From: MT Melvin [mtmlaw@mobiletel.com]

Sent: Sunday, December 03, 2006 8:35 PM

To: comments@I ouisianacoastal planning.org; b2fwdpao@usace.army.mil
Subject: A NEW COASTAL PLAN

Attachments; LA COASTAL PLANNING 1.doc

M.T.MELVIN
13970 WEST MAIN ST.
POB 1474
LAROSE, LOUISIANA 70373
PH 985-693-3132; FX 693-3172
mtmlaw@mobiletel.com
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December 4, 2006

CPRA-IPT

DNR

POB 90396

Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9396

Dear Sir:

Why not build a breakwater, varying one to ten miles offshore from just south of the Empire canal to
Galveston, Tx.

That would:

- Provide another Intracoastal waterway; with entrances to Empire, Barataria Pass, Port Fourchon,
Whiskey Pass, Athchafalaya Bay, Eugene Island, Cameron, Sabine Pass, and Galveston;

- Prevent coastal tidal erosion, and rebuild the beaches of the barrier islands;

- Greatly mitigate saltwater intrusion, and conversely allow fresher brackish water to replenish the
estuaries;

- Enhance oyster production, by creating new production areas, and by diminishing the oyster's salt water
predators;

- Rebuild the marshes,

- Enhance a closed white shrimp season [which would finally allow the white shrimp to spawn];

- Enhance sport fishing, both inside and outside of the breakwater;
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- All of the above would serve to mitigate any hurricane tidal flow from damaging coastal towns.
- Protect and enhance oil production and logistics.
The billions and billions of dollars of economic benefits from such a plan would greatly outweigh its
Ccost.
If I may be of further assistance to you in the matter, please call anytime.
Yoursvery truly,

M. T. Melvin

cc: Various
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M. T. MELVIN
13970 WEST MAIN ST.
POB 1474
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PH 985-693-3132; FX 693-3172
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December 4, 2006
CPRA-IPT
DNR
POB 90396
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9396
Dear Sir:
Why not build a breakwater, varying one to ten miles offshore from just south of the Empire canal
to Galveston, Tx.
That would:
- Provide another Intracoastal waterway; with entrances to Empire, Barataria Pass, Port Fourchon,
Whiskey Pass, Athchafalaya Bay, Eugene Island, Cameron, Sabine Pass, and Galveston,;
- Prevent coastal tidal erosion, and rebuild the beaches of the barrier islands;
- Greatly mitigate saltwater intrusion, and conversely allow fresher brackish water to replenish the
estuaries;
- Enhance oyster production, by creating new production areas, and by diminishing the oyster's salt
water predators;
- Rebuild the marshes;
- Enhance a closed white shrimp season [which would finally allow the white shrimp to spawn];
- Enhance sport fishing, both inside and outside of the breakwater;
- All of the above would serve to mitigate any hurricane tidal flow from damaging coastal towns.
- Protect and enhance oil production and logistics.
The billions and billions of dollars of economic benefits from such a plan would greatly
outweigh its cost.
If I may be of further assistance to you in the matter, please call anytime.

Yours very truly,

Cc: Various
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From: Todd Lyons [mailto:tlyonscpa@charter.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 5:25 PM
To: Michele Deshotels

Subject: CRPA Meeting on 11/29/06

I today attended a Coastal Restoration and Protection Authority Meeting in Houma, Louisiana. It was so well
attended that I was unable to get a copy of the brochure containing a Draft of the Coastal Protection master Plan.
Could you please have one mailed to me at the below address: I know I can review it online, but would prefer to see
the hard copy for easy reference. Thank you.

Regards,
Todd Lyons, CPA

215 lake Crescent Circle
Houma, LA 70360
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From: Michele Deshotels [mailto:MicheleD@dnr.state.la.us]
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2006 8:11 AM

To: Todd Lyons

Subject: RE: CRPA Meeting on 11/29/06

Mr. Lyons,

We will have one put in the mail today. Thank you for coming yesterday afternoon. | apologize that enough
copies were not available at the meeting.

Regards,
Michele Deshotels

From: Todd Lyons [mailto:tlyonscpa@charter.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 5:25 PM
To: Michele Deshotels

Subject: CRPA Meeting on 11/29/06

I today attended a Coastal Restoration and Protection Authority Meeting in Houma, Louisiana. It was so well
attended that I was unable to get a copy of the brochure containing a Draft of the Coastal Protection master
Plan. Could you please have one mailed to me at the below address: I know I can review it online, but would
prefer to see the hard copy for easy reference. Thank you.

Regards,
Todd Lyons, CPA

215 lake Crescent Circle
Houma, LA 70360
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From: Todd Lyons [mailto:tlyonscpa@charter.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2006 9:01 AM

To: Michele Deshotels

Subject: RE: CRPA Meeting on 11/29/06

Since you responded so promptly, | have a few comments about the meeting and suggestions
for future meetings. Please pass them on to interested parties:

1.

2.

4.

| felt that the scheduled meeting time of 2 hours was too short.
A. The moderator went through the draft too quickly, spending only 30 minutes
detailing the draft.
1) Without proper info, participants often only comment or pose questions based on
what they have seen in the newspaper, or what special interest groups want them to
know.

Place a time limit of 5 to 10 minutes for each speaker from the public.
A. If that's not feasible, devise some method to stop participants from rambling on and
on and just repeating the same thing over and over again.
B. That would make the meetings so much more efficient and allow the Planning Team
to hear many more opinions and comments.
C. That goes especially for those who have already met with CPRA earlier in the day and
are there just to repeat their message to the public.
D. | really believe that you would have more credible participants had a few early
speakers not dragged on for so long.

Make an announcement that all cell phones are to be turned off!
A. | believe that yesterday about 1/3 of the people didn’'t have the sense to turn them off
or put them in a silent mode.
B. It gets pretty aggravating to all, including the panel when there are so many
distractions.

Schedule the meetings when more can attend.
A. | understand that the meeting was crowded, but the meetings should be held after
normal business hours to allow more interested parties to appear.
B. After all, it is supposed to be a “Public” Meeting.

After | get the draft, | will review it thoroughly and send you another email with comments
concerning it. | have visited the website and read most of what's on it. | will also continue to
keep abreast of the situation. This is probably the most important item affecting South
Louisiana, and the CPRA Team has an enormous challenge. Any guidance they get can only be
helpful.

Thanks,

Todd Lyons, CPA
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From: Allen Gautreaux [agautreaux@val entinepaper.com]
Sent: Monday, December 11, 2006 8:32 AM

To: comments@I ouisianacoastal planning.org

Subject: Insufficient fresh water put into Bayou Lafourche
Attachments: 20061210, CPRA .doc

Please see attachment.

Thank you,

Allen Gautreaux

QA Manager
Valentine Paper
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December 10, 2006

To: CPRA Integrated Planning Team
Department of Natural Resources
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9396

Subject: Insufficient quantity of fresh water put into Bayou Lafourche

My name is Allen Gautreaux, I live and work in the Lockport area, central part of
Lafourche parish. I am native to the area and at age 54 I have witnessed the effects of salt
water intrusion in regard to land loss in lower Lafourche. I work at Valentine Paper Co.
as Quality Assurance Manager and because our business is so dependent on Bayou
Lafourche as our operational fresh water source , I am very aware of chloride levels and
fluctuations in the bayou.

In mid October of this year we experienced a significant rise of water chlorides in the
bayou which have since fallen off, but still remain higher than usual compared to past
years. The actual numbers on chloride levels and their impact on our business and the
public water supply was presented to you by our Plant Manager / Tom Bingham at the
meeting of Nov. 29™ at the Houma Terrebonne Civic Center.

Calls to the director of the Bayou Lafourche Fresh Water District to get more fresh water
put into the bayou at Donaldsonville were responded to with: I can’t, or My hands are
tied.

I read that the Bayou Lafourche Fresh Water District was established to provide fresh
water to Ascension, Assumption, and Lafourche parishes. It is my opinion that the district
has been negligent for years in fulfilling it’s responsibility and whole reason for
existence, reducing Bayou Lafourche to a drainage ditch. Even though Bayou Lafourche
doesn’t serve the full purpose it did when the area was initially settled, it is still our only
source of fresh water.

Conversations on this issue with officials usually end at the same point — we don’t have
the money to fix it. That comment prompted me to research Federal Subsidies to the Oil
Industry. At: “www.moles.org/ProjectUnderground/drillbits/6_09/vs.html” It listed 15 of
the largest US Government subsidies to the Oil Industry. Dollar amounts are listed in
millions and excluding defense ranges US$4,477 to US$10,889; including defense ranges
US$14,936 to US$34,323. How is it the US Government can subsidize the richest
industry in the world with billions of dollars, but can’t provide money to insure our fresh
water supply is not compromised? It is the US Army Corp of Engineers that blocked off
Bayou Lafourche from the river creating this problem, it should be incumbent upon them
to fix it.

Enough of that. On Nov. 29" I attended the meeting in Houma and had planned on
attending the Dec. 11™ meeting as well, but company business takes me out of town on
that date. After reviewing the preliminary draft of your plan I had the following
questions:
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re: page 34, Land sustaining diversions; small diversion at Bayou Lafourche.

What is the flow rate of a small diversion? Will it be enough to provide an adequate,
sustainable flow of fresh water down the bayou? Will there be laws established to insure
no special interest party can change the purpose of it’s intended function?

re: page 35, 2" paragraph of Marsh Creation.

How can you state lower Lafourche’s location is difficult to access river water and
sediment when that entire area was originally built with river water carrying sediment
through Bayou Lafourche?

Thank you,

Allen Gautreaux
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From: Phillip Gouaux [Icmsigma@cajunnet.com]
Sent: Friday, January 05, 2007 10:37 AM

To: comments@I ouisianacoastal planning.org

Cc: Charlotte Randoff

Subject: comments

I mportance: High

Attachments. cpra committee.doc
Please process the attached for review.
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L. Phillip Gouaux
1421 Hyland Dr.
Lockport, LA 70374
Phone 985 532 5226
FAX 985 532 4647
CELL 985 209-1499

January 4, 2007

Dear Committee,

I’'m Phillip Gouaux, a Lafourche Parish Councilman that represents part of
the Tenth Ward as well as the Point Aux Chene area. | have grave
concerns about the areas storm protection and the future of the
Louisiana’s oil industry. I’'m requesting that the committee give careful
consideration and adopt the following proposals as part of the overall plan.

1.

The level of protection in the South Lafourche Levee District should be
greater then the 100 year structural level. This levee plays a significant
role in protecting LA 1, businesses and residents. This levee system
plays a large part in both National Energy Security and in the
economics of the State.

The level of protection planned for the SLLD system should be greater
than the proposed 100 year structural level of protection. The 100 year
structural level of protection does not raise the levee height to the
height of the planned elevated Louisiana Highway 1, on which vehicles
tires will ride at approximately 20 feet above sea level.

Sufficient funds should be included to convert both floodgates in
Larose and Golden Meadow into functioning locks. Bayou Lafourche
as a navigable channel will be very important to America’s energy
supplies. It is the channel for inland barging of fuel, drilling muds and
other commodities to Port Fourchon, America’s busiest intermodal
energy port.

An additional levee needs to be constructed between Golden Meadow
and Pointe-aux-Chenes. This additional levee will slow down or
eliminate water coming from an incoming storm west of Lafourche. If
the LA 1 Corridor is placed on the West side of a hurricane (bad side),
the threat of our Nations oil corridor will be at great risk. This alignment
would also eliminate the funneling effect and reduce dramatically the
amount of water that will get to the existing levee.

The construct of both the “Morganza to the Gulf” and the
“Donaldsonville to the Gulf” levee systems in the Draft Master Plan is a
necessity. The Donaldsonville to the Gulf project has extensive studies
underway that avoid the need for additional years of studying another
alignment.
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I appreciate your time and effort in this very important job you are undertaking and hope
that you see the benefits that we see in our wishes.

If you should need additional information or wish to speak with me, I can be reached at
Icmsigma(@cajunnet.com or by phone 985 209 1499.

Sincerely,

L I ——

Phillip Gouaux
Lafourche Parish Councilman District #7
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From: John Guidry

To: comments@l oui sianacoastal planning.
org;

CC:

Subject: L evee Protection

Date: Friday, January 05, 2007 9:35:58 AM

Attachments:

Reference the proposed |evee protection for lower Lafourche Parish, | am
pleading with you to construct the the additional levee between Golden
Meadow and Pointe aux Chene. It isobvious that thiswould provide
additional protection to the residents and businesses of the area by
protecting the existing levee on the west side of Bayou Lafourche from a
hurricane approaching from the west. Thevital LA corridor needs this
higher level of protection.

John Guidry
P.O. Box 184
Larose, La. 70373
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From: wjgaidry [mailto:wjgaidry@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Friday, December 01, 2006 9:21 AM

To: Michele Deshotels

Subject: preliminary draft

| think that youall have done a wounderful job and | proposed similar plans for Terrebonne Parish in the
60,s.

The implementation and funding will be another problem, | see a huge waste of money besause there
are too many agencies invplved with too many small feel-good projects.
Now that you have consolidated planing we also need to consolidate funding and implementation.

Wilson DOC Gaidry

member NOAA Shrimp Advisory Panel

Commissioner Gulf States Marine Fishery Commission
Member Terrebonne Parish CZM Committee
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From: Mary Tabot [marytalbot@c-pex.org] on behalf of Louisiana Speaks [laspeaks@c-pex.org]
Sent: Tuesday, January 02, 2007 3:55 PM

To: comments@I| ouisianacoastal planning.org

Cc: wafont@cox.net

Subject: FW: Louisiana coast and the Mississippi River

Hi CPRA,

Bill Fontenot sent us the following commentary about the plan, and asked that we send it on to you.
Let me know if there are any questions,

Best,

Mary

Mary Talbot

Center for Planning Excellence

402 N. Fourth Street

Baton Rouge, LA 70802

225.267.6300
marytalbot@c-pex.orq

From: William Fontenot [mailto:wafont@cox.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2006 5:57 PM
To: Louisiana Speaks

Subject: Louisiana coast and the Mississippi River

Hello Louisiana Speaks,
Thank you for sending out these updates.

| am especially interested in a couple of things which | believe present real challenges and possible opportunities for
present and future residents of Louisiana.

Has there been any discussion about the quality and quantity of the material, including gravel, sand and silt which used
to be carried down in massive quantities by the Mississippi river. There is obviously a direct link between the reduced
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amounts of these materials which used to be deposited in Louisiana and the reduction in these materials behind all of
the dams and stabilization projects which have been constructed in the thirty three states in the Mississippi River Basin.
My guess is there have been well established links between decisions made elsewhere and adverse results that are
happening in Louisiana and along the Gulf of Mexico Coast.

The second point | am concerned about relates to the efforts to maintain the navigational channels in the various bays
along the coast, the main shipping outlet from the mississippi River into the Gulf of Mexico and the loss of land and
wetlands along our coast. Two of the most disruptive projects would be the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet and the Gulf
Intracoastal Water Way which traverses the entire coast of the state.

On top of these channels we have the thousands of miles of access canals and pipeline canals which have totally
carved up and chopped away thousands of acres of coastal lands and wetlands. These incredibly numerous projects
have caused the loss of many thousands of acres of land and disrupted water flows over a few million acres of coastal
wetlands.

Apparently most of the material which is now moved down the Mississippi River is deposited in rather deep waters in
the Gulf of Mexico and not helping to compensate for the massive loss of land which has been documented over the
last seventy years. The Mississippi River and Tribuitories Flood Protection System which was authorized by the U.S.
Congress in 1928 has been very effective in preventing a repeat of the massive flood of 1927. Unfortunately the U.S.
Congress has never directed the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to compensate for the adverse impacts which have
been realized as a direct result of the levee and control structures which were erected to control the flows of the
Mississippi River. Many studies have also made direct links between the control of the Mississippi and other rivers in
Louisiana and the flooding and land loss which has happened as a result of the river flood control projects.

My very limited observations have led me to conclude that for every project which the Corps of Engineers has put in
place they need to build at least three or five more projects to compensate for the problems created by the first project.
Without corrective projects things like the massive land losses along the Louisiana coast are the direct end result. | also
believe the Corps of Engineers is probably the wrong government agency to be assigned with the job of protecting the
homes, cities, waterways and wetlands of Louisiana and any other state. The Corpsis a military organization and their
training is about challenging an army of people rather than natural enemies. Providing for flood protection and the
maintenance of natural systems including rivers, wetlands, bays and lakes should be the mission of a civilian led
organization rather than a military organization. We should be looking for ways to "work with nature"” rather than
"conquer nature”. At West Point the future military leaders are trained to overcome the enemy or objective. This sort of
aproach might work in a military mission but | believe the mission to protect our natural and human modified natural
resources involves much more than "taking the hill". The U.S. Congress either needs to give the Corps very clear
orders to protect our cities from floods and to give equal weight to the value of natural systems in the planning and
operation of flood control and navigation systems. Otherwise, we will continue to realize massive losses of both natural
resources, like our coastal wetlands, and we will also see unacceptable destruction of our cities like the flooding from
Katrina.

The flooding of New Orleans from Katrina was very predictable and equally avoidable. A "hurricane flood protection
system" for the New Orleans metropolitan area would have cost about seven,7, billion dollars in 2005 dollars. The
damages to the N.O. area exceeded one hundred, 100, billion dollars and the losses that will be realized over the next
ten or fifteen years will probably be another one hundred, 100, billion dollars. If Katrina had hit the city directly the
damages could have exceeded two hundred billion just in the N.O. metropolitan area.

While the Corps has done some excellent work on repairing and updating the hurricane flood protection system for
New Orleans the metropolitan area is still very vulnerable. If a Katrina size storm hits New Orleans in 2007 or 2008 the
present flood protection system will not be much use in protecting the city.

Again, all of the flooding scenarios are very predictable and very preventable. As long as the Corps of Engineers uses
their present Economic Model, which gives no value to protecting already developed land, but lots of value to protecting
raw land which will be developed, none of our cities will be protected. | do not understand this "cost-benefit" model but
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this is what the Corps is apparently using to make decisions about protecting, or not protecting our homes, businesses,
schools and natural resources.

Unless the U.S. Congress and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers take their responsibilities for protecting the people,
their cities and natural resources seriously none of these things will stand a chance in the next storm.

| hope these thoughts may be of some assistance to you. | have attended some of the various meetings on storm
problems and how we should be working on the future of our state. Thus far | have found these meetings not to be the
best way to figure out how to understand either our current problems or how to move ahead. There are some excellent
discussions and some great people trying to lead and focus these discussions. There will always be difficulties in trying
to get broad input on extremely complex problems and a variety of possible solutions.

The causes of the destruction of our state from Katrina and Rita are truly national in scope. The answers and solutions
need to be national in scope. We are not there but | hope we can get there.

Sincerely yours,

William A. Fontenot
632 Drehr Ave.

Baton Rouge, LA 70806
225-383-5673
wafont@cox.net
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12/12/2006 Miriam Davey, , 9350
6:20 W. Inniswold Rd. , ,
Baton Rouge, LA,
70809, USA,
athena_9@bellsouth.net

| have some very broad thoughts on the matter. In restoring
Louisiana's coastline, the overarching mission should be for people to
live and work along with nature rather than against nature and in
ignorance and denial of the forces of nature. Development should
never replace and fragment natural systems. People need nature and
wildness, and Louisianians need it more than most. For instance,
buildings and major roadways south of I-10 should generally be
elevated rather ground level, so natural hydrology can occur
underneath them. Human development in areas so close to the Gulf
and storm-surge areas should either be designed in a manner that
can withstand most hurricane storms and winds, or be essentially
disposable. Rule of thumb; if an area is so vulnerable that every 50
years or less a major storm devastates it, its insurance rates should
reflect such vulnerability. The rest of the state and nation need to
decide whether we want to help underwrite that coastal development
by sharing the insurance cost with those vulnerable areas, or not. |
say not. | would like to see development get away from ever-more-
massive and higher ring levees and more toward elevation on
platforms, or else retreat to higher ground. Imagine how New Orleans
might have fared had there been no levees instead of broken levees.
Yes, flooding would have occurred; but it would have been for a
matter of days and not weeks. The water would have come up
quickly, and gone down quickly, leaving most structures intact instead
of rotten and crumbling after weeks or months of mold and rot-
producing standing water. Imagine how many fewer buildings and
lives would have been destroyed had they simply been off the
ground, or, a few feet higher in elevation. Tens of thousands. | would
also like to to see a lot more attention paid to diverting sediment from
the Mississippi and possibly Atchafalaya Rivers, and rebuilding
marshland. Also would like to see closure of oil oilfield canals,
cleanup of abandonded oilfield and industrial sites in wetlands, and
public access restored to water bodies now illegally closed to the
public. Harvesting of coastal forest is basically unsustainable, so
consideration for spending some of this money might should be given
for landowner remuneration. As global warming melts the polar ice,
sea levels will rise sharply. At the same time, geologists tell us the
land forms under South Louisiana are sinking, as the upper levels of
marsh and wetland compact, AND, are not replenished with silt
because of levees and government anti-flood policies. And then
there's the oilfield canals, unsustainable cypress mulch harvest and
nutria eatouts damaging marsh. So, we have half a dozen major and
minor coastal-denigrating forces to contend with at once. Be
pragmatic about it. Let's not send good money after bad. Build up,
not down and out, or don't build at all.
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From: Kirk Defelice

To: comments@l oui sianacoastal planning.
org;

CC:

Subject: LA 1 To Port Fourchon

Date: Thursday, January 04, 2007 3:55:47 PM

Attachments:

I'm in the commercial trucking claims business.

The South Lafourche area of Louisiana has been impacted greatly by the massive volume
of commercial truck traffic which traverses our community. Lives are at risk and have
been lost because of the impact offshore drilling has on our community.

The roads are sinking and simply cannot handle the volume of traffic.

We need funding to the greatest extent possible for roads and levees to keep our citizens
safe and we could use your prayers.

Sincerely,

Kirk J. DeFelice, AIC

Liability Adjuster

Saia Motor Freight Inc.

P.O. Box A Station 1

Houma, LA 70363

Phonett 1 800 950 7242 x. 2143
Fax# 985 857 2334
kdefelice@saia.com
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From: Hank Danos

To: comments@l oui sianacoastal planning.
org;

CC.

Subject: south Lafourche levee

Date: Friday, January 05, 2007 8:14:20 AM

Attachments:

Please consider the importance of the South Lafourche Levee district as you
prepared the state’s plan for levee protection.

The importance of the SLLD in protecting the residents and businesses as well as
Louisiana Hwy # 1 and access to Port Fourchon can not be over stated. Port
Fourchon is critical in supporting the nation’s energy supply.

. The levee protection should be at least as high as the proposed evaluation

of the new La # 1.
. Please consider adding flood gates in Larose and Golden Meadow as the
importance of maintaining Bayou Lafourche as a navigable channel will take

on added importance in the coming years.
. The proposed levee from Golden Meadow to Point-au-Chenes will provide

additional protection to our citizens and to our highway.
. The Morganza to the Gulf and the Donaldsonville to the Gulf levee systems
should also be built. The Donaldsonville to the Gulf project has extensive

studies underway and this avoids additional years of studying.

Thank you for your consideration.

Hank Danos
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From: Gwen Cheramie [gpcheramie@bellsouth.net]

Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2006 2:06 PM

To: comments@Il ouisianacoastal planning.org

Subject: South Lafourche and Terrebonne

| have attended several of the public meetings and participated in Louisiana Speaks sessions. Itis
obvious that Lafourche and Terrebonne are step children. This is amazing considering the impact that our
oil & gas and seafood industries have on the region, the state, and the nation. Once this vital area is lost,
it is lost forever. It is ironic that the ancestors of the people that live here took back the North Atlantic into
Nova Scotia with nothing but shovels, ingenuity, and hard work. What a shame. With over 200,000
citizens in these parishes, what a shame.

South Lafourche and Terrebonne deserve as much protection as New Orleans and other areas. The 1%
proposed is sorry and inadequate. What about conveyance channels for the Barataria estuary? What
about other projects that have been thought of, proposed, studied, and talked about over and over-for
many years—each promising to help. What about a channel between Port Fourchon and the Houma
Navigation Canal? What has happened to these proposals? What about all the money that has been put
into the state and federal coffers at our expense?

New Orleans and other areas of the state just do not understand what our area means to the state and the
nation. Do you?

We understand it is complicated and expensive, but more will be lost if we are lost. Had Katrina come on
shore 40 or 50 miles to the west, we would probably be paying over $5 a gallon. It could still happen.

GP Cheramie
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From: Gwen Cheramie [gpcheramie@bellsouth.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 04, 2007 3:04 PM

To: comments@Il ouisianacoastal planning.org

Cc: 'Henri Boulet'

Subject: CPRA Comments

Good afternoon. Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes are vital to the economy and viability of the region,
state, and US. For these reasons, we are standing together to ask and fervently urge that our area be
given much more priority than shown in the first draft document. Once these vital areas are lost, they are
lost. Then it will be too late. In addition, even though it is not recognized, we are a buffer for storm
problems to our north.

Here are the priority items:

*The state plan should consider the highest level of protection possible for the South Lafourche Levee
District (SLLD) system due to the significant role LA 1, businesses, and residents within this system play in
both national energy security and the state’s future recurring revenue flow.

*The level of protection planned for the South Lafourche Levee District system should be greater than the
proposed 100 year structural level of protection. The 100 year structural level of protection does not raise
the levee height to the height of the planned elevated Louisiana Highway 1, on which vehicles tires will
ride at approximately 20 feet above sea level.

Include funds necessary to convert both floodgates in Larose and Golden Meadow into functioning locks.
Bayou Lafourche as a navigable channel will be of increasing importance to America, necessary to inland
barging of fuel, drilling muds and other commodities which make their way down Bayou Lafourche to Port
Fourchon, America’s busiest intermodal energy port.

*Construct the proposed additional levee between Golden Meadow and Pointe-aux-Chenes. This
additional levee will slow water coming from an incoming storm west of Lafourche, which would place the
LA 1 Corridor on the bad side of an incoming hurricane. This alignment will reduce dramatically the
amount of water that will get to the existing levee, thereby increasing the ability of the present levee
system to keep very powerful hurricanes approaching us from the west from flooding the area.

«Construct both the “Morganza to the Gulf’ and the “Donaldsonville to the Gulf’ levee systems in the Draft
Master Plan. The Donaldsonville to the Gulf project has extensive studies underway that avoid the need
for additional years of studying another alignment.

Your endeavor has great impact for the future of Louisiana. Itis an un-enviable task because the
mistakes of the past are plaguing our efforts now. Thank you for all the work you have done and are
doing.

Gwen P. Cheramie
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From: Jon Callais

To: comments@l oui sianacoastal planning.
org;

CC:

Subject: L evee Protection = Nations Energy

Date: Friday, January 05, 2007 10:38:36 AM

Attachments:

Not protecting the LA 1 corridor leading down to Port Fourchon with 500 year
levee's, is like playing Russian Roulette.

We will spend millions of dollars of public money on an elevated highway to Port
Fourchon, www.portfourchon.com, but will not protect the only highway access

leading to the area.

Respectfully,

Jon Callais

Chief of Police

Port Fourchon Harbor Police

Phone: (985) 632-1109

Cell:  (985) 696-7443

E-Mail: jonc@portfourchon.com

This email and any attachments may contain Law Enforcement Sensitive
and/or Classified information.
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From: SBrous2416@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, December 12, 2006 10:34 AM

To: comments@Iouisianacoastalplanning.org

Subject: Terrebonne Lafourche Levees

Hi:

| made the first meeting held in Houma by the CPRA group. The diagrams shown on video and in the
books seemed very complex and extensive in number. | agree with the comments made by your
group as well as some of the speakers in the audience; too complex of a group of levee systems will
take too long to do. There will be too much politics involved. Too many people changing offices with
different views and opinions. What we need is a levee system now!!!! | agree with some of the
audience, a large levee system along the coast,along the whole coast of Louisiana and back up levees
later on would seem to be a more reasonable solution. Johnny Glover of Co-Co Marina had good
ideas. He traveled to Japan and saw how they protected their beaches. He said that what they did
was put large metal structures in the water and placed netting between the structures. Water passed
through the netting but sand was deposited on the bottom. Build the coast line and repair inland later.

I'm moving from Houma mainly because | feel it's too late to save the coast. | hope I'm wrong but deep
inside of me | do not believe | am. Projects that take 20 years to complete should not be considered. |
believe we're at the point that we need to begin moving people from low lying areas.

Simon Broussard
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From: BouReqgg@aol.com

To: comments@Ilouisianacoastalplanning.
org;

CC: BouRegg@aol.com;

Subject: MASTER PLAN

Date: Friday, January 05, 2007 8:02:30 AM

Attachments:

REGGIE BOURG

6685 SHRIMPERS ROW
DULAC LA 70353

985 563 2038

LOUISIANACOASTALPLANNING.ORG : | AM A CITIZEN AND MEMBER OF
CYBER CITIZENS FOR GOOD GOVERNMENT, REGGIE BOURG.

*WE DO NOT RECOMEND MORGANZA TO THE GULF AS PRIMARY
HURRICANE PROTECTION AND COASTAL RESTORATION.

* WE RECOMEND COASTAL AND OR BARRIER ISLAND RESTORATION
TO PREVENT STORM SURGE AND THE RETENTION OF FRESH WATER TO
RESTRICT SALT WATER INTRUSION AS A FIRST LINE OF DEFENCE
AND COASTAL RESTORATION.

* WE STRONGLY OBJECT TO THE CONTINUATION OF WASTEFULL
SPENDING ON MITIGATION AND REHABILITATION PROJECTS THAT
OFFER NO STORM SURGE PROTECTION - WE CONCIDER
THAT A TAX AND SPEND LOUISIANA TAKING CARE OF THE GOOD OLD
BOY SYSTEM, ENGINEERS, CONTRACTORS, AND FAT CAT LAND
OWNERS - GREEDY DIRTY LOUISIANA POLITICIANS TOO!

GOD, THE UNITED STATES AND ME ARE WATCHING YOU, REGGIE BOURG

Appendix C (Part 2): Page 1344 of 1393


mailto:BouRegg@aol.com
mailto:comments@louisianacoastalplanning.org
mailto:comments@louisianacoastalplanning.org
mailto:BouRegg@aol.com

