


throughout the state of Louisiana.
Obviously every thought and every
comment was not included, but every
thought and every comment was given
great consideration. This is a plan
that is -- we have all been waiting for.
It is courageous in terms of what it is
asking for. It is courageous in terms
of how it is being projected, and 1 will
tell you that it is a product of a state
that is truly convinced that unless we
get to the business as soon as possible
of restoration and protection, we are
going to be in very deep problems. And
that is what"s driving it. The
scientists and the engineers have been
on top of it, and 1 would recommend to
all of you that you read not just the
pictures but read the whole thing. It
is a plan that really sets out the scope
and the purpose of what we are all
about. Thank you very much for coming
tonight.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, King.
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Before we actually get started
with the program, I do want to go ahead
and introduce some of the
representatives and Federal agencies
here this evening and the integrated
planning team. From Corps we have
Edward Russo, project manager for the
LACPR project. Tim Axtman is also here.
And we have Juanita Russell, who is on
assignment from the Corps to the
integrated planning. From MMF we have
Stephanie Gambino with Bruce Baird and
Bob Mortensen. Thank you for coming
this evening.

Speaking -- from DNR working on
the CIAP plan, we have David Fruge, Will
Norman and Greg Grandy, who are going to
speak to you later this evening about
that plan.

The team members we have this
evening for the master plan are Jon
Porthouse. Jon. As | said earlier,
Juanita Russell. Jean Cowan, Ricky
Brouillette, Larry Ardoin, Norwyn

Johnson and Andrew Beall that will later
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give you details on the State®s annual
plan.

As Sidney said, we have three
plans to discuss this evening, the
master plan, the annual plan and the
CIAP plan. The master plan lays out a
vision for the future of coastal
Louisiana.

IT you will excuse me, 1"m going
to put this a little lower, maybe it
will travel a little better.

The annual and CIAP plans are the
first draft of implementation of the
master plan. This is the draft. Copies
of this are available online at
www . louisianacoastalplanning.org along
with appendices, and the Executive
Summary from that Master Plan is part of
the handouts this evening.

There are four objectives to the
Master Plan. We know that we need to
reduce risk to our communities, restore
sustainability to the coastal ecosystem,
maintain a diverse array of fish and

wildlife habitats. We know that we need
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to sustain Louisiana®s unique heritage
and culture.

This is the time line for the
Master Plan. The team has put together
in February of 2006, and this is where
we are today, and the end of April we
hopefully will be submitting this plan
to the Legislature for their approval.

There are three large planning
efforts that are ongoing right now, LRA
regional planning process, Louisiana
Speaks, the Corps LACPR process and the
CPRA Master Plan. What I want to assure
you this evening, I"m not going to go
into detail about each of these plans,
are that all three plans are working
together. They are cognizant of one
another and we are cooperating with one
another.

These totals are from work that
the IPT has done with the Corps. In
fact, this was a teleconference that we
were having with the Governor.

This graphic, which is from the

Lake Ponchartrain Basin Foundation, kind
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of shows a little bit about the
responsibility of the CPRA and how that
relates to the Louisiana Speaks planning
process.

As you can see, our responsibility
is to lay down the foundation for the
actual protection and restoration of
this coast and Louisiana Speaks can
build on that process with community
growth issues. And all of these plans
are sharing data and resources.

Back in November of 2006, after
extensive stakeholder involvement, we
released a preliminary draft plan. We
had public meetings. We had a
scientific review by the the LCA, Area
Ecosystem Restoration Science Board, by
the Science and Engineering Review Team,
both groups composed of distinguished
scientists from all over the United
States. We had nine public meetings.

And then what have we heard from
that process? First, we heard that it
looked good. It read well. It was

clear. It was direct. The concept of
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restoration and hurricane protection
being integrated was praised. People
realized and told us that we are making
real progress towards solutions.

We also heard that protection and
restoration expectations may not always
be achievable, that protection of a
sustainable restoration may not always
be compatible, that the scale of
necessary restoration actions will shift
natural resource distribution.

There is a great need for rapid
advances in science and technology, but
there is also a great need for enhanced
dialogue between scientists, planners
and the public.

We know that there is climate
change that is happening. The sea level
will rise and there are changes in
rainfall patterns occurring. We know
that we need to look more closely at the
effects of levies on hydrology and the
effects of river diversions on
hydrology. There is also a question

focused on the effectiveness of marsh
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creation by dredging.

In that preliminary draft plan,
deliberately we did not establish
priorities. We were told establish
priorities, we want to see what is
important, how the projects will come
online. Prioritize systemic projects,
prioritize quick fix projects. It was
also recognized that policy, legislative
and institutional issues are just as
important as the constructible projects
and need to also have a high priority.

We heard that there was a
perception that ecosystem restoration
was a secondary priority. We heard that
there was concern that plan
implementation, specifically large river
diversions, would affect people”s
livelihoods. Some people were concerned
that the report was describing features
with too much certainty. Some reviewers
were concerned that the plan submitted
may not be technically feasible. There
was concern that climate change

challenges sustainability, that costs
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would be too high, that some strategies
may not work as intended, that some
targeted protection levels may not be
achievable.

We also heard that many citizens
of the coastal zone expressed the
opinion that the targeted levels of
protection were too low. We heard this
from Terrebonne Parish, Plaquemines
Parish and Lafourche Parish.

We also heard, Where is the
project? You need to put this project
on, you need to take this project off.
We also had received many comments that
are not usable at this stage of a broad
concept look at what has happened, but
that will also be useful later in the
process when we get to a project
specific level of designing structure.

Many reviewers commented on the
plan management framework. We need to
maintain integration in program
management. We need to define the
decision-making processes. We need to

define an adaptive implementation
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program.
So what did we do with this? How
were these comments considered and
incorporated? The draft Master Plan was
issued at the beginning of this month.
It consists of a main report, 11
appendices. Some of these are more than
a thousand pages long. All are online
and available. The main report is also
available at the parish library. We
clarified our message. We added a
chapter to the main report to more
explicitly acknowledge scientific and
technical challenges inherent in the
plan. We revised maps and text to
better convey relative levels of
certainty of measures. We added
discussion of the prioritization
process. Project specific priorities,
however, are defined in the annual plan,
and we worked with CIAP to assure
priority focus. We clarified the
relationship between actions needed to
achieve a sustainable landscape and

sustainable hurricane protection. Both
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are needed. We added discussion of
long-term management needs, utilizing an
adaptive management framework. We
recognized that restoring sustainability
to the coastal landscape is the backbone
of what we are doing, that we need to
maximize the use of the river and its
resources. That includes restoration of
system hydrology, the land building
diversions as well as the land
sustaining diversions.

We recognize that sustaining
critical land forms is important. We
need to take control of hydrology of the
navigation channels. We need to do
marsh creation with dredged material.

We need to do barrier shoreline
restoration, ridge restoration and
shoreline stable renovation are
important. We need to look at the
sustainability of the delta plain.

111 pull out the little pointer.
We will go over a little bit. This map
is in the handout that you received this

evening and 1 think the colors are going

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 58 of 811



Land Bridges. The first one is the
Orleans Land Bridge Shoreline Protection
and Marsh Creation along the northern
rim from Lake Warren, from Alligator
Point all the way to Bayou Bienvenue.
Shoreline protection in the golden
triangle area in the lower left-hand
corner, approximately 200 acres of marsh
creation. Orleans Parish is
cost-sharing approximately $15 million
with the State on this project.

The next project is the Barataria
Land Bridge Dedicated Dredging, $18
million. This is the project where CIAP
in CWPPRA, Coastal Wetlands Planning
Protection and Restoration Act, are
going to partner on this project. CIAP
is going to put approximately 60 percent
of the funds into it, and CWPPRA,
approximately 14 percent of the funds
into building this entire project in
Barataria Land Bridge in Jefferson
Parish.

Interior shoreline protection,

there is actually two groupings here.
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The first two projects on Federal
navigation channels, Freshwater Bayou
Shoreline Protection Project in
Vermillion Parish. This is to shore up
the western side primarily of the
freshwater bayou where there are some
areas that have breached and some other
areas that are beginning to breach in
that shoreline and threaten the
freshwater marshes and the Mermentau
basin.

The second one is GIWW, Gulf
Intercoastal Water Way, critical areas
in Terrebonne Parish. This is part of a
previously-designed CWPPRA project.
There are four breaches along the GIWW
in this area. Those breaches that are
currently opening and they are allowing
a lot of water to flow through. This
project will go and plug those breaches
and do shoreline protection along the
GIww.

The second two are interior
shoreline lakes in Cameron Parish, Grand

Lake Shoreline Protection. Again, this
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is another CWPPRA project. CIAP will
build approximately 85 percent of this
project. At a task force meeting last
week, CWPPRA voted to construct the
remaining 15 percent and also to pick up
the long-term operations and maintenance
of this project.

Then the final one, Lake Salvador
Shoreline Protection Project in St.
Charles Parish, this is Phase 111 of the
third phase of the western shoreline
protection in Lake Salvador. We are
really looking forward to getting this
project done in coordination with St.
Charles Parish.

Marsh creation with dredged
material. The top item, beneficial use
of dredged sediment of Federal
navigation channel maintenance. These
are dredging projects with the Corps of
Engineers to do maintenance along
Federal channels to pay the incremental
cost difference to allow that material
to be beneficially used. There are some

fantastic opportunities, particularly
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upon the Calcasieu Ship Channel, but we
are looking at other opportunities in
other parishes, as well. We are
probably going to buy land rights to
acquire conservation easements to do
environment clearance or to construct
containment where that dredge material
can be pumped in behind it.

The last item, fringe marsh repair
via dedicated dredging, lower
Plaguemines Parish, this is a project
that primarily Plaquemines Parish is
putting up the funding for but the State
is going to cost share with the parish,
as well, to rebuild some of the marshes
that fringe, they chose the levee in
lower Plaquemines Parish.

Coastal Forest Initiative, this is
a project, will protect some of our
coastal forests in Louisiana. To
acquire conservation easements from
willing land sellers. Now, these are
coastal forests, primarily, but it can
also include maritime forests, areas in

Fourchon or down in Cameron Parish, as
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well. Some of the funds could be used
to implement restoration projects to
approve hydrology or to do vegetative
planting, and also some of these
projects could be cited in conjunction
with wetland assimilation projects that
would enhance the coastal forest
restoration and sustainability.

That brings us to the last
grouping of restoration projects, the
Central Wetlands Assimilation Project.
This project, again, iIs near the central
wetlands in Bayou Bienvenue to use
secondarily treated wastewater from
Worthing to St. Bernard Parish, to take
that water that"s got heavy duty
nutrient loads and put it into the
marshes in Bayou Bienvenue and central
wetlands. Areas that have been impacted
by salinity that®"s come in from the
MRGO, areas that used to be beautiful
cypress swamps, right now is open water.
So we are really looking forward to
working with the sewage and water board

of St. Bernard and Orleans Parish on
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this project.

And then the last one, Performance
Evaluation and Science Monitoring. We
want to evaluate these projects to make
sure that there is biological and
engineering goals that we have set up iIn
the design phase of these projects and
allow us to better design projects in
the future.

The infrastructure projects that
we have for State funding, the Ffirst
one, the IHNC Lock, which is part of the
Morganza to the Gulf Flood Protection,
IHNC is a major conduit for ships that
service the 0CS, Offshore Continental
Shelf, in the Gulf of Mexico, and this
will build a lock that would help not
only keep salinity out but also be a
part of the flood protection system from
the Morganza to the Gulf.

The second one is the LA-1
Improvements. This is the stretch of
road from Fourchon to Leeville. In
Leeville, where they are building the

new bridge currently, this would take it
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from Leeville down to Fourchon.

The last three are basically road
improvement projects in lberia, St.
Mary, Cameron Parish on roads that have
been heavily impacted by traffic from
trucks that support the OCS activities
in those parishes.

CIAP Project Synergy, 1711 just
talk briefly about this. One of the
projects | talked about earlier, East
Grand Terre Island, which is the yellow
chevron at the center of this area, this
is the Barataria Barrier shoreline.
There are a number of other projects
that are either planned, that have been
constructed or are getting ready to go
into construction along with this reach,
and the East Grand Terre Island
hopefully will work in concert with
those projects when it"s constructed.
We just finished construction on the
Papillon to Pass Labert Unit, which is
one of the red areas to the right. We
are hoping later this year to move the

construction on the Papillon, the Grand
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Bayou Pass, and on the Pelican Island
two other of the red CWPPRA projects
that are up there.

In addition, we are working and we
hope to have the feasibility study
completed with the Corps of Engineers on
Shell Island and the Caminada headlands
reach and to present that for funding
through WRDA next year. So this project
will work in coordination with a number
of other projects along this area.

There are other projects like the
Freshwater Bayou, the Maurepas Swamp,
the Orleans Land Bridge and Central
Wetlands and the Barataria Land Bridge
Project that have other projects
synergies, as well.

We have been directed by Secretary
Angelle that we will begin work on a
number of these projects before the plan
is approved and before we receive grants
from the Minerals Management Service.
This is allowable in the law. We have
some funding available through the State

Trust Fund on wetland restoration. We
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are going to begin work on these
projects and reimburse ourselves later
when the grant money becomes available
through MMS. Those seven projects,
three of them will go to construction,
East Grand Terre Island, the Barataria
Land Bridge and the Grand Lake Project,
one of them is land acquisition for the
Coastal Forest Initiative and then three
others will begin the engineering and
design, Violet Diversion, the
Mississippil River Sediment and Delivery
Pipeline and the Bayou Lamoque Bridges.
We will begin those in May of this year,
begin the process.

Just briefly, 1711 talk about the
projects to be supported with the
parishes® CIAP funds. 86 percent of
parishes” CIAP funds are dedicated to
restoration and conservations project
program, and 14 percent of the funds are
dedicated for infrastructure, public
service needs, planning and
administration.

Just a brief review of these
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projects. The parishes have included
barrier shoreline protection and
restoration, marsh creation and
restoration, aquatic habitat restoration
of the Atchafalaya Basin, vegetative
plantings and the OCS-related roadwork.
There are details of the parish projects
and of the State projects, and those are
included in the -- we have an Executive
Summary that was on the front table. If
you didn"t get a copy and you would like
to, grab a copy on the way out.

The tentative plan we are working
on at this point in time, we released
the draft CIAP plan for review at the
CPRA meeting February 6th of this year.
We are in the process of public
hearings. We have already briefed the
CPRA and the Legislature and we plan to
brief the Governor®s Coastal Commission
next month. We hope to receive the
comments and resolve those and submit
the plan to the Minerals Management
Service by May 1st, and we hope to

obtain CIAP approval from MMS in late
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August.

Development of the plan, once the
plan is approved, we have got to then
move out, get the grants approved so
that the money can begin to flow between
the State and the parishes and then
start the engineering, designing,
construction, permitting of these
projects so the parishes know we have
begun to look at obstacles, future
obstacles that we need to overcome, and
basically get this moving as fast as we
can.

As 1 said before, the Executive
Summary was out in front. We didn"t put
a copy of the full draft plan, but if
you would like, you can go to the
website. The full draft plan is about
400 pages. You can go and see that as
much as you want. On page 10 of this
summary, there is the website. If you
don"t want to take the plan home, don"t
want to take the summary home, you can
Google Louisiana CIAP and find the

information on there.
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MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, Greg.

So what is next? This is our
current schedule. One thing that I want
to point out is that our public comment
period on all three plans ends on April
2nd. So we are going to be taking
comments this evening, listen to what
people have to say, and as Greg pointed
out earlier in Houma this week, in Lake
Charles, here tonight, tomorrow in
Abbeville, but you are also welcome, you
can send in comments by e-mail through
the louisianacoastalplanning.org site.
You may write by old fashion mail with a
stamp. Our mailing address is on the
handout on the table. We welcome all of
your input. We do ask that we have it
in hand by April 2nd, however, because
we are on a very tight time schedule.
The sooner you get it to us, the more
quickly we can incorporate your comments
into our consideration process. We are
on schedule submitting to the CPRA and

to the Legislature.
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We are going to go ahead and start
taking public comments. Let me take a
quick count of the cards 1 have in hand.

Okay. 1 have got a few cards, and
so 1 will ask that comments to be
restricted to no more than five minutes.

Randy Moertle.

MR. MOERTLE:

Michelle, can we put up a regional

map?

MS. DESHOTELS:
Yes.

MR. MOERTLE:

And can we borrow a pointer?
MS. DESHOTELS:

I will allow you to use my
pointer.

MR. MOERTLE:

Very good. Thank you, ma"am. How
do you turn it on? Oh, there it is.

Thank you very much. My name is
Randy Moertle. 1"m representing the
Biloxi Marshlands Corporation and the
Lake Eugenie Land Development Company.

And we are the landowners here in St.
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Bernard Parish. We own the majority of
this property right here, both north and
also right in here south of the MRGO. 1
want to bring up several points in the
plan, please, the first one being the
Mississippi River Diversion at Violet
Canal. CIAP is proposing to spend $49
million to put in a diversion right here
in Violet, whereas the State plan is
also proposing to put in a diversion.

We do not think that 5,000 cubic feet
per second is large enough to allow
sustainability and freshwater
introduction into the Biloxi marshes.
CIAP is using that money just to freshen
up the central wetlands. And when you
look at Objective 2 of the State plan,
it says to promote a sustainable coastal
ecosystem by harnessing the processes of
the natural system. The only way we are
going to sustain these marshes up here
is going to be through fresh water
coming out of the Mississippi River.
John Lopez 1"m sure is going to say more

about it, but we are afraid that we are
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going to spend $50 million here and that
might cause a larger diversion to not
happen, and say, well, it"s already
happened, you already have a diversion,
whereas we need a much larger diversion
to go ahead and get sustainability from
the Biloxi marshes. That"s Point 1.

The second point is the Chandeleur
Islands are basically being left out.
They are just saying, well, let Fish and
Wildlife Service handle it. That is a
barrier island. We personally believe
that it does provide protection. It is
the fTirst line of defense. | don"t
think Fish and Wildlife Services ever
done much out there. |1 don"t think they
will do anything out there, and 1 think
we are losing our first line of defense
for New Orleans area by not doing more
with the Chandeleur Islands. Junior
Rodriguez, I*m sure, will tell y~all
more about that.

The third point is the multiple
line of defense, also. It has been our

experience and we have been in this
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coastal restoration business a long
time, but we are real concerned, right
here we have shoreline protection on the
Biloxi marshes, whereas down here on the
lower end we have absolutely nothing.
And it"s been our experience when you
are after other funding sources such as
CPRA or grant money or anything else,
they are going to follow the State plan.
I would like to see very much some
shading and some arrows here so that
even if the State doesn"t plan on
spending a lot of money, it"s part of
the State plan. Because when you read
this stuff closely, even the LCA plan,
it talks about that is one of the
critical areas, is the Biloxi marsh. It
is protecting the New Orleans area. |If
you allow this to move all the way to
Bayou la Loutre Ridge, you are losing
five miles of your Ffirst line of
defense.

So we do need to include shaded
in, you know, even if it ends up

Priority 2, it needs to be a part of the
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plan because what"s happening here is
it"s being left out and the Ffirst line
of defense is five miles inland as the
Bayou la Loutre Ridge.

Okay. The last item, and what we
consider one of the more important
items, is the MRGO is -- it is proposed
by the State Annual Plan that there is
going to be an earthen plug. And I"ve
lost my white light. There it is.

So we have an earthen plug that"s
put in here right in the MRGO. What
that"s going to do is it"s going to
divert all the traffic that presently
uses the MRGO up the Bayou la Loutre and
out this way or it"s going to try and go
around that way.

The problem, if we do not include
some kind of shoreline protection of
Bayou la Loutre, we already have huge
erosion problems. We have got 6 foot to
8 foot cut banks. We have some places
where it"s eroded directly into the
marsh already. And what we are going to

do, all the erosion and wake problems
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that have been caused along the MRGO,
we"ve armored it and put rock all up and
down it now to stop the wake erosion,
all we are going to do is convert it
directly into Bayou la Loutre and it"s
going to break right into the marsh.

And 1 know we have other plans for ridge
restoration and everything else, but any
plugging that goes on there and
diverting the traffic that way, we
already have bad erosion problems, we
need to include some kind of rock
armoring on the bank line or any kind of
ridge restoration or anything else we do
is just going to be worthless and we are
just going to make more and more erosion
problems for the Biloxi marsh.

Okay. And that pretty well wraps
up all I"ve got to say. Thank y"all
very much, and I want to say it again, |
know 1 said it in Houma the other day, 1
appreciate very much all the hard work
that everybody has done, all of y"all,
you have used us as stakeholders, as

landowners. There has been an open
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door. You have come and talked to our
landowners association. We very much
appreciate all of the help and the input
that everybody has given us, and we
appreciate having -- and we believe this
has been the best process so far where
we have actually had a voice through the
MRGO deauthorization and throughout this
entire process. Thank y"all very much.
MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you. Dewell Walker.
MR. WALKER:

I*m just a local fisherman down
here but 1"ve lived down here in lower
Plaguemines my whole life almost. 1%ve
seen how the marsh has come and gone,
and 1°d just like to add a few things
today.

Down in lower Plaquemines y~all
are talking about getting a big
spillway. The river, when it builds
land, it"s always been from a great
flood. The river blocks up and backs up
and diverts and goes to another place.

It builds land. Never do you build land
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by putting freshwater into it. Our
system is not a freshwater system, it"s
a brackish water system. Our plants out
there are brackish water plants. When
you are going to put a big spillway in,
you are putting freshwater in it. It"s
real cold. 1t won"t work. They will
wash land away. |If you put the
Chandeleur Islands back out to stop the
water completely, it will eventually
fill in.

My other concern is there is other
cuts that he was just talking about up
there in Myrtle Grove. The Myrtle Grove
project they built a few years back,
about 11 years ago, it only been barely
open just a little bit. It fills up at
the end quickly because of not being
opened up wide. 1 think it said
something like 5 million CCs that should
be flowing through there. Maybe it will
go 1 now. If you don"t have some kind
of diversion, pipeline diversion to put
the silt where you want it, it"s hard to

make it go. |1 know y"all are trying to
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put it on over there by making the
current go on out farther, which is a
pretty good plan. Every time you put
freshwater you need to stop it first and
then move it.

About Bayou Lamoque, y"all are
talking about breaking Bayou Lamoque
out. It"s never hardly been opened.
Ever who thought about putting it there
was a pretty smart fellow. That"s where
it was needed. It"s been closed over
the last 48 years, only one or two years
it"s been open just a little. Some
local fishermans have been trying to
keep it open but it still, it"s not been
doing much. If you take the dam out,
you will have a MRGO right there. So
far the surge has been coming up the
river for the last few storms. It has
been stopping somewhere around that
diamond area there, about as far as the
surge come up from them hurricanes
almost gets there. |If you open up Bayou
Lamoque, Belle Chasse will have your

surge then.
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For instance, they opened up the
structure this year since the storm,
they left the structure opened, and they
think, well, that will be good, put
freshwater, should build land, but yet
it didn"t. The freshwater run over the
islands out from Taylor Pass over to
Baptist Collette and tore the islands
up. The water went over it. It had no
stop. It just pushed land around. IFf
you open up a big spillway, all you are
going to do is flush the land you have
all the way down to Baptist Collette
out. You need to stop at Chandeleur
Islands and build Chandeleur Islands up
first. It"s got to be a closed system.
That"s the only way land will build, is
a closed system.

One of my points was you can"t
Just open up something without checking
the other end of the water hose, and
that"s what happened when you built
that.

We have a map, if you can Google

on Google Earth, you can see where our
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problem lies here in southeast
Louisiana. The whole curvature of the
GulfT curves these storms into us. If
you look back in history over 270 years,
there have been 53 floods in southeast
Louisiana from hurricanes that went over
the levee. You hear about Betsy, you
hear about Camille, you hear about
Katrina. There is many lives have been
killed in lower Plaquemines Parish. How
many people will die at a stop sign
before you finally put up a stoplight?

I think it"s time to put a stoplight up
in Plaquemines Parish. Thank you.

(Applause.)

MS. DESHOTELS:

Henry J. Rodriguez.
MR. RODRIGUEZ:

You have got to forgive me, Boys.
1"ve got a little age on me. Things
don"t quite move as well as they used
to.

First of all, I want to thank
y"all for putting together a real good

program, good projects. 1 think Randy
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covered most of my fears that I had and
the gentleman that spoke before me. The
Chandeleur Islands, 1 see nothing at all
in the program and that kind of disturbs
me, particularly when I see all of these
big focus items where they want to put
big structures across Lake Borgne to
stop the water and we just don"t want to
see them take care of the things that
mother nature had there first. Randy
covered it quite well. My only problem
is 1°d like to really emphasize the
Chandeleur Islands. And St. Bernard put
in a plan for the Chandeleur Islands. 1
don®t know if it fell on deaf ears, and
we also had a break water that Randy
brought up. And we think that"s a
doable thing, take the rocks along the
MRGO can be used for that break water.
And 1°d like to compliment the
gentleman that spoke before me, "just a
fisherman.”™ The funny part about it is,
"just a fisherman'"? You know, they
don"t have the degree that some of you

people have. They got it from the
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school of hard knocks. They got it the
hard way. They know about it because
they do it every day, they fish every
day. When you are sitting on your
backsides and going by the book, these
people do it, and we need to listen to
the fishermen. Fishermen can give you
lot of knowledge if you are willing to
listen. Basically | just want to say
yes, y"all have done an excellent job.
We are proud of you, and there are some
problems with your program, but 1 think
they can be addressed. Thank you.
MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

(Applause.)
MS. DESHOTELS:

Matt Roter?
MR. ROTER:

Hi, my name is Matt Roter. 1'm
from the Gulf Restoration Network, and
first of all, 1 would like to, like a
lot of people are saying, thank you.
You guys are putting a lot of

information together in a relatively
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short period of time and 1 congratulate
y all.

There are a few things that 1
would like to address, though, and it
kind of got summed up with the map that
you had up there with Donaldsonville to
the Gulf levee there. 1 know it was a
dashed line, but the line that you had
there was the most environmentally
destructive alignment that is proposed
for the Donaldsonville to the Gulf
project. And I think -- put the project
aside, 1 think that is indicative of
whenever you just put a map up there and
tell the public "This is what we are
going to do," even though in the back of
your mind you know that you have a ton
of options. The public, people out here
are smart enough to look at options and
decide what they think is the best and
give that input, but if they aren"t
given that map, if they aren®t given
those options to look at, then they
can"t make an informed decision. |

think it"s really important that people
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are given those options and know that
different options are on the table and
that a big wall that"s going to cut off
half the marsh there isn"t the only
option to protect ourselves. There are
other options that are much more
environmentally friendly and friendly to
the people and in the end are going to
take less maintenance because 1"ve seen
a lot of reliance, especially when they
are talking about that and other levee
alignments, is this leaky levee thing,
which in theory sounds great. You can
put the levee there and the water can
get through, the hydrology is
maintained. But you are talking about
lots of maintenance and you are talking
about science and engineering that
hasn"t been proven on a large scale.

So 1 think it"s really important
before to put our eggs in one basket
that this idea of leaky levies is not
jJjust thought of as a panacea because |
frankly don"t believe it"s going to work

on such a large scale and having the
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continued maintenance that is going to
have to happen in perpetuity.

And 1 really urge y"all to take a
look at it and have some outside people
take a look at this idea of leaky levies
before we start putting all of our faith
in that and trying to make our processes
as natural as possible. And we live in
an engineering system and 1 recognize
that, but we have to make sure that that
engineering isn"t going to even
exacerbate the problem more. So | urge
you to take into consideration the most
natural solutions as possible while
still trying to keep with the four goals
of the program, which I think are very
admirable goals. Thanks.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir. Zane Melancon.
MR. MELANCON:

I decline.

MS. DESHOTELS:
Dan Arceneaux.
MR. ARCENEAUX:

Dan Arceneaux, St. Bernard Parish
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Coastal Zone. 17°d like somebody to just
add the Lake Ponchartrain barrier plan
to Pearl River. Why you people even up
Plaquemines Parish and St. Bernard
Parish on that? You have got about a
15-mile stretch that took a real beating
from Katrina and to stop all of the
Ponchartrain basin barrier plan, why
can"t we continue right across from that
15 miles and save some of Plaguemines
Parish, too?

(Applause.)
MS. DESHOTELS:

We will take that under
consideration, sir.
MR. ARCENEAUX:

Thank you.
MS. DESHOTELS:

Don Serpas.
MR. SERPAS:

Would you put that map back up?
MS. DESHOTELS:

You can have that.
MR. SERPAS:

Don Serpas, St. Bernard Parish.
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Well, it"s been my experience, if you
have a hole or a ditch to fill in or a
cloak, you are doing by filling it in.
You don"t do it by leaving it there and
damming it off. May 1 borrow your --
1"ve been fighting for over 17 years to
try to get the channel not only closed
but pumped in with sand from the
Mississippi River and I really believe
that all of these things that we are
talking about and doing is really not
going to solve much problem. Sooner or
later one generation beyond ours is
going to decide to fill this section in.
It"s been proven that Lake Borgne has
been our main contributor of hurricane
surge and flooding because we were
flooded -- in my lifetime we have been
flooded three times from this area, and
the first time, 1947, there was no Ship
Channel and we had all our pristine
marshes and everything protected. Of
course, we didn"t have levies inside
the -- in the St. Bernard area, we

didn"t have the levies like we do now.
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But, anyway, this is something 1
really think somebody ought -- nobody"s
talking about it, they just say closed
and they don"t say fill in. The thing
was dug out, so why not fill it back in?

Freshwater diversions, | really
don"t think they do much good. We had
the Davis Pond Diversion, which is last
year"s big article in the paper stating
that it was a big flop, and we have an
Army diversion by ours, and like Junior
was saying and the other fisherman, I"ve
been in the Ship Channel since before it
was open, so that"s over 40 years, and |
feel like I1"m part of it, and since
Katrina, 1 feel like it"s part of me.

So I have an understanding of it.

But five years before Hurricane
Katrina 1 watched the current every day
because we had a camp right by the
locks, the Dupre locks, but this area
here from Bayou Thomas across towards
Shell Beach, if nothing®"s done to block
the storm surge from this area, we are

more or less spinning our wheels because

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 114 of 811



if a storm from the right direction,
nothing"s going to hold this water back.
I really think that should be considered
big time. And I don"t see too much
about St. Bernard being protected. 1
can*t help but think, and I could be
wrong, but this diversion talking about
through Violet and this land bridge here
at Loutre, it looks like it"s to help
out the oil industry and the big
landowners rather than the property
owners in here. 1 live right around
this area right here, and it don"t seem
like they are protecting us much.

But, anyway, when the freshwater
diversions, what we are doing is we are
going to dig a canal for freshwater
diversion and freshwater and saltwater
erodes. So it"s just another canal with
more erosion, and the benefit from it is
not going to -- is not going to pay off.
I mean, we can all think, oh, imagine
the Grand Canyon being cut by
freshwater.

Now, another thing I found that
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seemed more foolish now that I"m looking
back on it, to retop our levies there,
we actually came back in St. Bernard and
dug big ponds to get clay to top the
levies off and here we are creating a
pond or a lagoon, you might say, right
inside our levee systems, is more
erosion, more water and more erosions.
We are just spinning our wheels. And we
talk about the Dutch influencing us. My
idea is like the Dutch, they think 50
years ahead. So I"m thinking 50 years
in the future, if we pump this area in
with a barrier all the way across and
then pump in behind it, this can be used
for, say, 15, 20 years, it can be used
for regional airport, which would
connect New Orleans, Plaquemines, St.
Bernard and across the lake here, St.
Tammany, and the rest of the world,
really.

The water -- this diversion, we
have a diversion at Violet right now and
it"s been running several years. It

doesn®"t do much good, and we are talking
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about putting a much larger one in

and -- well, 1"m getting -- backing up
here. But, anyway, you know, like 1
said, on the diversions, | don"t think
they do much good.

But I want to say last thing is on
the dumping of the treated sewer and
it"s going to be talking about this
area, | believe, right here, and I need
to remind whoever is deciding on it, is
that tons and tons of shrimp are caught
in that area. Now, how people -- what"s
going to happen when people eat this
stuff, 1 don"t know, if they survive --
the shrimp actually survive.

But this was done in the lower
part of St. Bernard and it was dumped
into the marsh that®"s coming out of
the -- water that"s coming out of Bayou
Dupre and Violet, which would be right
there, and then going right into Lake
Borgne. And if you would see that
water, you would never want to eat
anything that came out of it. Thank

you.
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MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir. Katie Brasted.
MS. BRASTED:

I"m Katie Brasted. 1"m president
of Woodlands Trail & Park. Woodlands
Trail & Park is a regional greenway
effort to establish educational,
recreational and historical trails, and
one of our regions last stands the
bottom land hardwoods. Our focus is a
10,000-acre peninsula, which is formed
by Orleans and Plaquemines Parish. This
area is a critical habitat, right over
100 species of migratory birds. And
listening to everyone else talking about
our critical coastal issues, | was sort
of thinking of not getting up here and
saying anything, but it"s like | said in
David Vitter"s office years ago, it
costs a lot more money to correct our
mistakes. |If we use a little money and
invest In doing some preventative
measures, well, it just makes a lot more
sense. And it"s nice to see that you

have put some money in for the
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protection of coastal forests and we
would like to offer the opportunity of
working with you with our 14 local
regional national partners, and funding
that"s already been dedicated to us, to
leverage additional support and do
something that"s smart for Louisiana.
So 1*11 submit that to you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you. Thank you. Leo
Richardson?

MR. RICHARDSON:

Good evening. 1"m Leo Richardson,
Executive Director of the Lake Hazard
Civic Association on the East Orleans
Land Bridge. 1"m also here in
representation of Venetian Isles, Irish
Bayou and the Bayou Savage community.
Just some general comments on the
application of the coastal management
plans, objectives on the New Orleans
area and our area. The objectives are
to reduce risk to economic assets,
restore sustainability to the coastal

ecosystem, maintain a diverse array of
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habitat for fish and wildlife, and
sustain Louisiana®s unique heritage and
culture. All of those things come
together for New Orleans out in the land
bridge area.

With respect to the economic
assets, right now New Orleans lake front
levies are being restored at a great,
great national public expense to
previously inadequate levels of
protection. Lake Ponchartrain Basin
Foundation has identified three major
lines of defense for New Orleans before
the water gets to those levies. That"s,
as others have called your attention to
today, Chandeleur Islands, which are now
looking like a broken strand of Mardi
Gras beads, Biloxi marshlands, also
mentioned, New Orleans land bridge and
then surrounding wetlands. We hope that
you will continue to take into
consideration the combination of those
lines of defense and view them
holistically along with the barriers on

the western side of Lake Borgne for the
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St. Bernard area because that becomes
the back door to New Orleans.

I have a couple of specific items
1"d like to call to your attention. One
of them is bank stabilization along the
westbank of the Rigolets, which should
be identified as an urgent need for
attention due to the destabilization or
potential destabilization of the East
Orleans land bridge that will result
from breaching into Lake Catherine.
Pretty quickly lose at least 700 acres
north of Grand Coin Pocket. 1It"s an
imminent threat to Highway 90, Fort
Pike, and the Rigolets bridge, should
that occur, it"s very close to
happening.

No. 2, physical restoration and
protection of the Chandeleur Island land
forms, not just habitat protection,
should be identified as a real priority.
I agree with everyone who has stood up
here to mention that point. And, of
course, it"s the first stop on the

movement of storm surge energy toward
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Lake Ponchartrain and the lakefront
levies and the northshore and the
850,000 people that live around that
basin.

No. 4, the -- as Mr. Moertle
mentioned, the western shorelines of the
Biloxi marsh really need to be included
in your planning and restoration
strategy because it leaves a big gap in
the barrier plans.

In the area of the East Orleans
land bridge, the design for the
hundred-year hurricane barrier
protection we believe should not be in
the form of, as some have referred to
it, the great wall of Louisiana. It is
a sensitive estergreen environment. We
produce 20 percent of all the inland
shrimp in Louisiana, five million number
one male blue crabs per year are
exported from there to Chesapeake. |1
could go on and on.

But the point we want to make is
that the design for that hurricane

barrier protection should be a layered
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or staged barrier arrangement including
the strengthening of the CSX railroad
levee, which has a wonderful sand stripe
under it with wetlands restoration to
the south and engineering oyster reefs
in Lake Borgne.
MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir. John Lopez.
MR. LOPEZ:

John Lopez, Lake Ponchartrain
Basin Foundation.

1"d like to hit on one major theme
there®s been a lot of talk about,
diversions and impacts, negative or
positive, and diversions are part of the
State"s master plan, which is welcome,
but there are concerns about diversions,
and 1°d like to try to give you an
analogy that maybe sheds lights at least
on how 1 see diversions. You can think
of it as a -- freshwater diversion as
the human heart. The human heart
delivers oxygenated blood and nutrients
to the body just as the river delivers

freshwater and nutrients and sediments
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to the estuary. Where we built estuary,
we severed the heart from the rest of
the body. And so the people that may be
suggesting or applying that diversions
are bad altogether, you know, are simply
wrong. It"s how the estuary works.

The question then becomes, is how
do you effectively use diversions
considering all the other considerations
of fisheries, rebuilding the marsh,
flood protection, and all the other
environmental issues. Well, if you were
a doctor and you were trying to
reconnect the heart to the human body,
you would -- the doctor could look at
the human anatomy and say where the
veins are, where the major arteries are.

Well, what is the blueprint for
our coast? Well, the way
environmentalists see the estuary is
through wetland habitats. We have four
basic wetland habitats in this coast,
and they find the estuary, the gradient
and salinity that"s necessary for the

vegetation and the plants and animals to

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 124 of 811



function in, the fresh water, the
brackish and salt waters, that is the
anatomy of our coast. So we need to
reconnect the versions that conforms to
that anatomy.

Then how do you know what the
appropriate anatomy is for the coast?
In other words, how do you define these
habitat goals? What we have established
in the Lake Ponchartrain basin is
historic habitat goals that existed
prior to all the damage to the coast.
These are very clear goals that find
fisheries, design of diversions,
hydrologic restoration, and we see a lot
of those elements in the Ponchartrain
basin in the State"s master plan,
although it"s not definitive. There is
no clear habitat goals that are in the
State"s master plan for the Ponchartrain
basin or the rest of the coast. And
until that"s done, we won"t know how to
connect the heart to the rest of the
anatomy. Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:
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Thank you, sir. Andrew Maclnnes.
MR. MaclINNES:

Good evening, everyone. My name
is Andrew Maclnnes. 1°m the Coastal
Zone Administrator of Plaguemines
Parish. A lot of good has come out of
these plans and I"ve really enjoyed the
opportunity to work with DNR, the Corps,
other State and Federal agencies. |
appreciate all of your efforts in
bringing this to fruition and allowing
the public to comment tonight.

1°d like to preface my comments
with a quick quote from the executive
summaries that everybody was given a
copy of tonight. Levies are crucial
aspects of the plan given that many
south Louisiana communities are situated
in the delta plain of one of the world"s
major rivers. Many of these communities
are historic and integral to the
delivery of essential services to the
nation, but they would not exist without
levies. In recognition of the need for

structural protection, levies are
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recommended in high risk areas that must
be protected to avoid severe
consequences for the state and the
nation.

IT you can bring up the map for
Plaguemines Parish, if you don"t mind, 1
can point out what I want to make
comments on a little more sensibly.

Right now the CPRA plan has 1
percent protection with levies in the
westbank, upper westbank vicinity of
Plaquemines Parish down to the Myrtle
Grove area. That"s a good idea that
incorporates the alliance refinery, a
very important component of not only
Plaquemines but the rest of the state.
However, ending the line at the Myrtle
Grove area leaves out another
approximately 10 to 15 miles of
Plaquemines Parish that has absolutely
no levee protection whatsoever beyond a
small 4 foot ridge. Maintaining
existing levee heights, as the purple
color up here shows, will not do much

for the lower end of the westbank of the
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parish, which from Myrtle Grove is
approximately 30 to 40 miles.

So my comments are I would like to
see that line adjusted further south so
that we have 1 percent storm protection
beyond Myrtle Grove all the way down to
St. Jude, which is where existing
Federal levies begin to tie in again,
and the Corps has already worked on
restoring them to pre-Katrina levels.
Otherwise, we are talking about building
a house but leaving out one exterior
wall. Our protection and our -- our
protection from the elements is
fruitless if it"s not going to make any
sense if we leave this glaring omission
in the system.

So we would like to see that area
incorporated. It"s not much more of a
stretch to tie it into St. Jude and then
at least all of the westbank of
Plaguemines Parish has protection, which
will allow the operation of Venice, a
very important oil and gas community,

and that"s reflected in the comments in
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the Executive Summary. Thank you.
MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

(Applause.)
MS. DESHOTELS:

I have two cards with the name
Billy Nungesser on them. Are there two
Billy Nungessers here this evening?

MR. NUNGESSER:

Thank you. 1°m Billy Nungesser
and 1"m the newly-elected parish
president in Plaquemines Parish. Thank
you. Thank y"all for what y-all are
doing here tonight.

Let me Ffirst say that, you know,
Plaquemines Parish needs recommended
from this program Federal levies for all
of our parish. Obviously we are not
going to get hundred-year or 500-year
levies iIn the south end, maybe even not
on parts of the eastbank, but by this
program recommending Federal levies
gives us a chance in Washington to get
funding, if not now, iIn the next session

to fund these levies by the State
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supporting and recommending that.

You know, it"s hard to say the
economic benefit to the people that live
there. You have got to show some sign
of saying, hey, we want you to come
back. We want you to build here. We
have two facilities recently on the
eastbank with over a billion dollars of
revenue and ethanol plants going to be
built, a cement factory employing over a
thousand people that are building now on
the promise that we are going to fight
hard to get these levies, protect the
industry but also protect our people.

On the westbank to not recommend
Federal levies to Venice, as my
counterpart just said, is like leaving a
wall out of a house. Plaquemines Parish
has recently stepped up to the plate and
funded a study to make Baptiste Collette
the corridor of the eastern Gulf. It"s
69 miles to that field, over 100 from
Mississippi to Alabama. They will not
go from Fourchon. If we don"t support

Plaquemines Parish with Federal levies
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all the way to Venice, that project is
dead. The Governor has supported $3
million for the complete study to take
to Washington to get this project
funded. We have also stepped up to the
plate with money to engineer a bypass
road. So that"s the second part of the
puzzle. Without Federal levies all the
way to Venice, the other two things does
not matter. You know, the parish has
stepped up to the plate, put up their
money and seen the importance of
Plaquemines Parish as a whole, east and
westbank, to the whole region. Several
of the people at the plants on the
eastbank will live in St. Bernard and
help bring St. Bernard back. 1It"s
obvious the whole region, the number of
people that work at the chemical plant
go offshore out of Venice, iIf we do not
develop Baptiste Collette as the
corridor for the eastern Gulf, it will
go to Mississippi or Alabama. The
companies have said it. It"s not

debatable. Where will those people
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live? Not in Jefferson, not in Orleans,
not in St. Bernard or Plaquemines, they
will move to another state. At a time
when we are recommended to the Federal
government to save Louilsiana and our
region, how can we say we are not going
to support the lifeline of Plaquemines
Parish?

Today Jefferson Parish supported
the Baptiste Collette project. We will
go to New Orleans next week. They
realize the importance of Venice to the
whole economic region as well as we have
jJust signed an agreement with the New
Orleans Port because with the MRGO
closing, many of those companies will go
east or west or they will go to
Plaguemines Parish. 1f we realize how
important the port facility is in
Plaquemines Parish, not just to
Plaguemines, to this whole region, it
will save jobs and economic development
for the whole region. All those people
could live in Plaquemines. They will

live in New Orleans, Jefferson, St.
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Tammany .

So | urge you to rethink your
project on the east and westbank of
Plaquemines and give us Federal levee
recommendation. We will fight our
battle in Washington to get them funded,
but at least put in there "We recommend
Federal levies." They don"t have to be
30-foot tall, but at least get them in
the Federal system and make that
recommendation.

Thank you very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

I have no more cards in my hand.
Does anyone else wish to make a
statement or a comment this evening?
Thank y®all very much for coming. We

deeply appreciate it tonight.

[Hearing concluded.]
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