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speaking, a lot of same last names that I -- when | come
to Terrebonne and Lafourche that I see over here. 1 got
a lot of commercial fishermen in my home parish. 1 got

a lot of sugar cane farmers. And it"s good to be --
it"s always good to be in the Terrebonne/Lafourche area.
I feel like when 1 come here, in a sense, I"m coming
back to home. So thank you-all very much and go ahead
and turn it over to Michele.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

As Secretary Angelle said, we"re covering
three plans tonight, the Master Plan, the CIAP Plan and
the Annual Plan. The Master Plan is what -- is the
vision for all of coastal Louisiana. And the CIAP and
Annual Plan are the first steps in that implementation.

As you remember from us being here before,
we had four objectives for the Master Plan: Reducing
risk to our community; restoring sustainability to the
coastal ecosystem, not just restoring it, but restoring
the sustainability; and maintaining a diverse array of
fish and wildlife habitats, and then sustaining our
unique heritage and culture.

We started this plan a year ago, in February
of 2006, and we have a second draft before you tonight.

So we"re very proud of having done that. And we could
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not have done that without all the state holder input
and all the public input that we have received. Your
participation has been very, very important to us
meeting this time schedule, and we really, really do
appreciate that.

I want to talk for a few seconds about three

ongoing planning efforts that are out there right now:

The Louisiana Recovery Authority; Louilsiana Speaks effort, our

effort, the CPRA, Comprehensive Coastal Master Plan; and
the Corps® LACPR plan.

We have been working very closely with the
Corps from the beginning of our group being put
together, and they have been working very closely with
us. This is -- was taken at a meeting, at a
teleconference that we were having with the Corps and
IPT and the Dutch a few months ago. We have also been
working very closely with Louisiana Speaks. Our
responsibility is that protection and restoration.
Their responsibility begins with the community recovery
and community growth. And one of the reasons | want to
kind of cover this is that I know there is some kind of

confusion with all these efforts out there. What I want

to assure is that we’re making use of all of this information

We"re sharing it so that your effort in one arena is not

is not In vain to the others. We understand what your
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concerns are.

The preliminary draft was released this past
November. We had public stake holders, scientific and
technical review and comment on it, not only the comment
that went into making it, the comment after. We had
formal scientific and engineering review from the LCA
Ecosystem Restoration Science Board and the Science
Engineering and Review Team. We also had nine public
meetings on that preliminary draft. And we learned a
great deal. The public®"s protection and restoration
expectations may not always be achievable. Protection
and restoration may not always be compatible. We know
that there are going to be shifts in natural resource
distribution. We will not be catching the same fish
necessarily where you"re catching them now. There"s a
great need for rapid advances in science and technology.
And we also recognize that there is a need throughout
this process, not only what we"re doing now, but into
the future for enhanced dialog between planners,
scientists, and all of us.

Climate change is an issue that is coming to
the fore. It"s something that we need to be cognizant
of. There will be sea-level rise. There will be
changes in rainfall patterns. There is concern about

how levees affect hydrology, the effects of river
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diversion on that hydrology, and is marsh created by
dredging equal to marsh created by sediment
distribution. What have the public, scientific and
technical reviews said about our plan? Well, the nice
thing that we heard is that our layout tone and direct
wording was complimented. What we"re trying to do was
very much appraised. And there is a belief that we are
making progress towards real solutions. We also heard
that people were not necessarily happy that we did not
have priorities expressed in the draft, preliminary
draft plan. They wanted to see that outline. They
wanted us to prioritize the systemic projects,
prioritize quick-fix projects, and that there is a
recognition that there are policy, legislative and
institutional issues that are just as important as
construction projects.

There was a perception that we were perhaps
putting ecosystem with restoration as a secondary
priority, and there was concern expressed that some of
our plan implementation, particularly large river
diversions, might affect peoples”™ livelihoods.

Some people said that we had too much
certainty in the plan. There was concern that
everything presented might not be technically feasible.

There was concern that climate change may challenge
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sustainability, that costs would be too high, that not
all strategies might work the way that we intend, and
that perhaps in some areas our targeted protection
levels might not be achievable.

We also heard that some people thought that
our targeted levels of protection were too low. And we
heard that from Terrebonne Parish, Plaquemines Parish,
and Lafourche Parish. We had several good suggestions
for projects to be added and for projects to be deleted.
We received numerous comments on detailed concepts
that"s going to be useful in a project level planning.

There was concern that we maintain
integration throughout project management, that we
define decision-making processes, that we define an
adaptive implementation program, that we"re flexible as
we go forward with this, and if we make mistakes, that
we recognize those mistakes quickly and adjust.

So what do we do with all of this? We
issued a draft plan. And this plan took into account
what we heard, we hope. The main report is on-line
along with 11 appendices, some of which are more than a
thousand pages in length. So 1| know that any of you who
are out there who want to peruse all of that, you have a
great challenge ahead of you. But it"s good writing and

it"s good work.
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We added a chapter in the main report to
more explicitly acknowledge scientific and technical
challenges, to be more blunt about what those are. We
revised our maps and texts to better convey relative
levels of certainty. We added the discussion on the
prioritization process. But, very importantly, the main
report does not prioritize projects. That
prioritization is in the Annual Plan. We clarified the
relationship between actions needed to achieve a
sustainable landscape and sustainable hurricane
protection, recognizing that both are needed. And we
also added a discussion on long-term management needs,
utilizing an adaptive management framework.

Our goal for returning sustainability to the
landscape is maximizing use of the river and its
resources. We know that unless we do this,
sustainability will not be possible. We have to restore
system hydrology, we have to have land-building
diversions, and we have to have land-sustaining
diversions.

We also recognize that there are critical
land forms that must be sustained. We have to take
control of the assets that navigation channels offer us.
We have to look at marsh creation with dredge material.

Various shoreline restoration is a central component.
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Ridge restoration and shoreline stabilization are also
necessary.

I think you have much better copies of this
map in your handouts along with a legend that explains
it in more detail, but I*11 point out the major things.

These are a major river diversion. This
blue area is water management. And you®"re looking at
work that needs to be done on the barrier islands.
Other diversions are in here. For the Chenier plain,
again, water management from the assets of the
Atchafalaya River is critical. You have water
management in these areas and in these areas, and of
great concern is the Mermentau Basin in this area.

We recognize that we must reduce the risk to
the communities and that doing -- reducing risk is
dependent on a restored ecosystem in a sustainable
landscape; that nonstructural measures are also
enforced; that this means elevating homes and approve
building codes. It means evacuation planning, land-use
planning. We recognize that insurance is a huge issue,
and we must have insurance to sustain our communities
and that hazard mitigation plan must be implemented.
And then, finally, levees and flood gates are an
essential component of that overall concept, reducing

risk to the communities. Existing levees are dashed lines
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and proposed levees are in the solid line. Morganza to
the Gulf is shown as a solid line that is in the water
resources bill, which, by the way, we did hear good news
about this morning. But we hope that one day that will
be on track.

The purple means that those existing levees
will be taken to their authorized, currently-existing
authorized levels. Red is where we propose a 100-year
protection and the blue is for those areas where we
propose greater than a 100-year protection.

In the Chenier plain, again, managing the
water is an essential part of reducing risk to the
communities. And in this area, LA 82/27 begins one of
the first lines of defense along the shoreline
stabilization.

There®s difficult issues that we have out
there. Closing the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet is one
and our plan recommends immediately closure, and then
also looking to see what the economic effects of that
closure mean and addressing those effects.

For Plaquemines Parish, we"re recommending
that the existing levees be restored to their authorized
height and we are also recommending a major river
diversion.

As 1 said earlier, the process for
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identifying priority actions is within the annual
planning framework. Adaptive implementation requires us
to focus on the scientific and technical advances and to
promote program learning. We need a process for
revising the Master Plan in a deliberate manner so that
it remains relevant into the future while maintaining
its focus. Rapid plan implementation is dependent on
resolving several key policy, legislative and
institutional issues that now exist. We have to develop
a structure for the Master Plan implementation into the
future. We have to focus the federal involvement,
including process modifications, to speed
implementation. We need effective mechanisms for
focused land-use regulation. We must avoid inducing
development in areas that are unsafe. And there will be
some areas that remain unsafe behind a levee even after
a levee is built. We must develop fair, equitable and
expedient methods for acquiring surface land rights for
project implementation, and we need to articulate a
strategy for preserving and managing our wetland forest.
We know that the Master Plan will cost in
excess of 50 billion. The typical cost share would
require the state match be at least 20 billion.
Existing state funding sources total approximately 150

to 200 million a year. OCS revenue sharing estimates
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would increase this by 20 million a year until 2017,
then by approximately four to 600 million a year every
year thereafter. And assuming that the federal funds
were out there, this stream would allow the plan to be
implemented in a 50 to a hundred year time frame.

Now, what this means is that we are
challenged to prioritize appropriately and to seek those
additional funding sources. So, as part of that, we"ve
identified urgent, early actions, and these are measures
that reduce key uncertainties for future planning and
implementation. They"re operational modifications of
existing projects that may deliver rapid improvements.
They"re measures that deliver the highest priority
outcomes, that hurricane protection for the highest
asset, highest risk areas, projects that sustain or
restore hydraulic regimes, projects that restore natural
processes to projects of high projected land losses, and
projects that sustain or improve processes critical to
the social, economic viability of an existing community.

Our sequencing of urgent early actions
assures objectives are achieved quickly and in a
balanced manner. And we recognize that the actual time
scales are dependent upon resource availability.

How do we begin all this? Because you"ve

heard me enough, I*m now going to turn this over to
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Andrew Beall for a few minutes while he talks about the
specifics of the State Plan and how we begin that
implementation process. Andrew?

MR. BEALL:

Thank you. Like Michele said, what 1 want
to talk about briefly is the Fiscal Year 2008 Annual
Plan. By law every year, the expenditures that come out
of the Coastal Protection/Restoration Trust Fund have to
be brought out to the public and -- and receive public
comment on. And that"s the normal part of the Annual
Plan that we usually come out and talk about. This year
we have a slightly different case. In addition to that,
we also have the outcomes to the Master Plan
prioritization process that Michele just briefly talked

about. More detailed information, than what I"m going to

be able to in the few minutes I have to talk about tonight,

can be found in the Annual Plan that you received by the
door. The urgent early action outcomes from the Master
Plan, we tried to take, as Michele described the
processes of all the measures that you see on the boards
up here and all the measures that you have in the map
and group them into outcomes that we think can match
project synergy to develop the most effective
sustainable landscape for the coast. And these fill out

the major plan groups, such as large scale planning,
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which include things such as Mississippi River Delta
management, that big diversion that Michele showed you
at the south Plaquemines Parish, as an approximate
location, Chenier Plain Water and Sediment Resource
Allocation Study. They"re a coast-wide program as
measured under the focused resource monitoring and will
include things like a beneficial use program. They"re
nonstructural and evacuation planning activities,
specifically, hurricane protection where early works can
concentrate on the highest assets and highest areas at
risk, specifically, working towards a closure of the
MRGO and ecosystem restoration, restoration of critical
land forms, such as land bridges, marsh creation and
barrier shorelines, the operation and sizing of
diversions of both the Mississippi and Atchafalaya River
so that resource can be used In a coordinated manner,
and, finally, water-management areas that Michele

showed you in blue.

Of those early urgent actions, those highest
priorities that reached for each of those objectives,
for those measures, we did an initial budget analysis
through FY "010. And what we"re showing is that for FY
"08, this next coming fiscal year, we"d like to move
forward with 126 million dollars of activities. And

that carries through FY "010. And that shows you a big
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Jjump up there to 575 million.

What this basically is telling us, we"re
starting planning and engineering in FY "08 on certain
activities, but we can"t move forward on construction of
a lot of activities, but that 575 million dollars in FY
"010, that is the construction area that we"re looking
for and moving forward with.

Specifically, for FY "08, as the final
Master Plan has not been submitted to or approved by the
legislature, the interested agencies had to commit or
have to submit a proposed budget request, and that"s
what this reflects. It supports the implementation
Master Plan as well as carrying forward ongoing efforts
by both departments. The FY "08 activities, like 1
said, it shows the majority of this being and planning
and engineering and design of approximately 54 percent
of that money. But, again, as we move out into the
near, immediate future, this will quickly swing over to
that construction side, which you see at 22 percent
right now.

Real quickly, I just wanted to go through
these activities in slightly more detail. More detail,
like 1 said, can be found in the handout that you have
in front of you.

For planning, engineering and design under
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ecosystem restoration, we"re looking at moving forward
with things, specifically, closure of MRGO, the CIAP
Plan that Mr. Fruge will talk to you briefly in more
detail, the LCA Plan, CWPPRA, and the Bayou Lafourche
reintroduction and finish the E&D on that project. For
hurricane protection, we"re calling out metro New
Orleans and the north shore of Lake Pontchartrain,
completing the E&D on Morganza to the Gulf as well as
Donaldsonville to the Gulf.

For construction, again, we have CIAP and
CWPPRA projects that are ongoing as well as the new
projects that have been recently appropriated, or
authorized -- excuse me. For hurricane protection,
again, we"re moving forward with Grand Isle incentive.
That"s already gone through E&D, Westbank of New
Orleans, and, specifically, the regions of Morganza to
the Gulf that have already gone through the E&D process.

Operations and maintenance of ongoing
projects, projects that have already been built, those
listed there, some ecosystem restoration as well as the
levee inspection program, and, finally, two final
components are science and technology program so that we
can make better informed decisions into the future.
This is an important part of the Master Plan as well as

state only programs preparing ourselves for future
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emergencies. We have an up-state only benefits. We use
a small dredge program as well as public outreach
components.

With that, 1°d like to hand it over to —- to
Dave Fruge, who will talk more specifically on the CIAP
plan and how it will relate to ongoing activities.

MR. FRUGE:

A little bit about the CIAP program, the --
as -- as Scott Angelle mentioned, the program was
authorized by Congress in 2005. And the instruments
that we"ve been working with in Louisiana, the coastal
parishes are going to receive about 523 million dollars
over a four-year period, beginning this year. The state
share is 65 percent, or 340 million, and the parishes will
receive 183 million, or 35 percent. That"s just an
estimate. And we"ll begin to get more accurate
projections this coming April.

There®s really five authorized uses of the
funds through this program. The first three bullets
that you see up there deal with restoration and
conservation. The fifth -- the fourth one is planning
assistance, administrative cost. And the last one is
really for funding of onshore infrastructure projects
and public services needs to mitigate OCS impacts.

There®"s a 23-percent limitation on the expenditures for
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the last two bullets that you see up there.

To access this money, the state has to
submit a CIAP plan to the US Minerals Management
Service. They"re part of the Department of the
Interior. And MMS has to approve that plan before they
can disburse funds to the state or any of the coastal
parishes.

Really, in our plan, there"s three types of
projects that are included. And this is a draft plan
I1"m speaking of now. There are projects that will be
funded with the state share of the dollars, the CIAP
dollars, parishes that -- excuse me -- dollars in there
for the parishes to implement projects, and then
projects that would be jointly funded by the state and
the parish with their CIAP dollars. The plan is for
four years of funding with an opportunity to do periodic
revision of that plan.

What we"ve done so far, and this began about
a year ago, was to establish goals and objectives and
ranking criteria for the projects that would be included
in the plan. We held a series of public hearings across
the coast about a year ago. We worked very closely with
all 19 of the coastal parishes to help them to
understand the program and to also help them as they put

together their project proposals. We solicited
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proposals from the public and anyone else who wanted to
put them forth. We placed all the proposals that we
received on the Department of Natural Resources”
website. We also discussed those at the regional open-
house meetings last June. We evaluated the proposals,
and then we selected projects that would be funded with
the state"s share of the CIAP dollars. As we began to
put that draft plan together, we made sure that the CIAP
projects that were included for support with state CIAP
dollars were consistent with the draft Coastal Master
Plan that you just saw.

We had two goals for our CIAP plan, the
first one being restoration and conservation. And what
we wanted to do was try to advance the strategies that
had already been identified in large scale planning
efforts, like the Coast 2050 Plan and the LCA Ecosystem
Restoration Plan, and other collaborative planning
efforts. We tried not to reinvent the wheel. We wanted
projects that would help us to reduce coastal flooding
impacts. We wanted projects that would work together
with other restoration and protection projects, and we
wanted at least some of the projects to be goals that we
could implement in the near term. We wanted to get
projects on the ground.

The second goal dealt with infrastructure.
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There, we were trying to pick projects, infrastructure
projects, that would mitigate onshore 0OCS, what it
impacts, particularly projects that would directly
benefit OCS, oil and gas exploration and production,
projects would work together with restoration and
protection projects. And at least some of those
projects, they could be implemented in the near term.
We wanted to get on that list.

We received 337 proposals for
projects. Two hundred Ffifty-three of those involved
project proposals that would be supportive with state
CIAP dollars and 84 of those proposals only involved the
parish®"s share of CIAP funds. And, if you look at
overlap, if you include overlap, some 3.8 million
dollars of proposals just for the state share of the
dollars came forward. So we"ve got a lot of competition
for those funds.

This is a bit about the plan selection and
approval process. Initially, the DNR staff screened the
proposal to make sure they met the authorized uses that
they served some sort of regional purpose, then our
science advisors helped us to go through these
proposals. We also consulted with members of the CPRA
Integrated Planning Team. DNR then -- they recommended

a list of projects to the CIAP Project Selection
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Committee, and that committee selected the draft project
list. We released our plan February the 6th just like
the Draft Master Plan was released. And we, of course,
this week we are participating in these public hearings.
We"re going to prepare a final plan. And before we
submit that to the Minerals Management Service, we have
to get approval from the coastal protection, restoration
authority to do that.

The way we evaluated our proposals, we had
an external review in terms of detailed analysis. We
had an external review of 66 proposals that were
conducted by a team of 11 scientists, led by Dr. Robert
Twillley of LSU. Our DNR Technical Review Panel also
reviewed those proposals and science panel findings and
other proposals, and then we actually recommended, our
review panel recommended, a preliminary list of projects
for state funding.

We had a meeting of our CIAP Project
Selection Committee, and that included representatives
of the Governor®s office, Coastal Activities, several
departments, including DNR, DEQ, Department of Wildlife
and Fisheries, Ag and Forestry, and the Department of
Transportation and Development. That Project Selection
Committee meeting also included participation by the DNR

staff, the CPRA-accredited planning team members and
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Dr. Twilley. DNR presented those recommendations to the
selection committee. The committee reviewed those very
thoroughly, and then they selected a list of projects
for CIAP funding. That"s with the state share of the
CIAP funding.

The projects that would be supported by the
state"s share of the CIAP dollars, and that"s 340
million dollars total, 18 of those projects were for
restoration and conservation purposes. That included 80
percent of the state"s share of the CIAP dollars and
also some 37 million of -- of cost sharing from seven
parishes using their dollars, their CIAP dollars. And
then we supported five infrastructure projects
representing 20 percent of our dollars. And then those
five projects also included 16 million dollars of the
parish CIAP cost shares.

Some of the proposals for restoration and
conservation funding that are actually included as -- as
being selected in our draft plan, we group these under
several major categories. The first category is
enhanced management of Mississippi River water nutrients
and sediment. Five proposals there are in our plan; the
Violet Diversion Project, about 5000 cubic feet per
second of Mississippi River water diverted into the

central wetlands of St. Bernard Parish; a long-distance
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sediment pipeline to move Mississippi River sediment
across the length of the -- or the width of the
Barataria Basin, the central part of that basin. And
the state is putting forth 31 million dollars, but there
are three parishes that are each putting up one million
dollars: Lafourche, Plaquemines and -- and Jefferson.
And there®s a Blind River siphon to bring Mississippi
River water into the upper end of the Blind River and
into the Manchac swamp to try to sustain some of those
coastal swamps there; again, St. James Parish putting in
money along with the state. There"s the Bayou Lamoque
Flood Gate Removal Project that would remove flood gates
to allow up to 12 thousand cubic feet per second of
Mississippi River water to flow into the adjacent
wetlands in lower Plaguemines Parish. And then the
final project on that list is actually development of a
strategic plan for Delta Management. That would provide
focus and direction for the large scale feasibility
study of land building to occur next.

We have two barrier shoreline restoration
protection projects in our plan. The first is the East
Grand Terre Island Restoration Project in Barataria®s
chain, and then the Rockefeller Refuge shoreline in the
western part of the state.

Next category is protection and restoration
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of critical land bridges. Two major projects there.
First is the Orleans Land Bridge Shoreline Protection
and Marsh Creation Project, some 42 million dollars of
which over 15 million®s coming from the Orleans Parish
share of their CIAP funding, and then the Barataria Land
Bridge Dedicated Dredging Project to help shore up the
central land bridge in Barataria Basin.

Next, we have several interior shoreline
protection projects. The first two are along major
navigation channels maintained by the Corps where we"re
trying to sustain the banks of those channels, the Fresh
Water Bayou Shoreline Protection Project in the western
part of the state and then the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway critical areas and erosion in Terrebonne
Parish, trying to reduce the loss of -- of very
sensitive floating fresh water marsh from -- from
erosion from boat traffic.

The last two projects are lake projects, one
being Grand Lake Shoreline Protection in -- in western
Louisiana in Cameron Parish, and then the third and
final phase of the Lake Salvador Shoreline Protection
Project, which we are -- project which we are cost-
sharing with St. Charles Parish.

The next category is marsh creation with

dredge material. We have 20 million dollars earmarked
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for beneficial use of dredge material along existing,
federally-maintained navigation channels basically to
make better use of the spoilage that"s -- that"s dredged
from those channels. And the second project is
repairing the fringe marsh that protects the back levees
in parts of lower Plaguemines Parish. Plaguemines
Parish is actually putting up the bulk of the 7.9
million. But the state is cost-sharing with that.

The next category is to establish a Coastal
Forest Conservation Initiative. The major focus of that
is to acquire conservation easements on high quality but
threatened coastal forest areas. We know those areas
are extremely important from a storm surge protection
standpoint and for their biological value. We also want
to use some of those funds to implement some small-scale
restoration projects, such as projects to reduce ponding
in the swamps, and then, finally, to facilitate wetland
assimilation projects that would serve to help to
sustain coastal forest.

The last two items involve, first of all, a
central wetlands assimilation project that would use
treated, secondarily-treated, sewerage effluent from two
sewerage treatment plants, one in Orleans Parish and one
in St. Bernard Parish, training that water to flow into

the highly-degraded area of marsh and swamp, trying to
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recover that area. The nutrient loads in -- in those
discharges are extremely high and then those have been
found to be beneficial in previous instances.

The last item is just a monitoring program
to make sure that we"re checking to see how these
projects are performing and modifying them if we need to
in the future.

In terms of infrastructure, there is --
first, there"s five projects the state is putting money
into under the CIAP Program. The first one is the Houma
Navigation Canal Lock, the state putting in 33 million
dollars and the parish putting up 10 million dollars.
And that is to accelerate the construction of the Houma
Navigation Canal Lock, which, as many of you know, is
part of the Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane Protection
Project, which is awaiting Congressional approval.

The second project is Louisiana Highway 1
Improvement Project, the Fourchon-Leeville stretch, the
state putting money in, but also -- also Lafourche
Parish. And then the final three projects are -- are
road resurfacing projects in the New lIberia area and
Morgan City area and in -- and in -- in lower Cameron
Parish. All of those roads are affected by 0CS traffic,
traffic basically in support of those activities.

There are a lot of synergies among these
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projects. 1 won"t go into a lot of detail there. But
the CIAP projects are working together with other CIAP
projects and then projects like the Breaux bill and

the -- and what we hope to be the Louisiana Coastal Area
Program.

That yellow Chevron that you see in the
upper part of the screen is the -- is the East Grand
Terre Island Project, and you can see the red projects,
the red Barrier Island components there are projects
that are being funded through CWPPRA, and the one sort
of yellowish brown would be funded through LCA. So
they"re part of an integrated system. And there are
other areas along the coast, like in the fresh-water
bayou area of the Maurepas swamp, the Orleans Land
Bridge and the Barataria Land Bridge where you have a
lot of different projects, including the CIAP projects
are going to work together to provide a larger benefit.

We want to take early action on several
projects even before the federal dollars arrive. Some
of them are construction projects. Some of them are --
involve -- like one of them involves land acquisition
and several of them involve engineering and design. We
want to move forward with state trust fund money before
the federal dollars arrive, and then we can -- then

we" 1l be able to reimburse ourselves once we get the
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grants, the plan®s approved when we get grants.

Just a little bit about the projects that are
going to be supported by the parish"s share of those
dollars. Some 86 percent of the money that the parishes
expect to get is going to be for restoration and
conservation projects and 14 percent is going to be for
infrastructure and public service needs and for planning
and administrative cost. The parishes really have done
a great job of picking out some great projects and we
think they"re really going to make a difference.

Some of the types of projects that the
parishes have put forth and that will be In this draft
plan are shoreline protection, marsh creation, reef
construction, even restoration of some aquatic habitat
in the Atchafalaya Basin. | also mentioned the OCF-
related roadwork.

Our timeline, of course, we have released
our plan. We did that on February the 6th. We have
these public hearings going on this week. And we"ve
already briefed the CPRA, the Select, Joint Select
Coastal Committee in the legislature, and, also, we have
a briefing plan for the Governor®s Coastal Commission.
We want to submit our final CIAP plan on May the 1st,
and we hope to obtain approval of our plan in August.

Thank you.
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MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, David.

What"s next? One of the things that 1 want
to clarify and which Andrew and David spoke to a little
bit is that time frame that 1 had talked about earlier
can be shortened by aggressively maximizing the use of
those resources that are out there available to us, such
as CIAP and our OCS offshore money, such as Scott was
talking about earlier. That"s one of the things that
we"re looking at.

One of the things, also, in this current
schedule is finalizing this plan, which will also enable
us to go out and to aggressively pursue some of these
projects. Our public comment period closes on April the
2nd. So we"re here tonight to listen to what you have
to say. You can also submit written comments to us, for
us to receive by that April 2nd date. We will take what
we hear, look at it, address it, as we can, as Scott has
said earlier, Secretary Angelle had mentioned, and we
hope to deliver on April 30th a plan to the legislature
for their approval.

As David Fruge just mentioned, the CIAP Plan
goes to Minerals Management Service on May 1st,
hopefully, to obtain approval this August. April 2nd,

for those -- and share with your friends. 1 think we
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have some comment forms outside with our mailing address
and e-mail address on them. We accept e-mail comments
and we accept written comments. So if people were not
able to come tonight, please let them know that they can
provide comments on the plan. And, again, the plan in
its entirety is available at www. louisianacoastalplanning.org
along with our Annual Plan. And the CIAP Plan is also
available on-line on the DNR site.

So, now, if someone will turn the lights up,

please, we will go directly into taking comments from

the public.

MR. ANGELLE:

Thank you, Michele. Let me wrap up my
comments by addressing the time period. | didn"t come

over here to hear the state of Louisiana say that it"s
going to take 50 to a 100 years to build a plan and you
didn"t, either. Absolutely not. And I"m going to ask
the staff to work on that wording, because the wording
is clearly misleading and is not what we"re talking
about. What 1 want you to understand, 1 believe, is
very, very important, is that at the current level of
funding that we have to do the kind of work that we
think needs to be done, it would take that long to do
everything, okay? It"s kind of like the Eisenhower

interstate system. The Eisenhower interstate system got
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started in 1959, and 40 years later they"re still
building the interstate system, you know, but,
obviously, a lot of parts of it are working and are
functioning. It"s our job more than anything else to
have a plan and to be able to go to the American
Congress and be grateful for the OCS revenue-sharing
bill that was passed, as | said, last year and
substantial money will come in the year 2017 and 2018
and on, so forth. But even that is not enough to
protect this area of America that produces the fisheries
and the energy and the culture that we have here. It"s
going to take more money than we already know we have.
But that"s shouldn®"t allow us to quit dreaming about a
protection scheme and about a restoration that we know
is very vital to America. So when you hear of 50 years,
that means to get from where we may be today to
eventually putting the final finishing touches on
something, okay? But it certainly means that starting
in August, when we begin to get some of the federal
revenues from the CIAP plan, that we are out here
starting to do work. And that"s why I was so excited
about the 33 million dollars that the state was able to
put up towards the Houma Navigation Locks, because
that"s real and that means a system of protection that

we can get started on that is not waiting on another
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study.

So, again, 1 thank you for the opportunity
to visit with you and, you know, obviously, would invite
any of you-all to bring your comments forward to our
team. Thank you-all very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir. Our First speaker this
evening is Senator Dupre.

SENATOR DUPRE:

Thank you, Michele. |1 want to first start
on the CIAP Program. | want to thank, my sincere
thanks, to DNR, Secretary Angelle, Mr. Fruge for working
together with us and also for the two parishes I
represent in Lafourche and Terrebonne parishes. 1 think
we saw a coalition building over here where we were able
to combine resources. And we didn"t concentrate on
small, pork-barrel projects. We concentrated on the
big-scale projects. And if you just add up the agency
lock, lower LA 1, the Slurry Pipeline Project and the
Barataria Land Bridge, which just about all of them are
in my legislative district. It"s about 130 million
dollars. Because we were able to work together and
combine parish share and state share together instead of
jJust building small projects and recognizing what our

major needs are.
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As far as procedurally, where we go from
here, the legislature, you know, the CPRA and the Master
Plan and Annual Plan is all part of Act 8 of the
November 2005 session. And 1 believe on August the --
you-all®s plan has to be submitted to the legislature on
the August 30th session, when we go into session. We
have a very, very short time period at the legislature
to adopt it and approve it, only until May the 15th. 1
guess when we -- we didn"t think when we Ffirst passed
this that we will be in Ffiscal session and we thought we
had six weeks, but we only have two and a half weeks.

I sent an e-mail today from the Senate
president requesting that the first week of the session
that we have to have a Special Joint Committee meeting
of the transportation and Natural Resources Committee
together, because that"s the only way we can accomplish
resolution to approve it.

Now, we already have staff working on the
language, but 1 want to read you-all one part as part of
the comments we got from this building on the last --
last meeting. And, you know, what resolutions, you just
got to go where to get it resolved that we"re going to
maybe approve the Master Plan. But be it further
resolved that the legislature of Louisiana does hereby

express the specific intent that such a Comprehensive
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Master Plan for coastal protection include and maintain
a secondary level of hurricane protection and that
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority and other
entities implementing such Master Plan extend coastal
protection to include and protect the greatest number of
coastal communities practicable.

And that"s the number one issue that we
heard at the last meeting we had over here in Houma.
People are very concerned that we"re drawing arbitrary
lines to exclude half of parishes or entire communities,
not recognizing the national significance that some of
these areas play. For example, the Larose to Golden
Meadow system where we"re building, we"re eventually
going to build a half-a-billion-dollar highway, which
can end up being under water if we don"t have the levees
built at least the same height as the plus-20-foot
highway, which we want to build.

This plan, I think you-all did a fantastic
job of putting together the Master Plan. The plan seems
to have been done like from a bird"s-eye view or maybe
even from a satellite view. But I believe it"s time
now, after we go to the legislature, it"s time you-all
go back and start looking at the sub-basin level.
You-all had looked at the major basin, the Terrebonne

and Barataria basins. 1 personally believe it is

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 205 of 811



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

42

possible to provide additional, more than 100-year
protection, iIf you go at the sub-basin level and
consider all the sub-basins. What fits between Golden
Meadow and Pointe-Aux-Chene might not fit between Grand
Caillou and Little Caillou. We need to go to sub-basin
level. And I can just give you-all a couple of
examples.

In building the foundations we have, the
main, the Ffirst foundation we have is the Larose to
Golden Meadow Hurricane Protection System, which is the
only federally-authorized system south of the
Intracoastal Canal, and, by the way, the only one that
did not fail, either Katrina or Rita, the only ones that
did not fail. The Morganza to the Gulf builds upon that
system and to the west. And it"s going to be
considered, and 1 think we"ll finally get authorization
this year from Congress for that. And the other
foundation, of course, is our barrier island system.
Let"s build upon the foundation. We don"t want to
tinker with Morganza. Let"s leave Morganza alone. But
on the Morganza line, between west of Houma and Bayou
Black, over to -- over to Bayou Lafourche, there are
some levels of protection that can be done without
sacrificing entire coastal communities. For example,

between Golden Meadow and Pointe-Aux-Chene, we can go
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with a more southerly alignment where we could have
double-layer protection and not affect anyone where they
live, between Bayou Petite Caillou and Bayou Grand
Caillou, Little Caillou and Dulac area.

Go back -- let"s go back to the original
Morganza to the Gulf Reconnaissance Study and early
feasibility studies that were done. You remember the
first alignment was north of Lake Boudreaux, not south
where it is now, north of Lake Boudreaux. Why not
consider building hurricane alignment north and south of
Lake Boudreaux, thereby protecting everyone in these
coastal communities. There is a secondary level would
be north of the main Morganza alignment. The other one
I suggested, which is between Golden Meadow and
Pointe-Aux-Chene, would be south of the Morganza
alignment. But I think it"s possible if you-all take
off, you know, you stop looking through -- if we stop
looking through a bird"s-eye view and look through a
telescope and start looking at these sub-basins to -- to
accomplish those goals.

We need -- 1"m very, very pleased to see
we"re Ffinal putting money iIn construction and not just
studies in the short-term plan and the Annual Plan.
There are some practical solutions. | mean, people are

tired of hearing the word *study,' and we have to
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understand -- 1 just saw a film earlier this week.
Sometimes when you take action without looking at the
environmental implications, you can create a great deal
of damage, also. Look what happened in 1904 when Bayou
Lafourche was dammed off at Donaldsonville. If -- if a
-- if a flood gate or some kind of control structure was
put there, 1 don"t think we would have other serious
problems we"re having today. So that"s the balance we
have to do. We need to consider what we"re doing
environmentally. But at the same time there are some
short-term solutions out there. And I have suggested
some of them. One of them we met with Secretary Angelle
because of the -- the saltwater crisis we"re having
where people are actually drinking salt water in this
area. And it was brought up at the last meeting.
Valentine Paper Company had to shut down. People were
tasting saltwater in Bayou Lafourche. And it"s only
going to be a matter of time before the saltwater wedge
gets a little further north into where we draw
Terrebonne Parish water. So you-all have a quarter of a
million people drinking saltwater. And let"s remember
that there®s no human civilization that"s ever developed
without a source of fresh drinking water. That"s second
only to air as far as human development. And so we want

to build a structure iIn Larose to stop -- In the main
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channel of Bayou Lafourche to stop saltwater from
getting up into our drinking supplies. Secretary
Angelle has offered some support in the short-term plan
of that.

We"re asking the CPRA and the Corps to do
the modeling and let"s go and choke the Houma
Navigational Canal south of where the lock is going to
be built. That can be built very quickly. Let"s go
from the 800- to a 1000-feet width. Let"s choke it to
200 feet south of Dulac, between Dulac and Cocodrie, to
slow down the saltwater coming north and forcing more
fresh water further east, which would probably also help
on the saltwater problems we have on Bayou Lafourche.
All of this, one affects the other.

On the lock project, we"re very, very
pleased with the 43 million dollars we"re going to get
for the HNC lock project. But let"s remember that lock
project is a 180 million dollars. |I"m requesting of
CPRA and the Corps consider splitting the lock project
and allowing us to build the 200-foot-wide flood gate
while waiting a few years from now to build the locked
portion of the lock complex and just sheet pile only and
closing off the channel during the interim period.
That"s the big problem 1 see with coastal restoration in

general. We"re -- you know, we"re like an 18-year-old,
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an 18-year-old just getting out of high school, making
20 thousand dollars a year and we have desire to buy a
60-thousand-dollar Corvette. We"re either going to walk
or we can buy an old car to get us around. Well, it"s
time we can start getting around. And we can afford to
do some component parts now. We can afford to do some
of this now while waiting for the big-scale projects.
We can"t keep just studying and waiting. Just like
Bayou Lafourche diversion. There are component parts
that can be built, and that"s what we"re after. We"re
after building. Let"s go -- if we can derive some
short-term component parts of some of these large-scale
projects, | say let"s do it. Let"s do it now.

And I guess the final statement I1°11 make,
and | said it in Baton Rouge, another -- some of the
other issues we need -- we need CPRA to act also as an
advisory coastal protection group to us and the
legislature. Some things are not just money-related.
Some are public-policy-related. And we"ll give you an
example of the bill 1"m contemplating on filing this
year.

We -- we charge private companies who want
to do coastal projects a fee for royalties when they
dredge state water bottoms to go and restore wetlands.

So we"re going to charge them 10 thousand dollars or we
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can put up a half a million or a million dollars for a
smaller-scale project. |1 think it"s worth waiving the
fee or getting some other source to pay that fee, the
Wildlife and Fisheries, what they®re charging these
people to encourage private-public partnerships. The
other thing we need to do is change the attitude in
getting to the building mode rather than the regulatory
mode. We have agencies with the state and federal
government that have been regulators for a 100 years and
now all of a sudden we have to build things. Let"s get
in the building mode. Let"s stop letting other things
get in the way.

As 1 said iIn Baton Rouge, when you have only
two out of 38 people are not signed right-of-ways for 13
million dollar CWPPRA Project in Terrebonne Parish and
we have a federal agency that refuses to let the state
and local government to use our expropriation power
granted by our constitution, what are we going to do
when these big projects come up? We"re afraid of 13-
million-dollar project and refusing to let us use the
powers we have in our -- and tools we have in our tool
chest. Let us use the tools we have and change public
policy and change attitudes and letting us do what we
have to do. Those decisions have to be made.

MS. DESHOTELS:
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Thank you.

Dick Guidry. I do want to tell people 1
have 21 cards in my hand, 22 coming, and I"m going to be
limiting people to about three minutes.

MR. GUIDRY:

Michele, I want to thank Secretary Angelle.
I wish you would have been there in 1968 to help me.

MR. ANGELLE:

I was only seven years old.

MR. GUIDRY:

Well, you couldn®"t tell that.

You better look at this situation. And 1°d
like for the Department of Natural Resources to really
take a close look at what you"re trying to do, say, in
Lafourche Parish. We built our levees. They were
created in 1968. And by kicking and hollering and
screaming, that money from the Atchafalaya Levee Board
and Lafourche Levee District to give us seed money that
started. It took us 39 years to get to the level where
we are right now. And you"ve got to look at this as
we"re under construction right now, half-a-billion-
dollar elevated highway to get to Port Fourchon. |If
ever you have a Katrina hit Morgan City, south Lafourche
would be another St. Bernard, Plaquemines Parish. So

why are we going to settle for a 100-year, or about 16,

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 212 of 811



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

49

17-foot levee when we"re building a 22-foot elevated
highway, which you will not be able to get to if you
can"t get from Larose to Golden Meadow to get to the
elevated highway? That doesn®t make much sense.

In —— in Leeville, it was -- it was like all
honed in, the governor®s representatives, the senators,
they were all there, patting themselves on the back how
great it was to build an elevated highway, but yet
nobody mentioned how you®re going to get to it in case
you get wiped out.

What we"d like for the Department of Natural
Resources, Mr. Secretary, is to seriously consider the
southern route: Instead of Morganza from Larose to --
to Fourchon, to -- I"m sorry -- Pointe-Aux-Chene, we"d
like for you to seriously consider from Golden Meadow to
Pointe-Aux-Chene, the same distance. You"d have big
advantage you"d have. You"d have a redundancy. We="d
have two levees. It would help towards helping reach
the effect of the 22-foot elevated highway. And not
only that. It would create one of the most fantastic
fresh water marsh you®ve ever seen from Pointe-Aux-Chene
all the way up to the Intracoastal Waterway. And we"ve
got a flood gate that we built. It"s anchored by the
existing floodgate. We worked very closely with the

Port Commission, the South Lafourche Levee District
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does, and if we"re going to continue, it"s a state —-
it"s a state and federal problem. It"s not a South
Lafourche problem. We"re going to be getting billions
of dollars from oil royalties. |If ever that"s
interrupted, what happens, the federal government has a
big problem. It"s roughly 18 percent of oil, of the
natural -- of oil does not go into the domestic US
market overnight. Twenty-four percent of natural gas,
that means that the farmers in the midwest and their
fertilizers will be exhausted. They won"t be able to
afford prices. Gasoline will jump to five or six
dollars a gallon overnight until it"s remedied and deep
water and lube can get back on line. And it"s a state
problem, because if you have interruptions, the state”s
not going to collect the royalties of the deep water to
restore the marshes, and what have you.

1"d like for you guys to seriously consider
putting in the program enough money for us to install
our gate and which would, in effect, help the Port
Commission for the simple reason that instead of
stopping water from going in and out, you®re going to
have a lock system where the port will not be
interrupted after and before a hurricane because of high
tides. Right now, you may have eight foot more water in

South Lafourche than you have in Bayou Lafourche for the
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simple reason that -- that when we open the gates,
you"re defeating the purpose. So, anyway, that"s the
main thing 1 want to talk about.

And as far as your map over there, that
right turn, left turn, that will do wonders for
Barataria Bay, Timbalier Bay and Terrebonne Bay. You
would be surprised what that"s going to do in the marsh
restoration that you®"re not even counting on to be that
effective, but it will be.

And as far as the shipping industry, they
shouldn®t be concerned, because they"re dredging 365
days a year now anyway from the mouth of the river all
the way to that point. But it should be built south of
where the population lives, because you don"t need to
interrupt those people more than they"ve been
interrupted the last 18 months.

Thank you very much. Mr. Secretary, I1"d
like very much for you-all to consider that in your
final draft.

MR. ANGELLE:

Thank you, sir.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Kandy Theriot.

MS. THERIOT:
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My name is Kandy Theriot. I"m the CEO of
the Houma/Terrebonne Chamber of Commerce.

I"m here, first, to thank the Department of
Natural Resources for recognizing the importance of the
Houma Navigational Lock and for committing 33 million
dollars to the building of that lock, and also to thank
Terrebonne Parish Consolidated Government for putting 10
million dollars also of -- of the local dollars that
they"re getting from the CIAP money.

We want to support the lock on the Houma
Navigational Canal, because it has multi-purposes: The
first hurricane protection and wetland preservation. It
will be used to stop storm surges and saltwater
intrusion and to manage fresh water resources.

Recognizing the importance of the Houma
Navigational Canal Lock for the protection of our
citizens, we request that you take as immediate action
as possible to start the funding process.

I"m also here to support the state Master
Plan and to thank you for recognizing the importance of
the Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane Protection System.
And we urge you to keep that in your final plan in its
original, in its current form.

While we fully support the need for

hurricane protection levees to protect our communities,
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we also understand that no hurricane levee system will
survive without a restored coastal landscape. We do
support the rebuilding of our barrier islands as a first
-- Tirst line of defense. We understand the options
available to rebuild the marshes and natural ridges of
Terrebonne Parish are limited. We support water-
diversion projects to feed the southern marshes. But
this is not going to solve the problem on our coastal
land loss and it won"t rebuild any of the marsh in our
area. Obviously, we need sediment to rebuild the
marshes and the lands that we"ve lost. And we"re asking
that long-distance transport of sediments, from
sediments harvested from the Atchafalaya and from
offshore deposits have been shown by studies funded
through the Department of Natural Resources to be a
feasible project, and that can be done in a timely
manner. We want to urge you to use this option and to
clearly state it in your state Master Plan as an option
that would be prioritized under your urgent early
action. Thank you very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Preston Verret. Sir, would you go to the
mike, please? We are recording.

MR. VERRET:
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I will. 1"m just putting the box there.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Okay. Thank you.

MR. VERRET:

All right. First -- first of all, | guess
you-all wondering what"s in the box. And this box is
one of the main, the oldest devices known to man. It
can create a lot of power, energy and fuel. We have
three major resources of super powers. We have
electricity, we have wind, and we have water. We can
use this to help build levees, divert water from one
place to another, and many other things can be done
with this. It is also -- yeah. There"s many other
things that we could do with this if it"s properly used.

I hear people talk, looking at -- for a new
resources for fuel other than gas and oil. Maybe this
would be a good project for vo-techs to work on, to see
what they could do and can really be done with it. Once
this device, with vo-tech to work on, on this project,
can really be done -- once the device is made, there is
no fuel cost. |1 can demonstrate for you right here and
right now if you"d like to see what 1"m talking about.
This is what"s in the box.

Now, 1 have a question. 1"m going to go to

the questions. How are we planning on building this
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levee? Are we going to dredge this levee?

MS. DESHOTELS:

Sir, those are project-specific questions,
and we"re not at that stage yet.

MR. VERRET:

Go to the resources, then. These are the
resources we have. We have air. We have rain. We have
water. We have wind. We have mud. We have sand. We
have oil. We have gas. We"ve got aerospace. We have
machinery. We have technology. We have water bottoms.
We have mountains. We have rock. We have sunlight, and
we"ve got heat. All of these are resources.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Yes, sir.

MR. VERRET:

What"s in the box is a homemade windmill.

It could be used to recycle. What 1"m talking about is
this: In the -- | have over here, | read earlier -- in
fact, let me just get it real quick.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Yes, sir. Sir, we"re -- we"re limiting all
comments to about three minutes.

MR. VERRET:

I know we"re limited. |1 know we"re limited.

All right. 1t says right here, in this
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place right here, every year, about 47 thousand square
miles of aquaculture land are made worse in this way.
That"s because the land is drying up. Now, water is a
resource. Why not take that water? Because nobody~s
doing anything with the water. What we need to do, we
need to take this water, melt this dry land and pump it
back here to make a levee. If we dredge, if you dredge
it, you"re just making your water deeper, giving your
Gulf more ways to bring saltwater in. But if we -- if
we recycle the dried mud that we have, it will get rid
of some of the water. Right now, there"s water -- water
comes in many ways, shapes and forms. It comes through
rain. It comes through ice. It comes through snows.
It comes through fog. It comes through anything that
makes water. It"s just adding up. And every time you
put something in the water, it has an effect. If you
fill up your bathtub at nighttime to take a bath and you
got too much water in it, and when you sit in that
bathtub, that bathtub is going to overflow.

MS. DESHOTELS:

That"s right.

MR. VERRET:

We are putting a lot -- a 100 years ago, we
didn®"t have the pressure, pressure down on water. All

the pressure that we putting on water, tugboat, no

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 220 of 811



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

57

matter what it is, water"s got to rise. We"re not doing
any -- 1 don"t hear no one talking about anything about
getting rid of the water or using the water. The water
is a valuable resource. The wind is a valuable
resource. We could use the wind as power, because they
do it. They already do it through windmills. In fact,
they"re supplying about 20 percent of California“s
electric supply.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Sir, 1"m going to ask that one of our team
members get with you and get your name and address so
you can discuss this in more detail with us later in the
week.

MR. VERRET:

Good enough.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Ricky, Mr. Broulliet, would you please meet
with Mr. Verret? Thank you. Thank you, sir. Do you
want your box, sir?

MR. VERRET:

Yeah. Yes indeed.

MS. DESHOTELS:

And did you want to hand the letter in for
the record?

MR. VERRET:

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 221 of 811



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

58

Excuse me?

MS. DESHOTELS:

Do you want to hand in the letter for the
record?

MR. VERRET:

Yes, my notes.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Okay. Thank you.

Randy Mollere?

MR. MOERTLE:

Moertle?

MS. DESHOTELS:

Yes. |1 can"t read your handwriting. |1
prefer the first.

MR. MOERTLE:

My name is Randy Moertle, and I"m here
representing several large landowners in the state. I™'m
representing the L. Miller Estate from Vermilion and
Cameron Parish, Avery lIsland Incorporated, Mcllhenny
Company, the E.A. Mcllhenny Company from Vermilion and
Iberia Parish, Little Lake Land Company, General
Agricultural Company from Lafourche Parish, Biloxi
Marshlands Corporation and Lake Eugenie Land Development
Company from St. Bernard Parish.

And what 1°d like to -- first of all, 1°d
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like to thank everybody for involving all the -- the
landowners in this process. We very much appreciate
that. We have met with the secretary privately. We
were able to give a lot of our iInput into this process.
We"re very appreciative for all of that. And we think the
plan is very well thought out and very well designed.

I do have one thing, though, that I do need
to bring to everybody®s attention. It"s in Chapter 4 of
the Master Plan of the Draft. 1It"s in the Master Plan
Implementation. And it says on page 79 that 80 percent
of coastal Louisiana is privately owned and the rights
of these landowners must be honored. And I do believe
that, you know, and 1 believe everybody here. We"ve
fought for that for a long time. And we finally gotten
to where we"re one of the major stakeholders, because we
do own 80 percent of the property that is out there that
all the stuff is going to take place on.

Now, page 79, it also says we need to -- and
it"s under the Addressed Processes To Acquiring Land
Rights. It"s under this category. And it says here:
Acquire the necessary easements by separating surface
rights from mineral rights. The state could then
purchase the surface rights to the land while the
original landowner would retain all subsurface,

including the mineral rights, which I think is a must.
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IT we"re talking about these coastal restoration
projects where a landowner has legitimate ownership to
these land rights and we"re talking about putting in
things that could ease his property, that®s the
landowner. And 1°m glad Secretary Angelle is here
because of that. | think that we need to maintain the
mineral rights to the proper entity, which is the
landowner that owns that land.

Okay. Now, when you go to page 80, it says:
Another choice for acquiring necessary land rights to
construct projects that are in the best interest of the
public is an authority known as Quick Take. Quick Take
Authority allows the agency to place the offer of
compensation in the court registry and file a lawsuit
against the landowner. Okay. But then you go on. It
says: The clear preference of the state is to work in
partnership with landowners to achieve the objective of
the Master Plan. We"ve been working for almost 15 years
now through the Breaux Act and CWPPRA process to go
ahead and put in a lot of projects, which landowners, |1
mean, why would they not want coastal restoration
projects, you know, and not want levee protection? |1
mean, we"re completely -- we"re in partnership. We work
with people and we"ve been doing it. But this Quick

Take business is -- is completely unacceptable. And it
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says in this plan that it is necessary at this juncture
to have Quick Take.

Now, 1 know Senator Dupre just got up and
made something to that comment; that, well, we have
landowners that are obstructionists and that they“re
holding this project. And I would like to say to him
that not every project that is being offered for a
landowner®s property is that well designed for that
property owner. He"s the one that knows the land better
than anybody else. He knows what"s going on on his
property. And a lot of these projects that are given to
a landowner from the resource agency is not that well
thought out. It"s not always in the best interest and
the management for that property owner. So he"s not an
obstructionist. He"s looking for the best management
practices for his particular piece of property.

Now, if we do ever get into a Quick Take
legislative and it does get passed, then we need to go
ahead and separate the mineral rights from the surface
rights so that the Quick Take, it does take the land, it
takes the surface land, but it maintains the mineral
rights to the landowner.

And I"m very glad to have the number of
people that are here to hear that. And I don"t know

that it Is necessary at this juncture, if the state”s
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intention is -- its preferred intention is to work with
landowners, then let"s exhaust that first before we get
out there trying to get legislation for a Quick Take.

Thank you-all so much for listening to us.

I really have high kudos for the plan, thank everybody
for all the hard work you®"ve done. Thank you very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

A_J. "Buddy"™ Cantrelle, A.J. "Buddy"
Cantrelle, Jr.?

MR. CANTRELLE:

Thank you-all for letting me talk here
today. Like the rest of them before me, 1 want to thank
you-all for doing what you-all are doing. 1 think it"s
a great thing. 1°m here representing my company that I
work for down in Larose in the -- the 10th Ward of
Lafourche Parish, Kevin Roy Offshore, which is an
offshore supply company, offshore supply boat company,
which relies heavily on the oil and gas industry. And 1
also live in Larose with my family. And I have lived
there for most of my 46 years. |1°m fifth generation
Cantrelle in Lafourche Parish, and 1°d like to continue
living there as well as my family after me.

Mr. Dick Guidry kind of touched on a couple

of things 1 want to talk about, and that is that when it
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comes to Port Fourchon and the surrounding areas that
supports Port Fourchon, which is Lafourche Parish, 10th
Ward area, Lafourche Parish, Lafourche Parish itself,
Terrebonne Parish and neighboring, other neighboring
parishes, it -- it -- it should be of a national
concern. It"s not a local concern. It"s not a state
concern. It"s a national concern. Because, like he
said, and I -- 1 know 1"m repeating it, but I think it
needs to be repeated. |1 had Katrina pass up Terrebonne
Bay or up Eugene Island Channel towards Morgan City.
Lafourche Parish, the 10th Ward, which was protected by
our levee, would have been underwater just like St.
Bernard was. Now, my house would have been under 20
feet of water. 1 live right on Bayou Lafourche. 1 can
throw a rock from my front yard into the bayou.

Now, having said that, you-all talk about 50
billion dollars. The way I look at it and I think the
way everyone in this area and this nation should look at
is It doesn"t matter what the cost is. The cost of not
doing it is more. You know, it"s a national issue. Had
Port Fourchon been heavily affected by the storm and
10th Ward underwater, 1 think the cost of the gasoline
might have been even higher than what Mr. Dick said. 1
think it would have been eight, nine, 10 dollars a

gallon. We"re enjoying paying 2.20, 2.30 dollars a
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gallon right now. We have the cheapest gasoline on the
planet. 1 don"t know if a lot of people realize that,
but that"s a fact.

So, like 1 say, I know my time is limited.
But, again, we need to protect these areas and it
doesn"t matter the cost. The cost of not protecting it
is even more. Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Herdis Neil?

MR. NEIL:

Hi. Herdis Neil, 105 T-Beb Street,
Montegut. You probably remember me from the last
meeting. | spoke twice and asked you if you had a
priority, if a consensus of all the meetings that have
taken place, that you-all have achieved a priority.
And, as far as | can see today, we still haven"t really
picked a priority, other than we"re going to have an
annual priority list, I guess, and we"ll pick priorities
annually as funding is available. I"m just hoping that
these project that we do implement based on funding
rather than need, it seems, that we don"t repeat history
as some projects we"ve had in our area, Montegut,
Chauvin area are projects done or implemented 17 years

ago haven"t been completed yet, and it was said we ran
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out of money. A project that should have been completed
17 years ago still, or maybe more than that still isn"t
finished. No fresh water into a project that was called
water diversion device or marsh management device. And
I"m talking about the Bush Canal area right here in
Terrebonne Parish. And I"m hoping that we don"t repeat
this on a larger scale.

I see what happened in a little, small,
4000-thousand-acre marsh creation project. It failed.
My understanding of this failed because we lost about
several hundred acres of property, more, since it was
implemented. And maybe we would have lost it all had
not Bush Canal been put there. 1 don"t have the science
to figure that out. But we"re doing projects. We"re
doing water diversion devices, and then quit monitoring
in 2003.

I"m just hoping that all these projects
we"re doing are -- are going to be monitored in
perpetuity, not because we ran out of money that we"re
going to stop. I1"m hoping that you-all looking
long-term. You"re talking about 50-year, 100-year storm
protection. And funding is sporadic, as we can convince
our legislators to give us money to implement these
projects. It"s even harder to find money to maintain

and monitor. I"m hoping that a bigger consideration
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shall be put into a continued monitoring of all our
projects. And those that have failed need to go back to
the drawing board, redo them, make them work, change
something that -- we"re supposedly to been doing this
for mitigation, | understand, just recently, It was
said. It was a —-- it was a project used in mitigation.
We lost 1500 acres. How can you call it a successful
plan or not revoke our credits for having mitigated or
used it for mitigation for destroying some marsh. The
plan actually destroyed it in my opinion another 1500
acres of marsh from saltwater just being put in there
and blamed on the aquamarine fisheries, open cause.

Mr. Dick Guidry said a thing awhile ago,
realignment of the Gulf from Morganza, rather than to
Larose, go straight at a degree, 45 degree south
to Grand -- to Golden Meadow somewhere, which would save
a lot of miles possibly and save a lot of marsh from
saltwater, but not if they put structures in this levee
to allow the saltwater to continue to flow in and out,
to protect marine fisheries. It"s -- it"s -- it"s some
brackish water marsh in there, some species that need
maybe some flow of water. But it"s unregulated water
flowing in and out. What was cow pasture, like a little
project 1 had, I had cattle on that property in 1992,

and, right now, it"s in five feet of water. So we"re
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taking farm land and creating estuaries with it. Maybe
it wasn"t planned, but that"s what the end result was.
Estuaries, basins, shrimp, crab, only a handful of
people got access to it. That"s 1500 acres of open
water in there that belongs to the state, not accessible
to the public, not accessible to the public. Just the
few people that live there can harvest crab or fish or
hunt ducks in it, whatever.

So -- so I"m hoping that we don"t do those
kinds of things around the entire state of Louisiana,
that certain people have access to some of these
projects that we"re going to do, not open to the public,
but it"s public land and we spend public dollars to do
all these projects. And I"m just hoping that we do have
an overview that when a project doesn"t work, let"s not
wailt 17 years to figure out that it didn"t work.
Shouldn®t take that long to realize that we"re losing
land. We need to continue to monitor what we"re doing
if we"re going to spend all these millions of dollars.

And on the issue of money, 1 know I™"m
running out of my three minutes, 1 didn"t bring a box to
bring you-all to show, any kind of devices how we can
prevent this thing from happening. But we have funding
available that mostly came from people who were damaged

from hurricanes. The windfall that the state has,
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windfall that certain parishes have, from people having
to replace everything they owned because it"s gone. And
other people in other states see this. And we"re not
going to spend our own dollars. And 1 voted against the
tax increase because of how we spend our money locally.
And 1 could be wrong, but it"s my opinion, that if we
need to prioritize at every level, if we"re not going to
prioritize our spending with our money, why should
somebody in Montana tax theirself to fix a levee in
Montegut or Dulac or Cocodrie, or anywhere in south
Louisiana. So we need to be fiscally better stewards of
our money, how are we going to use our money, pick out
our priorities locally if we don"t expect you guys to
prioritize the projects.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you very much, sir.

Evelyn Lirette?

MS. LIRETTE:

First of all, 1 want to let this gentleman
know, the one that brought and suggested the windmill, 1
think about getting one every time 1 open my electric
bill every month.

But, first of all, 1°d like to ask you a
question, honey. 1Is there any more studies involved in

this, especially for Morganza?
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MS. DESHOTELS:

There are more studies.

MS. LIRETTE:

How long is that going to take, another 20
years?

MS. DESHOTELS:

There are studies -- but the studies that we
have in this Master Plan are studies that are directed
to implementing projects, and then the studies that we
have to have to reduce the uncertainty so we know what
the right project is. We also have a lot of projects
that are real projects, now projects, construction
projects and not just studies. So it"s a combination.

MS. LIRETTE:

Because Terrebonne Parish failed when
Mr. Guidry had the levee built over there in Golden
Meadow, we, the government of Terrebonne Parish, and if
there®s anybody here that was there on the parish when
that happened, you really missed it. Because it"s over
20 years that we needed this, over 20 years. So I'm
asking you-all, begging you-all, get going now, day
before yesterday. Because we have -- | don"t speak for
the ones with a lot of land. All I own in Chauvin is
180 feet wide, 96 feet deep. But 1 want to tell you,

I1"ve been working since I"m 12 to earn that money, and
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it took me two husbands to do it with. And, finally,
it"s paid. It"s paid. It"s mine. 1"m elevated six
feet high. And it"s tough to go up that steps. Now get
my elevation in my area is 11 feet high. My poor
husband, right now, he"s 83 years old. He can barely
walk. I can"t barely work, walk, either. So we can"t
keep raising it up and raising it up. Do something to
protect it. Because every time | file my taxes, the
little bit 1 got to pay, that"s a bit, going to the
federal government, that"s a bit going to the state, the
state | don"t mind because | get a check back. 1 work
for the state, which I"m not too happy with sometimes.
But get it going. | beg you. And these are large land
of people that got a lot of land, let them have the
mineral rights. |It"s theirs. 1 believe it.

When I bought my property, 1 had 10 years to
wait before I could get the land rights, the oil rights
on it. They can wait, too. But let them have it, okay?
Let us go on. Let"s not have any more setbacks. 1™m
proud of what Reggie and Damon are doing in Baton Rouge
and the lady from the -- what is it? Chamber of
Commerce?

MS. DESHOTELS:

Yeah.

MS. LIRETTE:
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Okay. 1 wholeheartedly agree with her,
wholeheartedly. So this has been waited on long enough.
And don"t look at our politicians. |If you-all want to
examine the federal government, want to examine there,
examine it, look it over, because, frankly, 1 don"t
trust them, either, but no offense. But you-all have no
idea. Does anybody over here have any idea what the
people of other states think of us in Louilsiana? Yes.
Why? Because of what®s going on right here in
Terrebonne Parish. What a show at our committee
meetings, a show. | mean, I"ve seen better comedies. |1
hadn®"t seen better comedies on TV.

So, please, step it up. Press on somebody®s
neck if you-all have to in Washington to get this
through, because we"re living long enough. We"re losing
our land.

My son that was living in Patterson, living
in Vicksburg, recently moved to Patterson, now he wants
to come live in Terrebonne Parish where he was born and
raised. 1 tried to discourage him. | did. And 1
couldn®t. He wants to come back home. My son, my
oldest son, spent 22 years in the service to protect his
country. He"s living in Chauvin now. My daughter,
she®s living upstairs with me. She don®"t want to leave.

I hope that this would get started now, not 10 years
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from now, but now. It should have been done a long time
ago.

I thank you-all very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Reggie Bourg?

MR. BOURG:

Thank you, Ms. Secretary. |1 can"t disagree
with much with what was said here tonight. Thank
you-all for you-all work, what you-all doing, and
especially giving the public a chance to speak here.
And 1 -- to think, touch upon what Ms. Evelyn said is
that we have transparency, that we have an opportunity
to participate in the government, to make some of these
decisions, or at least offer an opinion if things are
not working the way they®re supposed to be working.

I endorse rebuilding the Barrier Islands,
the -- the chain from -- from the middle of Terrebonne
Parish, which I would say maybe a little bit east of
Last Island, but all the way to Grand Isle. And -- and
when you look at -- at that, some of that already did
work. And -- and -- and, yes, it would be a monumental
task to rebuild the Barrier Islands. But we know if we
had that first line of protection there and it would

be -- and a significant elevation, then that would
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reduce storm surge. It would also allow the water on
the inside, fresh water, to be restored as a reservoir
and keep it, the heavy salt content, offshore.

I want to voice my dissatisfaction with the
parish for not putting the Barrier -- the Barrier
Islands at the top of the list, number one. The
meetings that | attended, Bayou Lafourche and in
Thibodaux, every other person said Barrier Islands,
let™s restore the Barrier Islands. And while I see
you-all have -- you talk about restoration and
conservation, it doesn"t say specifically Barrier
Islands. And we can do some projects. We can do some
projects that calls for mitigation. But what would
be -- you know, okay. Why are we not using the
mitigation funds to rebuild the Barrier Islands
themselves? We can still make projects that will help.
But it"s a sense of, for me, priority. And what would
we -- what would we get to do the best to protect
ourselves for hurricane storm protection and restore,
maintain fresh water, a high -- a high level of fresh
water on the inside so that the marshes could rejuvenate
themselves.

Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.
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Neil Adams? Neil Adams? Greg Linscombe?

MR. LINSCOMBE:

Thank you, Michele. My name is Greg
Linscombe. I"m here representing Continental Land and
Fur Company.

Continental owns and manages a large tract
of fresh marsh in the northwestern part of Terrebonne.
We commented on the same issue I"m going to talk about
dating back to the 2050 plan, to the LCA plan and again
to the Master Plan with a letter sent to the Integrated
Planning Team in December of last year. 1"ve also
discussed the issue with the team to some extent, but I
want to reiterate some points of concern again.

After reviewing the latest draft, just
placed on the Internet, 1 think, in February, it appears
-- 1 can"t see any changes expressing or addressing our
concerns.

Let me say, first, that | recognize and 1

applaud tremendous effort made in developing this plan

in such a short time. |It"s really impressive. 1 also
recognize that it"s conceptual. 1t"s conceptual in
nature and the details are not there. However, 1 also

know based on many years of working iIn state government,
before this job, that the longer a concept remains in

place, the more difficult it is to change.
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I understand the great need for fresh water
in lower Terrebonne to reduce salinities, and I also
understand the tremendous needs of sediment in those
areas primarily between Lake McCad and Lost Lake to
perhaps rebuild marsh where it"s still possible.
However, 1 don"t believe that introducing more water
through the already flooded marshes of northern
Terrebonne Parish could not accomplish that. Water
levels iIn northern Terrebonne, marshes have been
increasing for at least 30 years. As the Atchafalaya
Delta and the Wax Lake Delta built, it"s like a stopper
in a bathtub. And they"re going to continue. The water
levels iIn northern Terrebonne are going to continue to
rise. These higher water levels result in loss of banks
along both natural and man-made swamp banks. Reaches
created by this process result in increased velocity,
and on our property loss of thin mat, floating marsh,
converting areas to open water. We spend much of our
time attempting to maintain those banks, to maintain the
marsh. They"re highly organic marsh soils. Increased
water level will make that maintenance even more and
more difficult.

CWPPRA recognized the problem in 1957 when
they -- when they actually approved the TE34 Pinchon

Basin Plan. And modeling indicated that in fact with
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that plan, which is a great project, you can move more
water into the Lake McCad area, but modeling also showed
you can"t get any significant amount of water out of the
Pinchon Basin marshes. 1t"s just very difficult, 1
think probably impossible.

Considering these facts, it becomes obvious
to me that adding more water to these very productive
but fragile marshes is going to be highly detrimental to
the survival. More water from the river, more water
from the GIWW is going to convert these marshes to open
water.

I still see on pages 55 and 56 errors
pointing to introducing water into these marshes.
Wording changes that recognize the need to protect these
fragile marshes would go a long way in addressing our
concerns, something like recognizing the problems of
high water levels and fresh marsh, evaluate alternatives
to deliver fresh, fresh water and sediment into lower
Terrebonne, just changes like that. If the greatest
source of fresh water and sediment for Terrebonne is the
mouth of the Atchafalaya River, we need to be innovative
and look at how to move fresh water and sediment from
that area. They dredge over two million cube yards of
river from the mouth of the river every year.

Addressing erosion in the navigational
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channels is part of the Master Plan, and we applaud that
being included. We think it"s -- it"s -- we strongly
support that. It"s overdue, many times overdue. Also,
approval of a CIAP project that was submitted and is in
the draft plan to close critical breaches along the GIWW
is a great first step in addressing that. So we"re
looking for some innovative wording changes.

And, again, | really appreciate the
opportunity to make comments to you. Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Stephen Smith? Stephen Smith?

MR. SMITH:

Pass.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Ted Falgout?

MR. FALGOUT:

Hi, Michele. I"m Ted Falgout, port
director of Port Fourchon.

In essence of time, 1"m going to echo
Senator Dupre and Dick Guidry®s comments, about the
complimentary comments about this plan.

A couple of issues | wanted to bring up. In
fact, one, basically, is the iIncreased need for

upgrading the hurricane protection for the Lafourche
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corridor. It was mentioned by several people to be
brief. 1°"m just going to add a few statistics that will
help, hopefully, create the understanding of why we"re
asking for that to happen.

You know, certainly the corridor provides
road access to the Gulf of Mexico. And we all know
that"s very important, and we heard all about that. But
the port is currently servicing approximately 90 percent
of the deep-water activity in the Gulf of Mexico. And a
lot of people don"t realize how significant that is.

And that the capabilities to service the deep water only
exist at Port Fourchon in the capacity necessary to
efficiently service the deep water production.

Just to give you some idea about how rapidly
deep water has grown, in "95, the Gulf was producing
about a million barrels a day. In 2004, it has
increased to a million-five, and in 2011 that will
increase to 2.25 million barrels a day, the only place
in America where we are increasing the production.
Everywhere else, it"s being depleted. Eighty percent of
the Gulf oil will come from deep water by the year 2010,
and well over 75 percent of the deep-water activity will
be serviced by Port Fourchon. So this corridor is
extremely significant.

Then we hear about this lower tertiary
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trend, this tremendous find in the deep water Gulf of
Mexico that could have as much as 15 billion barrels of
oil in it, okay? How are we going to get to that?
We"re going to get to that through the Lafourche
corridor if we can sustain it, of course.

The common question is: Okay, why don"t we
move this off the Gulf of Mexico, out of harm"s way, 30
or 40 miles inland? 1It"s just not practical.
Environmentally, it would be a disaster. We"re talking
about 250 to 300 large vessels a day making this
intermodal transfer, 1200 trucks, moving the pipeline
capacity, billions of dollars of infrastructure already
in place, the LOOP pipeline, all this sitting there.
And where will much of the funding come from to do all
of these improvements that we"re talking about? And as
Dick so eloquently said, it"s going to come from
offshore revenue sharing. So we better do something to
protect the goose that"s going to be laying the golden
egg for us to do all these other things that we"re
planning and so desperately needed.

Finally, if you believe these facts or don"t
believe them, that"s immaterial, but Port Fourchon has
become, because of the LA 1 project, the poster child of
critical energy infrastructure at risk nationally.

People are going to be looking at how we spend this
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money through a magnifying glass because of the distrust
in Louisiana and all of the things you hear. What
better way could we spend this money ensuring that we"re
going to get the yankee in -- In -- in Minnesota to be
able to turn his lights on. | think that will encourage
them to invest more in coastal Louisiana when they see
our genuine interest in assuring we"re going to have
this energy connection out into the future.

So I"m pleased to hear of the intention to
up grade the levee system. I1"ve not yet seen it on the
map. And, of course, we"re skeptical and want to see
that. But we applaud your effort in looking forward to
changing that line to a different color.

Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Kenneth Smith? Kenneth Smith?

MR. SMITH:

Thank you. Kenny Smith. 1"m here tonight
representing South Central Industrial Association.

I just want to thank you-all again for
coming. I"m always impressed when you-all come the
first time and have these meetings and go through this
and then you come back, either really dedicated or not

too smart. No.
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MS. DESHOTELS:

Maybe both.

MR. SMITH:

We truly, truly appreciate you coming down
and coming back to Terrebonne and this region.

1°d like to be brief, but echo some of the
comments on the effort of planning that has gone on in a
short time period, again, coming from collaboration of
both state, local and federal agencies. To get this
level of work done is really phenomenal. 1°d like to
applaud you-all on that.

The South Central Industrial Association has
taken every opportunity to voice our opinion on all of
these public hearings, and we appreciate that. It"s
interesting. You come to these meetings, and you can
just feel the passion of our -- our citizens. Make no
mistake about it, our backs are against the wall,
pointblank, our backs are against the wall. You can
feel it In here and everybody®s voice.

The CPRA Plan, while you gave us the
opportunity to talk, and we talked and you actually
listened. Thirty-three million for the Houma Navigation
Canal, we highly endorse that. Thank you. Thirty-one
million for LA 1 improvements, we endorse that. We="d

also like to endorse Mr. Falgout®s comments. You know,
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we"re going to build this beautiful road to Port
Fourchon, and the levees need to be upgraded and the
locks. Also, the half a million dollars in Morgan City
on the -- on the industrial road; the eight million
dollars on the GIWW. And 1"m very interested to see the
progress of the sediment pipeline that will affect the
eastern portions of Lafourche Parish.

We appreciate your effort, appreciate the

opportunity to comment, and look forward to action.

Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Charlotte Randolph?

MS. RANDOLPH:

Thank you, Michele. Thank you, Secretary
Angelle, for coming today. It"s very important to note

that you"re doing the first meeting here in Terrebonne
and Lafourche, and we truly appreciate that.

I"m here simply, too, to thank you for your
cooperation in putting this plan together. It was a
coordinated effort of many different agencies, and this
has been a great team that 1 think worked out the best
plan possible.

1°d like to talk a little bit about

priorities today, because certainly we look at a plan
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that could possibly cost 50 billion dollars. And that"s
where 1°d like to see local commitment and local
involvement first, because | think, ultimately, the plan
will be the greatest plan on earth. But I think what
we"re looking for is immediate action. And, therefore,
if we have local input into -- into your priority list,
we will then have a better plan for the near term.

Far term, 1 understand, is something that
you have to include in a Master Plan. But we want to
see Morganza to the Gulf built and we want to see it
along the southern alignment from Pointe-Aux-Chene to
Golden Meadow. We want to see Donaldsonville to the
Gulf built. Morganza to the Gulf can help us reduce the
amount of levees we need in the upper portion of
Lafourche Parish as well. That"s how critical it is.
Just getting the lock on the Houma Navigation Canal can
reduce some of the threats we have. So if we can have
as -- as much input in the Master Plan and the final
part of this that we did with CIAP, which worked out
very well, then 1 think we"ll be able to have the best
plan possible with the local people involved.

Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Larry Weidel?
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MR. WEIDEL:

Thank you very much, Michele. My name is
Larry Weidel, and 1"m the spokesperson and public
information officer for Lafourche Parish Sheriff"s
Office. 1'm also a father, a husband, a grandfather,
and a resident of south Lafourche, and that"s
particularly what 1"m interested in right now.

First of all, 1"m very impressed with what
1"ve seen, the work you"ve done. Congratulations for
the effort that®"s been made thus far. We appreciate the
opportunity for us all to be able to come here and put
in our input, you know. And 1 think it makes a
difference both for the work you do and it helps us to
feel like we"ve made a contribution.

When you look at the maps, and a lot of
people talk about looking at them from a satellite or
something, used to be the south Lafourche area was a
sleepy little fishing village and trapping village, and
that all -- that all went away when the oil was
discovered, both inshore and offshore. And then LOOP
came and spent a billion dollars in building a facility.
Now we"re building a half-a-billion-dollar road. Then
we have the Port Fourchon, which is a billion-dollar
industry. We service this nation with energy. South

Lafourche is a corridor. We have a levee system that

Appendix C (Part 1): Page 248 of 811



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

85

the local residents taxing themselves about 35 years ago
to pay for it. We didn"t wait for a lot of public
funds. We wanted to build this because we recognized
need. And now that levee system is about 12 feet high.
The road to Port Fourchon is 22 feet high. | think
enough has been said that you can"t, you know, that we
do need to elevate the levees, and we"d appreciate very
much your consideration when doing so.

Thank you very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Troy Voisin?

MR. VOISIN:

My name®s Troy Voisin. [I1™"m 43 years old.
I*m from Dulac. My parents are here tonight. My dad is
82 and my mom #s 77. Back in 1972, my parents went
through all the process to make sure to add onto their
house and make sure they went through the regulations
and all that kind of good stuff. They paid flood
insurance all their lives. And my question is, that"s
35 years ago and they went according to the regulations
then. And we"re 35 years later. This last hurricane,
they had two foot of water inside their house. You know
why? They talk about us, our backs being against the

wall. Why is our backs against the wall?
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UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

Neglect.

MR. VOISIN:

Why? Who put our backs against the wall?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

Neglect.

MR. VOISIN:

My last question is, 1"m from Dulac. How
high would a person have to go to raise his house not to
have to buy flood insurance and worry about floods?

MS. DESHOTELS:

I think we"re all waiting on that answer
from FEMA.

MR. VOISIN:

So FEMA. 1 think we ought to get rid of
FEMA.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Joseph Adair?

MR. ADAIR:

How you doing? 1"m glad this lady and some
of the people from down the bayous have come up, because
it"s like with the Iraqi war when you hear, you know,
thousands of soldiers, the death toll and everything,

you have compassion and you®re concerned with
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everything. But until it happens to a family member or
a local, then you don"t realize the significance.

So last summer 1 was here and you had on the
news and reports that Allstate was considering and
pulling out of the area. And I live below the
Intracoastal in the Woodlawn area, and I was concerned
for that. And my wife and 1 were discussing moving out
of -- not just out of Houma, but out of the state
possibly. And my daughter is 11 years old, and she told
me she didn"t want to have to move. And 1 agreed with
her and told her we shouldn®"t have to move. But, you
know, you have to realize, you know, that -- 1 don"t
know how to explain it. But, anyway, you know what I"m
saying. So it actually inspired me to publish a book
that 1 recently completed. But the information 1
gathered, the research that 1 was gathering while trying
to put it together, 1 could see that you guys are
personally concerned. And 1°d like to commend you-all
on that. 1°d like to know, apparently you guys are
considering everyone that lives within the boundaries of
the parish and the coast. But I also realize that your
hands are tied. Because, you know, like you said, it
would be like a 100 years to fund these projects and
that"s a little depressing to some people because the

land just won"t be there by that time.
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But what 1 was thinking, also, is recently
there was a report on the news, | believe, and they were
saying that certain people around the nation don"t want
to pay the extra premiums to cover for our loss and
everything. But according to my personal calculations,
as far as statistics with hurricanes, from what 1
understand is like the Terrebonne Parish is only one 1
can really answer for, but I guess about one in every 15
or 20 years, we get a hurricane that does flood the
parish. And if you take like the midwestern states or
California, like in tornado alley and California with
the wild fire and flooding, and you get probably every
state in the nation with devastation. And some of these
get tornados every time they get a storm system come
through. So if you would take these figures and figure
them up over a 15, 20-year period as far as the state"s
loss is concerned, then the amount of loss we incur on
one hurricane every 15 or 20 years is probably about the
same or less, if you want to look at it that way. And
if it"s the rest of the nation, they don"t believe they
should help, you know, that we should move or whatever,
then they should look into that. And 1 know Washington
-- 1 know the money"s available, obviously, because it"s
going to a lot of other things. And if we have

officials that aren”t doing what they“"re required to do,
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then 1 believe Washington is responsible to investigate
these, you know, allegations and take theilr necessary
steps instead of just saying, You®"re not getting this
money, SO we"re not going to send you any. So, you
know, I put the root of the problem over there.

And, also, 1 believe if the rest of the
nation was aware of the significance of -- like those
statistics that | just mentioned, that maybe they would
take into consideration that they, too, are effected by
these, nature"s wrath, and that they should have
compassion on us, | guess you could say, and realize
that we do, you know, we do deserve the money and we do
deserve to keep the parish.

That"s about it. Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

I apologize. 1 cannot read the Ffirst name
on this card. A Cheramie lives on Country Club?

MS. CHERAMIE:

I"m Gwen Cheramie.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

MS. CHERAMIE:

And I*m a resident of Lafourche Parish. 1

have terrible handwriting. |1 want to thank DNR and CPRA
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and everybody. Obviously, a lot of work went into all
of this. And it"s good to see that finally there"s
going to be some movement. 1°m here today to comment on
the south Lafourche levee.

It was interesting after Hurricane Katrina
to see Windell Curole going around handing out brochures
to people around the state saying this is how you build
a levee that works. And what we"d like to say is, we
want this levee to continue working to help keep the LA
1 corridor open and clear in the case of a storm.
Because if there is a Katrina or a Rita that would come
in a little to the west of what it did, with the levees
and the alignment in the red as they are the 100-year,
it would be underwater. So we would like for you guys
to consider raising it to the elevation of the new
highway. This is really important, not only for
Lafourche and Terrebonne and the area, but also the
state and the nation that we keep Port Fourchon working.

Thank you.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Kerry St. Pe? Kerry St. Pe?

MR. ST. PE:

Hello, everyone. My name"s Kerry St. Pe.

I1"m the director of the Barataria Terrebonne National
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Estuary Program. Good evening and thanks for the
opportunity to speak.

And 1 want to start off by thanking
everyone. | know this has been a monumental planning
effort. We understand what it takes to do such a
planning effort. And I want to personally thank and
acknowledge Secretary Angelle for his support, both
privately and publicly, for a strategy that we think is
a foundation-level strategy to restore our system, which
is the pipeline sediment transport.

I want everybody to understand that BTNE,
above all else, wants to see restoration and a
restoration plan that can be implemented. There"s a lot
in the plan that we agree with, the marsh creation. We
fully support anything that will bring us towards
creating land masses that we"ve lost, Bayou Lafourche
reintroduction, some of the levee alignments, and,
particularly, the Morganza system that tries to lay
levees down next to existing hydrologic barriers and
takes full advantage of fresh water.

We understand, also, that we can"t do
everything immediately and that we have financial
limitations. These are realities we have to deal with.
And so, therefore, the sequencing and prioritizing of

measures and projects is crucial. The criteria that we
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use to prioritize these measures should be directed
towards things that will reconstruct our cultural
landscape now, immediately, as soon as possible. The
plan as identified, strategies to accomplish this. And
the pipeline sediment transport strategy is in there and
could be used to recreate barrier islands, marshes and
ridges. However, the criteria for selecting urgent
early actions seems to be steering us away from
strategies to build land now. There has been a decided
shift, as we perceive it, in the tone of the draft plan
from the preliminary draft that was released several
weeks ago. Generally, this latest draft has been much
more aggressive in advocating use of very large
Mississippi River water diversions as the tool of choice
of those lands. At the same time, the Draft Master Plan
is downplaying marsh creation using pipeline sediment
slurry transport as being less preferable because it is
unnatural and unsustainable.

My obligation as director of the Barataria
Terrebonne Estuary Program and to the conservation
comprehensive plan that we created compels me to
vigorously disagree with these labels.

The assignment of the label unnatural to
long-distance transport of sediments from river beds to

rebuild our coastal landscape is just -- is just spin.
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To brand a strategy that has received a detailed
evaluation by the Louisiana Department of Natural
Resources and, in fact, is one of the CIAP projects and
that could be used to embrace and use to rebuild land
immediately and to label that as something we won"t use
because it is unnatural is -- is wrong. For decades we
humans have altered our natural environment, especially
in the Barrier/Terrebonne system, and we"ve done so to
such an incredible degree that it, the whole system, is
on the verge of total and absolute collapse if
unnaturally cut it up. We have unnaturally treated it
as a sewer. We have unnaturally allowed it to be
subjected to a myriad of industrial effluence, some
legal, some illegal. And now it comes to fixing our
problems in the system where it is difficult to find any
process at all that has not been unnaturally altered to
the point of total collapse, the planned proposals, to
prioritize restoration strategy that someone has branded
as natural. We do not believe that these limitations
are justified.

Additionally, to categorize large diversions
as being a sustainable land-building technique is
somewhat misleading. It is misleading because it does
not tell the whole story. The most enormous of river

diversions would take several decades before some amount
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of land would form and then only relatively close to the
end of the diversion channel itself. That"s not to
mention the drastic changes in our fisheries that would
more or less eradicate a way of life that"s been
sustained for decades. Our coast is in need of
immediate and emergency triage. We cannot wait for
decades before rebuilding take place. Lafourche Parish,
for sure, Terrebonne and probably Jefferson will never
see any significant land building from the Mississippi
River water diversion. Long-distance sediment transport
to these regions should be the highest of priorities
because it would give us the most timely land-building
results.

The plan®s measures include marsh creation,
ridge restoration, barrier shoreline protection, and
barrier island nourishment. All of these goals can be
accomplished with pipeline sediment delivered. But the
plan fails to acknowledge this.

In Chapter 2, the plan downplays the
pipeline sediment, delivery strategy by saying that
long-term investments and infrastructure may be
necessary. Indeed, an investment in an infrastructure
for pipeline sediment delivery should be the backbone of
our restoration strategy and would be money well spent.

Nothing in this plan leads us to believe at this point
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that the pipeline sediment transport strategy has been
fully embraced as a foundation-level strategy to restore
our wetlands.

The BTNE urges the CPRA to re-evaluate the
criteria by which the urgent early actions are selected
so that the highest priority is given to the strategies
that yield immediate results.

Thank you very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you very much.

James Shacton? James Shacton?

Dan Walker?

MR. WALKER:

Thank you, Ms. Deshotels. My name is Dan
Walker, and I1"m here representing the Morganza Action
Coalition. And on behalf of the Coalition, 1°d like to
express our sincere gratitude and appreciation for the
efforts that have been made on behalf of the Morganza to
the Gulf Hurricane Protection System. The fact that
it"s included in the Comprehensive Master Plan, that
it"s the subject of funding in the Annual Plan and it"s
the recipient of funding in the CIAP Plan speaks volumes
to the efforts and to the work that"s been done.

On behalf of the Coalition, we"d like to

thank the parish government, the state government,
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Secretary Angelle in particular for the effort and the
personal attention that"s been given to promoting
Morganza to the Gulf and getting it to the status it is
today.-

And this has been a very good day for
Morganza to the Gulf. This morning | attended the
United States Senate hearing on the Environment and
Public Works Committee, and no less than three or four
times was Morganza to the Gulf mentioned. And in terms
and in the context of the imminent need to pass a water
bill, and those comments were made by no fewer than
three or four of seven United States senators from
various states across the country. So the level of
attention to the problems of south Louisiana is really
getting its focus in Washington.

Secretary Angelle, 1°d like to thank you
personally, because over two years ago, you met with us
and you gave us your pledge that you would do everything
you could to assist us in this area, and you have
delivered. And I want to really acknowledge you and
really give you a round of applause, Secretary Angelle.

The fact, also, needs to be mentioned that
the Comprehensive Master Plan was mentioned numerous
times in the senate hearing, and 1 believe that the fact

that we have a Master Plan is a significant step
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forward. Even though it"s not in its final form, the
fact that the state of Louisiana is undertaking this
effort has moved us miles ahead of where we would have
been had we not begun this process. It"s not a perfect
plan. It will never be a perfect plan. But it"s going
to be a living, breathing plan and it"s going to take
generations to do. We"ve already spent a generation on
Morganza to the Gulf to get it to the point that it is
today. And today is a good day for Morganza to the
Gulf.

I appreciate you being here, 1 appreciate
all the efforts, and 1| appreciate the opportunity to
speak. Thank you very much.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Connie Crochet?

Pat Adams?

MR. ADAMS:

How you-all doing tonight? My name is Pat
Adams.

And 1 know you-all worked hard on all this
here, but I feel in my heart it"s not what we need. We
need to go a little further. | believe we should go and
make a first line of defense like the people wanted.

This is what we need. You-all worked hard on this. All
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these projects need to happen, fresh water and all this
other stuff. But, of course, I think out the wall, or 1
think out the box like people tell me. But I just
talked to Mr. Reggie and 1 told him this: 1 asked him
to make one phone call for me and only one phone call
was this. He"s going to call and find out if the ships
are available. And 1 know the money is not there.
You-all are going to do you-all®s thing. But he
believes in 1t. He believes putting ships along the
coast of Louisiana to protect the islands. |If you
don®"t, you can pile up all the sand you want. When that
tidal surge is going to come, it"s going to take the
sand. Terrebonne Bay, you never cross it again. The
shrimpers will be a disaster. You“ve got to stop the
sand from going into the basin after the hurricane
comes, because it"s going to take all that sand you pile
up and it"s going to completely build a basin. And
we"re going to have a big disaster. So | want you-all
to think about that further, not now, because you-all
going with this Master Plan. And that"s great. You-all
worked hard on it and it"s the things we need. We need
jobs. But I just want you-all to think about that,
about the ships.

Thank you-all.

MS. DESHOTELS:
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Thank you, sir.

Evest Voisin?

MR. VOISIN:

I"m just a John Doe citizen. 1°m not here
to represent nobody but myself and my grandkids, which
are 11.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Sir, we"re taping. We"re taping.

MR. VOISIN:

And my great grandkids and 310 nieces and
nephews, they all live iIn Terrebonne Parish on Roberts.
There®s one little question that everybody seems to
forget. Construction is perfect for a levee. But how
about in the Dulac area that you-all want to put a lock,
a locking system? Where are the levees? We still don"t
have a levee in Dulac. The biggest body of water in
Terrebonne Parish that goes directly into Intracoastal
Waterways, which is right here a half a mile away, the
first tall bridge going over the Intracoastal, which
ties you into Bayou Lafourche through back streams, they
don"t have any protection, none at all. When that
saltwater, which is right now, from what 1 understand,
because 1"m in the seafood business, from what I
understand right now, the saltwater is so high that it"s

around 2500 parts per million below that bridge.
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They"re catching redfish right there underneath that
bridge. That is not supposed to be there. That"s
supposed to be catfish. They"re catching crabs right
now right there, underneath that bridge, iIn that area,
because 1 can -- back of Cannon"s over here. Okay?
Okay? A lot of you folks are sportsman and you-all go
fishing. Guess what? You-all fish are going to
disappear. We"re going to disappear as an entity.

There will be no commercial fishing industry left.
Because of what? Hey, when I was 14 years old, we were
supposed to get a flood, a pump. We got it three years
ago on the end of the street. They got a levee in Dulac
that"s about two miles long and it"s not closed. Dulac
again is on the Houma Navigation Channel. It"s supposed
to be maintained to 15 feet. 1 heard through the
grapevine they going to put it 20 foot deep. Guess
what. You know that saltwater that®"s below that bridge?
Forget Lafourche Parish, St. Mary Parish. Hell, it"s
headed to Baton Rouge now. Hey, that®"s three things.
Like 1 told you, I"m in the seafood business, but 1™m
not all that stupid, okay? They got a saltwater marsh,
a brackish-water marsh and a saltwater -- a fresh-water
marsh. Right now, below Houma, people, 100 feet, 163
feet, from Waterproof, they got water that cannot be

stopped from the Gulf. There"s no levee system around
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there to protect it, to stop it. From that area there
to the center of Houma, by Aris, maybe a mile, mile and
a half, Houma®"s going to be underwater before you know
it, unless you-all stop it. You-all got to control the
salinity. The salinity is a very major problem. It"s
hurting me, fishermen. 1It"s going to hurt the sports,
because they"re going to lose all the fish. Those

fish -- believe what I"m telling you. They"re going to
be -- they"re going to go as an endangered species
first. So no. You-all say no. Watch.

Now, the levee system, Mr. Ted Falgout was
in here. That"s a very important man over there in
Bayou Lafourche. You know, he"s the port commissioner
over there. He runs it, Port Fourchon, we understand.
That"s a lot of money. And, again, you"re talking 18 to
20 percent of all the natural resources coming from the
Gulf. And, by the way, 18 to 20 percent is nothing
compared to what"s going to happen. When they find that
thing out in the Gulf and they start bringing it in over
here, you"re talking about 50-percent close, maxing out
in about 20 years. |It"s going to be close to the 50
percent. We are going to go away from dependency on
foreign oil.

We got a president. |1 kind of understood in

January he wanted a hundred billion dollars to go fight
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a war. Hell, I"m an American citizen. Everyone in this
country, they"re all American citizens. Hey, guess
what. Remember about the guy who said pesticide --
wasn®t enough money to pay for the pesticides to keep
their gardens straight? But guess what. That"s made
from oil. Without the Port Fourchon area working -- by
the way, I live in Dulac, okay? |1 live right on the
side of this thing that you-all are going to put -- in
fact, 1 can tell you where it"s going to be put. 1 know
where it"s going to be put. The flood gates is
connecting. A hurricane comes along, It"s going to come
around that booger and come up here. It"s not going to
stop it. And I°1l say it again. We have no levees in
Dulac.

You know what? And, look, | was 14, 15, 17,
something like that, a young fellow. The first drainage
pump that Terrebonne Parish that was supposed to be put
was supposed to be behind our house, okay? It"s not
there. It"s there now, since about three years.

My daddy and mama were sitting right there,
okay ? My daddy had to leave because a bad heart, can"t
take it, can"t take the pressure. We"ve been going to
these meetings for years. You know what we"re finding
out? Somebody in government is sleeping. The lady says

we need more studies from certain areas. The place I
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live is actually above sea level, and | had four and a
half foot of water in it, in the house. 1°m above sea
level where I"m at. There are places in this area. You
can go within a mile from here and 1t"s less than a mile
of here where lower elevation than me. Elevation does
not prevent the flood. Improper drainage does. A flood
is caused by improper drainage, by keeping water out of
the area you don"t want it to be in.

And, by the way, 1 don"t even -- 1 don"t
even know if the total answer to this problem is levees,
because all a levee is, is a mound of dirt to keep water
out. Well, how about the water in the Gulf, the
knocking at the door?

You know, Last Island at one time was
222,000 acres. My family has maps that date back into
the early 1800s. Last Island and Long Island ran the
entire length of the state of Louisiana into parts of
Texas and goes into Mississippi. That was a protection.
It had an average height -- 1 mean, my family first got
here in the 1600s. We were one of the first families in
Louisiana, okay? That island there by itself had a
height of 15 feet. It was a natural barrier. It
doesn"t exist, your first line of defense. Your second
line of defense should be the locks. The first one

should be those Barrier Islands. |If you don"t stop the
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water coming in, guess what. You"re going to suffer.

And I know I"m out of time. And I thank
you. And, look, by the way, you-all did remarkable work
in a short period of time. You-all should be applauded
by everybody in here. Because 1°ve never seen this
kind of work done. But it was done in that short a
period of time. You-all ought to be applauded.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you, sir.

Henri Boulet?

MR. BOULET:

Good evening. My name is Henri Boulet. 1'm
the executive director of the Louisiana Highway 1
Coalition. 1711 make it brief.

First of all, we appreciate the CPRA
planning teams recognizing the need for LA 1 and keeping
it in the revised draft plan as of today.

Two weeks ago, in a discussion with Mr. John
Porthouse, he indicated to me that a higher level of
flood protection for the south Lafourche system was one
of the highest, if not the highest, comment topic the
state received from the general public state-wide on the
entire plan. So the public has spoken and so has the US
Congress, which -- which named Louisiana Highway 1 as

the only Congressionally-recognized high-priority
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corridor in this state, one of only 44 in the nation.
So we would ask that you acknowledge the voices of the
people and the voices of your policy-making partners at
the federal level and deliver a plan with this higher
level of protection than the 100-year level of
structural protection that was originally called for in
connection with our planned elevated Louisiana Highway
1.

Thank you very much for being here in Houma
tonight.

MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.

Jerome Zeringue?

MR. ZERINGUE:

Thank you. 1711 be brief. |1 know
everybody"s ready to go home. 1 was hoping Ms. Lirette
would still be here. Ms. Evelyn provided some ray of
hope. I thought we could maybe leave people on a
positive note, because I"ve been on the receiving end of
her wrath, and, believe me, I don"t "yes, ma“"am" anybody
faster than Ms. Lirette when she gets it going. She was
somewhat subdued tonight.

But, again, on behalf of the Terrebonne
Levee and Conservation District, 1 wanted to again

express our support for the Master Plan, and also to
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thank Secretary Angelle who"s worked very hard on the
funding for the CIAP funding. And we appreciate you
very much, also, our delegation who worked on our
behalf, too.

But the positive aspect 1 was hoping to
leave everybody with, and 1 think if you look at the
plan, what"s included with the plan, in terms of capital
outlay funding, what we"ve done with the local sales
tax, which is dedicated to Morganza, can"t be used for
anything else other than that, that within the plan,
there"s a realistic possibility, if looking at the state
capital outlay funding as proposed, that by 2010, if you
look at the 20 million that"s been generated locally
with our plan, and, again, we"re not coming
empty-handed, we"re providing plenty locally, you"ll
look at the capital outlay that"s been generated by our
delegation, 1 know Reggie, Damon, Butch Gautreaux and --
and 40 have been working real hard on our behalf,
providing that funding. And if you put in the money
that"s been included with the CIAP funding, we"re
looking at approximately 83 million dollars for the
Morganza project. |If you include the additional money
that"s in the state plan, we -- if everything is
approved, and, hopefully, it will be, we will

conceivably by 2010 have close to 140 million dollars
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for the Morganza plan. And 1 know Mr. Dick got up and
talked about took 30 years to complete. 1 know
Windell®s here, too. Thirty-nine. If you ask Windell
what was the main problem with why it took so long, is
because they didn"t have the local and state funding
initially. They had the federal funding, but they
didn®t have the match. We had the outs of profit. And
we will have by 2010 140 million before the Corps spends
dollar one in construction.

Now, again, they can"t -- in their defense,
they can"t spend anything until the project's
authorized. As you heard, hopefully, today, that will
happen sometime this year. But we stand ready and we
are beginning to construct this project. And, you
know, 1"m glad Secretary Angelle clarified that. We
can"t wait 50 to 100 years, and we need It now. We"ve
been needing it for 20 years. So, hopefully, we can
implement it as quickly as possible, get it in place.

And, again, on behalf of the Levee District,
thank you, Secretary Angelle. 1 know Dave Fruge and his
group worked real hard. The governor®s worked hard to
get that funding as well. And on the state capital
outlay, the Department of Transportation and Development
worked hard to help us out in that, and we thank you for

that.
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MS. DESHOTELS:

Thank you.
I have no more cards. Before | close the hearing this
evening, does anyone else wish to make a comment or a
statement tonight?

Thank you very much. Good night.

(Hearing concluded.)
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