay Sed Trap T/V NMF 800 1,516,000 42,694,000

USACE  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
FWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NMF National Marine Fisheries Service
5CS Soil Conservation Service

1 October 1993



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF THE
PUBLIC OUTREACH PROGRAM

Mr. Jim Addison will brief the Task Force on the status of efforts to formalize a
program for public involvement and education.



CWPPRA TASK FORCE
PUBLIC OUTREACH STRATEGY
FY 1994

1. Improve dissemination of information to the public

A.

Establish mailing list consisting of elected officials and key staff of
participating federal, state and local agencies; interested citizens (from
attendance sign-in sheets at past public meetings); national and state
environmental organizations; libraries; and state news media, to include state-
wide university media.

Publish am&al four to eight-page newsletter containing:
* Reports by lead agencies on priority projects
* Reports by basin captains on status of Basin Plans
* Financial report (planning and construction expenditures)

2. Publicize specific CWPPRA projects

A.

B.

Issue news releases for construction start-ups and completions.

Invite media to selected groundbreakings and project completion ceremonies,
and site visits to projects under construction.

Prepare maps, photos and graphics for use by print and electronic media.
Produce simple brochures for selected projects to provide to the media, public

and local tour guides. Produce maps of easily accessible project sites for local
tour guides.

3. Celebrate annual progress

A.

Hold press briefings in New Orleans, Baton Rouge, Houma/Morgan City,
Lafayette, and Lake Charles after project lists are finalized.

Prepare a traveling exhibit to spotlight CWPPRA activities at conferences,
schools and public events.

Prepare annual briefings for higher authorities of Task Force agencies and the
congressional delegation.

Publish a color brochure showing completed projects in FY 95.



4. Support public meetings

* Involve Public Affairs in early planning for public meetings to improve
advance publicity, media coverage and public participation.

5. Conduct a Speakers Bureau Program
A.  Identify groups and organizations as potential audiences for speakers.
B.  Identify and publicize Speakers Bureau participants.
C.  Invite and coordinate speaking engagements.

D.  Produce/maintain current slide presentation for Speakers Bureau use.

CWPPRA PUBLIC AFFAIRS COORDINATORS:

Jim Addison
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(504) 862-2201

Kelly Havnes
LA Dept. of Natural Resources
(504) 342-7308

Paul Yakupzack
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Cameron Prairie NWR
(318) 598-2216

Barbara Goetz
Environmental Protection Agency
(214) 655-2200

Herb Bourque
Soil Conservation Service
(318) 473-7771

Brian Gorman
National Marine Fisheries Service
(301) 713-2379

Terri Bewig
Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana
(504) 766-0229



CWPPRA PROJECTS SCHEDULED
FOR START OR FINISH
FY 1994

Priority Project List 1

1.

Bayou LaBranche Wetland Creation

Start: 1/94

Federal sponsor: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Cost: $4 M

GIWW to Clovelly

Start: 3/94

Federal sponsor: Soil Conservation Service
Cost: $8.1 M

Cameron Prairie Refuge Protection

Start: 4/94

Federal sponsor: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Cost: $1.5 M

Dewitt-Rollover Plantings

Start: 5/94

Federal sponsor: Soil Conversation Service
Cost: $208,000

Timbalier Island Plantings

Start: 5/94

Federal sponsor: Soil Conversation Service
Cost: $422,000

Bayou Sauvage Refuge Wetland Restoration Project
Start: 5/94  wov- 94

Federal sponsor: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Cost: $1.45 M

Cameron-Creole Watershed Protection

Start: 6/94

Federal sponsor: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Cost: $723,000

Sabine Refuge Protection

Start: 6/94

Federal sponsor: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Cost: $1.5 M



10.

11.

West Hackberry Plantings

Finish: 6/94

Federal sponsor: Soil Conservation Service
Cost: $208,000

Isles Dernieres Restoration (Phase 0)

Start: 7/94

Federal sponsor: Environmental Protection Agency
Cost: $6.3 M

Mud Lake Management

Start: 9/94

Federal sponsor: Soil Conservation Service
Cost: $2.9 M

Priority Project List 2

1.

Boston Canal/Vermillion Bay Shore Protection
Start: 6/94

Federal sponsor: Soil Conservation Service
Cost: $1 Million

Isle Dernieres (Phase 1)

Start: 7/94

Federal sponsor: Environmental Protection Agency
Cost: $6.9 M

Priority Project List 3

None scheduled



PROPOSED BUDGET
PUBLIC OUTREACH ACTIVITIES
FY 1994

LABOR:

Kelly Haynes, DNR -- Five full working days of planning required per project ($9.84 per
hour) (assume 8 projects).

Labor for federal public affairs personnel to be charged to overhead accounts.

EST. TOTAL: $3,200

NEWSLETTER:
Design and printing of two, one color, 8-page newsletters (800 copies).

EST. TOTAL: $3,000

REPROGRAPHICS:
Production of photographs, maps, graphics, ceremony programs and simple brochures.

EST. TOTAL: $15,000

EXHIBITS:
Procure two exhibit systems.

EST TOTAL: $4,000

HELICOPTER SERVICE:

Provide aerial photography and support site visits; 6-hour days on six occasions
($615/hour).

EST. TOTAL: $22,200



AIRBOAT SERVICE (DNR):
To support ceremonies and site visits for 8 events.

EST. TOTAL: $6,400

MISC. SUPPLIES, EQUIPMENT AND RENTALS (DNR):
To support ceremonies and site visits for 8 events (8 days).

Cellular phone - $6.30/day
CRD airboat - $111.11/day
17" whaler - $172/day
20’ tunnel hull - $100/day

Supplies/rental - $250/project ?("/ W ?//L'{
EST. TOTAL: $5,100 . {"' wt A7 U{/f‘/
TOTAL: $58,900 = 7 ~C WMW

b r e
WLAE/PLANIT COMMUNICATIONS FILM PRODUCTION: s
TOTAL: $38,124 /)N( Uf“’L ; )W : #
/J W MQ ot _
GRAND TOTAL: $97,024.00 W /Ciﬁ & o o
A

)



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

CONSIDERATION OF A PROPOSAL FOR A
DOCUMENTARY VIDEO SUBMITTED BY WLAE TV

Mr. Schroeder will present the recommendation of the Technical Committee
to the Task Force.



293 South Carroilten Rverue
New Orizans, Lousiaona 701 1&.4300
(504) 856-7411 & FAX (504) 861 S84

# NEW ORLEANS YOUR EDUCATION CONNECTION!

December 7. 1993

Ms. Beth Cottone

CELMN-PP

Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160

Dear Ms. Cottone:

Enclosed is the proposal requested by Dom Elguezabal, about which we spoke by
elephone today.

Thanks for your assistance.

Sincerely

S
John Pela™
Acting Station Manager
WLAE-TV Channel 32

Enclosure

JP:eml



Army Corps/DNR Wetlands Restoration Program

Project Description

The WLAE/Planit Communications Joint Venture will produce a
video documentary of the restoration of wetlands at LaBranche in

St. Charles Parish.

The 15-30 minute documentary will examine the vital importance of
Louisiana’s estuaries, coastal marshes and wetlands to the U.S.
economy and local environment. It will explain why the restoration
and preservation programs are crucial to continued seafood
production, preservation of species and prevention of continued
land loss. This is the "hook", the opening of the story that will
capture viewer attention. These estuaries are breeding grounds
for a major percentage of the nation’s commercial seafood. They
are vital nesting grounds in the flyways of most of the western
hemisphere’s waterfowl and tropical songbirds. They provide the
critical first stages in the web of aquatic life. The viewer will
understand the importance of saving wetlands, as well as the
processes (governmental, engineering and physical) that are
necessary to reach the restoration goal.

As the first in a series of restoration programs statewide the
Labranche project will serve as a mcdel for overall success.

The documentary will trace the project from start-to-finish.

We will see its progress from the halls of Congress, to the State
Capiteol and DNR in Baton Rouge, to the computer rooms and drafting
tables of the U.S. Army Corps office in New Orleans, to the dredge
barges in the Lake. The video will include interviews with key
players (legislators and executive leaders, Corps of Engineer,
wetlands experts and wusers), scenes of dredging/restoration
progress, aerial photography enhanced by 3-D computer animation
showing restoration potential over time, and examination of future
projects as part of the $40 million Breaux-Johnston bill.

Program Goals
i

The documentary will educate the public about the importance (and
success) of Army Corps/Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
(DNR} program to restore vital wetlands, coastal marsh and
estuaries in coastal south Louisiana. Because of the educational
nature of the program, distribution will also reach schools and
public libraries.

The program will provide publicity and strengthen the images of
organizations involved (US Army Corps, Louisiana DNR, government
officials). It will educate employees and staff members within the
organizations. It will provide visual support and proof of the
project’s success for governmental leaders seeking future wetlands

restoration funding.



Video Documentary Outline

I. Setting the Stage

A.

Importance of Louisiana Wetlands

The documentary begins with sounds and scenes of a
Louisiana marsh at dawn. Waterfowl alight in the

mist. Minnows and shrimp surface in the water.

We hear the sounds of a shrimp boat and then see
fishermen pulling their bounty from this vital estuarine
habitat. Narration begins, stating the importance of
our wetlands.

Beauty of Louisiana’s wetlands

Scenes of shrimp boats - economic importance
Scenes of waterfowl - importance of habitat
Interviews on the importance of wetlands ecosystem.
Interviews with commercial/recreational fishermen.

O000O0

The Problem

The sights and sounds of life fade. We dissolve to a

bleak image of a dying marsh. Narrator reveals disturbing
data of a dramatic loss of wetlands. High altitude
photography enhanced by 3-D animation show the situation
exacerbated by Hurricane Andrew. Scientists - Corps experts
discuss future losses. Officials discuss loss of economic
resources of the wetlands.

O Scenes of a dying marsh

© Maps and animation show loss to date

O Interviews with experts discuss future problems

O Interviews with officials on anticipated economic loss

II. Developing Solutions

A.

Arming for Battle

i N
Cut to the excitement of the U.S. Senate floor. A gavel
wraps the panel to order. The nation’s lawmakers are in
session. Narrator explains how a possible solution has
gained the attention of the federal government. Senators
Breaux and Johnston explain their bill to help begin
the fight. We switch to Baton Rouge, where state leaders
discuss how Louisiana’s efforts made the Breaux bill

possible.

O Scenes of U.S. Senate
O Scenes of Louisiana Capitol )
O Federal and State leaders discuss plan to restore wetlands



B. The Drawing Board

We are inside the U.S. Army Corps. of Engineers headquarters
in New Orleans, where experts plot out the first restoration
programs. Wireless microphones capture "natural sound"

of the experts at work.

O Scenes inside the Corps. office - planning & strategy

III. Work in Progress

A. We hear the sounds of a dredge in Lake Pontchartrain. We see
people at work, mud flying, progress in motion. Narrator
describes the scene. Corps engineers on-site explain how
this major movement of mud will soon transform a dying marsh
into a thriving ecosystem. We see time-lapse images of
progress. We accompany Senator Breaux on an air boat to
witness the results of his bill in progress. We hear words

of encouragement.

O Scenes of dredge work over time - severdl visits

O Interviews on-site Ca&(
© Video of Senator Breaux visiting site OLQL;EEM

IV. The Results
A. Life Returns to LaBranche

After 3-4 months the wetlands at LaBranche have returned.
We see waterfowl and fish and hear the sounds of life.

We see green where there was once only muddy water.

Project leaders delight in the success. 3-D segquence -shows
us what has happened to the map that only 4 months ago
indicated a lost marsh.

O Scenes showing the completed project
C 3-D map shows a before and after sequence
C Project leaders’ interwviews

B. Hope for the Future

Corps engineers plot out new projects. Officials discuss
how the successful scenario will be played out again and
again along the coast. We end with voices of optimism
over scenes of marsh beauty.

O Scenes of engineers discussing next projects
O Scenes of a thriving wetlands environment
O Interviews with project leaders & officials about success



Project Chronology, Milestones and Deadlines

Start Date - December, 1993
Completion - April 30, 1994

Final product deadline is contingent upon completion of dredge and
restoration operation. We would like to hold the video’s release
until the restored area 'is visually presentable. If significant
regeneration and vegetative regeneration is not reached by April,
the project completion deadline could be re-examined by the parties

involved.

December, 1993
O Dec 1 - Proposal delivered to US Army Corps of Engineers

© by Dec 31 - Obtain aerial and ground-level video of Labranche
wetlands.
O Obtain video at Army Corps - preparation stage.
O Conduct research of issue (Breaux bill, economic analysis,
wetlands issues)

January, 1994
Obtain video of initial dredging operation

Obtain video of "groundbreaking" ceremcnies

Obtain interviews with state and federal officials involved
Obtain maps and data for 3-D animation

Obtain video of waterfowl in Labranche area

Obtain video and interviews of "users" of the Labranche wetlands

(fishermen, etc)

OC0Oo0OO0O0

February, 1994 i
Obtain additional interviews w/state and federal officials

Obtain interviews related to economic impact of wetlands
Obtain video of progress of dredging operation

Render 3-D computer animation of maps

Log and review all interviews

Write documentary script

OO0 CO0OO0O0

March, 1994

O Obtain script approval from Army Corps & DNR

O Obtain approval of 3-D animation and maps from Army Corps & DNR
O Revised script

O Obtain additional video of dredge progress

April, 1994

O Obtain video of restored wetlands area

O Present draft of documentary for approval
O Make necessary revisions

O Present final documentary for distribution




PRODUCTION COSTS

1. Pre-Production Coordination/Producing/Writing

Coordination:

Meetings w/project leaders

Project Coordinator

Preparing preliminary outlines and shooting schedules
Location scouting

Producing:

Location shooting

Editing

Tape review (selecting intv. segments and shots)
Writing:

Script first draft
Script final draft

Subtotal for Group 1

2. Location Video Services

Field Video

2 Days at US Army Corps in New Orleans at $1,000/day
!
Coastal marsh footage for opening segment - 1 day

3 Days at LaBranche Wetlands

Helicopter time (at $715/hour)
plus 1/2 day shooting - aerials

2 Days - Washington, DC
plus travel & meals - 2 person crew

1 Day - Baton Rouge

Subtotal for Group 2

- 10 hours at §73
- 10 days at $200
- 10 hours at $§75

- 8 hours at §75

- 6 days at $§750
- 4 days at §750

- 2 days at $750

- 4 days at $750
- 1 day at §750

=5 750.00

$ 2.000.00
=% 750.00

=§ 600.00

= $4,500.00

= § 3,000.00

$ 1,500.00

= § 3,000.00
=5 750.00

16.850.00

$ 2,000.00

$ 1,000.00

$ 3,000.00

= § 2,145.00
$ 500.00

= ¥ 2,000.00
= § 1,700.00

= $ 1,000.00

$13.345.00



3. Computer Graphics

Animated Open - 20 seconds
Maps showing general coastal land-loss (3 map sequence)

Maps showing LaBranche project area before and after

Subtotal for Group 3

4. Editing & Post-Production

Editing

4 Days in Sony On-Line Suite at $1,500/day
Post

Sound mixing half-day on-line
Super/Graphic overlay half-day

Tape Stock

Field tapes (10) 30 minute BetaSP Metal at 50/each
Master tapes (2 copies)

DAT audio tape for narration

Sound library

Narration

Talent fee

Subtotal for Group 4

Total Groups (1-4)
Less 20% Discount

GRAND TOTAL

= § 3.600.00
= 3 2.700.00

= % 1.800.00

8.100.00

= § 6,000.00

=% 750.00

=% 750.00

=3$ 500.00

=3 100.00

$ 10.00

= §1.250.00

= No Charge

$9.360.00

$47.655.00
$9.531.00
$38.124.00



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF THE
SCIENTISTS ADVISORY GROUP

Mrs. Sue Hawes will brief the Task Force on the status of efforts to formalize
the involvement of the scientific community.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF THE
CITIZEN PARTICIPATION GROUP

Mrs. Sue Hawes will brief the Task Force on the status of efforts to formalize
the involvement of the Citizen Participation Group.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REPORT ON FISCAL YEAR 1993 EXPENDITURES

The Lead Agencies will brief the Task Force on the final status of expenditures
during FY 93.



Summary of USACE Expenditures

FY 93

Organization Expenditure ($)
Engineering Division 188,000
Planning Division

Chief 88,000

Economics 121,000

Environmental 295,000

Plan Formulation Branch 909,000

Subtotal 1,413,000
Real Estate Division 2.000
Total 1,603,000
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FY 1993 DEPT. OF INTERIOR PLANNING-RELATED EXPENDITURES®
SEC. 303 COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION

Rureau/Office FY 1993 Availahle Funde EY 1993 Expendityrey
Fish and Wiidilfe Sorvice $323,600 $323,100
{Southeast Reglon)

Figh and Wildilfe Service** $244,200 $244,200
{National Wetlands Research Center)

Minerals Managoment Service $ 60,200 $ 50,200
Natfonal Pari Seivice $ 6,200 $ 6,200
U.S. Geologlcal Survey $ 66,000 $ 85,100
(Baton Rouge, LA)

U.8. Geological Survey 327,900 $ 27,900
{Reston, VA) $738,100 $737,700

All figures rounded t0 nearest §100

*« Nationa! Wetlands Research Center is now part of the National Biological
Survey
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MEMORANDUM FOR{ ~ Gary Reubgg, COE Planing
FROMj = Rickey N. Rucbsamen, NMFS
! |
SUBJECT} FY93 Planning Budget
l:
|
i

1 | i
NMFS funding allocatlon!for FY93 totaled $523,353. Expenditures for this budget period were:
Manpower - $261,646; Lo racts - $121,815; Travel - $20,993; and Other - §23,641. FY93 expenditures

totaled $428,095. | |




SUMMARY QF SCS EXPENDITURES

AGENCY SUPPORT FUNDS

FY - 93
Water Resources Planning Staff - $429,000
Field Office Project Staff - $181,000
Field\Area Office Staff - $270,000
TOTAL $880, 000
/,’]ﬂ
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REPORT ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF A NEW PROCEDURE
FOR SELECTION OF PRIORITY PROJECT LISTS

Mr. Rowe will brief the Task Force on the status of the efforts of the P&E and
Technical Committees to develop improved procedures for the selection of

priority list projects.



O g
A
N s 4

B
W v X 4th Priority Project List Development ¢
Q { 1994 Tentative Schedule

1. Candidate project selection meetings.
Mar. 1-2 @ Lake Charles; Teche-Vermilion, Mermentau & Calcasieu-
,911%5 Sabine Basins. Nominees submitted by Feb. 15th.
Mar. 9510 @ New Orleans; Pontchartrain, Breton Sound & Mississippi
River Delta Basins. Nominees submitted by Feb. 23rd.
Mar. 24-25 @ Thibodaux; Barataria, Terrebonne & Atchafalaya River
Basins. Nominees submitted by Mar. 1st.

2. Begin WVA and Engineering field trips and project engineering and design.
Mar. 25th (to continue as necessary, this task may overlap the start of
benefit assessment.)

3. WVA project benefit assessment meetings, and Fact Sheet and cost estimate

development. ;2
May 15th to Aug. 5th

4. Development of project economic data.
Aug. 5th thru the 15th

5. Candidate project review and comment by State Task Force & CPG and approval
by P&E Subcommittee & Technical Committee.
Aug. 15th to Sept 15th

6. Review and approval by CWPPRA Task Force.
Sept. 15th to Oct. 1st

7. Development of 4th Priority Project List Report.
Oct. 1st thru the 31st f,y"j

dr 5;5/’4 . ; 50 ¥
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Basin Meeting Recommendations

1. Basin meetings grouped by basins in threes, held near affected basins; CPG,
Acadermic representatives, local interests and public invited. PO, BS, MR -
meet in New Orleans (Mar 9-10 ); TE, BA, AT - meet in Thibodaux (Mar 24-25
); TV, ME, CS - meet in Lake Charles (Mar 1-2 ).

2. Meetings to be held and overseen by the P&E Subcommittee. Basin
meetings moderated (facilitated) by the P&E (for consistency) with basin
captain leading basin strategy discussion.

3. Same set of “rules” used for each basin meeting.

4. All Task Force member agencies recommend for each basin up to three
“candidate” projects from the restoration plan. For the federal agencies these
should be projects which they would be willing to sponsor.

Recommendations will be submitted to the Chairman of P&E at least two
weeks prior to the basin meeting. COE provides list of nominated projects for
each basin with meeting announcements and distributes “potential” project
data sheets at meetings.

5. Basin captains lead discussions by sponsor agencies concerning each
candidate project nomination. Sponsor agencies describe projects (about 5
minutes/project, about 2 hour process/basin).

6. Public and local interests allowed to nominate one project each if these
projects are already in the Restoration Plan.

7. Public allowed to comment on agency nominated projects (about 3-5
minutes each).

8. Public also allowed to submit “screening sheets” for additional projects
they wish to see considered for revisions of the restoration plan. Such
projects will only be placed in the revised restoration plan and considered for
the 1995 PPL if they meet established criteria.

9. P&E representatives (agencies only) vote on the projects on the
nomination list using a format similar to what was used in past basin
meetings. The top three projects from each basin are placed on candidate list.

10. Process for evaluation of candidates will involve up-front field level team
meetings of sponsor agency, basin teams, Engineering Work Group, WVA
Work Group and all others concerned with project development to establish
a closer working relationship between all these elements throughout the
project evaluation process.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

STATUS OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE STATE
CONSERVATION PLAN

Mr. Norm Thomas will brief the Task Force on the status of the Conservation
Plan authorized by section 304 of the CWPPRA.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING

February 4, 1994
REPORT ON THE STATUS OF PRIOREY PROJECT LIST PROJECTS 2 h
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Representatives of the Lead Agencies will brief the Task Force on the design
\( and construction status of projects on the 1st, 2nd and 3rd Priority Project Lists.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
Eebruary 4, 1994

SIGNING OF THE LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS
RESTORATION PLAN REPORT

Mr. Schroeder will present recommendations concerning the incorporation of
final public review comments on the restoration plan report. The Task Force
members will complete the signature page which will be included in the report for
its submission to Congress. (ol . paq’
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REPORT ON THE SELECTION OF FISCAL YEAR 1994
FEASIBILITY STUDIES

M e ¢
Q)N//( v'“g m Qle.?\“ @ (;// m’} W
“\%J‘r'/ Wﬁf?@ﬁ " 9W W%% J

e

\.

Mr. Schroeder will present the Technical Committee’s proposed method forW
developing scopes of work and selecting feasibility studies for Fiscal Year 199(4/.6
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INITIAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN

Details the Feasibility Study Scope of Work
Documents All Required Tasks

Identifies Responsible Agency

Provides Cost Estimate for Each Task

Presents the Overall Sequence of Activities
s
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INITIAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN

Table of Contents
Secticon Title

* Scope of Work

Work Breakdown Structure
Organizational Breakdown Structure
Responsibility Assignment Matrix
Scﬁedulesw )

Budgets and Cost Estimates

* %

A

B

c

D

E

F

G Current Benefits Plan

H Resource Allocation Plan

I Local Cooperation Plan

J Acquisition Plan

K Real Estate

L Total Quality Management Plan
M Value-Engineering Plan

N Safety Plan

0 Security Plan

P Cultural and Recreational Resource Plan
Q Environmental Plan

R Operation and Maintenance Plan
S Management Control Plan

T Reporting Requirements

U Change Control Plan
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

Each Task Force member has the opportunity at this point to propose
additional items or issues for the consideration of the Task Force.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

R ndation for Task For roval:
i
DATE: 4,9 WA=
TIME: 9:30 a.m.

LOCATION: District Assembly Room
New Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Foot of Prytania Street
New Orleans, Louisiana



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

REQUEST FOR WRITTEN QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

All Task Force meetings are open to the public. Interested parties may submit a
completed “Question Submittal Card” to the Task Force Chairman at this time.

Questions and comments will be addressed at the next regularly scheduled Task
Force meeting.



5/27/92 11:10 AM Summary
COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION, & RESTORATION ACT
(Public Law 101-646, Title III)

SECTION 303. Priority Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Projects.

« Section 303a, Priority Project List.
- NLT 13 Jan 91, Sec. of the Army (Secretary) will convene a Task Force.

*Secretary »Secretary, Interior
sAdministrator, EPA *Secretary, Agriculture
*Governor, Louisiana eSecretary, Commerce

- NLT 28 Nov 91, Task Force will prepare and transmit to Congress a Priority List
of wetland restoration projects based on cost effectiveness and wetland quality.

- Priority List is revised and submitted annually as part of President's budget.

e Section 303b, Federal and State Project Planning.

- NLT 28 Nov 93, Task Force will prepare a comprchensive coastal wetlands
Restoration Plan for Louisiana.

- Restoration Plan will consist of a list of wetland projects, ranked by cost
effectiveness and wetland quality.

- Completed Restoration Plan will become Priority List.

- Secretary will ensure that navigation and flood control projects are consistent
with the purpose of the Restoration Plan.

- Upon submission of the Restoration Plan to Congress, the Task Force will conduct
a scientific evaluation of the completed wetland restoration projects every
3 years and report the findings to Congress.

SECTION 304. Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation Planning.

» Secretary; Administrator, EPA; and Director, USFWS will:

- Sign an agreement with the Governor specifying how Louisiana will develop
and implement the Conservation Plan.

- Approve the Comnservation Plan.

- Provide Congress with periodic status reports on Plan implementation.

o NLT 3 years after agreement is signed, Louisiana will develop a Wetland Conservation
Plan to achieve no net loss of wectlands resulting from development.

SECTION 305. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grants.

» Director, USFWS, will make matching grants to any coastal state to implement
Wetland Conservation Projects (projects to acquire, restore¢, manage, and enhance
real property interest in coastal lands and waters).

» Cost sharing is 50% Federal / 50% State *

SECTION 306. Distribution of Appropriations,

e 70% of annual appropriations not to exceed (NTE) $70 million used as follows:

- NTE $15 million to fund Task Force completion of Priority List and Restoration
Plan -- Secretary disburses funds.

- NTE $10 million to fund 75% of Louisiana's cost to complete Conservation Plan --
Administrator disburses funds.

- Balance to fund wetland restoration projects at 75% Federal/ 25% Louisiana ** --
Secretary disburses funds,

+ 15% of annual appropriations, NTE $15 million for Wetland Conservation Grants -
Director, USFWS disburses funds.

* 15% of annual appropriations, NTE $15 million for projects authorized by the North
American Wetlands Conservation Act - Secretary, Interior disburses funds. :

SECTION 307. Additional Authority for the Corps of Engineers.

« Section 307a. Secretary authorized to:
- Carry out projects to protect, restore, and enhance wetlands and aquatic/coastal
ecosystems.
» Scction 307b, Secretary authorized and directed to study feasibility of modifying the
MR&T to increase flows and sediment to the Atchafalaya River for land building and
wetland pourishment,
* 25% if the state has dedicated trust fund from which principal is not spent.
* ¢ 15% when Louisiana's Conservation Plan is approved,

l1ofl




104 STAT. 4778

PUBLIC LAW 101-646—NOV. 29, 1990

activities, where appropriate, that would contribute to the res-
toration or improvement of one or more fish stocks of the Great
Lakes Basin; and .

“(2) activities undertaken to accomplish the goals stated in
section 2006

16 USC Mlg. “SEC. 2009, AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘“b) There ars authorized to

“(a) There are authorized to be appropriate-d to the Director—

“(1) for conducting a study under section 2006 not more than
$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1991 through 1994; L.

(2) to establish and o&erat.e the Great es Coordination
Offics under section 2008(a) and Upper Great Lakes Fishery
Resources Offices under section c), not more
$4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1991 through 1995; and

'(3) to eatablish and operste the Lower Great Lakes Fishery
Resources Offices under section 2008(b), not more than
$2,000,000 {or each of fiscal years 1991 through 1995.

ie appropriated to the Secretary to

out this Act, not more than $1,500,000 for each of fiacal years

carry
1991 through 1995.".

Coastal

Wetlands
Planning,
Protection
Restoration Act
16 USC 3851

TITLE III—WETLANDS

end  gpC, 301. SHORT TITLE.
This title may be cited as the “Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protec-

nots tion and Restoration Act”.
16 USC 3951. SEC. 302. DEFINITIONS.

As used in this title, the term—

(1) “Secretary’”” means the Secretary of the Army;

(2) “Administrator” means the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency;

(8) “development activities” means any activity, including the

i of dredged or fill material, which results directly in a
more than de minimus ch in the hydrologic regime, bottom
contour, or the type, distribution or diversity of hydrophytic
vegetation, or which impairs the flow, reach, or circulation of
surface water within wetlands or other waters;

{4) “State” means the State of Louisiana;

(5) “coastal State” means a State of the United States in, or
bordarinﬁon, the Atlantic, Pacific, or Arctic Ocean, the Guif of
Mexico, Long Island Sound, or one or more of the Great Lakes;
for the purpases of this title, the term also includes Puerto Rico,
the Virgin Islands, Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands, and the Trust Territories of the Pacific
Islanda, and Arnerican Samoa;

(6) “coastal wetlands restoration project” means any tech-
nically feasible activity to create, restore, protect, or enhance
coastal wetlands through sediment and freshwater diversion,
water management, or other measures that the Task Force
finds will significantly contribute to the long-term restoration
or protection of the physical, chemical and biological integrity
of coastal wetlands in the State of Louisiana, an includes any
such activity authorized under this title or under any other
provision of law, including, but not limited to, new projects,
completion or expansion of existing or on-going projects, individ-
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ual phases, portions, or components of projects and operation,

maintanence and rehabilitation of completed projects; t'llle pri-

mary purpose of a “coastal wetlands restoration project” shall
not be to provide navigation, irrigation or flood control benefits;
(1) “coastal wetiands conservation project” means—

(A) the obtaining of a real property interest in coastal
lands or waters, if the obtaining of such interest is subject
to terms and conditions that will ensure that the real
property will be administered for the long-tarm conserva-
tion of such lands and waters and the hydrology, water
quality and fish and wildlife dependent thereon; and

(B) the restoration, management, or enhancement of
coastal wetlands if such restoration, manage-
ment, or enhancement is conducted on coastal lands and
waters that are administered for the long-term conserva-
tion of such lands and waters and the hydrology. water

quality and fish and wildlife dependent thereon;

(8) “Governor” means the Governor of Louisiana;

() “Task Force” means the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Con-
servation and Restoration Task Force which ghall consist of the
Secretary, who shall serve as chairman, the Administrator, the
Governor, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Secretary of Commerce; and

(10) “Director” means the Director of the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service.

SEC. 303, PRIORITY LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS RESTORATION 16 USC 3952,

PROJECTS.

(a) Priorrry Prosecr List.—

(1) PreparaTION OF LIST.—Within forty-five days after the
date of enactment of this title, the Secretary shall convene the
Task Force to initiate a process to identify and prepare a list of
coastal wetlands restoration projects in Louisiana to provide for
the long-term conservation of such wetlands and dependent fish
and wildlife populations in order of prierity, based on the cost-
effectiveness of such projecta in creating, restoring, protecting,
or enhancing coastal wetlands, taking into account the quality
of such coastal wetlands, with due allowance for small-scale
projects necessary to demonstrate the use of new techniques or
materials for coastal wetlands restoration.

(2) Tasz rorck ProcEZDURES.—The Secretary shall convene
meetings of the Task Force as appropriate to ensure that the list
is produced and transmitted annually to the Congress as re-
%mred by this subsection. If necessary to ensure transmittal of
the list on a timely basis, the Task Force shall produce the list
by a majority vote of those Task Force members who are
present and voting; except that no coastal wetiands restoration
rro ect shall be placed on the list without the concurrence of the

ead Task Force member that the project is coet effective and
sound from an engineering perspective. Those projects which
tentially impact navigation or flood control on the lower
mmig‘yx River System shall be constructed conaistent with
saction 304 of this Act.

(3) TRANSMITTAL oF List.—No later than one year after the
date of enactment of this title, the Secretary shail transmit to
the Congress the list of priority coastal wetlands restoration
projects required by paragraph (1) of this subsection. Thereafter,

A=Y
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the list shail be updated annually by the Task Force members
and transmitted by the Secretary to the Congress as part of the
President’s annual budget submission, Annuai transmittals of
the list to the Congress shall include a status report on each
project and a statement from the Secretary of the Treasury
indicating the amounts available for expenditure to carry out
this title. ’ :
(4) LisT or CONTENTS.— . .
(A} AREA IDENTIFICATION; PROJECT pescriIPTION.—The list
of priority coastal wetlands restoration projects shall in-
clude, but not be limited to—

() identification, by map or other means, of the
eoaltaluuawbewvendby:hemtnlwethnds
restoration project; and

(i) a detailed description of each proposed coastal
wetlands restoration project including a justification
for including such project on the list, the proposed
activities to be carried out pursuant to each coas
wetiands restoration project, the benefits to be realized
bysuchpmject.theidenﬁﬁmﬁonoftheleadTask
Force member to undertake each proposed coastal wet-
lands restoration project and the responsibilities of
each other participating Task Force member, an esti-
mated timetable for the completion of each coastal
wetlands restoration project, and the estimated cost of

each project. )

(B) Pre-PLAN.—Prior to the date on which the pian re-
quired by subsection (b) of this section becomes effective,
such list shall include only those coastal wetlands restora-
tion projects that can be substantially completed during a
five-year period commencing on the date the project is
placed on the list.

(C)Sl_xbue?buenttothada'teonwhichtheplanre_quiredby
subsection (b) of this section becomes effective, such list
ghall include only those coastal wetlands restoration
projects that have been identified in suchplan.

(5) Funpvg.—The Secretary shall, with the funds made
available in accordance with section 306 of this title, allocate
fundlmongthemmbenofthaTukFombasedontheneed
for such funds and such other factors as the Task Force deems

iate to carry out the purposes of this subsection.

appropria
(b) FEDERAL AND STATE PROJECT PLANNING.—

(1) PLAN FREPARATION.—The Task Force shall prepare a plan
to identify coastal wetlands restoration projects, in order of
priority, on the cost-effectiveness of such projects in
creating, restoring, protecting, or enhancing the long-term con-
servation of coastal wetlands, taking into account the quality of
such coastal wetlands, with due allowance for small-scale
pmjocgsnmhdemnmtethamofnewtechniquesor
materials for coastal wetlands restoration. Such restoration
plan shall be completed within three years from the date of
enactment of this title.

(2) PurPoSE OF THE pLAN.—The purpose of the restoration
plan is to develop a comprehensive approach to restore and
prevent the loss of, coastal wetlands in Louisiana. Such plan
shall coordinate and integrate coastal wetlands restoration
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projects in 8 manner that will ensure the long-term conserva-
tion of the coastal wet!ands of Louisiana.

(3) INTEGRATION OF EXISTING PLANS.~—In developing the res-
toration plan, the Task Force shall seek to integrate the “Lou-
isiana Comprehensive Coastal Wetlands Feasibility Study”
conducted by the Secretary of the Army and the “Coastal
Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Plan” prepared by the
State of Louisiana’s Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force. : . :

(4) ELEMENTS OF THE PLAN.—The restoration plan developed
pursuant to this subsection shall include--

(A) identification of the entire area in the State that
contains coastal wetlands;

(B) identification, by map or other means, of coastal areas
in Louisiana in need of coastal wetlands restoration
projects;

{($) identification of high priority coastal wetlands res-
toration projects in Louisiana needed to address the areas
identified in subparagraph (B} and that would provide for
the long-term conservation of restored wetlands and
dependent fish and wildlife populations;

(D) a listing of such coastal wetlands restoration projects,
in order of priority, to be submitted annuaily, incorporating
any project identified previously in lists produced and
submitted under subsection (a) of this section;

(E) a detailed description of each proposed coastal wet-
lands restoration project, including a justification for
including such project on the list;

the pro activities to be carried out pursuant to
each coastal wetiands restoration project;

(G) the benefits to be realized by each such project;

(H) an estimated timetable for completion of each coastal
wetlands restoration project;

(D) an estimate of the cost of each coastal wetlands res-
toration project;

(J) identification of a lead Task Force member to under-
take each proposed coastal wetlands restoration project
listed in the plan;

(K) consultation with the public and provision for public
review during development of the plan; and

{L) evaluation of the effectiveness of each coastal wet-
lands restoration project in achieving long-term solutions to
arresting coastal wetlands loss in Louisiana.

() PLaN mobntricaTioN.—The Task Force may modify the
restoration plan from time to time as necessary to carry ocut the
pu of this section,

" (6) PLAN sunums:on.—UEon completion of the restoration

plan, the Secretary shall submit the pian to the Congress. The
restoration plan shall become effective ninety days after the
date of its submission {o the Congress,

(7) PLaN EvaLUATiON.—Not less than three years after the
completion and submission of the restoration plan required by
this subsection and at least every three years thereafter, the
Task Force shall provide a report to the Congress containing a
scientific evaluation of the effectiveness of the coastal wet-
lands restoration projects carried out under the plan in crea-

Reports,
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ting, restoring, protecting and enhancing coestal wetlands in
Louisiana.

(¢) CoASTAL WETLANDS RESTORATION PROJECT BENEFTTS.—Where
such a determination is required under applicable law, the net
ecological, aesthetic, and cultural benefits, together with the eco-
nomic benefits, shall be deemed to exceed the costs of any coastal
wetlands restoration project within the State which the Task Force
finda to contribute uigniﬁcantl{ to wetlands restoration. i

{d) ConsisTENCY.—(1) In implementing, maintaining, medifying, or
rehabilitating navigation, flood control or irrigation projects, other
than emergency actions, under other authorities, the Secretary, in
consultation with the Director and the Administrator, shail ensure
that such actions are consistent with the purposes of the restoration
plan submitted pursuant to this section.

(2) At the request of the Governor of the State of Louisiana, the
Secretary of Commerce shall approve the plan as an amendment to
the State's coastal zone management program approved under sec-
ti05115 306 of the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C.
1455).

{e) FunpiNG oF WETLANDS RESTORATION PROJECTS.—The Secretary
shall, with the funds made available in accordance with this title,
allocate such funds among the members of the Task Force to carry
out coastal wetlands restoration projects in accordance with the
priorities set forth in the list transmitted in accordance with this
section. The Secretary shall not fund a coastal wetlands restoration
project unless that project is subject to such terms and conditions as
necessary to ensure that wetlands restored, enhanced or
through that project will be administered for the long-term con-
servation of such lands and waters and dependent fish and wildlife

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—Amounts made available in accordance
with section 306 of this title to carry out coastal wetlands
restoration projects under this title shall provide 75 percent of
the cost of such projects. .

(2) FEDERAL SHARE UPON CONSERVATION PLAN APPROVAL.—
Notwithstanding the previous paragraph, if the State develops a
Coastal Wetlands Conservation Plan pursuant to this title, and
such conservation plan is approved pursuant to section 304 of
this title, amounts made available in accordance with section
306 of this title for an{ecoastal wetlands restoration project
under this section shall be 85 percent of the cost of the project.
In the event that the Secretary, the Director, and the Adminis-
trator jointly determine that the State is not taking reasonable
steps to implement and administer a conservation plan devel-
oged and approved pursuant to this title, amounts made avail-
able in accordance with section 306 of this title for any coastal
wetlands restgoration project shall revert to 75 percent of the’
cost of the project: Provided, however, that such reversion to the
lower cost share level shall not occur until the Governor has
been provided notice of, and opportunity for hearing on, any
such determination by the &retary. the Director, and
Administrator, and the State has been given ninety days from
such notice or hearing to take corrective action.

(3) ForM OF STATE SHARE.—The share of the cost required of
the State shall be from a non-Federai source. Such State share
shall consist of a cash contribution of not less than 5 percent of
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the cost of the project. The balance of such State share may take
the form of lands, easements, or right-of-way, or any other form
of in-kind contribution determined to be appropriate by the lead
Task Force member. i

(4) Paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of this subeection shall not
affect the existing cost-sharing agreements for the following
projects: Caernarvon Freshwater Diversion, Davis Pond Fresh-
water Diversion, and Bonnet Carre Freshwater Diversion.

SEC, 304, LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS CONSERVATION PLANNING. 16 USC 3953.

(a) DEVELOPMENT OF CONSERVATION PLAN.—

(1) AgmexmENT.—The Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator are directed to enter into an agreement with the
Gavernor, as set forth in paragraph (2) of this subsection, upon
notification of the Governor's willingness to enter into such
agreement.

(2) TERMB OPF AGREEMENT.—

(A} Upon receiving notification pursuant to paragraph (1)
of this subsection, the Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator shall promptly enter into an agreement
(hereafter in this section referred to as the “agreement”)
with the State under the terms set forth in subparagraph
(B) of this paragraph.

(B) The agreement shall—
{i) set forth a process by which the State agrees to

develop, in accordance with this section, a coastal wet-
ds conservation plan (hereafter in this section re-
ferred to as the “conservation plan”);

(ii) designate a single agency of the State to develop
the conservation plan;

(ii) assure an opportunity for participation in the
development of the conservation Elan. during the plan-
ning pericd, by the public and by Federal and State
agencies;

(iv) obligate the State, not later than three years
after the date of signing the agreement, unleas
extended by the parties thereto, to submit the con-
servation pian to the Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator for their approval; and

{v) upon approval of the conservation plan, obligate
the State to implement the conservation plan.

(3) GranTs AND AssiSTANCR.—Upon the date of signing the
sgreement— °
(A) the Administrator shail, in consultation with the
Director, with the funds made available in accordance with
section 306 of this title, make grants during the develop-
ment of the conservation plan to assist the designated State
agency in developing such plan. Such grants shall not
exceed 76 percent of the cost of developing the plan; and
(B) the germry. the Director, and the Administrator
shall provide technical assistance to the State to assist it in
the development of the plan.

(b) ConsERvATION PLAN GoaL—If a conservation plan is devel-
oped pursuant to thia section, it shall have a goal of achieving no net
loas of wetlands in the coastal areas of Louisiana as a result of
development activities initiated subsequent to approval of the plan,
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exclusive of any wetlands gains achieved through implementation of
the preceding section of this title. ]

(c) ELeMENTS OoF CONSERVATION PLAN.—The conservation plan
authorized by this section shall include—

(1) identification of the entire coastal area in the State that
contains coastal wetlands;

(2) designation of a single State agency with the responsibility
for implementing and enforcing the plan;

(3) identification of measures that the State shall take in
addition to existing Federal authority to achieve a goal of no net
loss of wetlands as a result of development activities, exclusive
of any wetlands gains achieved through implementation of the
P ing section of this title;

(4) a system that the State shall implement to account for
gains and losses of coastal wetlands within coastal areas for
rurpooeu of evaluating the degree to which the goal of no net
oss of wetlands as a result of development activities in such
wetlands or other waterg has been attained;

(5) satisfactory assurances that the State will have adequate
personnel, funding, and authority to implement the plan;

(6) a program to be carried out by the State for the purpose of
educating the public concerning the necessity to conserve
“('t!l)m b~ to h of technology b

a program to encourage the use of technology by persons
engngetr in development activities that will result in negligibie
im on wetlands; and

(8) a program for the review, evaluation, and identification of
tory and nonregulatory options that wili be adopied by
the State to encourage and assist private owners of wetlands to

continue to maintain those lands as wetlands.

{d) APPROVAL OF CONSERVATION PLAN.~

(1) In cENERAL—If the Governor submits a conservation plan
to the Secreulg;ctrh: Director, and the Administrator for their
approval, the tary, the Director, and the Administrator
sga.l.l. within one hundred and eighty days following receipt of
such plan, approve or disap%r:ve it.

(2) APPROVAL CRITERIA.—T'he Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator shall approve a conservation plan submitted by
the Governor, if they determine that—

(A) the State has adequate guthority to fully implement
all na of such :dp ;

(B) such a plan is adequaté to attain the goal of no net
loes of coastal wetlands as a result of development activities
ang complies with the other requirements of this section;

an
(C) the plan was developed in accordance with terms of
the agreement set forth in subsection (a) of this section.

{e) MobiricaTioN or CONSERVATION PLAN.—

(1) _N_oncoumcn.—lf the Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator determine that a conservation plan submitted by
the Governor does not comply with the requirements of subsec-
tion (d) of this section, they shall submit to the Governor a
statement explainingewhy the plan is not in compliance and
how the plan should be changed to be in compliance.

{2) ReconemmErAaTiON.—1f the Governor submits a modified
conservation plan to the Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator for their reconsideration, the Secretary, the

A-9
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Director, and Administrator shall have ninety days to deter-
mine whether the modifications are sufficient to.brmg the plan
into compliance with requirements of subsection (d} of this
section.

(3) APPROVAL OF MODIFIED PLAN.—If the Secretary, the Direc-
tor, and the Administrator fail to approve or disapprove the
conservation plan, as modified, within the ninety-day period
following the date on which it was submitted to them by the
Governor, such plan, as modified, shall be deemed to be ap-
proved effective upon the expiration of such ninety-day period.

() AmenpmenTs TO ConsErvaTION Pran—If the Governor
amends the conservation plan :ﬂ)rovod under this section, any such
amended plan shail be considered a new plan and shall be subject to
the requirements of this section; except that minor changes to such
plan shall not be subject to the requirements of thia section.

{g) IMpPLEMENTATION OF CONSERVATION PLAN.—A conservation
plan approved under this saction shall be implemented as provided
therein.

(h) FEDERAL OVERSIGHT.~—

(1) INTTIAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Within one hundred and
eighty days after entering into the agreement required under
subsection {a) of this section, the Secretary, the Director, and
the Administrator shall report to the Congress as to the status
of a conservation plan approved under this section and the
progresa of the State in carrying out such a plan, including and
accounting, as required under subsection (¢) of this section, of
the gains and losses of coastsl wetlands as a result of develop-
ment activities. . _

(2) ReporT TO coNoRrEss.—Twenty-four months after the ini-
tial one hundred and eighty day period set forth in paragraph
(1), and at the end of each twenty-four-month period thereafter,
the Secretary, the Director, and the Administrator shall, report
to the Congress on the status of the conservation plan and
provide an evaluation of the effectiveness of the plan in meeting
the geal of this section.

SEC. 305 NATIONAL COASTAL WETLANDS CONSERVATION GRANTS.

(a) MAaTCHING GRANTS.—The Director shall, with the funds made’

available in accordance with the next following section of this title,
make matching grants to any coastal State to carry out coastal
wetlands conservation projects from funds made available for that

purpose,

(b) Priomrry.—Subject to the cost-sharing requirements of this
section, the Director may grant or otherwise provide any matching
moneys to any coasta] State which submits a proposal substantiai in
character and design to carry out a coastal wetlands conservation
project. In awarding such matching grants, the Director shall give
priority to coastal wetlands conservation projects that are—

(1) consistent with the National Wetlands Priority Conserva-
tion Plan developed under section 301 of the Emergency Wet-
lands Resources Act (16 U.S.C, 3921); and

(2) in coastal States that have established dedicated funding
for programs to acquire coastal wetlands, natural areas and
open spaces. In addition, priority consideration shall be given to
coastal wetlands conservation projects in maritime foresta on
coastal barrier islands.

A-10
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Texan.

16 USC 3955,

(¢) CoNorrions.—The Director may only grant or otherwise pro-
vide matching moneys to a coastal State for purposes of carrying out
a constal wetlands conservation pr?g;ct if the grant or provision is
subject to terms and conditions t will ensure that any real
property interest acquired in whole or in or enhanced, man-
aged, or restored with such moneys wiil administered for the
long-term conservation of such iands and waters and the fish and
wildlife dependent thereon.

C) HARING.— )

(1) FeperAL sHARE.—Grants to coastal States of matchmi
moneys by the Director for any fiscal year to carry out coasta
wetlands conservation projects shall be used for the payment of
not to exceed 50 percent of the total costs of such projects:
except that such matching moneys may be used for payment of
niot to exceed 75 percent of the costs of such projects if a coastal
State has established a trust fund, from which the principal is
not spent, for the purpose of acquiring coastal wetlands, other
naturai area or open spaces. .

(2) ForM OF STATE sHARE.—The matching moneys required of
a coastal State to out a coastal wetlands conservation
prc?"ect shall be derived from a non-Federal source.

(3) In-xIND conRIBUTIONS.—In addition to cash outlays and
payments, in-kind contributions of property or nnel serv-
ices by non-Federal interests for activities under this section
may be used for the non-Fed share of the cost of those
activities, )

{e) PARTIAL PAYMENTS.— )

(1) The Director may from time to time make matching
payments to carry out coastal wetlands conservation projects as
such projects progress, but such payments, including previous
payments, if any, shall not be more than the Federal pro rata
share of any such project in conformity with subsection (d) of
this section.

(2) The Director may enter into agreements to make matching
payments on an initial portion of a coastal wetlands conserva-
tion project and to agree to make payments on the remaining
Federal share of the costs of such ro{ect from subgsequent
moneys if and when they become avairab e. The liability of the
United States under such an agreement is contingent upon the
continued availability of funds for the purpose of this section.

() WeTLANDS AssEssMENT.—The Director shall, with the funds
made available in accordance with the next following section of this
title, direct the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s National Wetland
Inventory to update and digitize wetlands maps in the State of
Texas and to conduct an assessment of the status, condition, and
trends of wetlands in that State.

SEC. 306. DISTRIBUTION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) Priorrry Prosecr AND CONBERVATION PLANNING EXPENDI-
Tures.—Of the total amount appropriated during a given fiscal year
to carry out this title, 70 percent, not to exceed §7D. ,000, shail be
available, and shall remain available until expended, for the pur-

of making expenditures—

(1) not to exceed the ame&ate amount of $5,000,000 annually
to assist the Task Force in the preparation of the list required
under this title and the plan required under this title, including
preparation of—

A-11
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(A) preliminary assessments; .

(B) general or site-specific inventornies; .

(C) reconnaissance, engineering or other studies;

(D) preliminary design worlk; and .

(E) such other studies as may be necessary to identify and
evaluate the feasibility of coastal wetland restoration
projects;

(2) to carry out coastal wetlands restoration projects in
accordance with the priorities set forth on the list prepared
under this title;

(3) to carry out wetlands restoration projects in accordance
with the priorities set forth in the restoration plan prepared
under this title;

{4) to make grants not to exceed $2,500,000 annuallg or
$10,000,000 in total, to assist the agency designated by the State
in development of the Coastal Wetlands Conservation Plan
pursuant to this title.

(b) CoastaL WETLANDE CONSERVATION GRANTS.—Of the total
amount appropriated during a given fiscal year to carry out this
title, 16 parcent, not to exceed §15,000,000 shall be available, and
shall remain available to the Director, for purposes of making

ta—
(1) to any coastal State, except States eligible to receive
ing under section 306(a), to carry out coastal wetlands
zt:aﬂation projecta in accordance with section 305 of this title;

(2) in the amount of $2,500,000 in total for an assesament of
'trha status, condition, and trends of wetlands in the State of
exas,

(c) NorrH AMERICAN WETLANDS ConsERvATION.—Of the total
amount appropriated during a given fiscal year to carry out this
title, 16 percent, not to exceed $15,000,000, shall be available to, and
ghall remain available until expended by, the Secretary of the
Interior for allocation to carry out wetlands conservation projects in
any coastal State under section 8 of the North American Wetlands
Conservation Act (Public Law 101-233, 103 Stat. 1968, December 13,

1989).

SEC. 307. GENERAL PROVISIONS. . 16 USC 3956.

‘(a) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY POR THE Corrs oF ENGINEERS.—The

Secretary is authorized to carry out projects for the protection,

restoration, or enhancement of aquatic and associated ecosystems,

including projects for the protection, restoration, or creation of

wetlands and coastal ecosystems. In carrying out such projects, the [rrigation.

Secretary shall give such projects equal consideration with projects Navigation.

reiating to irrigation, navigation, or {lood control. .
() Stupy.—The is hereby authorized and directed to

study the feasibility of modifying the operation of existing naviga-

tion and flood control projects to allow for an increase in the share

of the Mississippi River flows and sediment sent down the

Atchafalaya River for purposes of land building and wetlands

nourishment.

SEC. 308. CONFORMING AMENDMENT.

16 U.S.C. T7Tc is amended by adding the following aflter the first
sentence: “The Secretary shall distribute 18 per centum of each
annual appropriation made in accordance with the provisions of

A-12
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Research

Development
Act.
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nots.

Ante, p. 569.

section 777b of this title as provided in the Coastal Wetlands Plan-
ning, Protection and Restoration Act: Provided, That, nqmth{tand-
ing the provisions of section 777b, such sums shall remain available

to carry out such Act through fiscal year 1999.".

“TITLE IV—GREAT LAKES OIL POLLU-
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

“SEC. 4001. SHORT TITLE.
“This title may be cited as the “Great Lakes Oil Pollution Re-
search and Development Act’.

“SEC. 4002. GREAT LAKES OIL POLLUTION RESBARCH AND DEYELOP-
MENT.
“Section 7001 of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-

380} is amended as follows: .
“(1) GREAT LAKES DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.—In subsection
(cX6), strike “3” and insert “4”, strike “and” after “California,”,
and insert “and (D) ports on the Great Lakes,” after
“Louisiana,”. ]
“(2) FUNDING.—In subeection (f) strike “21,250,000” and insert
“99 000,000” and in subsection (fX2) sirike “2,250,000" and
insert “3,000,000".”.

Approved November 23, 1990.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY ~H.R. 5390 (S. 2244}

SENATE REPORTS: lI;lt.vi,ll_tll #ﬂhmmunying 8. 2244 (Comm. on Environment and
'ublic Workal.
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Vol. 136 (1990
Oct. 1, considered and Ju.-ed House.
Qct. 26, considered and passed Senate, amended, in lieu of S. 2244
Oct. 27, House concurred in Senate amendment.
WEEKLY COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, Vol. 26 (1990x:
Nov 29, Presidential statement.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND
RESTORATION ACT

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

TASK FORCE PROCEDURES

I. Task Force Meetings and Attendance

A. Scheduling/T.ocation

The Task Force will hola regular meetings quarterly, or more often if necessary
to carry out its responsibilities. When possible, regular meetings will be
scheduled as to time and location prior to the adjournment of any preceding
regular meeting.

Special meetings may be called upon request and with the concurrence of a
majority of the Task Force members, in which case, the Chairperson will
schedule a meeting as soon as possible.

Emergency meetings may be called upon request and with the unanimous
concurrence of all members of the Task Force at the call of the Chairperson.
When deemed necessary by the Chairperson, such meetings can be held via
telephone conference call provided that a record of the meeting is made and that
any actions taken are affirmed at the next regular or special meeting.

B. Delegation of Attendance

The appointed members of the Task Force may delegate authority to participate
and actively vote on the Task Force to a substitute of their choice. Notice of such
delegation shall be provided in writing to the Task Force Chairperson prior to
the opening of the meeting.

C. Staff Participation

Each member of the Task Force may bring colleagues, staff or other
assistants/advisors to the meetings. These individuals may participate fully in
the meeting discussions but will not be allowed to vote.

D. Public Participation (see Public Involvement Program)

All Task Force meetings will be open to the public. Interested parties may submit
written questions or comments that will be addressed at the next regular
meeting.



II. Administrative Procedures

A. Quorum

A quorum of the Task Force shall be a simple majority of the appointed
members of the Task Force, or their designated representatives.

B. Voting

Whenever possible, the Task Force shall resclve issues by consensus. Otherwise,
issues will be decided by a simple majority vote, with each member of the Task
Force having one vote. The Task Force Chairperson may vote on any issue, but
must vote to break a tie. All votes shall be via voice and individual votes shall
be recorded in the minutes, which shall be public documents.

C. Agenda Development/Avpproval

The agenda will be developed by the Chairperson's staff. Task Force members or
Technical Committee Chairpersons may submit agenda items to the Chairperson
in advance. The agenda will be distributed to each Task Force member (and
others on an distribution list maintained by the Chairperson’s staff) within two
weeks prior to the scheduled meeting date. Additional agenda items may be
added by any Task Force member at the beginning of a meeting.

D. Minutes

The Chairperson will arrange for minutes of all meetings to be taken and
distributed within two weeks after a meeting is held to all Task Force members
and others on the distribution list.

E. Distribution of Information/Products

All information and products developed by the Task Force members or their
staffs will be distributed to all Task Force members normally within two weeks.
in advance of any proposed action in order to allow adequate time for review
and comment, unless the information/product is developed at the meeting or an
emergency situation occurs.



. Miscellaneous

A. Liability Disclaimer

To the extent permitted by the law of the State of Louisiana and Federal
regulations, neither the Task Force nor any of its members individually shall be
liable for the negligent acts or omissions of an employee, agent or representative
selected with reasonable care, nor for anything the Task Force may do or refrain
from doing in good faith, including the following: errors in judgement, acts
done or committed on advice of counsel, or mistakes of fact or law.

B. Conflict of Interest

No member of the Task Force (or designated representative) shall participate in
any decision or vote which would constitute a conflict of interest under Federal
or State law. Any potential conflicts of interest must clearly be stated by the
member prior to any discussion on the agenda item.



Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

TASK FORCE MEETING
February 4, 1994

MINUTES

L INTRODUCTION

Colonel Michael Diffley, representing the Secretary of the Army, convened the
twelfth meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task
Force at 9:40 a.m. on February 4, 1994, in the District Assembly Room of the New
Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The agenda is attached as Enclosure 1.
The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA), which was signed into law (PL 101-646, Title III) by
President Bush on November 29, 1990.

IL ATTENDEES

The Attendance Records for the Task Force meeting are attached as Enclosure 2.
Listed below are the six Task Force members. With the exception of Mr. Pulliam, who
was represented by Mr. David Frugg, all were in attendance.

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. Russell Rhoades, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. James Pulliam, U.S. Department of the Interior

Mr. Donald Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture

Dr. William Fox, U.S. Department of Commerce

Colonel Michael Diffley, U.S. Department of the Army, Chairman

OI. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

The minutes of the Task Force meeting held on October 1, 1993, were approved
unanimously with an amendment offered by Mr. David Frugé (the minutes are
attached as Enclosure 3). Mr. Gohmert made the motion to approve the minutes and
Mr. Frugé seconded it. The motion was passed unanimously. {1/170-205]

IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS

A. Mr. Jim Addison, USACE-NOD Public Affairs Officer, presented a proposal
(including a budget) for a CWPPRA public outreach program. Dr. Len Bahr
suggested that Mr. Paul Coreil of thé Louisiana Cooperative Extension Service
(LCES) be contacted to take advantage of the LCES’s existing information
distribution network. Mr. Frugé voiced his support for that idea and
recommended inviting Mr. Coreil to any meeting of the public affairs
coordinators. Mr. Rhoades recommended including primary and secondary



schools, as well as universities, into the outreach program. Mr. Gohmert
expressed his support for the outreach program and also recommended that the
LCES be involved. Col. Diffley told Mr. Addison that he wants to see a more
detailed budget for fiscal year 1995 and that the outreach program should take
advantage of existing agency resources. Dr. Bahr started a discussion about the
need to place a sign on the LaBranche Wetland Creation site or on U.S,
Interstate 10 adjacent to the site. Mr. Dom Elguezebal, USACE project manager
will determine the feasibility of erecting the sign and act accordingly. Col.
Diffley directed Mr. Addison to inform the public of the project prior to the
ground breaking ceremony scheduled for the beginning of March. Mr. Addison
will report to the Task Force at their next meeting as to the cost and efficacy of
that effort. [1/206-674]

Motion by Mr. Rhoades: That the Task Force set a $58,900 spending cap on the
fiscal year 1994 public outreach program.

Second: Dr. Bahr.

Approved unanimously.

. Mr. Robert Schroeder, technical committee chairman, presented his committee’s
recomendation that the Task Force pursue an agreement with television station
WLAE to produce a documentary. The technical committee felt that using
available agency information could bring the cost down from WLAE's original
proposal. The documentary would feature the LaBranche project primarily, but
would also describe the CWPPRA process generally. [1/674-701, 2/0-47]

Motion by Mr. Frugé: That the Task Force agree to a $38,000 spending cap with
the expectation that the cost can be reduced by following the technical
committee’s recommendations and that all of the Task Force agencies will have
a chance to review the finished product prior to release.

Second: Mr. Gohmert.

Approved unanimously.

. Mr. Oscar Rowe, Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee Chairman, presented
the revised process for selecting the 4th priority list projects, including the
schedule of basin meetings for selecting candidate projects. Mr. Rowe informed
Dr. Bahr that the official public meetings would be held after the candidate
projects had been selected and evaluated and could be coordinated with the
State. Col. Diffley addressed the need to revise the technical evaluation process
and recommended including funds for revising the process in the FY95 budget.
He also discussed the need to objectively analyze the costs of projects at about
the 25 percent design stage. The possibility of low-balling estimates to enhance a
project’s chances of making a priority list concerns him. Mr. Frugé stated that he
would like to see a more intensive scutiny of designs and costs of projects before
they are voted on for inclusion on a priority list. Mr. Schroeder informed the
Task Force about the quarterly project status reports provided to the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources by each agency. Dr. Bahr expressed concern



about potential time and cost problems associated with real estate acquisi

Ms. Sue Hawes, Ponchartrain Basin captain and Wetlands Value Assessment
team member, stated her opinion that the wetlands benefits of proposed projects
were being fairly assessed. Col. Diffley stated that the E&D costs should be
highlighted and then tasked the Technical Committee with developing a
standard operating procedure for anticipating, highlighting, and addressing
problems during the design stage. Dr. Bahr suggested that private consultants
and contractors be brought into the process. Col. Diffley advised Mr. Gohmert
that the engineering chief at the New Orleans District would contact him to
discuss the possibility of convening a workshop with members of his staff and
private consultants concerning engineering design proceedures and costs. There
was a discussion about moving the date of the first basin meeting back. It will
not be moved. Mr. Stan Green, USACE, pointed out an error in the schedule of
basin meetings enclosed in the Task Force meeting handbook. The
Pontchartrain, Breton Sound, and Mississippi River Delta basin meetings will be
held at NOD on March 14, 1994. [2/676-end, 3/0-533]

Motion by Mr. Gohmert: That the Task Force approve the basin meeting
recommendations and the 4th Priority Project List development schedule as
presented by Mr. Rowe.

Second: Mr. Frugé.

Approved unanimously.

. Mr. Schroeder presented the Technical Committee’s plans to move forward
with feasibility studies. A team will be assembled to determine the degree of
modeling effort necessary to assess the efficacy and cost of barrier islands in
protecting wetlands. A feasibility study on the total available sediment budget of
the Mississippi River will be initiated. Col. Diffley informed the Task Force that
the USACE will conduct an extensive study of the lower Atchafalaya River with
its own resources. The proper balance of flood control, navigation, and delta
building must be thoroughly investigated before a change in the split of the flow
at Old River can be considered. He explained why an initial investigation of
barrier island modeling is necessary before a feasibility study can begin and
instructed the Technical Committee to report on its findings at the next Task
Force meeting. He recommended that the USACE move forward with a
feasibility study of freshwater diversions off of the Mississippi River and
directed his staff to develop an Initial Project Management Plan (IPMP) by the
next Task Force meeting. Ms. Carolyn Earl, USACE, explained the IPMP as the
scheduling and budgeting tool for the feasibility study. Col. Diffley described the
feasibility report as the document which will go to Congress for funding. Mr.
David Soileau, Louisiana Department of Natural Resources, wanted to know
who will define the roles of the other agencies and the State in the feasibility
study. Col.Diffley stated that the study manager will be from the USACE but the
other agencies would be encouraged to contribute to the effort. The Task Force
will take up the issue of agency participation at the next meeting when the IPMP
is presented. Col. Diffley answered another Soileau inquiry by defining the



strategy for getting large projects funded. Whatever agency has a funding
stream available for a particular type of project will take the lead on the
feasibility study for that project. He assured Dr. Bahr that the USACE feasibility
studies under CWPPRA would not be held to the strict cost/benefit analysis as
are ordinary USACE studies. He answered a question by Mr. Frugé by stating
that the Task Force would fully fund feasibility studies for now. He also told Mr.
Bob Jones, Terrebonne Parish engineer, that small scale Isles Dernieres
reconstruction projects could still compete for prioity list funding while barrier
islands are being studied. Dr. Ivor Van Heerdon, Center for Coastal, Energy, and
Environmental Resources (CCEER), requested that the scientific community be
notified through him of any meetings concerning the priority projects or the
feasibility studies. [5/244-end, 6/30-175}

Motion by Dr. Bahr: That the Task Force approve the development of an IPMP
for the feasibility study of Mississippi River Diversions.

Second: Mr. Frugé

Passed unanimously.

Motion by Dr. Bahr: That the Technical Committee assemble a team to survey
the existing information and models of barrier islands and report their findings
to the Task Force by the next meeting.

Second: Mr. Gohmert.

Passed unanimously.

V. INFORMATIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Col. Diffley introduced the current proposal for a scientific advisory group. Ms.
Sue Hawes (Project Manager for the Environment, USACE) stated that she had
received the proposal from CCEER and LUMCON on 28 Jan 94 and distributed it
to the Technical Committee. Col. Diffley recommended that the Task Force
assemble a team to negotiate a contract with the scientists. The team will be
headed by Mr. Dave Frugé and composed of people familiar with the priority list
selection process, feasibility studies, and monitoring. The team should identify
specific areas of need and structure the agreement such that it can grow in those
areas where a value added is clearly identified. Dr. Paul Kemp of the Coalition
to Restore Coastal Louisiana (CRCL) advised the Task Force that the contract
must be with the university. He answered Mr. Rhoades by stating that the
proposal currently on the table included participation in the 3rd year review
required by the CWPPRA. He also informed the Task Force about the
involvement of the W. Alton Jones Foundation in analyzing CWPPRA projects
and the Restoration Plan. [2/71-419]

B. Ms. Sue Hawes presented the status of the Citizen Participation Group. They
will no longer be asked to provide a consensus opinion. Members of the group
will provide opinions individually. The group charter will be changed to reflect
this. The CPG will meet prior to the first basin meeting. They will help with



ublic outreach. The acting chairman of the group is Mr. Mark Davis, Executive
Director of CRCL. [2/424-528}

. A representative of each agency delivered a report of agency expenditures in
fiscal year 1993. Mr. Rowe informed Col. Diffley that MIPR’s had not been closed
for ‘93 or ‘92. USACE is still getting bills. The reports of expenditures of other
agencies included actual expenditures and obligations. The Department of
Commerce did not spend its entire budget. The other agencies spent or obligated
all of their fiscal year 1993 funds. Col. Diffley defined the need to develop a
function oriented matrix to track expenditures by fiscal year 1995. [2/529-672]

. Mr. Thomas briefed the Task Force on the status of the State Conservation Plan.
Mr. Rhoades must meet with the Secretary of the Louisiana Department of
Natural Resources, Mr. John Ales, to reach an agreement on developing the
plan. Mr. Dave Soileau answered a question by Dr. Bahr by stating that the three
year period to develop the plan will not begin until the State received a grant
from the Federal government. [3/539-568].

. The Task Force reviewed the handouts on the status of priority list projects. Mr.
Soileau asked the Task Force when the issue of cost overruns on specific projects
would be addressed. Col. Diffley stated that the Task Force would take up the
issue at the next meeting after the Technical Committee has developed a
proceedure for identifying such overruns. Mr. Soileau wanted to know when
the public would be apprised of the decision to drop a project and what would
happen to projects which had fallen out of favor with the public. Dr. Fox stated
that his department no longer wished to pursue the Fourchon hydrologic
development project because of landowner opposition. Mr. Ric Reubsamen,
Technical Committee member from the National Marine Fisheries Service,
voiced his concern that projects would be redesigned to stay within the 25
percent cap and in the process lose projected benefits. He then detailed the
reasons why his agency was requesting a “deauthorization” of the Fourchon
project. Mr. Soileau again posed the question of the need to go back to the
public. Col Diffley stated that by law or current Task Force procedure there was
no such requirement. He suggested that the Task Force consider the issue along
with the issues of what criteria in addition to costs and benefits should lead to
deauthorization and whether the deauthorization process be automatic. Mr.
Davis advised the Task Force of the value of keeping the public informed. Mr.
Frugé suggested notifying the public of Task Force meeting agendas. Dr. Fox
recommended not making the deauthorization process automatic. Col. Diffley
answered another question from Mr. Soileau. He stated that there was no need
at this time to address the possibility of running out of money to construct
priority list projects due to other projects exceeding their estimated cost by 25
percent or less. Annual funding goes into one pot and some projects will be
delayed or drop out or come in under budget. Mr. Gohmert reported that there
were no cost overruns on any of the projects sponsored by his agency and that
the West Hackberry project was under construction. Mr. Thomas suggested that



all overruns be reported, not just significant ones. He also advised the Task
Force that the Congress would have to be notified if any projects were
deauthorized. He reported that the present cost estimates for the first two
phases of the Isles Desnieres restoration combined were $2 million or 15 percent
over the original $13 million estimate. The project(s) will be bid in July 1994.
Mr. Dom Elguezabal reported a 64 percent overrun of the original cost estimate
for the Vermilion River Cutoff project. He also reported potentially serious real
estate problems with the project. Col. Diffley was concerned with the fact that
the Task Force was not advised of the increased cost associated with the revision
of the original project. He was also concerned about spending a lot of
engineering and design money on a project that might have construction
stimieing problems. Dr. Good informed the Task Force that the benefits of the
project had increased with the redesign. Mr. Frugé recommended that any
claim of increased benefits for a project be submitted to the Wetlands Value
Assessment Team. Mr. Elguezabal also reported that model studies of shoaling
due to the West Bay Diversion looked favorable. A revised construction
schedule will be presented at the next meeting. Mr. Paul Yakcupsack, USFWS,
reported unresolved land rights problems with the Cameron Creole Watershed
project. However engineering and design have been completed and the project
cost is 9 percent over the original estimate. Advertisement of the Bayou
Sauvage Habitat Restoration Project has been delayed until December 1994 by
the USACE hurricane protection project. The Sabine Refuge project should be
ready for advertisement in April 1994 and is currently estimated to cost

68 percent less than the original estimate. The Cameron Prairie Erosion
Prevention project was advertised in December 1993, with an award anticipated
in April 1994. Bids have not been opened yet but the anticipated project cost is
27 percent over the original estimate. The cost share agreement for the Bayou
Sauvage Habitat Restoration Phase II project is currently being negotiated. Mr.
Tim Osborn, NMFS, reported real estate problems as well as problems of boat
access with the Bayou La Cache project. There are no problems anticipated with
the Point Au Fer project. The Atchafalaya Sediment Diversion and the Big
Island Mining projects will be combined due to their close proximity to one
another and the similarity of construction to effect an economy of scale. [3/570-

end,4/130-end,5/0-154]

. Mr. Richard Boe, USACE, reported to the Task Force that eight letters
commenting on the Restoration Plan were received. The USACE is preparing
written responses to those comments with the help of some persons from the
other agencies. A signed Record of Decision and the responses to all of the
comments received will be sent to all commenters and ail who were sent a copy
of the Restoration Plan. Col. Diffley directed Mr. Boe to staff a draft copy of the
Record of Decision and proposed responses to the comments through all of the
other Task Force members via the Technical Committee. [5/154-242]



V1. TASKS REQUIRING FURTHER ACTION

A. Colonel Diffley directed Mr. Addison to publicize the LaBranche Wetlands
project while it is under construction and report the results of that effort to the
Task Force.

B. Names for the scientific advisors’ negotiating team were to have been given to
Mr. Frugé by the end of the meeting. The team will negotiate an agreement
within three weeks. A vote by the Task Force on the proposal will be solicited by
telephone or fax.

C. Colonel Diffley directed Mr. Rowe to develop a new process for tracking budget
items by task as of fiscal year 1995.

D. Colonel Diffley recommended that funds be inctuded in the FY95 budget to
review and possibly revise the technical evaluation process for priority list
projects.

E. Colonel Diffley directed the technical committee to develop a standard operating
procedure for evaluating projects at various intervals during the engineering
and design phase.

F. Colonel Diffley will confer with Mr. Gohmert about convening an engineering
and design workshop with representatives from the private sector.

G. The USACE will send copies of all responses to comments on the Restoration
Plan along with a draft of the Record of Decision to all of the agencies for their

review.

H. Mr. Schroeder will draft a letter to the governor responding to his request for -
feasibility studies. He will also assemble a team to analyze existing information
on barrier islands and recommend a starting point and scope of work for the
subsequent feasibility study. The Technical Committee will prepare an Initial
Project Management Plan for the Mississippi River feasibility study by the next
Task Force meeting.

VII. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Col. Diffley instructed the lead agencies to submit permit applications for
priority list projects to the USACE with a cover letter identifying the agency and
CWPPRA affiliation. [6/205-266]

B. Mr. Gohmert presented a plaque from the Task Force to Col. Diffley
commemorating his service as the Chairman of the Task Force. [6/267-320]



C. Mr. Phil Bowman, Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, showed a
video prepared by the Louisiana Seafood Promotion and Marketing Board.
[6/323-356]

D. Mr. Rob Gormans (Catholic Social Services), congratulated Col. Diffley for
initiating a public outreach program. Col. Diffley elaborated on the need to
involve the public in the process. [6/358-394]

VIII. DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

Mr. Schroeder offered the dates of April 19-21 for consideration as the date of the next
Task Force meeting. No one voiced any objections. Task Force members will be
contacted to confirm one of those dates.

IX. QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

No written questions or comments were received from the public.

X. ADJOURNMENT

Mr. Rhoades moved to adjourn the meeting at 1:45 p.m. Mr. Frugé seconded the
motion, and it passed unanimously.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
4 February 1994
9:30 a.m.*

75

Introductions

Presentation to the Family of Charles W. “Bill” Savant

Adoption of Minutes from the 1 October 1993 Meeting

Status of Tasks from the October 1993 Meeting Requiring Further Action

a. i. report on public outreach program (NOD PAO)
ii. consideration of a proposal for a documentary video from WLAE TV

b. report on CPG status

c. report on scientific advisors program

d. report on FY 93 expenditures (lead agencies)

e. development of new procedure for selection of Priority Project Lists
Status of Development of the State Conservation Plan

Report on Status of Priority Project List Projects (lead agencies)
Signing of Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan Report
Report on Selection of Fiscal Year 1994 Feasibility Studies

Additional Agenda Items

Date and Location of the Next Task Force Meeting

Request for Written Questions from the Public

* There will be an informal reception in honor of Bill Savant’s family prior to the start of the meeting (9:15).

2 Feb %4
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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

TASK FORCE MEETING
October 1, 1993

MINUTES

L INTRODUCTION

Colonel Michael Diffley, representing the Secretary of the Army, convened the
eleventh meeting of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration
Task Force at 9:45 a.m. on October 1, 1993, in the District Assembly Room of the New
Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The agenda is attached as Enclosure 1.
The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA), which was signed into law (PL 101-646, Title III) by
President Bush on November 29, 1990.

IL ATTENDEES .

The Attendance Records for the Task Force meeting are attached as Enclosure 2.
Listed below are the six Task Force members. With the exception of Mr. Rhoades, who
was represented by Mr. Norm Thomas, all were in attendance.

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. Russell Rhoades, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. James Pulliam, U.S. Department of the Interior

Mr. Donald Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture

Dr. William Fox, U.S. Department of Commerce

Colonel Michael Diffley, U.S. Department of the Army, Chairman

M. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

The minutes of the Task Force meeting held on May 20, 1993, were approved
unanimously with no discussion (the minutes are attached as Enclosure 3). Mr.
Gohmert made the motion to approve the minutes and Mr. Thomas seconded it.

{1/100-1102

V. TASK FORCE DECISIONS

A. Mr. Oscar Rowe {chairman, Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee) presented
the fiscal year 1994 budget (Enclosure 4) of $4.2 million as recommended by the
Technical Committtee. He noted that $800,000 was left unbudgeted for other

1 The Task Force meeting was recorded on audio tape. Bracketed figures represent the tape no./counter no.
for the discussion of a particular item. Multiple tape/counter numbers are used when an item is discussed

more than once during the meeting.



items such as feasibility studies, outreach efforts, etc. Colonel Diffley expressed
concern about the size of the budget and the relatively small amount of money
left to do feasibility studies. Dr. Len Bahr expressed the State’s desire to get '
started on feasibility studies of large projects. This prompted a lengthy
discussion of the issue. Colonel Diffley described his vision of the way the Task
Force should approach implementation of the comprehensive Restoration Plan.
He said that CWPPRA planning funds (100 percent Federal) should be used to
develop large-scale projects to the feasibility level; individual agencies must
then take over the projects to find funding for construction. The State, as the
cost-sharing partner for any projects which would be constructed, should
determine which feasibility studies would be accomplished. [1/641-2/end]

Motion by Mr. Thomas: That the Task Force approve the fiscal year 1594 budget
as recommended by the Technical Committee.

Second: Dr. Fox

Approved unanimously.

. Mr. Robert Schroeder (chairman, Technical Committee) presented the Technical
Committee’s recommendation to adopt a standardized status report for
CWPPRA priority list projects. [3/0-34]

Motion by Mr. Thomas: That the Task Force adopt a standardized status report
for CWPPRA priority list projects as recommended by the Technical Committee.
Second: Dr. Bahr

Approved unanimously.

. Mr. Schroeder presented the Technical Committee’s recommendation for the
3rd Priority Project List . Mr. Thomas wished to postpone the vote and
reconvene the Technical Committee to further review several projects which
were opposed by one or more agencies. Dr. Bahr noted that the State supported
the proposed list, and asked for a vote at this meeting. Dr. Fox and Mr. Gohmert
each expressed a willingness to review those projects to which some agencies
had objections, but both wanted a vote at this meeting. Mark Davis (Director,
Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana) asked the Task Force to postpone the
vote to allow participation by the Citizen Participation Group (CPG), which he
maintained had not been involved in the selection process; Mrs. Hawes pointed
out that the candidate projects had been presented at a CPG meeting at the
Louisiana Nature Center (August 23, 1993).

Mr. Thomas began the discussion of projects by presenting a list of proposed
projects to be substituted for three projects which he believed ought not to be
recommended by the Task Force: Cote Blanche Hydrologic Restoration; Replace
Hog Island, West Cove, and Headquarters Control Structures; and Cameron-
Creole Maintenance (see Enclosure 5 for the proposed substitutions). Mr.
Thomas asserted that the Cote Blanche area is undergoing natural growth; Ms.
Faye Talbot (SCS) maintained that the proposed project would make better use
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of natural processes and should show results very quickly. Mr. Darryl Clark \l
(LDNR) observed that the project has been on the State list for several years. Mr. |
Thomas stated his opposition to the Replace Hog Island, etc. Control Structures
project, noting that the structures in question are relatively new and the project
area is already protected #Mr. Rick Hartman (NMFS) suggested that most of the
project’s benefits were attibutable to a single structure, and that incremental
analysis of this project would be appropriate. The discussion of the Cameron-
Creole project centered around the question of dedicating a large sum of money
toward maintenance of an existing project whose local sponsor was not able to
meet its financial obligations.

Mr. Pulliam expressed concern with the Red Mud demonstration project,
wishing to ensure that no CWPPRA funds would be spent on construction until
toxicity testing was completed and the material was shown to be safe for use as
marsh substrate. Mrs. Sue Hawes (USACE) pointed out that an Environmental
Assessment (of which toxicity testing will be a part) must be done prior to
construction. Col. Diffley noted that the EA, including toxicity testing, will be
completed before the project is funded for construction. [3/35-5/238]

Motion by Dr. Bahr: That the Task Force approve the 3rd Priority Project List as
recommended by the Technical Committee.
Second: Mr. Pulliam _

Motion by Dr. Fox: Amend the motion on the floor so as to defer
consideration of the Hog Island project (to be remanded to the Technicai
Committee for additional analysis, including incrementalization) and the
Cameron-Creole project (to be remanded to the Technical Committee for
determination of the 5-year maintenance cost).

Second! Mr. Thomas

In favor: Dr. Fox and Mr. Thomas

Opposed: Mr. Gohmert, Mr. Pulliam, and Col. Diffley

In favor (of motion by Dr. Bahr): Messrs. Gohmert and Pulliam, Dr. Fox, and
Col. Diffley
Opposed: Mr. Thomas

- The 3rd Priority Project List as approved by the Task Force is attached as
Enclosure 6.

. Colonel Diffley presented the Technical Committee’s recommendation to
dedicate the Restoration Plan report to Bill Savant. {5/413-450]

Motion by Mr. Gohmert: That the Task Force approve the recommendation of
the Technical Committee to dedicate the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Restoration Plan report to the memory of Mr. Charles W. “Bill” Savant.
Second: Mr. Pulliam

Passed unanimously.



V.

INFORMATIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Mrs. Sue Hawes (Project Manager for the Environment, U.S. Army Corps of

Engineers, New Orleans District) reported on the status of the CPG, the effort to
formalize the involvement of the scientific community, and the need to
improve public outreach. She stated that the CPG is exempt from the Federal
Advisory Committees Act as long as the members participate as individuals and
the CPG is not called upon to achieve consensus and provide recommendations
as a group-

Mrs. Hawes reported that the scientific community would be formally
brought into the process through a cooperative agreement between LUMCON
and the EPA. The group should consist of about twelve members of different
disciplines to be recommended by the Task Force. The cost will be $50,000 to
$75,000. Mr. Thomas promised his agency’s cooperation.

Ms. Hawes next advised the Task Force of the need to establish a formal
public outreach program, including a newsletter; slide shows; media invitations
to groundbreakings; media briefings; and annual briefings for higher agency
authorities, national groups, and legislators. This work is not presently
budgeted for the current fiscal year. Colonel Diffley recommended his Public
Affairs Officer as a point of contact for the effort. [1/110-375]

_ Mr. Thomas informed the Task Force that little progress had been made recently

on the development of the State Conservation Plan. He expected to move
forward again after the Restoration Plan and 3rd Priority Project List were

finalized. (1/393-418]

. Dr. Jimmy Johnson (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wetlands

Research Center) presented the results of an analysis of wetlands loss data. The
annual loss rate between 1978 and 1990 of 34.9 sq.mi. was higher than the
previous U.S. Army Corps of Engineers estimate. [1/419-640]

. Mr. Rowe informed the Task Force that the scheduled date for submission of the

Restoration Plan report and EIS to EPA had slipped to November 19, 1993; the
Notice of Availability will appear in the Federal Register on November 26. Dr.
Len Bahr requested time for agency review of the final report. He was
concerned that issues such as flood control should be addressed. Mr. Rowe
ointed out the large volume of comments to be resolved and promised to
contact all of the participating agencies during the following week to discuss the
matter, as well as schedule a Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee meeting as
soon as possible. Mr. Schroeder extended an invitation to all of the other
agencies to send personnel to his office to provide assistance for the effort.

[5/274412]



V1. TASKS REQUIRING FURTHER ACTION

A. Colonet Diffley, at the end of Ms. Hawes’ presentation, requested that the
following items be placed on the agenda for the next Task Force Meeting: [1/275-
375]

1) A report on the next CPG meeting.

2) A report by the Corps’ Public Affairs Officer on the development of the
outreach program, including a budget proposal.

3) A report by Mr. Thomas on the status of the EPA’s cooperative agreement
with the scientific advisory group.

B. Colonel Diffley asked Mr. Rowe to provide a breakdown of FY93 expenditures at
the next Task Force meeting. [2/0-5]

C. Colonel Diffley directed Mr. Schroeder to develop a new process for selecting
priority list projects. The process should include adequate CPG and scientific
participation. The revised selection process should be submitted to the agencies
for their approval prior to the next Task Force meeting, at which Mr. Schroeder
will report on the status of that procedure. [5/ 250-268]

VIL. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEM

Dr. Bahr advised the Task Force of the need to address the concerns of the Lake
Pontchartrain Basin Foundation regarding the Bonnet Carré Freshwater Diversion
project. He referred to Governor Edwards’ endorsement of a request that the Task Force
set up a committee to develop an outfall management plan for the project to increase
wetlands benefits and enhance water quality. Colonel Diffley said that the Corps would

ursue that effort under its own authority until a project could be developed which
would be appropriate for funding under the CWPPRA or until the Corps reached an
impasse and requested the assistance of the Task Force. [5/477-562]

VII. DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING
No specific date was set for the next Task Force meeting. Colonel Diffley suggested that

it be held between January 5 and January 25, 1994. Mr. Gohmert asked that several dates
be circulated for consideration.

IX. QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

No written questions or comments were received from the public.



X. ADJOURNMENT

Dr. .Bahr mqved to adjourn the meeting at 1:40 p.m. Mr. Gohmert seconded the
motion, and it was passed unanimously.
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3rd Priority Project List

Cost Fully
Project Lead Effectiveness  Funded Cumulative
Number Project Name Basin  Agency ($/AAHU) Cost (3) Cost ()
XPO-71 MRGQ Back Dike Marsh Prot Pont USACE 100 532,000 532,000
BA-4c West Pt.-a-la-Hache Outfall Mgmt Bar SCS 140 881,000 1,413,000
XMR-10 Channel Armor Gap Crevasse Miss R USACE 286 808,000 2,221,000
V-4 Cote Blanche Hydro Rest T/V SCS 371 5,173,000 7,394,000
XBA-65a B. Perot/B. Rigolettes Marsh Bar NMF 380 1,835,000 9,229,000
CS-4a Cameron-Creole Maintenance Calc SCS 437 3,719,000 12,948,000
PMR-9b Pass-a-Loutre Crevasse Miss R USACE 440 2,858,000 15,806,000
XTE-67 E. Timbadlier Restoration Terr NMF 686 2,047,000 17,853,000
XCS-47,48i, etc. Replace Hog Island etc. Cntrl Structs Calc FWS 753 4,582,000 22,435,000
BS-4a White's Ditch Qutfall Mgmt Bret SCS 781 756,000 23,191,000
PTE-23/26a/33 L. Chapeau Mrsh Crtn and HR Terr NMF 876 4,149,000 27,340,000
PTE-15bi Whiskey Island Restoration Terr EPA 922 4,844 000 32,184,000
PTE-26b Brady Canal Hydro Rest Terr SCS 1,017 4,718,000 35,902,000
PO-9a Violet Freshwater Distribution Pont SCS 3,305 1,821,000 38,723,000
Demonstration Projects
BA-15 L. Salvador Shore Protection Demo  Bar NMF 586 1,445,000 40,168,000
PME-6 SW Shore White Lake Demo Merm SCS 1,840 126,000 40,294,000
XTE-43 Modified Red Mud Demo Terr EPA N/A 350,000 £0,644,000
Deferred Projects
BS-5 B. Lamoque Outfall Mgmt Bret 5CS 357 534,600 41,178,000
XTV-19 Little Vermilion Bay Sed Trap T/V NMEF 800 1,516,000 42,694,000
USACE U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
FWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NMF National Marine Fisheries Service
SCS Soil Conservation Service

1 October 1993



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

PUBLIC OUTREACH PROGRAM

Mr. James Addison, Chief, Public Affairs Office at the New Orleans District,
will brief the Task Force on the status of the CWPPRA public outreach program.
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MAKING MUD

A silt-and-sand mixtre from Lake Pontchartrain settles along the shore of the LaBranche Wetlands, part of a
STAFF PHOTOS BY MATE TUIRRY

$2.5 million marsh rebuilding project.

Dredge may pump
new life into marsh

Ey LITTICE BACON-BLOOD
River Parishes bureau

For some Interstate 10 motorists, it's
an alarming sight: a large pipeline spew-
ing muck into a fragile wetland.

In most cases, such a scene would spell
nothing but trouble. But in this case, the
round-the-clock discharge from the mile-
long pipeline may represent the rebirth
of the sunken treasure that was once the
LaBranche Wetlands in St. Charles Par-
ish.

Since February, a dredge has been lift-
ing silt, sand and water from the bottom
of Lake Pontchartrain and sending it

into the area north of I-10 in an effort to
reclaim the marsh.

The $2.5 million Bayou LaBranche
Marsh Creation Project is the first in the
New Orleans area financed by the fed-
eral Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protec-
tion and Restoration Act, also known as
the Breaux Bill.

The LaBranche area provided a fertile
habitat’ for fish and shellfish for many
years. But erosion has killed the plants
and turned much of it inte open water.

Now, workers are trying to reverse
that trend by pumping lake sediment

Ses PROJECT, A-8

BRINGING LIFE TO THE WETLANDS
The Corps of Engineers pumps mud from lake to save marsh

The barge
A 50-member crew works
two 12-hour shifts dredging

and sand daily from Lake
Pontchartrain.

Source: Army Carpe of Engineers

i The pipe

! The sediment flows

! through a 3-foot-wids,
70,000 cubic yards of sift ! mile-long steel pipe

{ into Bayou

i LaBranche.

r

L]

The dikes

L

1

I

¥ Two mud dikes surround
! the area, retaining

! frashly-dumped

! sediment in an artificial

! pond. The dikes will

1 gventually settle back

! into the water.

A pipeline spews silt and sand
daily from the lake.
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About 2.5 miltion cubic yards of sediment
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re-create the
487-acre eroded
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successful,
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Project

“rom Page !

Lt Aanzed. and ks hope
“he ared will again heccme Trem-
g vith grass fewt and dsh.

“The projert (s going ex-
sremeiy well” cald Dom Elgue-
“tai s@RULT Project manager for
‘3¢ Army Uorps of Engineers. [
‘ink w=re gning to wind up with
4 e productive area once we're
.n1shed pumping.”

The corps ind the state
Department of Natural Re-
ssurces are overseeing the pro-
-ect, The state will pay 25 percent
.t the cost.

While many of the state’s en-
dangered marshes are seen only
bv fishermen and hunters, thou-
sands of motorists have been wit-
ness to the steady decline of the
LaBranche Wetlands. Now,
thev're seeing the area get some
much-needed help.

Some who know of the wet-
lands® sensitive nature are
shocked to see heavy equipment
digging up the earth and building
dikes.

“It looks worse than it is,” El-
guezabal said. “In a year or two,
vou won't be able to tell the dif-
ference between the new marsh
and the existing marsh.”

To build the new marsh, about
2.5 million cubic yards of sedi-
ment, enough to build a 150-story
building, is being pumped inte
l.aBranche. The dredging phase
should end in about two weeks,
Elguezabal said.

Two months after the dredging
is complete, the sediment will be
settled and dry enough to plant
grass, Elguezabal said. The seed-
ing will probably be done via heli-
copter because the ground is too
soft to walk on.

*In about six months or maybe
before that, we should be able to
see some growth,” Elguezabal
said.

In some areas of the marsh,
sediment has already begun to
clump together.

“It's a pleasant surprise to see
this type of buildup,” said Steve
Gammil, a biclogist with the
state Department of Natural Re-
sources, Coastal Restoration divi-
sion. [ think the project is going
to be successful.”

But Dinah Maygarden, a chair-
man for the LaBranche Wetlands
Coalition, wonders if man can ac-
curately mimic nature. The coali-
tion is a hodge-podge of civie
groups concerned about the wel-
fare of the LaBranche Wetlands.

“I'm taking a wait-and-see at-
ritude,” Maygarden said. “The
marshland is so delicate, I won-
der if we can re-create it by
plumping in mas#ve quantities of
sediment. The natural building of
marsh is a gradual process.”
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

SCIENTIFIC ADVISORS GROUP
AND
CITIZEN PARTICIPATION GROUP

Mrs. Sue Hawes will brief the Task Force on the status of efforts to formalize
the involvement of the scientific community and the Citizen Participation Group.
A solicitation prepared by the Louisiana Universities Marine Consortium is
enclosed.



LOUISIANA UNIVERSITIES VMARINE CENTER

8124 Highway 56, Chauvin, Louisiana 70344
{504} 851-2800
Fax No. {(504) 851-2874

LOUISIANA UNIVERSITIES
MARINE CONSORTIUM

MEMORANDUM
To: CWPPRA Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee
From: Denise Reed :
Project:Manager, University Scientists Assistance
Date: 5 April 1994
Re: Solicitation of Interested University Scientists

The enclosed Solicitation of Interest was mailed to over 400 university scientists on March 29
1994, This copy is for your information. Please feel free to make it available to any University

scientists you wish to ensure are contacted.

AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER



LOUISIANA UNIVERSITIES MARINE CONSORTIUM
SOLICITATION OF INTEREST

UNIVERSITY SCIENTISTS ASSISTANCE TO THE
LOUISIANA COASTAL CONSERVATION AND RESTORATION
TASK FORCE

SUMMARY

The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) was enacted
and signed into law in 1990. Under this act, a comprehensive Restoration Plan has been
developed and restoration projects are being selected and implemented. Feasibility studies
for major regional projects are also underway. The purpose of this Solicitation is to seek out
those scientists in Louisiana universities who are interested in assisting in the CWPPRA
process. Areas of potential involvement in FY94 include the development of the Priority
Project List, development of a Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan for project
monitoring, and participation in the planning of feasibility studies. All university scientists
interested in assisting with these CWPPRA activities should respond to this solicitation.

BACKGROUND

The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration ACT (CWPPRA) was enacted
and signed into law in 1990. It directed that a Task Force consisting of representatives of
five federal agencies and the State of Louisiana develop a technically sound Restoration
Plan. The Plan would guide future planning and expenditures by providing a comprehensive
approach to the protection and restoration of Louisiana coastal wetlands. This Plan was
completed in 1993 and has now been provided to Congress. This large scale planning now
involves several feasibility studies of major regional projects.

In additon to the development of the Restoration Plan, the Act also authorized interim
expenditures for high priority projects which could be constructed quickly to counteract
local emergencies and take advantage of timely opportunities while larger scale planning is
in progress. The selection of projects for construction began in 1991 and has become known
as the Priority Project List Process. Ten to fifteen projects are selected annually for funding,
and construction has now begun on projects authorized in 1991. The Task Force expects to
develop lists annually as long as funds are forthcoming from Federal and State governments.

CWPPRA also calls for a Plan Evaluation to be submitted to Congress every three years,
with the first report due at the end of 1996. This must include scientific evaluation of the
projects funded. Monitoring protocols have already been developed, and monitoring plans
are currently being drawn up by State and federal agencies for projects under construction.

University scientists have made major contributions to understanding the nature and cause
of coastal wetland loss in Louisiana, and have been instrumental in promoting the public
awareness of the problem which has made the current restoration effort possible. The
expertise and skills of the university community are recognized by the Task Force as
valuable to designing the final plan. As a result, the Task Force has requested Louisiana
Universities Marine Consortium (LUMCON) to facilitate the assistance and contributions to

the CWPPRA process by university scientists.



The purpose of this Solicitation is to seek out those scientists in Louisiana universities who
are interested in assisting the Task Force. At present, assistance is sought from university
scientists through 30 September 1994, It is likely, however, that the scope of the request
will be expanded into future years. Consequently, we encourage all interested scientists to
indicate their skills and expertise at this stage so they can be called upon in the future as the
CWPPRA process unfolds. Appropriate fields of expertise for the involvement described
below are indicated in each section.

The deadline for response to this solicitation is noon on Tuesday, 12 April 1994. Questions
regarding this solicitation may be addressed to the following:

Dr. Denise Reed Mr. Marion Fannaly, Director
Project Manager LUMCON

LUMCON Office of Special Programs
Voice: (504) 851-2800 Voice: (504) 342-1488

FAX: (504) 851-2874 FAX: (504) 342-1032

POTENTIAL AREAS FOR INVOLVYEMENT

The nature of the CWPPRA process is described briefly here. Interested scientists are
encouraged to contact the Project Manager for further details of the areas of involvement

described below.
1. Development of 1994 Priority Project List

The development of this year's Priority Project List (PPL) includes basin meetings for the
initial project selection, Wetland Value Assessment (WVA) field trips, WVA group
meetings, and meetings of the Task Force Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee for fina!
project selection. For the purposes of university scientist participation, the nine coastal

basins are divided into three groups:

Groupl Group 2 Group 3
Teche-Vermillion Basin Breton Sound Basin Atchafalaya Basin
Mementau Basin Mississippi River Delta Basin Barataria Basin
Calcasieu-Sabine Basin Pontchartrain Basin Terrebonne Basin

For each group of basins, a team of three university scientists will be selected according to
the process outlined below. One of these scientists will assume primary responsibility for
participation in the process. The two additional scientists will attend WVA field trips and
attend meetings as alternates as necessary. The scientists will provide advice and assistance
to Task Force personnel during all aspects of the PPL development process. The primary
scientist for each basin group will attend meetings of the Planning and Evaluation
Subcommittee to discuss project ranking after the WYA process to provide necessary advice
and assistance. LUMCON anticipates that at least one such meeting will occur.

Expected Level of Effort during FY94

A maximum of three projects have been nominated for the PPL in each basin. The next
stage in project evaluation is WVA. The WVA team, comprised of agency personnel and
university scientists, will visit each site in the field with representatives of the Engineering
Work Group. Task Force agencies will provide boat transportation to field sites. Aspects of
the projects will be discussed in the ficld, and a formal WVA analysis will be conducted by
the group within a month afier the field visit. There will be approximately 3 field trips per
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group of basins. Most field trips will be two (2) days long and all three scientists for the
basin group will z}ttcnd all field trips for their basin group. The primary university scientist,
or an alternate, will attend the WVA analysis meetings. The preliminary schedule for Group
1 and some Group 2 projects follows:

Basin Group 1 Field Trips 19-21 April, 26-28 April
WVA Analysis 3-4 May, 10-11 May.

Basin Group 2 Field Trips 16-17 May
WVA analysis 24-25 May.

This schedule is subject to change once the specific composition of the WVA team is
determined. It is necessary, however, that university scientists interested in participating in
PPL development for Group 1 and Group 2 basins are available for the dates indicated. The
schedule for the remainder of Group 2 and Group 3 has yet to be finalized. We anticipate
the field trips to project sites on the Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers will be delayed until

lower river stages in late summer.

LUMCON will contract with the institutions of the selected scientists to compensate for
salary and fringe benefits on field trip and meeting days, some travel time and preparation
time, and travel to field sites and meeting sites.

Appropriate Fields of Expertise:

Wetland ecology (vegetation),
Wetland ecology (fisheries),

Coastal geomorphology, and

Wetland hydrology and sedimentology.

2.  Feasibility Studies

The two areas in which feasibility studies are being conducted are sediment diversions from
the Mississippi River and barrier island restoration. LUMCON will facilitate the
involvement of university scientists in all meetings concerning the feasibility studies. These
university scientists will provide Task Force agencies with information regarding the status
of ongoing university research projects, as well as their insights and expertise. We
anticipate that the level of effort in this area will expand in future years.

Potential Level of Effort in FY94 - Sediment Diversions

Two interested university scientists will be selected to participate in meetings of the
Interdisciplinary Planning Team for sediment diversions. The meetings are presently being
held in New Orleans. The current (March 1994) goal of this team is to develop a planning
document for the study. As planning proceeds, more specific tasks requiring the
involvement of university scientists may be identified. Any scientists interested in working
on the feasibility study should indicate such in their response to this solicitation in order that
interested parties can be identified as planning develops.

Appropriate Fields of Expertise:

Coastal geomorphology,
Wetland and fluvial hydrology and sedimentology,

Socioeconomics, and
Predictive modeling of coastal systems.
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Potential Level of Effort in FY94 - Barrier Island Restoration

The Project Manager, or a designated alternate, will attend all scoping meetings for the
barrier island restoration studies until the details of the process, and subject areas to be
covered, become clear. At that stage selected scientists with more specialized skills and
expertise may become involved. At present (March 1994) no scoping meetings have yet
been held. In addition to the scoping meetings, a university scientist will be selected to
assist Task Force personnel in the evaluation of existing studies of barrier island-marsh
interactions, with particular reference to the ecological response of coastal marshes to
alterations in flooding regime. This need has already been identified by the Task Force and
it is anticipated that 10 days of effort are required during spring and early summer 1994,

Appropriate Fields of Expertise:

« Wetland ecology (vegetation),
» Coastal geomorphology,

o Wetland hydrology and sedimentology, and
e Predictive modeling of coastal systems.

LUMCON will contract with the institutions of the selected scientists to compensate for
salary and fringe benefits to attend meetings, some travel time and preparation time, and

travel to meeting sites.

3. Project Monitoring and Evaluation

CWPPRA Priority List projects are only in the early stages of construction; therefore, there
is little monitoring data yet to be evaluated. We anticipate that in future years, the scope of
the LUMCON contract will be expanded to facilitate the involvement of university scientists
in formal project evaluation. Consequently, we encourage university scientists who are
interested in project and restoration plan evaluation to respond to this solicitation, in order
that individuals with appropriate skills and expertise can then be contacted as necessary.

The only task currently identified by the Task Force as needing specific input from
university scientists is the development of a Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC)
Plan for project monitoring. This is an important contribution to the evaluation of the
monitoring programs as it will set the standards for data collection and data analysis, and
ensure that samples are collected and handled according to a plan which will ensure data

quality.

g;m'cipated Level of Effort - Development of Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC)
an

Two university scientists will be selected who have interest and experience in the
preparation of QA/QC plans for scientific data collection. They will develop a plan for
QA/QC procedures to be applied to all field, laboratory and data analysis procedures used in
project monitoring. This will be based upon the monitoring protocols, which have already
been developed. Where data management protocols have not yet been identified, this will be
included in the development of the QA/QC plan, We anticipate that each scientist will
spend up to 15 days working on the development of the plan. Some liaison with the
CWPPRA Monitoring Technical Advisory Group will be necessary.



Appropriate Fields of Expertise:

Wetland ecology (vegetation),

o  Wetland ecology (fisheries),
« Coastal geomorphology,

« Wetland hydrology, and

+ Sedimentology.

LUMCON will contract with the institutions of the selected scientists to compensate for
salary and fringe benefits to develop the plan, and travel for meetings with the Technical

Advisory Group.

THE SCIENTIFIC STEERING COMMITTEE

A Scientific Steering Committee has been appointed to provide oversight of the selection of
university scientists and to provide continuity for contract development and expansion in

future years. The members of the Scientific Steering Committee are the following:

Dr. G. Paul Kemp (Chair) Dr. Robert Hastings
CCEER Turtle Cove Environmental Research Station
Louisiana State University Southeastern Louisiana University

- Baton Rouge, LA 70803 Hammond, LA 70402
Dr. Robert Twilley Dr. Denise Reed, Project Manager (ex-gfficio)
Department of Biology Louisiana Universities Marine Consortium
University of Southwestern Louisiana 8124 Highway 56
Lafayette, LA 70506 Chauvin, LA 70344

SELECTION OF INTERESTED SCIENTISTS

The Scientific Steering Committee has developed criteria which will be used to ensure that
those from the university community involved in the CWPPRA process are active wetland
scientists aware of contemporary rescarch in their field. These criteria are the following:

« aPhD.or MSc. and five years research experience in wetlands/river/coastal-related
issues,

« at least two peer-reviewed publications on wetlands/river/coastal-related issues
within the last five years,

« at least four presentations at national or international meetings on
wetlands/river/coastal-related issues within the last five years, and

e current grants and/or contracts to conduct research on wetlands/river/coastal-related
issues which have been awarded through a peer-review process.

The Scientific Steering Committee will evaluate all responses to this solicitation to ensure
that scientists meet the first and at least one more of these criteria. The Information
Sheets will be reviewed to allocate interested scientists to the currently anticipated tasks
according to their expertise and availability. An individual scientist may express interest in
one or several of the areas of participation. The Scientific Steering Committee will
determine the most qualified scientists for each task and will provide the Task Force
Academic Assistance Subcommittee with a list of qualified scientists, to exceed the number
required for any particular task by not more than 50% (e.g., where nine scientists are sought
for involvement in PPL development, the Subcommittee will be provided with not more
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than 13 names of qualified scientists). The final selection of university scientists to
participate in the CWPPRA process under this contract will be made by the Task Force
Academic Assistance Subcommittee.

CWPPRA SCIENTIFIC ASSISTANCE DATABASE

All responses, to this solicitation will be filed in the CWPPRA Scientific Assistance
database. This will be used to identify interested scientists for future tasks and in future
years as the availability of individual scientsts change. All respondents, even those who are
not currently available to participate in the process but who are interested in keeping abreast
of CWPPRA developments, will be contacted if future solicitations are deemed necessary
and will be notified of the Annual CWPPRA Information Transfer Workshop, to be
organized by LUMCON.

RESPONSE TO SOLICITATION

A response to this solicitation should include the CWPPRA Scientists Information Sheet and
a current two (2)-page CV indicating education, recent publications, presentations, and
grants and contracts.

The responses should be sent to the following:

CWPPRA Solicitation

Louisiana Universities Marine Consortium
Office of Special Programs

150 Third Street « Suite 107

Baton Rouge, LA 70801

Voice: (504) 342-1488

FAX: (504) 342-1032

Responses by FAX are acceptable. All responses must be received by noon on Tuesday, 12
April 1994. Questions regarding any aspect of this solicitation should be addressed to the

following:

Dr. Denise Reed Ms. Rebecca East, Coordinator Mr. Marion Fannaly, Director
Project Manager LUMCON LUMCON

LUMCON Office of Special Programs Office of Special Programs
Voice: (504) 851-2800  Voice: (504) 342-1488 Voice: (504) 342-1488

FAX: (504) 851-2874 FAX: (504) 342-1032 FAX: (504) 342-1032



LOUISIANA UNIVERSITIES MARINE CONSORTIUM

UNIVERSITY SCIENTISTS ASSISTANCE TO THE LOUISIANA COASTAL
CONSERVATION AND RESTORATION

TASK FORCE

SCIENTIST INFORMATION SHEET

Please fill out all sections.

Name:

Title:

Department:

Insttution:

Street Address:

City, State, Zip:

Telephone: Voice:

FAX: E-mail:

Field of Expertise Relevant fo CWPPRA:

(indicate as many as are applicable)

wetland ecology (fisheries)
coastal geomorphology
wetland hydrology

fluvial hydrology
sedimentology
socioeconomics

® & & ¢ B & © & @

other (specify)

wetland ecology (vegetation)

predictive modeling of coastal systems

T

Areas of Interest during FY9%4 :
(indicate as many as are applicable)

Priority Project List Development
. Basin Group 1

. Basin Group 2
. Basin Group 3

]

Feasibility Studies
] Sediment Diversions
. Barrier Islands

Monitoring QA/QC

Future Areas of Interest:
{(indicate as many as are applicable)

Priority Project List Development
Feasibility Studies

Plan Evaluation

Evaluation of PPL Process



Scientist Information Shee!
Page 2

Please return this information sheet with a current two (2)-page CV i:}dicating education,
recent publications, presentations, and grants and contracts to the following:

CWPPRA Solicitation

Louisiana Universities Marine Consortium
Office of Special Programs

150 Third Street * Suite 107

Baton Rouge, LA 70801

Voice: (504) 342-1488

FAX: (504) 342-1032

Responses by FAX are acceptable. All responses must be received by noon on Tuesday,
12 April 1994. Questions regarding any aspect of this solicitation should be addressed to
Dr. Denise Reed, Project Manager, LUMCON [Voice: (504) 851-2800

FAX: (504) 851-2874].



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE
FOR ENGINEERING AND DESIGN

Mr. Stan Green will brief the Task Force on efforts to prepare a Standard
Operating Procedure. A draft SOP is enclosed.



DRAFT March 30, 1994

COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT
(CWPPRA)

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES

1. Applicabillty. This SOP is applicable to all Coastat Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act (CWPPRA) Agencies and Local Sponsors in the management of the
CWPPRA projects. This SOP shall not supersede nor invalidate any rules or regulations

internal to any Agency.

2. Purpose. The purpose of the SOP is to establish standard procedures among the
separate Agencies and Local Sponsors in the managing of CWPPRA projects.

3. References.

Pub. L. 101-646, Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act,
hereinafter referred to as the "CWPPRA."

4. Definitions.

a. The definitions in Section 302 of the CWPPRA are incorporated herein by
reference.

b. The term "Agencies" shall mean the agencies listed in the CWPPRA that make
up the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force,

¢. The term "Lead Agency" shall mean the Federail Agency with responsibility to
design and construct a CWPPRA project.

d. The term "Local Sponsor” shall mean the non-Federal agency with responsibility
for cost sharing the project.

e. The term "Technical Committee" shall mean the committee established by the
Task Force to provide advice on biological, engineering, environmental, ecological, and
other technical issues.
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{. The term "Planning and Evaluation Subcommittee" shall mean the working levei
committee established by the Technical Committee to form and oversee special technical
workgroups to assist in developing policies and processes, and recommend procedures
for formulating plans and projects to accomplish the goais and mandates of CWPPRA.,

g. The term "Priority List" shail mean the annual fist of projects submitted by the
Task Force to Congress in accordance with Sec. 303.(a) of the CWPPRA.

h. The term "total project cost" shail mean all Federal and non-Federal costs
directly related to the implementation of the project, including but not limited to
engineering and design costs; lands, easements, servitudes, and rights-of-way costs;
project construction costs; construction management costs, relocation costs; pre-
construction, construction, and post-construction monitoring costs; operation,
maintenance, repair, replacement, and rehabilitation costs; supervision and administration
costs; hazardous and toxic waste investigation costs; and cultural resources investigation
costs, and as otherwise provided for in the Cost Sharing Agreement for the project.
Required NEPA documentation studies are funded with Planning funds and are not
included in total project costs.

i. The term "Cost Sharing Agreement" shall mean the agreement entered into by
the Lead Agency and the Local Sponsor for engineering and design, real estate activities,
construction, monitoring, and operation and maintenance of a project in accordance with
Sec. 303.(f) of the CWPPRA.

j- The term "life of the project” shali mean 20 years from completion of
construction of the project or functional portion of the project, unless otherwise stated in
the Cost Sharing Agreement for the project.

k. The term "project phases" shail mean the five distinct project funding areas:

(1) Engineering and design.

(2) Real Estate.

(3) Construction.

(4) Monitoring.

(5) Operation and maintenance.

l. The term “escrow account" shall mean the bank account established by the
Local Sponsor in accordance with the CWPPRA Escrow Agreement executed between
the Corps of Engineers, the L.ocal Sponsor, and the financiat institution selected by the
Local Sponsor to act as custodian for the escrow account.
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5. Procedures.
a. General:

(1) For the purposes of funds control, and at the request of the Task Force,
the Corps of Engineers will act as bookkeeper, administrator, and disburser of all Federal
and non-Federal funds.

(2) Upon approval by the Task Force of a Priority List, the Lead Agencies
shall submit to the Corps of Engineers an estimate of the funds required by the agency
for engineering and design of the priority list projects assigned to the agency.

(3) Upon approval of a Priority List, the Corps of Engineers will set up the
necessary accounts for each project phase and reserve funds in the amount estimated
in the Priority List report.

(4) 30 days after submission of the Priority List to Congress, the Corps of
Engineers will prepare a Military Interdepartmental Purchase Request (DD Form 448),
hereinafter referred to as MIPR, obligating funds for the remainder of the fiscal year to
each Lead Agency in accordance with their request and availability of funds.

b. Construction Approval. Prior to acquiring lands, easements, servitudes or
rights-of-way or starting construction the Lead Agency shall request permission from the
Task Force to proceed to construction. The request shall be addressed to the Planning
and Evaluation Subcommittee and, at a minimum, include:

(1) Alisting of all easement types to be acquired and the language used
for each easement.

(2) Certification that overgrazing is not a problem.

(3) The current estimated total project cost, including inflation through the
life of the project.

(4) The status of the Cost Sharing Agreement between the Lead Agency
and the Local Sponsor.

(5) A statement that all NEPA, environmental and cultural requirements
have been met.

(6) An estimate of project expenditures by fiscal year and further subdivided
by project phase.
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¢. Cost Sharing Agreements,

(1) Each Lead Agency shall negotiate the necessary Cost Sharing
Agreement with a Local Sponsor using their own internal procedures.

(2) Upon execution of the Cost Sharing Agreement, the Lead Agency shall
forward one copy of the executed Agreement to the Corps of Engineers for Task Force
records and to aid in managing funds disbursement.

d. Escrow Accounts.

(1) There will be only one escrow account established for all CWPPRA
projects for each separate Local Sponsor. The Corps, Local Sponsor and financial
institution chosen by the Local Sponsor shall execute the basic escrow account
agreement in a form agreeable to all parties.

(2) The escrow agreement shall be amended, as required, to incorporate
new projects as Cost Sharing Agreements are executed.

(3) Within the one escrow account, the Corps of Engineers shall maintain
separate sub-accounts (one for each project covered by the escrow agreement) and
allocate project funds only to the extent that funds are available in the project sub-

account.

(4) Upon approval of the project for construction by the Task Force (see
paragraph 5.b above) and execution of the Cost Sharing Agreement, and in accordance
with the Cost Sharing Agreement, the Local Sponsor shall deposit in the escrow account
established for the CWPPRA projects an amount equal to 25 percent of the total Federal
and non-Federal project expenditures to date less 75 percent of any project expenditures
by the Local Sponsor for which the Lead Agency has granted credit. In addition, the
Local Sponsor shall also deposit 25 percent of the estimated total project costs for the
remainder of the fiscal year less 75 percent of any anticipated expenditures by the Local

Sponsor.
8. Funds Disbursements.

(1) Upon approval to begin construction by the Task Force, and deposit by
the Local Sponsor of the required funds into the escrow account, the Corps of Engineers
will issue to the Lead Agency a MIPR in the amount requested to cover the real estate,
construction and related costs for the remainder of the fiscal year.
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(2) By August 15 of each year, until completion of the life of the project, the
Lead Agency will forward to the Corps of Engineers an estimate of the funding
requirements, by project phase, for the foliowing fiscal year for each project. By October
1 of each year, the Corps of Engineers will issue a MIPR funding the work for the fiscal
year.

(3) Based on the information provided by the Lead Agency in accordance
with paragraph 5.e.(2) above, by October 1 of each year the Corps of Engineers will
inform the Local Sponsor(s) of the funding requirements for the fiscal year. Within 30
days, the Local Sponsor(s) shall deposit into the escrow account an amount equal to the
required funds. Based on the project's Cost Sharing Agreement, the Lead Agency may
have other requirements, as between the Local Sponsor and the Lead Agency, to inform
the Local Sponsor of the funds required for future fiscal years.

f. Work-in-Kind. Credit for work-in-kind or other activities performed by the Local
Sponsor will be granted as follows:

(1) The Local Sponsor shail submit to the Lead Agency a statement of
expenditures in a format agreeable to the Lead Agency. It is the Lead Agency's
responsibility to assure that the amount of credit given is in accordance with the Cost
Sharing Agreement and applicable regulations and that audits, if required, are performed.

(2) After review and approval, the Lead Agency shall forward to the Corps
of Engineers, with copy to the Local Sponsor, a request that credit be given the Local
Sponsor for the work performed. This statement shall indicate the amount of credit to be
granted to the Local Sponsor, by project phase, and the period covered.

(3) The Corps of Engineers wili give credit to the Local Sponsor on the
project in the amount stated and inform both the Local Sponsor and the Lead Agency of
the current status of funding and cost sharing for the project.

g. Reports. Atleast quarterly, the Corps of Engineers will prepare and furnish all
the Agencies and L.ocal Sponsor(s) a report on the status of funding and cost sharing for

each of their projects.
h. Funding Adjustments. Whenever the Corps of Engineers determines that:

(1) The Local Sponsor's share of the project cost to date, including cash
and credits granted under paragraph 5.1, is less than the required 25
percent of the total project cost to date; and/or
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(2) The Local Sponsor has paid, in cash, less than the required 5 percent
of the total project cost to date; and

(3) Insufficient funds for the project are on deposit in the escrow account
to cover the deficit; then

the Corps of Engineers will inform both the Local Sponsor and the Lead Agency of the
deficiency and request that the Local Sponsor deposit into the escrow account the
necessary funds or, if allowed, furnish the Lead Agency sufficient proof of additional
credits in the amount necessary to maintain the required cost sharing percentage.

i. Transfer of Funds between Projects, A Local Sponsor may request the transfer
of excess project funds in its escrow account from one project to another provided that:

(1) The Corps of Engineers agrees, in writing, that the funds are excass to
the project; and,

(2) The Lead Agency of the project losing the funds agrees, in writing, to
release the funds; and,

(3) The Lead Agency of the project gaining the funds agrees, in writing, to
the funds transfer.

j. Project Closeout.

(1) Upon completion of all work and certification by the Lead Agency of the
final accounting on the project, the Corps of Engineers shall release any excess project
funds from the escrow account and/or reimburse the Local Sponsor for any overpayment
of their cost sharing requirements, provided funds are available, in accordance with the
provisions of the applicable Cost Sharing Agreement and the Escrow Agreement.

(2) If the Corps of Engineers advances funds to a Lead Agency for a
project, any excess funds identified at the completion of the project shall be returned to
the Corps of Engineers for credit in the CWPPRA accounts.

k. Disputes. The Corps of Engineers, as funds administrator, shall not be a party
to any disputes that may arise between a Lead Agency and a Local Sponsor under a

project Cost Sharing Agreement.

I. Design Review. In order to resolve problems and anticipate cost growth at the
earliest possible point, design reviews shall be performed at the following milestone

points:
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(1) Preliminary design: Upon completion of surveys, borings, and lang
ownership investigation, and based on preliminary designs, the Lead Agency shall
prepare a revised project cost estimate and hold a “Preliminary Design Review
Conference” with the Local Sponsor to obtain their concurrence to proceed with design.
After the conference, the Lead Agency shall forward a letter to the Technical Committee,
along with the estimate and a statement of concurrence from the Local Sponsor,
informing them of the decision to proceed with the project. If the estimate indicates that
the project cost will exceed 125% of the cost established in the Priority List, the Lead
Agency shall request approval from the Task Force to proceed with the project.

(2) Finail Design: Upon completion of design, the Lead Agency shall
forward to the other Agencies and the Local Sponsor a set of Pians and Specifications
for their review and comments,

m. Real Estate: In accordance with Section 303(e) of the CWPPRA, the Lead
Agency shall, prior to acquiring any lands, easements or rights-of way for a CWPPRA
project, obtain Corps of Engineers approval that the "wetlands restored, enhanced or
managed through that project will be administered for the long-term conservation of such
lands and waters and dependent fish and wildlife populations.”

6. Resgonsibilltles.
a. Lead Agency:

(1) Assure that funds spent on a project are spent in accordance with the
project's Cost Sharing Agreement and the CWPPRA.

(2) Perform any audits of the Local Sponsor's credits for the project as
required by the project's Cost Sharing Agreement and the individual agency's reguiations.

b, Local Sponsor;

(1) Provide the necessary funds as required by the project's Cost Sharing
Agreement.

(2) Perform any Work-in-Kind required by the Cost Sharing Agreement.

(3) Fumnish the Lead Agency with the documentation required to support
any work-in-kind credit requests. ;
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c. Corps of Engineers (as funds administrator):

(1) Use Corps of Engineers financial accounting procedures.
(2) Manage the funds for the project.
(3) Disburse project funds as requested by the Lead Agency.

(4) Regularly report to the Agencies and the Local Sponsor(s) on the status
of the project accounts.
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CWPPRA PROJECT COST SHARING S;TATUS REPORT'

PROJECT

as of

1. Estimated total project cost:

a. Engineering and design

Real estate

“ N o

Construction

o o

Monitoring

L]

Operation and maintenance

~ 8 ap O

Total project cost $

2. Project cost to date:
a. Engineering and design

. Real estate

. Construction

M # B N @

. Operation and maintenance

b
c
d. Moenitoring
e
f.

Toftal project cost to date $

3. Expenditures to date:
a. Federal . $ ( %)
b. Non-Federal
(1) Cash $ ( %)
(2) Credits $
(3) Subtotal $ ( %)

c. Total 3

4. Escrow account balance $

' Based on Corps of Engineers financial records.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

STATUS OF THE RECORD OF DECISION ON THE LOUISIANA COASTAL
WETLANDS RESTORATION PLAN

Mr. Stan Green will brief the Task Force on the status of the Record of Decision
on the Restoration Plan. The Record of Decision was signed by Colonel Michael
Diffley on 18 Mar 94 (enclosed) and forwarded to the Secretary of the Army on

7 Apr 94. Upon receipt of the Record of Decision, the Secretary will forward it to
the Congress.




Mr. St. Germain/ 2499
{R190-¢ MEM)

CELMN-PD-FE (10-1-7a)

MEMORANDUM THRU 0 7 APR 1994
CDR, Lower Mississippi Valley Division

CDR, HQUSACE, 20 Massachusetts Ave, NW, WASH DC 20314-1000
FOR Secretary of the Army, The Pentagon, WASH DC 20310

SUBJECT: Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration
Act (CWPPRA), PL 101-646, Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration
Plan, Record of Decision

1. On behalf of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force, and under the authority delegated to the
New Orleans District Engineer by memorandum for the Director of
Civil Works dated 11 Dec 90 (Enclosure 1), I submit the Record of
Decision (Enclosure 2} on the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands
Restoration Plan and Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
(PEIS). These documents were developed in response to Section
303(a) of the CWPPRA. '

2. The Restoration Plan and PEIS were filed with the
Environmental Protection Agency on 30 Dec 93.

3. The Restoration Plan and PEIS fulfill the mandate of the
CWPPRA for a comprehensive approach to restore and prevent the
loss of coastal wetlands in Louisiana.

4. This Record of Decision will be distributed to all persons,
organizations, and agencies that received the Restoration Plan.

P}@!@m’

Encls KENNETH H. CLOW
Colonel, EN

Commanding
G@Q (ACTG)
ELMN—PD-ﬁ?

R
CELMN-ED-R

BUIS
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. MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR OF CIVIL WORKS

SUBIECT: Louisiana Wetlands - Breaux Bill ,. ot

A

Thea President has signed the ‘do-called Breaux bill
and thia office has initf{ated the formation of the task
force raquired in the law, Pleasa notc the a?tached
correnpondence to 8enator Breauk and to the other ngency
participants, and instruct the New Orleans District
Enginesr to convana the task foree by January 14, 1991.

The authority of the facretary of the Axmy to chalir
the task force is herchy delegsted to the Now Orlcans
pistriet Engineer; however, this office retains policy
oversjight and will review any reports of the task force
and ‘tranamit them to Congrass in conjunction with the
presidant’s annual budget request.

mhia 15 an excellent opportunity to damonstratae Corps
managamant, englneering, and ecientific sxills in an
important envirennental endcavor.

Pleuse notsm in- the attached correspondence the
potential constitutional jssue rajsad by the Dapartment
of Justice regarding the make up of the task force.

By liacemper 2, 1990, please provide this office a
proposed implemsntation plan addressing all aspects of
Army responsibilities under thae terms of the law,
inciuding management of thes funding process,

Point of contact in thie office is Mr. Morgan Reae.

oL oD

G. Edward Dickey \
Acting Ascistant Secorctary .of the. Army
(Civii Works)

Attachmentg

- .o . O e L

DEPANTMENT OF THE ARMY ra N
OFFICE%FTHEASSIETA‘HL!ﬁ%JHAHY Cem 3’ ~ \.
WASHINGTON, DC 20 ,%. é_:_\_) ';
pLaI AN T oy
11 DEC 13%0 ‘

-



RECORD QF DECISION
LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS RESTORATION PLAN
T and the other members of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands

Conservation and Restoration Task Force, have reviewed the
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Plan and Programmatic

Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS). The Restoration Plan was
prepared in response to the Cocastal Wetlands Planning, Protection
and Restoration Act of 1990 (CWPPRA). We have considered the

comments expressed by other agencies, interested organizations,
and the public. On behalf of the Task Force, I find that the
Restoration Plan presents a comprehensive vision of what will be
necessary to significantly reduce the loss of Louisiana’s coastal
wetlands. I also find that the PEIS fulfills the requirements of
the National Environmental Policy Act for this stage of plan
formulation.

All of the alternative types of restoration projects considered
in the Restoration Plan are worthy of consideration. These
project types are identified as marsh management, hydrologic
restoration, hydrologic management of impoundments, sediment
diversion, freshwater diversion, outfall management, marsh
creation with dredged material, barrier island restoration, .
shoreline erosion control, vegetative plantings, terracing, -
sediment trapping, and herbivore control. A combination of these
project types will be used to implement the Restoration Plan. In
addition, demonstrations will be conducted to examine innovative
proposals that may provide additional methods for coastal wetland
restoration.

Implementation of the Restoration Plan will be focused on making
optimal use of natural wetland-building processes. During recent
geologic history, alluvial sediments carried by the Mississippi -
River formed the majority of Louisiana’s coastal wetlands.
Freshwater and sediment input to the coastal wetlands from the
Atchafalaya and Mississippi Rivers will be utilized to the
maximum practical degree to create wetlands, preserve and enhance
remaining wetlands, and restore wetlands lost in the recent past.
Wwhere practical, this is the environmentally preferable
alternative for coastal wetlands restoration. In this context,
the Task Force is initiating a modeling effort to determine the
water and sediment budget of the Mississippi River below the 0ld
River Control Structure. Various combinations of proposed
freshwater and sediment diversions will be studied and modeled to
determine the optimal use of the river’s resources.

The broad category of hydrologic restoration projects encompasses
diverse proposals ranging from the installation of locks or gates

Encl L



on major navigation channels to-the closure of small pipeline and
0il well location canals. A thorough evaluation of the
hydrologic restoration projects proposed for navigation channels
will be necessary to determine their effects on coastal wetlands
and their effects on navigation and related socioceconomic
elements.

The usefulness of marsh management techniques in the restoration
of coastal wetlands is an unsettled issue. Scientific evidence
reviewed for the Restoration Plan EIS is not sufficient to fully
judge the potential effectiveness of such projects in preserving
and restoring wetlands, although marsh management has been
effectively used as a wildlife management tool in Louisiana for
many years. Acknowledging the lack of consensus concerning the
effects of marsh management on coastal wetlands, most marsh
management projects will likely be implemented in those areas
where more natural types of wetland restoration projects, such as
sediment and freshwater diversions, are not practlcal p

Maximum use of funding available through normal U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers authority will be utilized:for wetland restoration
with material dredged from Federally maintained navigation
channels in coastal Louisiana. When funding through the Corps’
authority is unavailable or insufficient, funding for the
beneficial use of this valuable resource will be pursued through
the CWPPRA. ’

The Restoration Plan acknowledges that some projects composing
the Restoration Plan have the potential to cause adverse
environmental and socioeconomic impacts. Significant impacts may
occur from displacement of fishery resources and rerouting of
navigation channels. Some of the proposed projects have the
potential to affect the probability of flooding in developed
areas. Appropriate measures will be developed to avoid, -
minimize, and eliminate these potential negative effects. These
issues, along with others that are expected to arise, will be
addressed through specific National Environmental Pollcy Act
documentation that will be prepared for each project prior to its
implementation. The Restoration Plan PEIS does not provide
compliance with the NEPA or other environmental laws or
regulations for implementation of any specific project.

The annual priority project lists mandated by the CWPPRA will
continue to be developed, based on available implementation
funding. Three annual priority project lists, containing 12-18
wetland restoration projects each, were developed and approved
for funding prior to completion of the Restoration Plan.
Projects contained on those lists are being designed and
implemented. As with all other projects to be implemented



through the CWPPRA, project—specific NEPA documentation and
compliance with all other applicable environmental laws and
regulations is necessary. Candidate projects for the future
priority project lists will be selected from those projects and
proposals identified in the Restoration Plan., Proposals for
projects not included in the Restoration Plan may be added to the
Plan if approved by the Task Force.

A monitoring program and protocols have been established to
evaluate the effectiveness of the projects constructed through
the CWPPRA. A scientific evaluation of the effectiveness of
projects in creating, restoring, protecting, and enhancing
coastal wetlands in Louisiana is required by the CWPPRA,

No compensatory mitigation is proposed or expected to be
necessary for CWPPRA projects. Project designs will be modified
as necessary through the NEPA and 404 requlatory permitting
processes, and through sound environmental engineering, to
minimize adverse impacts and maximize beneficial effects.
Proiject planning will also require consultation with Federal and
state fish and wildlife agencies under the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act and the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as

amended.

This Record of Decision will be distributed to all persons,
organizations, and agencies that received the Restoration Plan.

On behalf of the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force, I find that the Restoration Plan fulfills
the mandate of the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act for. a comprehensive approach to restore and
prevent the loss of coastal wetlands in Louisiana. The
Restoration Plan will be used as the guiding force for the
restoration of Louisiana’s coastal wetlands. - Project and study -
priorities éstablished by the State of Louisiana through the
State’s Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Program
will be given due consideration when initiating feasibility
studies for large-scale initiatives and when developing priority

project lists.

517/ @MW

Pate ! Michael Diffley
Colonel, U.5. Army
Chairman, Louisiana Coastal
Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

MISSISSIPPI RIVER DIVERSION FEASIBILITY STUDY

Mr. Tim Axtman will brief the Tas

k Force on the status of the Mississippi River
Diversion Feasibility Study.
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Mississippi River Comprehensive Diversion Study
Tentative Scope of Work Outline

I. Determine Feasible Distributions of Flow and Sediment Resources.

A. Establish study parameters and diversion locations.
1. Review literature and research.
B. Determine feasible volumes of diversion in combinations
C. Assess effects of diversions on existing uses (navigation, water supply...).
D. Determine sensitivity of project site on potential sediment capture.

II. Assessment of Existing & Future Without Project Conditions in Diversion
Receiving Areas.
A. Relative subsidence.
B. Ecological conditions and resource production.
C. Extent of real estate to be acquired and legal implications.
D. Unavoidable impacts to existing utilities and infrastructure.
E. Existing economic activities and resources.
F. GIS support for coordinating spatial data. (see A-E)
G. Existing laws and regulations

II. Preliminary Assessment of Specific Diversion.
A. Establish the range of with-project river channel impacts on users.
B. Estimate long-term benefits resulting from wetland creation.
C. Estimate diversion receiving area impacts with projects.
D. Establish project viability.

IV. Determine Specific Project Viability.
A. Determine detailed potential for flow and sediment capture at each site.
B. Assess impacts of cumulative diversions on the existing delta.
C. Initiate E & D. (Design, Design Services & F&M)
D. Verify long-term impacts and benefits in project receiving areas.
E. Establish probable time tables for project execution.
F. Identify detailed economic effects and develop trade-off analysis.
G. Preliminary review of findings.
H. Task Force coordination.

V. Select Projects to Pursue for Funding.

A. Develop project recommendations.

B. Develop environmental law compliance.
C. Complete preliminary report.

D. Task Force coordination.

E. Complete draft report.

V1. Study Management and Support Activities Throughout Study.

A. Product review and supervision.
B. Internal coordination.
C. CWPPRA Task Force coordination.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

BARRIER ISLAND STUDY

Mr. Jim St. Germain will brief the Task Force on the status of the investigation
of Louisiana’s barrier islands.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

DNR CONTRACT ON THE CWPPRA VIDEQ

Dr. Bill Good of the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources will request an
amendment to the budget for preparation of a video on the CWPPRA.

Recommendation of the Technical Committee:
That the Task Force approve an increase in the budget cap from $38,000 to
$45,960.



JUSTIFICATION FOR INCREASE IN BUDGET TO ACCOMPANY
MILITARY INTERDEPARTMENTAL PURCHASE REQUEST (MiIPR)
NUMBER W42-HEM-4-PD-21:

inal Pr
Paragraph 1: "WLAE/Planit Communications Joint Venture will produce a video
documentary of the restoration of wetlands at LaBranche in St. Charles
Parish.”

COMMENT; This does not take into account that the video must now include an

overview of the CWPPRA program.

Paragraph 2 "The 15-30 minute documentary will examine...”

COMMENT; In order for the video to be aired on public television, it must be exactly 26-

minutes, 46-seconds in length.

Revised Scope of Services:

D A draft copy of the proposed script must now be sent not only to the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) for approvali, but
also to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the National Marine Fisheries
Services (NMFS), the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS), and the Soil Conservation Service
(SCS).

2) All proposed changes to the script will be coordinated into a final script.

3 DNR and the federal task force agencies will be invited to review the film prior to master
copies being completed.

4 One master copy must be delivered to each of the following agencies: DNR, COE, EPA,
NMFS, FWS, SCS.

5) State contracting regulations preclude the Departtment of Natural Resources from

6)

accepting discounts on proposals.

Revised scope requires that WLAE actually broadcast the documentary.




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

STATUS OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE STATE CONSERVATION PLAN

Mr. Norm Thomas will brief the Task Force on the status of the Conservation
Plan authorized by section 304 of the CWPPRA. An executive order signed by
Governor Edwards establishing a State Wetlands Advisory Task Force is enclosed.



WHEREAS,

8TATE OF LOUISIANA
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
BATON ROUGE
EXXECUTIVE CRDIR NO. XWE 94 - §

Louisiana's expansive coastal and inland wetlands
provide a variety of economic and environmental
benefits to the citizens of our state and nation;
and

important societal benefits and values of the
state's wetlands include, among others, their
fundamental role in natural flood control, in
providing coastal and inland shoreline
stabilization, in the recharge o¢f groundwater
aquifers, and in filtering and absorbing pollutants
that may degrade the water quality of the state’s
rivers, lakes and estuaries; and

Louisiana‘’s wetlands support commercial and
recreational fishing, hunting and trapping
industries worth annually in excess of a billion
dollars; and

Louisiana‘s wetlands provide essential habitats for
the state’s diverse and abundant marine, estuarine
and freshwater plants and animals, including state
and federally 1listed threatened and endangered
species; and

Louisiana has lost approximately eight million
acres of coastal and inland wetlands since
statehood; and

the majority of existing wetlands in Louisiana are
privately owned; and

it is the intent of the state to improve
coprdination and cooperation among state and
federal agencies, user groups and landcwners and to
establish consistency in wetland protection goals
and objectives; and

the extraordinary values of Louisiana‘s wetlands
and their progressive loss compel the development
of a coherent statewide wetlands consexrvation and
management plan; and

the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and
Restoration Act of 1990 (P. L. 101-646) provides
funding to pursue the development of a wetlands
conservation plan that carries the opportunity to
reduce the state’'s coast share for coastal
restoration projects from 25% to 15% {(about 54
million savings/year) upon approval; and

such a plan should consider various paths including
incentives, regulations and acquisitions that might
lead to greater protection of the state’s critical
wetland habitats, including, if prudent, state
assumption of federal wetlands jurisdictional
authority; and




WHEREAS,

NOW THEREFORE

FYURTHER,

FURTHER,

YURTHER,

FURTHER,

the development and implementation of an effecrive
statewide wetlands plan will require a broad-baseg
consensus of stakeholders representing diverse
econemic and environmental interescs;

I, XDWIN W, EDWARDS, Governor of the State of
Louisiana, by virtue of the state Constitution and
laws of the State of Louisiana, do hereby create
the Louisiana Statewide Wetlands Advisory Task
Force, which shall be domiciled in the Office of
the Governor and hereinafter referred to as the
Statewide Wetlands Advisory Task Force.

the Statewide Wetlands Advisory Task Force shall
aid and assist the state in the development of a
statewide Wetlands Conservation Plan that
adequately considers diverse environmental and
economic interests; -and

the Statewide Wetlands Advisory Task Force shall
promote the coordination and development of plans
for wetlands protection within the lower
Mississippi River valley in conjunction with the
seven delta states’ wetland initiatives; and

the Statewide Wetlands Advisory Task Force shall
assist in providing public input for promoting
coordination and development of plana for wetlands
Protection within the lower Mississippi River
Valley in conjunction with the seven dalta states’
wetland initiatives; and

the Statewide Wetlands Advisory Task Force shall be
composed of the following to be appointed by and to
serve at the pleasure of the Governor and the
Governor shall select the Chairman from the
following members:

1) Governor’s QOffice of Coastal Activities

2) Secretary of the Department of Natural
Resources or his designee

3) Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries or his designee

4} Secretary of the Department of Environmental
Quality or his designee

§) A member of the Louisiana Nature Conservancy
6) A member of the Coalition tc Restore Coastal
Louisiana

7} A representative of the Louisiana Asscciation
of Business and Industry

8} LSU Sea Grant Legal Program

9) A representative of the Louisiana Landowners
Association

10) A representative of Mid-Continent cil and Gas
Association

11) A member of the Louisiana Wildlife Federation
12) A representative of the Pulp and Paper

Association

13) A representative of the Louisiana Farm Bureau
Federation

14) A Louisiana Land Owner (Propexty in Coastal
Zone}

15) A Louisiana Land ' Qwner (Property Outside
Coastal Zone)

16) A member of the Sierra Club (Delta Chapter)

17) A representative of the Louisiana Soil and
Water Conservation Districts

18) LSU Agriculture Center

19} A Representative of a National Estuary Program

20} A representative of the Louisiana Municipal
Association



! i

FURTHER,

ATTEST BY

Tl

23 A member of the Louisiana Police
Association

22} A representative of the Louisiana Independentc
0il and Gas Association

23) A  Local Coastal Zone Management Area
Representative

24} Three citizens residing in parishes outside
the Coastal Zone

25) Three citizens residing in parishes wholly or
partially in the Coastal Zone

26) Three representatives of local or municipal
government located in the Coastal Zone

27} Three represencatives of local or municipal
government located cutgide the Coastal Zona

Jury

I hereby invite participatien by the appropriate
federal natural resource agencies, including the
u.s. Army Corps of Engineers, tha U. s.
Environmental Protection Agency, the U. 8. Pish and
Wildlife Service, -the MNaticnal Marine Fisheries
Service, the National Oceans and Atmospheric
Administration and the U. 8. Soil Conservation
Service to provide assistance to the state in the
development and implementation of a statewide
Wetlands Conservation Plan.

I WITNESS WEERECF, I have
hereunto set my hand officially
and caused to ba affixed the
Great Seal of the Stata of
Louisiana, at the Capitol, in
the City of Baton Rouge, on
this 2lrd day of February,
1924.

Cj,——

SECRETARY OF STATE



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF PRIORITY PROJECT LIST PROJECTS

Representatives of the Lead Agencies will brief the Task Force on the design
and construction status of projects on the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd Priority Project lists.
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

REQUEST FOR CONSTRUCTION APPROVAL
VERMILION RIVER CUTOFF BANK PROTECTION

Ms. Beth Cottone will request construction approval from the Task Force for
the Vermilion River Cutoff Bank Protection project. Attached is a memorandum
from the Corps of Engineers to the Task Force outlining compliance with current

Task Force requirements.

Recommendation of the Technical Committee:
That the Task Force approve construction of the Vermilion River Cutoff

project for an estimated cost of $1,900,000.



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEERS
PO BOX 60267
NEW ORLEANS. LOLHSIANA 70160-0267

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

CELMN-PP 8 April 1934

MEMORANDUM FOR: P&E Subcmt ., Technical Cmt., CWPPRA Task Force
ATTN.: Mr. Stan Green

SUBJECT: Vermilion River Cutoff Bank Protection Project

1. The Corps of Engineers is ready to begin land acguisition in anticipation of
construction of subject project. In accordance with the instructions of the Louisiana
Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force (Task Force), request
approval to proceed to construction. The required information is as follows:

a) As required by Sec. 303(e), easement language has been approved by the
District Commander acting on behalf of the Secretary of the Army.

b) Overgrazing in the areas protected by the project is not a problem.

c} Total project cost is currently estimated at $1,900,000, fuilly funded through
Fisca! Year 2014. This is within 25% of the project estimate at time of approval in
Priority List 1 ($1,523,000}. This is also a reduction from the $2,500,000 estimated
at the time the project modification was approved. ,"

d) The Cost Sharing Agreement betwean the Corps of Engineers and the local
sponsor, the LA Dept. of Natural Resources, was executed on 17 Apr 93. An
amendment to the CWPPRA Escrow Agreement incorporating the project will be
prepared and executed after approval to proceed. .

e} An Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared in'accordance with NEPA
requirements and a Findings of No Significant Impacts (FONSI} was signed on 15 Nov
93. This included the necessary cultural clearances.

f} A table showing anticipated project expenditures by year is attached as Encl.
1 [

g) Plans and specifications were sent to the Lead Agencies for review and
comment on 03 Feb 94. All comments received have been addressed and responded

to.

h) A hazardous, toxic, and radiologic waste (HTRW) assessment was
performed with negative findings.



-2—
iy The current schedule is shown in enclosure 2.
2. The Technical Committee granted permission to relocate the project from the west

bank of the Vermilion River Cutoff to the east bank due to an improved design
resuiting from field data. The project benefits will not decrease as a result of this

modification.
oMINGO J. ELGUEZABAL

Senior Project Manager

3. POC is Dom Eilguezabal, ext. 2599,

1 Encl
as



VERMILION RIVER CUTOFF BANK PROTECTION

PROJECT SCHEDULE

Execute Cost Sharing Agreement
Execute Escrow Agreement Amendment
Complete Land Acquisition

Advertise Construction Contract

Award Construction Contract

Construction Complete

Aprit 93 (Actual)
May 94

July 94

August 94
October 94

February 95
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEERS

PO 60267
NEW ORLEANS. LOUISIANA 70160-0267

rer WERMILION RIVER CUTOFF BAMK PROTECTION

ATTENTION OF

SCHEDULE OF YEARLY EXPENDITURES

FISCAL YEAR FEDERAL NON-FEDERAL
EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES

FY 92 $78,925 $0

FY 93 $143,251 $0

FY 94

FY 95

FY 96

FY 97

FY 98
FY 99

=l

FY 2000

FY 2001
FY 2002

Fy 2003

FY 2004

FY 2005

FY 2006

FY 2007

FY 2008

FY 2009

FY 2010

FY 2011

FYy 2012

FY 2013




COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROT ECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

Bach Task Force member has the opportunity at this point to propose
additional items or issues for the consideration of the Task Force.



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

Recommendation for Task Force Approval:
DATE:
TIME: 9:30 a.m.
LOCATION: District Assembly Room
New Orleans District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Foot of Prytania Street
New Orleans, Louisiana



COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION ACT

TASK FORCE MEETING
April 14, 1994

REQUEST FOR WRITTEN QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC

All Task Force meetings are open to the public. Interested parties may submit a
completed “Question Submittal Card” to the Task Force Chairman at this time.
Questions and comments will be addressed at the next regularly scheduled Task

Force meeting.



5/27/92 11:10 AM Summary
COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION, & RESTORATION ACT
(Public Law 101-646, Title ILI)

SECTION 303. Priority Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Restoration Projects.
o Section 303a, Priority Project List.
. NLT 13 Jan 91, Sec. of the Army (Secretary) will convene a Task Force.

sSecretary *Secretary, Interior
sAdministrator, EPA »Secrctary, Agriculture
«Governor, Louisiana +Secretary, Commerce

- NLT 28 Nov 91, Task Force will prepare and transmit 1o Congress a Priority List
of wetland restoration projects based on cost effectiveness and wetland quality.
. Priority List is revised and submitied annually as part of President's budget.

« Segction 303h, Federal and State Project Planning.

. NLT 28 Nov 93, Task Force will prepare a comprchensive coastal wetlands
Restoration Plan for Louisiana.

- Restoration Plan will consist of a list of wetland projects, ranked by cost
cffectiveness and wetland quality.

- ‘Completed Restoration Plan will become Priority List.

. Secretary will cnsure that navigation and flood control projects are consistent
with the purpose of the Restoration Plan.

- Upon submission of the Restoration Plan to Congress, the Task Force will conduct
a scientific evaluation of the completed wetland restoration projects every
3 years and report the findings to Congress.

SECTIOM 304. Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation Plznning.

« Secrciary; Administrator, EPA; and Director, USFWS will:

. Sign an agreement with the Governor specifying how Louisiana will develop
and implement the Conservation Plan.
- Approve the Conservation Plan.

: . Provide Congress with periodic status reports on Plan implementation.

« NLT 3 years afier agrecmeni is signed, Louisiana will develop a Wetland Conservation
Plan to achieve no net loss of wetlands resulting from development.

SECTION 305. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grants.

« Director, USFWS, will make matching grants to any coastal state io implement
Wetland Conservation Projects (projects 1o acquire, restorc, manage, and enhance
real property interest in coastal lands and waters).

« Cost sharing is 50% Federal / 50% State *

SECTION 306. Distribution of Appropriations,

e 70% of annual appropriations not to exceed (NTE) $70 million used as follows:

. NTE $15 miltion to fund Task Force completion of Priority List and Restoration
Plan -- Secretary disburses funds.

. NTE $10 miilion to fund 75% of Louisiana's cost to complete Conservation Plan --
Administrator disburses funds.

- Balance to fund wetland restoration projects at 75% Federal/ 25% Louisiana ** -
Secretary disburses funds,

« 15% of annual appropriations, NTE $15 million for Wetland Conscrvation Grants -
Director, USFWS disburses funds.

+ 15% of annual appropriations, NTE $15 million for projects authorized by the North
American Wetlands Conservation Act - Secretary, Interior disburses funds.

SECTION 307. Additional Awuthority for the Corps of Engineers.

o Section 3N7a, Secretary authorized to: _

- Carmy out projects to protect, restore, and enhance wetlands and aquatic/coastal
ecosystems.

 Section 307h, Secretary authorized and directed to study feasibility of modifying the
MR&T to increase flows and sediment to the Atchafalaya River for land building and
wetland _pourishment,

* 25% if the state has dedicated trust fund from which principal is not spent.
® ¢ 15% when Louisiana's Conservation Plan is approved.

lofl




104 STAT. 4778 PUBLIC LAW 101-646—NOV. 29, 1990

activitiez, where appropriate, that would contribute to the res-
toration or improvemsnt of one or mors fish stocks of the Great
Lakee Basin; . .
"(2) activities undertaken to accomplish the goals stated in
gaction 2006.
16 USC Mig. wgoC, 200, AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
“(z) There zro asuthorized to ba sppropriatod to the Director—
“(1} for conducting & study under ssction 2005 not more than
84.000,000 for euch of fizcal years 1991 thmuﬁlm: -
“2)'to crtablish and oparztc the Great Lakes Coordination
Office under section 2008(a) and Upm-a‘Gmt Lskes Fichery
Rosources Offices under section ¢), not mora than
$4,000,000 for each of fiscil yeors 1991 through 1995; and
(3) to eatablish and oparzts tho Lowver Gruat Lakes Fishory
Resources Offices under ss=ction 2008(b), not more
$2,000,000 for esch of fizcal yeurs 1991 throush 1996,
“(b) Thera are suthorizad to ba apgggpri‘z&-.d to the Socretary to
carry out this Act, not more thsn 31,500,000 for esch of fiscal yeurs
1991 through 1995.".

Comial TITLE 1il-WETLANDS

Plasning,
A %ﬂﬂma% SEC. 391 SHORT {TTLR
18 USC 3761 This title may to cited as the “Coastal Wetlznds Planning, Protec-
oole. tion and Rastoretion Act”.
1§ USC $861. SEC, 355 DEXINITIONS.
As usad in thio titls, the torm—
(1) “Secrutary’”’ means the Secrotary of the Army;
(2) “Administrztor” meanc the Administrator of the Environ-
mentzl Protection Aguncy;
(8) “development activities” means any ectivity, including the
dicchargo of dredgad or fill matarial, which ragulte directly in a
more than do minimus ch in the hydrologic regima, bottom

contour, or tha typs, di ibution or diversity of hydrophytic
vezetation, or which impairs the flow, reach, or circulation of
surfeea wuter within we or other watars;

(4) “Stuts” means the Stats of Louisi=

2.1 4

(5) “coustal Stats” mesns a Stato of the United States in, or
borﬂcnnion. tha Atlentie, Pacific, or Arctic Ocean, the Gulf of
Mexico, anglzhndSound.oronaormomoft.heGthahm:
for the +3 of this title, tho term al:o includzs Pucrto Rico,
tha Virgin Izlonds, Guam, the Commonvexith of the Northern
Marizns, Islonds, and tho Trust Territories of the Pacific
Islands, 2nd Afcrican Samosg

(6) “constzl wutlands rostoration project” means any tsch-
nicnlly feosible activity to cruate, rectoro, protect, or onheance
cssstal wetlonds through sediment and freshwster diversion,
water manngement, or othcr measured that the Task Force
finds will significantly contributa to ths long-term restoration
or protection of ths p &iml. chemicrl and biological integrity
of coustal wetlands in Stzte of Louisicns, end inciudes any
such szctivity suthorized under this title or under any other
provigion of lew, including, but not limited to, new projecta,
complction or expansion of existing or on-going projects, individ-



PUBLIC LAW 101-646—NOV. 29, 1990 104 STAT. 4779

ual phases, portions, or components of projects and op=ration,

maintanence and rehabilitation of completed projects; the pri-

mary purpase of & “coustal wetlands restorztion project” 8

not be to providc navigation, irri ation or flood control benefits;
(7) “coastal wetlands conservation project” means—

(A) the obtaining of & real property interest in coazts]
land= or watars, if tho obtsining of such intarsst is subject
to tarms und conditions that will ensura that the
property will ts edministered for tho long-tarm concirva-
tion of such linds snd wotors and ths hydrology, watar
quality and fizh and erildlifs depsndent tharson; and

(B) the restoration, mznrgemant, or enhsncoment of

quality snd fish and wildlifs dspendent thareon;
(8) “Gevornor” mesns the Govarnor of Louisians;
(9) “Teck Forcs” means tha Louisinns Cosstal Woatlands Cene
servation and Rastorstion Task Forcs which chall consist of the
Secretary, vho shall sarve chairman, the Adminjstrator, the
Governor, ths Secretary of tha Intsrior, tha Sacretary of Agri-
culture and the Socrstary of Commarce; and
{10) “Director” meens the Director of the United States Fizh
and Wildlifs Servicx
SEC. 103 PRIORITY LOUISIANE COASTAL WETLANDS SRSTORATION 18 UsC 3982

PROJECTS.
(2) Puonny Puovect Lict.—

(1) PREFARATION OV LT —Within forty-five duye after the
dnte of ensctmant of this title, ths Secretary chzll conveno the
Task Force to initiate a process to identify =nd prapare 4 list of
cogatal wetlands restoration projects in Louirizns to provide for
the long-term conservation o such wotlands and depandent fish
and srildlife po‘pu.lnﬂons in order of priority, bassd on the coste
effectiveneca of such projects in creating, ristoring, &mwcﬁn‘.
or enhancing coertel wetlands, taking into account tno qlua.l.ity

of such coustal wetlende, with due tllowance for smalluczle
projects necessary (o demonstrsta the use of new techniques or
materizls for coastel watlends restoration.

(2) Tisw vomce raoccouwms.—The Sacrotery shall convene
meeting; of the Task Force as @pproprists to ensuxe that the list
iz u:mlnndmmitwdmunﬂywtho&ngmnsn-

uired by thic subsection. If nocsssary to epsurs transmittal of

e list on & timoly basis, the Tas: Force chall produce the lint
by a majority vets of theep Tasl Forcz mocmbara who are
presont end voting; cxcept that no cosstal wutlands restornticn
rro ect shall ba placed on the list writhout the concurrence of the

Tas!: Forcn momber that the project is cost uffective and
gound fiom en engincaring porspectivo. Thoze projects which
ﬁt:sntially impsct navigation or flood control on tho lower

ini.sni;(ﬂ. River System chall ba constructad conzistent with
section of this Act.

(3) TRANSMITTAL 07 Lsr.—No later than ong yecr after the
data of enactment of thin title, the Sccrotary shall transmit to
the Congresa tha list of prioritly «rctlands restoration
projects required by paragraph (1) of this subcection. Thereafter,

A-4



104 STAT. 4780

PUBLIC LAW 101-646—NOV. 29, 1990

the list shall be updated annually by the Tesk Force members
and transmitted by the Secretary to the Congrezs as part of the
President’s znnusl budget submission. Annusl transmittais of
the list to thoe Congreus shsll includs & ctotus report on each

pmjeamd.ﬂmumcntﬁnuthew of the Treasury
Ei:mgf the smounts avsilable for czpenditurc to cHITY out
i th

(4) Ligy oF CONTRNTE.~ .

AREA IDVNTIFICATION; FRONICT DRuC2LFTION.—The list
of prioeity coastzl wretlands restoration projecta shall in-
cluds, but not be limitad to—

(i} idantificction, by ma or othsr means, of the

g :rn:: by the cosstal wetlands

(i) = detailsd description of cech propossd coastal
wetlonds restoration project ircluding & L&lﬁmﬂﬁcahon
i propo=ad
astivitizs to bz c=rned out purjusnt to sich cos
watlande restorotion project, the bonufitz to by
ll?m:h- projezt, tha idestifics stion of the lead Tsek
orcs mambar to undertake esch progosed cosstal wet-
leads rastoration projoct cnd the respousibilities of
cich othar p-ﬁ.rﬁdfaﬁna, Task Fores mombar, =n oati-
rastzd timstable for the completion of erch coastal
wutlands rostoration project, and tho estinsted cost of
each projest.

(B) Pzar-srAn.—Prioz to the dite on which tho plan re
quindbysul:!.e:ﬁon(b)dthhmﬁon becoms: effoctive,
suchlhtah-uinclud@wlythﬁamumlwmhwmqm
tion projocta that cen be pubstantially comploted during 8
ﬁmym:p:“ﬁndwmmdnsmthedawtbemjedu
placzd on the list.

© wzat to the dits on which the lun required by
cubssction (b) of this ssction becomes & gctive, such list
rhall includs only thess cosatal wstlands restoration
projects that havo besn identified in such plan.

(5) Fonpoeo.—Ths Sacpetary sholl, with the funds made
svailoble in zccordance with ection 306 of this title, allocate
hnd&ammgthamambaﬁd’thekaFomba&donthaM
e it uh; ofuugeafgw

to cariy cut tha purpocsl i Gy
m&uz 2 ¢ PrasmmNg.—

(1) Prasi Favparas1oi.~Ths Task Force chall pralp:ra e plan
to idenw watlapds rostoration projects, in ords of
priority, -4 on the t-affectivcuess of such projacts in
creating, restoring, protecting, or cahancing the long-tsrm con-
em&ﬁmdwaﬂnlw&ﬂandz.tﬁiuinﬁomtthequﬁtyof
such coastal wetlinds, with duz allowanca for cmsll-oczle
WmmmwdsmmlmCmdnwmhﬁquuor
materiuls for coastal wotlands rsgtorstion. Such restorntion
plmnahﬂbsmmptstzadwithinthrc—amufmmthcdnuof
ensctment of this titla. A

(2) Punrcsn oF "HE PLAN.—Tha purposs of the reatoration
pleniatodenlopampmmuinappruchtomgtmand
prevent the leus of, coastal wetlsnds in Louisiana. Such plan
ghall coordinste ond intagrate coactal wetlands reetoration



PUBLIC LAW 101-646—NOV. 29, 1990 104 STAT. 4781

projects in ¢ manner that will ensure the long-term conserva-
tion of the coastal wetlands of Louisiana.

(3) INTEGRATION OF RXISTING pLANS.—In devaioping the res-
toration plan, the Task Force shall seek to intagrate the “Lou-
iziana Comprehansive Coastzl Wetlands Faezibility Study”
conductsd by tha Secretery of the Army and ths “Coastal
Wetlands Conservation snd Restoration Plan™ prepared by the
Stata of Louisi=na’s Wetlands Conservation end Restorztion

Task Force.
{4) ELymmrie OF THS FLaM.~—Ins rustorstion plan devaloped
pursuznt to this subsection shall include—
(A) identification of the uatire arec in the Stata that
contains cocstal wetlands;
(B} identificstion, by map or othar meane, of cozstal arsea
in Louizisna in nesd of coustal wotlands restoration

projectz;

{("}) identificetion of high priority cousta] wetlands roa-
torztion Jarojects in Louisians. needsd to address tho areas
idantificd in subpzarugiuph (B) and that weuld provide for
the long-term conncrvation of restored nds ond
depsndent fizh end wildlifo populntions;

}  listina of such cosstal wetlands restoratien projecta,
in ordar of priority, to be submitted snnually, incorporati
l:g project identified pravioutly in listz producad an
submitted under sutaection (a) of thiz zection;

(E) e dotziled description of each propossd coastal wet
lands rostoration project, including = justificution for
ineluding such project on the List;

(F) the pro activitiza to be corvied out puraucnt to
cach coastal watlands restorstion project;

(G) the benefits to ba i by each such project;

(H) an estimated timetable for complstioa of each coastal
wuotlands rostorution project;

(Danmtimateofthemtofmhm:wwsunnda res-
toration projoct;

(J) identification of a leed Task Force member to under-
take each propessd coastal wetlands yestoration project
lizt:d in ths plan;

(i) congultation with the public and provision for publie
revievw during devclopment of the plon; and

(L) eveluation of the effectivences of sach cocstsl wet-
lan<s restoration projzct in achieving long-tarm solutions to
srrecting coastal w-et{-"-.ndn lo=s in Louisizng, ‘

(6) Pian rODIfICATION.—The Task Force mzy modify the
rastorstion plas from time to time a3 neceasary to carry out the

wsare of this section.
T {6) PraN summou.—Ugun complation of the restorstion
plan, the Swa%haﬂl submit the plan to the Congrees. The
restoration plan chsll bucome effective ninety duys after the
data of itz submission to the Congrex=s.

(D PLAN rvaLUATiON.—Not less than throe years after ths Raporw.
completion and submission of ths restoration plan required by
this subsection and at least uvery three cgoem thereafter, the
Tark Force shall provide & roport to the Congreas containing a
scientific evaluation of the effectiveness of the coastal wet-
lands restoration projects carried out under the plan in crea-
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ting, restoring, protecting and enhancing coactal wetlands in
Louiciana,

(¢} CoasTAL WETLANDS RESTORATION Proysct Benprrms.—Where
such a determination is required under applicable law, the net
ecological, aesthetic, and cultural bensfits, togethor with the eco-
nomic benefits, shzll be ducmed to excead the corts of any
wetlonds restoration project within the Stute which the Task Force
finds to contribute significantly to wetlands estoration.

(d) ConsareNcy.—1) In imp ementing, maintaining, modifying. or
rehabilitating navigation, flood control or irrigetion projects, other
than emergency actionz, under othar authorities, the Secretary, in
consultation with the Director and the Administrater, shall cnsure
that such actions zre consictent with the purpasss of the rwitoration
pian submitted pursuant to this caction. .

(2) At tha roqueat of the Governor of tho Stata of Louisiana, the

S:cretary of Commarce chall approve the plan ¢ en amendmant o

the Stote's coastzl zone mancgement pregTem approved under sec-

tl.it:ysn5 )306 of the Coustal Zons Munegemsnt Act of 1972 (18 US.C
455).

(¢} Futiping oF WEILANCE RESTOZATION Prossctra—~The Secrstary
shall. with the funds made uvailsble in sccordance with this title,
allocits such funds among the merabers of tho Task Fore2 to carty
out cosztal wetlands roatoration projects iu ascordance with the
prioritive sat forth in the list transmitted in secordance with this
saction. The Secretary shall not fund coagtal erstlands rectorution
project uniesa that project is subject to guch terms snd conditions »8
necesaery to envure that wetlands rostorad, enhancsd or m2
through that project will be administared for the long-term com-
sarvation of such ¢ and watsrc nod dependent fish and wildlife

(1) FEDFRAL SHAZE.—AmOunts maco available in accordsnce
<rith ssction 306 of this title to carry out wetlnnds
regtoration projects undar this title shall provida 75 percent of
tha cost of such projacts. .

(2) FEDARAL SMAS® UPON CONSTIVATION PLAN APPEOVAL—
Notwit.h.ztlnd.i.ng;ﬂm previous paragraph, if the Stats develoga a
Cczital Wetlinds Conssrvation Plan purcuznt to this title, and
such conssrvation plan in approved pursuant o section 304 of
this title, 2mounts mada available in accordanca with section
306 of this titla for any coestal wetlanda restoration project
under thie sectioa shall be 85 parcent of tha ceat of tha project.
In the event that the Sacrcu.lzl. tha Director, and the Adminis-
trator jointly dstormino that the Steie iz not taking reasonable
steps t0 implement end sdministor & conssrvation plan devel-
gfsd end approvad pursucnt to this titls, pmounts made zvail-

le in cocordsnes vrith soction 306 of this title for eny coastal
wetlonds restdration project shall revect to 76 parcunt of the'
cont of tha project: Provided, howszvar, that such rsversion to the
t&oger mdadm leval ?halldnot occurma:nufl tht: Governor has

n provi notice of, an ity for hearing on, any
zuch determinatioa by tha %. the Director, and
Aduministrztor, and the Stzta he: basn given ninety days from
such notice or hearing to take corrective action.

(3) Forts or STATE sHARZ.—The shzro of the cost required of
the State shall be from a non-Fedarsl cource. Such Stata chare
shall consist of a cash contribution of not lcee than 5 percent of
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the coat of the project. The balance of such Stste share may take
the form of lands, easements, or right-of-way, or any other form
of in-kind contribution determined to be appropriate by the lead
Tzsk Force memboar. .

(4) Peragrophs (1), (2), and (3) of this subcection chall not
affect the existing cost-sharing enis for the following
projects: Casrnarvon Freshvmtar iversion, Duviz Pond Frush-
‘water Diversion, and Bonnat Carre Freshwater Diverzion.

82C 37 LOUIGIAMA COASTAL WETLANDS CONSERYATION PLANNING. 18 USC 2953.

(2) DEvEL.OPNT 07 CONSZAVATION PLAN.—

(1) AcaezrmeNt.—The Sscratary, the Dircetor, and tho
Administrstor are directed to entar into an agreement with the
Govarnor, 52 st forth in paragraph (2) of this subzection, upon
notificztion of the Governor's willingnews to entar into such
agreament.

(2) TER:D OF AGREZIITENT, ~—

{(A) Upon receiving notification purzuant to paragr: h (1)
of this rubsaction, the Secretary, the Director,
Adminictrator chall promptly enter into sn agreoment
(herecfier in thin esction referred to es the “agresmant’’)
vith the Stats under ths terms cet forth in subparagraph
(B) of this parazraph.

(B) The agisomsnt shall—

(i) sat forth a process I:zl which the State agreos to
devalop, in sccordancs with this caction, & coastal vret-
lends congarvation plan (hersoftsr in this rection ro-
ferced to rs tha “conzervation plan')

(i) designate a ringie sgency of ths Stats to davelop
ths consarvation plsn;

(jif) amurs an opportunity for participation in the
devalopment of tho conservation plsn, during the gla.n-
ning pericd, by the public and by Federal and State

S8R

(iv) obligats tha Stats, not later than thres yoars
afier the dats of rigning tha agresment, unless
extended the parties thereto, to submit the con-
cervetion plan to the Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator for their approval; 2nd

(~) upon approval of the conservation plan, obligate
the Stats to implomant the conzervation pian.

(8) Gr.N¥3 AND AzstraNce~—~Upon tha dats of signing the

agrzsment=— -

(&) the A stretor shall, in concultation with the
Director, with funds mede svzileble in eccordance with
soction 306 of this titls, muke gy=nts during the davolop-
mecut of the conservetion plan to assist the designated State
qsux in daveloping such plzn. Such grants shall not
gxceed 16 md the cost of daveloping the plan; and

(B) the Sscretary, the Dircctor, snd tha Administrator
shall provide tachnical acsistance to the State to assist it in
tho devclopment of the plan.

(b) CoNs=RVATION PLAN GoaL.—If & coaservition plen is devel-
oped pursuant to this saction, it shall have & goal of achieving no net
loes of wetlunds in the coastal areas of Louisiana as a result of
development activities initiated subeequent to approval of the plan,

A-8
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exclusive of any wetlandy gainz achieved through implementation of
the precading section of this title. )
(c) ELzminis of CONSZRVATION PrLan.—The conservation plan
authorized by this cection shall include—
(1) identification of th2 entire coastal arza in the State that
contains coastal wetlands; s
(2) designation of » singls State agency with the responsibility
for implomenting and enforcing the plan; )
(3) id=atification of mecsurcs that the Stato chall take in
addition to exizting Fedaral authority to achievs 2 goal of no net
lozs of wetlundr as = resuit of davelopment activities, exclusive
of any wutlands gaing achioved through implementation of ths
pracedi = soction of this title;
(4) o cystem that the State chell implemsut to zecount for
geinz ond lewes of coastal wetlends within cosstal cress for
urpeses of evslucting the degres to which the gosl of no nit
a3 of wetlandz 82 & regult of devslopment vitiee in cuch
watlinds or other wxtory has been attained;
(5) satisfizctory aeauranca that the Stzta will have adoquats
[y _ and authority to imploment tho plan;
(6) ». pregram ta bs enrried out by the Stcta for the purpese of
educsting the public concorning the necussity to concarve

(T & progrzm to encournge the use of tachnolcgy by percons
.WJ in devel ent metivitics that will ras:.lltwm negligible
impect on watle and

(8) 2 program for tha reviers, craluatioa, and identification of

tory =rd nonregulatory options tha: will be admt:d by
tha Stato to encoursgs and assint privats owners of we da to
continus to maintzin thoes lands &5 watlands.
(d) ArPrOVAL 02 CONSE=VATION PLAN.—

(1) In caxcimAL~If the Governor submit2 = conservetion &la.n
to thy Secrets .thaDlmctor.andtheAdminhtntor!br sir
E{Pﬂ"ﬂ!' tha ary, the Director, ind the Administrator

all, within ono hundred and eighty deys following receipt of
such plen, sppruve or disapprova it.

(2) AsrmOVAL CRITEIA-— The Sacretary, the Director, and the
Adminiztrator shall approvs a conssrvation plan submittad by
tha Govarnor, if thay dataemina that—

(A) ths Stats has &:Fi‘a guthority to fully implement

all(swvinomofmcha y
) such » plan iz quaté to attain tho goal of no net
le=s of constal wotlands &1 a result of development activities

::ﬁ cowaplica with the other requirsments of thia section;

(O tho plan wan dsvsloped in eecordance with terms of
ent c:t forth in subsection (2) of this eection.
(o) MODITICATION OF GONBEEVATION PLAN.—

(1) Np:-zcommm.—l!’ ths Secretary, the Director, and the
Administrator detirmino thet o conssrvction plen submitted by
the Govarnor deas not comply with thz riquiroments of subzec-
m %f thi:la m_:ﬂon.h" shell submit athe Goh.v:mo:n:

& uns.f:pd.nmg w 9 plan f» net in compliance
how tha plan should bs chinged to be in cumplin.nce.P

(2) RocoNamprsation.—~If ths Governor submits s modified
conssrvetion plan to ths Secrutary, ths Director, and the
Administrator for their roconcideration, the Secretary. the

A-9
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Director, and Administrator shall have ninety daya to deter-
mine whocther the modifications sre sufficient to bring the plan
imo1 compliznce with requirements of subsoction (d) of this
sectlon.

(3) APPROVAL OF MODIITZD PLAN.—If the Sccretary, the Direc-
tor, and thz: Administrator fril to approve or dizupprove the
conearvation plan, as modified, within tho ninety-dsy poriod
following the date on which it was submittad to them by the
Governor, such pinn, £ modifiod, shall bo doomed to bs ap-
proved offective upon tho ezpiration of such ninaty-dcy period

(N Auenxosintd 1o CoNuzavation Puan~If the mor
emoends the consarvation plan appioved under thii ecction, any such
amended plan shall bo conzidered 2 newr plan and shall be subjoct to
the requiremonts of this saction; cxcept thst minor changss to much
plan zhall not ba gubject to the requiremoents of this section.

(g) ImrirENTATION OF CousEavaTION PLAN.—A conzervation
pien approved under thic soction zhall bs implementsd as providad
tharein.

{h) FupziaAL OVeRSIGHT.—
(I} INTf1AL REFORT %0 CONGx:28.—Within ons hundred and

eighty days after entering into th? agroement requirsd under
luL:sctf- ion (a) of thin soction, the Sczvetsry, thu Dirsctor, and
the Administrotor shell roport to the Coagress 82 to the status
e e St 1o oLyt Gt sioh & vlcs. aciuding ang
progres) ' ; in carrying ou n
sccounting, &5 required undor subseciion (cfof thiz scction, of
the gaine and loazas of cozatal wotlands as s reault of devalop-
muant activities,
tias ons Tuindeod and Sighty Sy pariod eok forth i persraph
ona hun and eighty dry pe et in perssrup
(1), and &t ths end of uﬂh tvonty-four-month period tharoaftsr,
the Secretury, thz Director, end the Administrator shsll, report
to the Congrezs on tho status of tho conceirvation plen and
provide an evaluation of tha uffactiveness of tha plan in mesting
the goal of this ssction.

SEC. 303 NATIONAL COASTAL WETLANDS CONSERVATION GRANTS.

{a) MaTcHING GeaNTe.—The Director shall, with the funds made’

gvailable in accordance with the naxt following zection of this title,
make matching granta to any coastal States to out coastal
wetlands conservation projects from funds made available for that

purpcae.

{b) Puiosrry.—Subject to the cost-charing requirsments of this
gaction, the Diractor may grant or otherwiso provide any matching
moneys to any coantsl Stats which submit: a proposal substantial in
charsctar and design to carry ont & conutal wetland: consarvation
project. In ewarding m=tehing grants, the Direstor chall give
priority to coastal wotlands con=arvation v)vmjects that orz=—

(1) congictznt swith tha National Wetlands Priosity Conzorva-
tion Plen develo undsr ecction 307 of tha Emorgency Wet-
lands Resources (16 U.S.C. 3921); and

{2) in ecastal States that have establiched dediccted fun
for programa Lo scquire coastal wetlunds, nstural aress
open l;raca. In addition, priority conciderztion chall b: given to
coastzl wetlandx conservation projects in maritime forests on
coaatal barrier islands.

A-10
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Texca.

16 USC X958

(c) Conprrions.—The Dirsctor may only grant or otherwise pro-

i ing moneys to a coectal State for ‘ﬁurpcesﬂ of carrying out
a coastal wetland:; conssrvation prgicl if tha grant or provision s
subjsct to terms and conditions thut «rill ensurz ths=t any real
proparty intsrest scquirsd in whols or in Eﬂ' or enhanced, man-
aged, or reatored with euch moneys will bs adminiitered for the
long-term conservotion of such lends snd waterd and the fish and

wildlifo dogondent thorcon.

(1) FrozmaL suamg.—Grents to coastal States of matchi
monmbythebhwhrformyﬁmlywtomwtm
wetlznde connervation projects shell ba used for the aymant of
notwaauadﬂpamantofuuwt@lm&m projscts;
excapt thut such mutchi mcnoyzem.qhsuc-adforg@meatof
not to exceed 76 purcent of tho oosts of such projssts if & conrtal
Stote has cgteblished a trust fund, from which the principol is
not spant, for tha purposs of acquiring coastal wetlanda, other
petural ares or opon spacit. ]

(2 Foars o7 cTAYS sHAxR.~—Tho matching moncy: required of
2 cozstel State to casTy out @ cosutil witlnnds congarvation
projest shall be dsrived 2 non-F:deral sourci.

) m;;m{n CO: {AISUTIONS.—In o;addition to cash outlzys and

yrasm -kind contributious of propurty or parvonnsi ssrv-
fm by non-Federal inturcetz for sctivitiag sr this nsoction
m;.bﬂmﬁdforthamF@dgrdﬁhmoftb@mto{M
sctavities.

(e} PArTiAL PATICR TS — .

(1) Tho Dirsctor may from time to time make matching
peymsnts to eury out cozrtal wotlonds conservation projects as
such projects mﬁslbut csuch payments, mdxﬁprm
peyments, if any, sha nct ba more than the Fejorsl pro rata
.hmthm %::.5' uueh projest in conformity with subsection {d) of

o

(2) Ths Dircctor may enter into sgresmants to maks matching
paymanbsonniniﬁulporﬁonofmwuwwedandzeonafaryl-
tion project and to agrce to maky ymonts on the remaining
Fedem.l:hamofthomdmcg roject from subpequent
moneys if and whon become av..nnbﬂ' The liability of the
United Statsy under @n agrecment is contingent upon the
continucd avzilability of funda for the purpose this section.

Acsxemonve.—The Director shall, with ths funds

mads
titla, direct the U.S. Fizh and Wildlife Sorvics’s National Wetland
Invanhqtoupdatsanddig!ﬁzamthndampointheShuof
Tmsmdtoenndmtanawtdthemun.mndimm
trunds of watlands in that Stata,
SEC, 372 DIETAUEUTICN 05 APPEOPRIATIONS

(a) Pﬁmg{g Peomsy u:n Cou‘%fg&n:ﬂ Praoane ExPrxbi-
yurze.—Of total nmovnt GpProprid ing a gi fizeal
to exrry out this title, 70 parcant, mmmf'ro.m..hﬂ
gvsilsble, and shsll remein avsilable until expond=d, for the pur-

poaea of making expandituros—
(1) not to excond the = »ta amount of $5,000,000 annuatly
to arcsist the Teask Fores preparction of the list ruquired

underthiltiﬂoamdth@pmanuimdundertbhtiﬂe.induding
preparction of—
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(A} preliminary ascessments; .

(B) general or site-gpecific inventories; )

(C) reconnaissance, engineering or other studies;

(D) preliminary design work; and

(E) such other studies us may be necessary to identify and
svaluate the fescibility of coastal wetland restoration

projacts;

(2) to carry out cosstal wotlandc restoration projects in
cccordance with the priorities set forth on the lict prepared
under this titls;

(3) to curry out watlands restorstion projects in accordance
with the prioritics oot forth in the restoration plen prepared
under this titls;

{4) ‘to maks grants not to exceed £2,500.000 .r;mnunllg or
$10,000,000 in total, to sscist the agency designated by tha State
in dovelopment of the Coastal Wetlanda Consarvation Plan

purcuant to this title.
(b) CoASTAL WETLANED CONSZIZRVATION GuanTts.—Of the totzl
amount sppropriated during a given fiscal year to out this

ﬁtf:i 16 percznt, not to excosd 15,000,000 sheil ba uvailable, and
sh mr_ts_mm avoilshlz to the Director, for purposss of making
(1) to zny cosstal Stats, cxcept States eligible to receive

under cection 306(a), to curry out coastcl .wetlands
conscrvation projocts in accordancs with section 305 of this title;

(D in the amount of 32,500,000 in totul for an gcsessment of
the status, condition, and trends of wetlunds in the State of

Tuzas,

(c) NoxTst A MuRICAN WETLANDS Conszmvation.—Of the total
amount sppropriated during a given fiscal yoer to carry out this
title, 15 percont, not to axceed $15,000,000, shall bs =zvailable to, and
shrll remain svailable until expended by, the Sacrotary of the
Interior for allocation to carry out wetlands consorvation projects in
any coastal Stats under caction 8 of the North American Wetlands
CW Act (Public Law 101-233, 108 Stat. 1968, December 13,
SEC. 307. GENERAL PROVIBIONS. 16 USC 3858,

-(2) ADDITIONAL AuTHomsry For THE Conrs or ENainEzrs.—The
Sceratary is authorizod to carry out projccts for the protection,
restoration, or enhsncsment of aqustic and associsted ecosystems,
including projcsts for the protsction, restorstion, or creation of

wotlends ecocystems. In carrying out auch projects, the [rrigntion.
Secratary shall give such P'ﬂ::" ea'huml considerstion with projects ;.‘I‘ """:-‘L
relsting to irrigation, navigation, or flocd control. pos

() Sruopv.— Scaie {s hersby authorizad and directed to
wtudy tha fuesibility of tho oparntion of axicting naviga-
tion nrd flood control to allow for an increase in Lhe share

of the Missicsippi River flows and scdiment sent down the
Atchafsleya River for purpcscs of land building and wetlands
nourizhment.
830, 362 CONFOR:IING ABIENDMENT.

16 U.S.C. TT7c s amended addlnt the following after the first

cantence: “The Secrctary shall distribute 18 per centum of each
annual appropristion made in accordance with the provisions of
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Ants, p. 582

section TTTb of this title as provided in the Coastal Wetlands Plan-
ning, Protection and Restoration Act: Provided, That, notwithstand-
ing the provisions of aection T17b, such sums zhal.l remain available
to carry out such Act through fiscal year 1999.”.

“IITLE IV—GREAT LAKES OIL POLLU-
TION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

=~SEC. 4081, SHORT TITLE
“This title may be cited as the “Graat Lakss Oil Pollution Re-
zeerch end Development Act”.
“SEC. 4002. GREAT LAKES OIL POLLUTION RESTARCH AND DTVELOP-
MENT.
“Seetion 7001 of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (Public Law 101~

380) is amended as follows:
(1) GREAT LAZZE DEMONSTEATION PROJECT.—In subsection

(cXO), strika ~3" and inoart "4, strike “and” aftsr “Californin,”,
and incert “snd (D) porta on tha Great Lakss," cfter

“Louisisna,”.
“(2) Funpina.—In sukssction (f) strike “91 250,000” eand in=art
000" and

22,000,000 and in subsection (X2 striks 2,250,
insort 3,000,000".".

Approved Novembar 29, 1980.
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