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Prioritize Restoration, Diversions, and Protect Birds 
 
Dear Louisiana Coastal Protection & Restoration Authority, 
 
I support the master plan process because the loss of our coast is one of the most urgent problems 
facing our state and the 100 million birds that live or pass through the Mississippi River Delta each year.   
 
I urge you to put our state’s existing funding resources to work wisely--and quickly--to restore our coast 
for people and for birds. I also encourage the state to work to secure additional resources to maintain as 
much of the Louisiana we all know and love.  
 
Louisiana should focus funding on large-scale restoration projects first. These projects, including 
sediment diversions, will have a greater impact over time and support investments made in other 
restoration and risk-reduction projects.   
 
I am encouraged to see that sediment diversion projects remain a foundation of the 2017 Draft Coastal 
Master Plan. I implore you to continue prioritizing sediment diversion projects, so we can leverage the 
Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers to build and sustain land as soon as possible. 
 
I support the work CPRA and the state has already begun and hope the state will continue working to 
get critical restoration projects in place and operational as soon as possible. 
 
 
Rosann Sanford 
1151 Nursery Ave  
Metairie, LA 70005-2323 
 
Jeanne Stulb 
80181 Oak Dr  
Folsom, LA 70437-3237 
 
Darleen Mipro 
4120 Annunciation St  
New Orleans, LA 70115-1405 
 
Lisa Kamuf 
4651 Spain St  
New Orleans, LA 70122-5028 
 
Zachary Richard 
802 Cayret St  
Scott, LA 70583-5600 
 
Danielle Kelley Tolbird 
401 Wallace Dean Rd Apt 10 
West Monroe, LA 71291-
7923 
 

 
Pamela Richard 
210 E 16th Ave  
Covington, LA 70433-3432 
 
Brian Fink 
64 Newcomb Pl # 3577 
New Orleans, LA 70118-5554 
 
Russell Harris Jr 
345 Faciane Ln  
Slidell, LA 70460-3519 
 
Jason Saul 
8013 Nelson St  
New Orleans, LA 70125-4038 
 
Carla Landry 
5615 Corporate Blvd Ste 
600B 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-2540 
 
Kathleen Kaminski 
328 Timberwood Dr  
Monroe, LA 71203-2992 
 

 
Patrick Percy 
5511 Moorstone Dr  
Baton Rouge, LA 70820-4612 
 
Jennifer Johnston 
1931 Wilson Loop  
Leesville, LA 71446-5605 
 
Heather Wilson 
1917 E Eagle St  
Zachary, LA 70791-2509 
 
Katherine Wheeler 
2369 Wisteria St  
Baton Rouge, LA 70806-5353 
 
Barbara Sallettes 
6611 Center St  
New Orleans, LA 70124-1425 
 
Sandy Rhein 
5032 Tartan Dr  
Metairie, LA 70003-2550 
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Dionne Grayson 
8013 Nelson St  
New Orleans, LA 70125-4038 
 
mattie goodwin 
216 Carrollton Ave  
Shreveport, LA 71105-3312 
 
Judy Tervalon 
4850 Read Blvd  
New Orleans, LA 70127-3632 
 
Nicholas Frederick 
13828 Alexander Rd  
Abbeville, LA 70510-8542 
 
James Weems 
7878 Lasalle Ave Apt 219 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806-8325 
 
Deb Bechtel 
232 Kayla Dr  
Natchitoches, LA 71457-4950 
 
Gary Peterson 
1724 Rubin St  
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-3761 
 
Amy Bergeron 
196 C Rachal Rd  
Pollock, LA 71467-4326 
 
Connie David 
655 Polytech Dr  
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-4756 
 
Lawanda Smith Mobley 
256 Mundy Loop  
Colfax, LA 71417-6024 
 
Marlene Smith 
510 S Cortez St  
New Orleans, LA 70119-6905 
 
Brandon Desormeaux 
403 Breton Dr  
Lafayette, LA 70508-7709 
 

Lola Cuadrado 
1446 Harrison Ave  
New Orleans, LA 70122-1673 
 
Paul Barry 
20051 Old Scenic Hwy Apt 
909 
Zachary, LA 70791-7374 
 
Duane Pierce 
2215 E Lakeshore Dr  
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-1468 
 
Phyllis Gutelius 
37075 Sue St  
Geismar, LA 70734-3019 
 
Cynthia Roddy 
200 Saint Ann Dr Apt 831 
Mandeville, LA 70471-3290 
 
Lynn Peters 
401 Lake Village Blvd  
Slidell, LA 70461-3813 
 
Mary Kilcommons 
1202 Lenox Ave  
Winnfield, LA 71483-3620 
 
Huey Marshall 
4822 Hammock St  
Monroe, LA 71202-6767 
 
Carrie Goodall 
18089 Autumn View Dr  
Prairieville, LA 70769-5219 
 
Wanda Goleman 
300 Henry Ave  
Natchitoches, LA 71457-5834 
 
Alan Hart 
516 Athania Pkwy  
Metairie, LA 70001-4071 
 
 
 
 

R. L. 
1317 N Ezidore Ave  
Gramercy, LA 70052-3043 
 
Sharon Collins 
PO Box 78262  
Shreveport, LA 71137-8262 
 
Christie Ruppel 
408 Queen Anne Dr  
Slidell, LA 70460-8438 
 
Kari Besharse 
210 W Robert St  
Hammond, LA 70401-3268 
 
Robert Perez 
8725 Hermitage Pl  
New Orleans, LA 70123-2754 
 
Victoria Benitez 
70432 L St  
Covington, LA 70433-5202 
 
Julia McLellan 
1422 Short St  
New Orleans, LA 70118-4046 
 
Lisa Clesi 
418 Stratford Dr  
New Orleans, LA 70123-3845 
 
Pamela Gilpin 
338 Bellmead St  
Shreveport, LA 71105-4128 
 
Russel Deroche Jr 
PO Box 534  
Gramercy, LA 70052-0534 
 
Sharon Chang 
228 Sunrise Dr  
Marrero, LA 70072-5740 
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Maria Peteinaraki 
THEODOSIOU DIAKONOU 9 
St  
Heraklion City Creta, CA 
71305 
 
Barney Fortier 
140 Statesman Dr Apt D21 
Lafayette, LA 70506-8280 
 
Roxanne Shepherd 
1122 Papworth Ave  
Metairie, LA 70005-2339 
 
Johanna Schroth 
11070 Mead Rd Apt 2203 
Baton Rouge, LA 70816-5203 
 
Beverly Smith 
101 Fountain Vw  
Shreveport, LA 71118-2945 
 
Betty Norris 
1009 Saint Philip St  
New Orleans, LA 70116-2409 
 
Darlene Scheuermann 
23323 Cleland Rd  
Covington, LA 70435-4033 
 
Debbie Harrington 
37 Duffy St  
Westwego, LA 70094-2149 
 
Joseph Vincent 
509 3rd Ave  
Harvey, LA 70058-2727 
 
David Kineman 
2636 W Gauthier Rd  
Lake Charles, LA 70605-0436 
 
Cindy Mayes 
3115 Dumaine St  
New Orleans, LA 70119-4003 
 
 
 

D Gibson 
312 Rosedown Dr  
La Place, LA 70068-3326 
 
Kathryn Lemoine 
106 Parkwest Dr # 3-C 
West Monroe, LA 71291-
5372 
 
Tyra Pellerin 
5421 Lafaye St  
New Orleans, LA 70122-6337 
 
Robert McCarter 
37 Oakley Dr  
Destrehan, LA 70047-3118 
 
Wayne Gossett 
16 Ormond Trce  
Destrehan, LA 70047-2539 
 
Murray Bolesta 
291 W Calle Lecho  
Green Valley, AZ 85622-1603 
 
Yvonne Wolfe 
37 W Interstate St  
Bedford, OH 44146-4248 
 
Jon Sault 
585 Tylerstone Dr  
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
5245 
 
Susan Hester Edmunds 
317 Allen St  
New Iberia, LA 70563-2407 
 
Donnette Lafleur 
212 Bucko Ln  
Sunset, LA 70584-5143 
 
Brieaux Poche 
PO Box 536  
Ponchatoula, LA 70454-0536 
 
 
 

Lisa Frosch 
101 Marilyn Dr  
Slidell, LA 70461-4613 
 
Margie Martin 
8384 Satinwood Dr  
Greenwood, LA 71033-3227 
 
Joy Robinson 
3525 Highway 865  
Winnsboro, LA 71295-6600 
 
Ranell Ivy 
44 Hyacinth Dr  
Covington, LA 70433-9108 
 
Laura Tomberlin 
22 Suwanee Dr  
Covington, LA 70435-2253 
 
James Mancil 
629 Billeaux Rd  
Carencro, LA 70520-5772 
 
Rebecca Gravois 
1101 W Camellia Dr  
Thibodaux, LA 70301-3930 
 
Sarah Marcello 
1044 Baird Dr  
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-5922 
 
Chotima Doofe 
18230 Manchac Place Dr  
Prairieville, LA 70769-3355 
 
Mari Wild 
349 Huntington Dr  
Slidell, LA 70458-1314 
 
Anne Rioux 
3318 Constance St  
New Orleans, LA 70115-1204 
 
Jade Hannerz 
435 Sycamore Ln  
Monroe, LA 71202-8044 
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Jan Livingston 
716 Valmont St  
New Orleans, LA 70115-1947 
 
Carolyn Honey Friedman 
9605 Jefferson Hwy Ste #  I 
New Orleans, LA 70123-2550 
 
Gail Hood 
321 E Lockwood St  
Covington, LA 70433-2913 
 
Gail Hood 
PO Box 125  
Covington, LA 70434-0125 
 
Sharon Collins 
PO Box 78262  
Shreveport, LA 71137-8262 
 
Yvan Satge 
423 Wayside Cir  
Seneca, SC 29678-1230 
 
Ann Middleton 
258 Cattail Trl  
Benton, LA 71006-9719 
 
Lisa Brehm 
744 Jefferson Heights Ave  
New Orleans, LA 70121-1111 
 
Tammeryn Smith 
9555 Goodwood Blvd  
Baton Rouge, LA 70815-4342 
 
Herman Gray 
7219 Chatelain Dr  
New Orleans, LA 70128-2514 
 
M W 
9415 Belle Cherie Pl  
New Orleans, LA 70123-2633 
 
Faruk Yetiker 
12023 La Hwy 89  
Erath, LA 70533-5448 
 

Jennifer LaRive-Rowland 
4333 Verot School Rd  
Youngsville, LA 70592-6019 
 
Anne Blackmon 
4300 Highway 22 Apt 243 
Mandeville, LA 70471-3322 
 
Richard Allen 
5 Hunters Creek Rd  
Slidell, LA 70458-5326 
 
Christine Cliburn 
3351 Road J  Redwood 
Valley, CA 95470-6170 
 
Lynn Fleetwood 
2210 Octavia St  New 
Orleans, LA 70115-6564 
 
Casey Spinks 
1763 Edinburgh Ave  Baton 
Rouge, LA 70808-3810 
 
Jennifer Miller 
307 N College St W  Denham 
Springs, LA 70726-3323 
 
Lynn Fleetwood 
2210 Octavia St  New 
Orleans, LA 70115-6564 
 
Elizabeth Reed 
1223 Joliet St  New Orleans, 
LA 70118-2037 
 
Katie Percy 
5615 Corporate Blvd Ste 
600B Baton Rouge, LA 
70808-2540 
 
Victoria Benoit 
243 Grand Ave  Lafayette, LA 
70503-5055 
 
James Keeton 
921 Houma Blvd  Metairie, 
LA 70001-3505 

Sarah Marcello 
1044 Baird Dr  Baton Rouge, 
LA 70808-5922 
 
Camilla Franklin 
8826 Willow St  New 
Orleans, LA 70118-1348 
 
William deGravelles 
3651 Broussard St  Baton 
Rouge, LA 70808-1132 
 
Allison Elsee 
1452 Calhoun St  New 
Orleans, LA 70118-6057 
 
Keith Horn 
328 Lovers Ln  Baton Rouge, 
LA 70806-5121 
 
Jamie Lewis 
12792 Crossett Rd  Bastrop, 
LA 71220-6973 
 
Debbi Coltharp 
10635 Bayou Rd  
Maringouin, LA 70757-3111 
 
Rebecca Carr 
2301 Severn Ave  Metairie, 
LA 70001-1949 
 
Joseph Ketry 
4916 Zenith St Apt 137 
Metairie, LA 70001-6804 
 
Derrick Richards 
324 Main St Unit 477 
Grambling, LA 71245-5021 
 
M Marx 
2727 Royal St  New Orleans, 
LA 70117-7357 
 
Elizabeth Gosling 
809 Old Metairie Dr  
Metairie, LA 70001-6080 
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Eric Griener 
2831 Monroe St  Mandeville, 
LA 70448-4936 
 
Effie Michalos 
817 Sena Dr  Metairie, LA 
70005-2111 
 
Elizabeth McClelland 
2489 Edgerly Dequincy Rd  
Vinton, LA 70668-5343 
 
Patricia Duhon 
PO Box 1695  Iowa, LA 
70647-1695 
 
Scott Jennings 
2519 Palmer Ave  New 
Orleans, LA 70118-6319 
 
Kathy Tait 
2309 Franklin Ave  Ruston, 
LA 71270-9646 
 
Marge Garvey 
56 Tokalon Pl  Metairie, LA 
70001-3020 
 
Eric Deland 
1133 Tan Tara Cir  Lake 
Charles, LA 70611-5112 
 
Karen Wallsten 
404 S Cherry St  Hammond, 
LA 70403-4202 
 
Russell Rodriguez Jr 
5669 Jean Lafitte Blvd  
Lafitte, LA 70067-5507 
 
Nancy Camel 
10761 Misty Hollow Ave  
Baton Rouge, LA 70810-3026 
 
Dave Saze 
2000 Brightside Dr  Baton 
Rouge, LA 70820-4516 
 

Megan Denenea 
2450 Brightside Dr  Baton 
Rouge, LA 70820-3501 
 
Sam Simeone 
2301 Oriole St  New Orleans, 
LA 70122-4335 
 
A D 
103  Lafayette, LA 70503 
 
Sally Williams 
221 Ogden Dr  Baton Rouge, 
LA 70806-5014 
 
Katharine Cook 
18170 Henry Miller Rd  Los 
Banos, CA 93635-9508 
 
Louella Green 
2512 Woodmere Blvd  
Harvey, LA 70058-2151 
 
Mary E Lewis 
180 Post Oak Rd  Homer, LA 
71040-8356 
 
Marianne Thompson 
7823 Dominican St  New 
Orleans, LA 70118-3743 
 
Judy Jones 
1600 Savoy Rd  Youngsville, 
LA 70592-5950 
 
Connie HAPPY 
43498 Highway 621  
Gonzales, LA 70737-7444 
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Mississippi River Gulf Outlet Restoration Priorities 
 
To whom it may concern: 
 
I applaud the 2017 Draft State Coastal Master Plan restoration and protection projects proposed in the 
ecosystem impacted by the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet.  Restoring the ecosystem severely degraded by 
the MRGO is of great importance and urgency to local communities and to all who support Mississippi 
River Delta restoration.  
 
The 2017 Draft State Coastal Master Plan addresses critical needs in the 600,000 acres MRGO ecosystem 
area.  I am pleased to see the following proposed restoration projects: 
·        New Orleans East Landbridge Restoration: providing storm surge protection to over 1.5 million 
residents; 
·        Bayou la Loutre Ridge Restoration: providing storm surge protection as well as critical bird habitat; 
·        Lake Borgne Shoreline Restoration: providing critical to storm surge protection along for levees and 
communities; 
·        Central Wetlands Diversion and Marsh Creation: recreating the historic connection between the 
Mississippi River and the surrounding wetlands to sustain habitat; 
·        Golden Triangle Marsh Creation: buffering the new surge barrier and enhancing estuarine habitat. 
 
The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority should consider reassessment of Biloxi Marsh oyster 
reefs and marsh creation in the plan. The omission of oyster reefs and screening out of large-scale 
marsh restoration projects in the Biloxi Marsh leaves a gap in storm buffering for communities in St. 
Bernard Parish and New Orleans, as well as communities in coastal Mississippi and around Lake 
Pontchartrain. Because of the size and importance of this landscape feature, I request reassessment of 
the area’s performance using smaller project increments, and under an accelerated time frame, to best 
determine how the area will respond in the future with action. 
  
I appreciate your consideration of these comments.  Thank you for your work on this plan, which is 
critical to the future of Louisiana. 
 
 
Theryn Henkel 
2045 Lakeshore Drive STE 
339 
New Orleans, LA 70122 
 
Darryl Malek-Wiley 
716 Adams St 
Office 12 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Brooke Randolph 
6000 Dauphine St 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
 
 

Molly Thomas 
2157 Carnot Dr. 
New Orleans, LA 70122 
 
MeganP Potts 
735 8th St. 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Christopher Lane 
1339 Marigny St. 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Daniel Milojevic 
2600 Soniat St 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 

Lyndsie Kivell 
4509 Bisonet Dr 
Metairie, LA 70003 
 
Mike Wernert 
3568 peachtree 
Slidell, LA 70458 
 
April Blevins Pejic 
2530 Chartres St 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Amanda Moore 
2226 7th Ave N 
St. Pete, FL 33713 
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Sandy Rosenthal 
1421 Soniat St 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Crystal Dunn 
Xyz 
Prairieville, LA 70769 
 
Amanda Gordon 
828 lighthouse cove 
Sanford, FL 32773 
 
LJ Travers 
17773 Courtside Landings 
Circle 
Punta Gorda, FL 33955 
 
scott eustis 
1628 simon bolivar 
new orleans, LA 70113 
 
Caroline Schmidt 
7728 Sycamore Street 
Apt A 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Brooke Randolph 
6000 Dauphine St 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Molly Thomas 
2157 Carnot Dr. 
New Orleans, LA 70122 
 
MeganP Potts 
735 8th St. 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Christopher Lane 
1339 Marigny St. 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Theryn Henkel 
2045 Lakeshore Drive STE 
339 
 
 
 

Darryl Malek-Wiley 
716 Adams St 
Office 12 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Ruth Rogers 
43  Montsweag Woods Lane 
Woolwich, ME 04579 
 
Jeffrey Dubinsky 
16944 Apache Drive 
Greenwell Springs, LA 70739 
 
Justin Barras 
3405 St. Marie Drive 
Meraux, LA 70075 
 
Jacques Hebert 
520 Flood Street 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Francesca LaBrake 
2802 w. Morrison ave 
Tampa, FL 33629 
 
Betty Price 
802 Freedom Ln 
Slidell, LA 70458 
 
Eleanor Warner 
1217 France St 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Karl Moore 
35547 Garden Dr 
Slidell, LA 70460 
 
M.A. Sheehan 
1410 Port Street 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Brooke Randolph 
6000 Dauphine St 
New Orleans, LA 70017 
 
 
 
 

Samantha Carter 
1738 Prytania Street 
Apt D 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
 
Warren Singer 
39421 Highway 929 
Prairieville, LA 70769 
 
Stefani Blackwell 
2245 King Arthur Blvd Apt 23 
Baton Rouge, LA 70816 
 
Richard Bryson 
2207 Yscloskey Hwy 
Saint Bernard, LA 70085 
 
Charles Stiegler 
1424 North Atlanta St 
Metairie, LA 70003 
 
Elizabeth Watts 
16 Starks Place 
Lynbrook, NY 11563 
 
Kevin ONeill 
37 Decatur Street 
Coumbia, NJ 07832 
 
Diane Sandoz 
2151 Matador St 
Harvey, LA 70058 
 
Erin Parker 
3619 LaFontain st 
Chalmette, LA 70043 
 
Felicia Lewis 
2122 Cherry Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
 
William Sawyer 
23121 Enchanted Ave 
Pass Christian, MS 39571 
 
Steve Lavie 
309 ormond village dr 
Destrehan, LA 70047 
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Nikolai Terebieniec 
9292 Eagle nest abe 
Denham Springs, LA 70706 
 
Brock Freyer 
2838 Steele Hill Rd 
Randolph, VT 05060 
 
Craig Conn 
Termon 
Pgh, PA 15212 
 
Henry Clayton 
14115 Louan Ct 
Sugar Land, TX 77498 
 
Tim Hale 
101 Arabian Dr 
Lafayette, LA 70583 
 
Galib Choudhury 
9420 El Dorado Ave 
Kalamazoo, MI 49009 
 
Many Sari 
PO box 109 
Sterling Forest, NY 10979 
 
hollie novitsky 
1438 Barbara Dr. 
Slidell, LA 70460 
 
Cynthia Grappe 
217 Goodwood Street 
Jonesboro, LA 71251 
 
Bethany Brown 
238 River road 
Limington, ME 04049 
 
Debi Leger 
1918 Rose Street 
Lake Charles, LA 70601 
 
John Beyt 
600 Lucerne Dr. 
New Iberia, LA 70563 
 

Wendell Durnil 
836 Willow Ln 
Chino Valley, AZ 86323 
 
Jon Sault 
585 Tylerstone Drive 
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526 
 
Angela Tavaszi 
412 N DADE123 
Greenfield, MO 65661 
 
Jane Starratt 
2450 Emigrant Trail 
Markleeville, CA 96120 
 
Mark Collins 
1538 Bella Vista Rd 
Bentonville, AR 72712 
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Nonstructural Program Support 
 
Louisiana's coastal communities are at risk of getting washed away from rising seas, flooding, and storm 
surge. It’s past time for the state of Louisiana to stand up for the people most at risk of rising seas, 
coastal land loss and flooding. We urge you to support nonstructural flood protections in the Coastal 
Master Plan. 
 
Communities know best what they need. The state must provide money, education, and resources so 
that our communities have the ability to keep their heads above water.  
 
We are past the point where levees and coastal restoration are enough to protect communities. 
 
The state has laid out potential solutions in the Coastal Master Plan like floodproofing, home elevation 
and voluntary relocation programs, but has not offered much funding to implement these solutions. 
Gov. Edwards, you must lead the way in providing communities with the resources needed to ensure 
that they have a future. 
 
Communities like Isle de Jean Charles have developed innovative solutions for maintaining their culture 
and the future of their community. Unfortunately, most of our most vulnerable communities have not 
been given access to the resources they need to protect their homes and families. Nonstructural funding 
is prioritized for communities inside levees, when it is those outside that need the most help. 
 
The Coastal Master Plan exists to make our communities more resilient in the face of sea level rise, 
wetlands loss, and flooding. Governor Edwards, stand up for nonstructural protections and ensure that 
our coastal communities have the resources they need to keep their heads above water. 
 
Thank you for protecting our coasts, 
 
 
Analisa McMullen 
2116 LaSalle Ave 
Terrytown, LA 70056 
 
Eleanor Maier 
2015 Joseph St 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Maris Jones 
7050 Edgefield Drive 
New Orleans, LA 70128 
 
Brooks Zitzmann 
3136 Robert St 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
 
Melissa Dickey 
2334 Ramsey Drive 
New Orleans, LA 70131 

 
Kristin Fitch 
2313A Laharpe St 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Barney Fortier 
305 Clinton St 
Lafayette, LA 70501 
 
Joanna Bryant 
13010 S. Braxton Ave. 
Baton Rouge, LA 70817 
 
Rebecca King 
4152 Bienville St 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Deborah Turton 
1801 Logan Ln 
Mandeville, LA 70448 
 

Rachel Thompson 
4617 Palmyra Street 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Kiki Huston 
7634 Plum St. 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Marie Crouch 
727 Ursulines Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70116 
 
Jeanne Stulb 
80181 Oak Drive 
Folsom, LA 70437 
 
Claire Beauchamp 
8233 Freret St Apt C 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
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Susan Wieland 
889 City Park Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Ruth Bowman 
2019 Myrtle Ave 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806 
 
Austin Farthing 
3805 Colorado Ave. 
Kenner, LA 70065 
 
Emily Harville 
3736 Nashville Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
 
Ray Croft 
1089 Foucher St 
Apt B 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Joyce Thibodeaux 
113 Oakdale Loop 
Houma, LA 70360 
 
Rosa Herrin 
5322 Eastern St 
New Orleans, LA 70122 
Rosa Herrin  

Cynthia Schmidt 
59275 Pine Bay Lane 
Lacombe, LA 70445 
 
Khai Nguyen 
534 South Cortez Street 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Tracy Cole 
10227 n 66th drive 
Glendale, AZ 85302 
 
Nathan Curole 
Buchannan St 
Larose, LA 70373 
 

 

ROY MARRIS 
243 AVE. A 
WESTWEGO, LA 70094 
 
Ronda Reynolds 
136 Lost Trail Place 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
 
Kathleen Mohning 
615 Bowling Ave 
Nashville, TN 37215 
 
Sarah Hafer 
12111 NE 4th St 
Vancouver, WA 98684 
 
Erma Lewis 
1736 63 Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11204 
 
James Mulcare 
1110 Benjamin St 
Clarkston, WA 99403 
 
Jaen Lawrence 
11703 Taylorcrest Rd 
Houston, TX 77024 
 
Danna Williams 
131 Helican Springs Rd 
Athens, GA 30601 
 
Camilla Torsander 
Hertig Johans gata 5 
Skovde, ot 54130 
 
Chad Leming 
910 Marigny St 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Julie Fitch 
933 6th St 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Marti Cockrell 
2814 Mintwood Place 
Arlington, TX 76016 
 

Kathleen Bentley 
9502 Ridgely Ave 
Baltimore, MD 21234 
 
Douglas McNeill 
33 Ridge Rd Unit T 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
 
Denise Lytle 
11 Wisteria Dr. 
Apt. 3F 
Fords, NJ 08863 
 
John Dalla 
2464 Abarth St 
Las Vegas, NV 89142 
 
S. Etherton 
504 E. 63rd street 
New York, NY 10065 
 
janet forman 
351 west 24 street apt 12c 
new york, NY 10011 
 
Chris Washington 
345 West 58th Street 
Apt. 11-U 
New York, NY 10019 
 
Teresa Iovino 
4669 Dunn Ave 
Memphis, TN 38117 
 
Jon Senour 
5051 La Jolla Blvd 
San Diego, CA 92109 
 
Matthew Franck 
19 Raritan Ave Apt B5 
Highland Park, NJ 08904 
 
Ellen Segal 
1066 E San Jacinto Way 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 
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Charles Byrne 
41 S. Naper Boulevard, Apt. 
19 
Naperville, IL 60540 
 
Geoffrey Cook 
PO Box 4233 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
 
Elaine Becker 
2514 Sharmar Rd. 
Roanoke, VA 24018 
 
C Lima 
7577 Harmony Heights Loop 
Orofino, ID 83544 
 
Bonnie Margay Burke 
PO Box 601493 
San Diego, CA 92160 
 
Tamara Matz 
5308 1/2 Village Grn 
Los Angeles, CA 90016 
 
Betty Price 
802 Freedom Ln 
Slidell, LA 70458 
 
Melissa Bauer 
5134 Chestnut Cir 
Woodstock, GA 30188 
 
Lou Furman 
7719 Cohn Street 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Darleen Cox 
519 Alden Rd 
Sellersburg, IN 47172 
 
Rev. Jim VanderWeele 
8417 Freret St. 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Jeannie Smith 
PO Box 415 
Allen, TX 75013 

Brent Rocks 
1518 SW Upper Hall st 
Portland, OR 97201 
 
Gabriel Sheets 
1620 Shirley St 
Merced, CA 95341 
 
James Klein 
3501 Monterrey St 
Corpus Christi, TX 78411 
 
Benita Campbell 
23 Hindman Ave 
Burgettstown, PA 15021 
 
Ella Binz 
2906 Hawkshead Dr 
New Lenox, IL 60451 
 
Robert Petersen, M.D.. 
975 Memorial Dr 
Cambridge, MA 02138 
 
Kennith & Barbara Lassalle 
425 Riverdale Dr 
Jefferson, LA 70121 
 
doug krause 
330 Carondelet St., Suite 300 
new orleans, LA 70130 
 
Natalie Van Leekwijck 
444 Munn Street 
Hazard, NE 68844 
 
Maddie Renaud 
933 Seymour Street 
Vancouver, BC V6B6L6 
 
Susan Williams 
74 East Dr 
Hartville, OH 44632 
 
Ann Siegel 
400 Park Ave 
Highland Park, IL 60035 
 

Diane Genre 
150 Broadway St., 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Kathleen Field 
714 Glenwood Dr 
Elk Rapids, MI 49629 
 
William Sharfman 
50 Riverside Drive 
New York, NY 10024 
 
Esther Weaver 
47 Hawleys Corners Rd 
Highland, NY 12528 
 
T Bergeron 
5189 Cedar Chase Dr Apt J 
Saint Louis, MO 63128 
 
Anthony Buch 
6221 35th Ave NE 
Seattle, WA 98115 
 
Mary Dennard 
1434 Polymnia St 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
 
Terrie Phenicie 
w15738 Limberg Lane 
Athelstane, WI 54104 
 
Richard Creswell 
2557 S Dover St Apt 88 
Lakewood, CO 80227 
 
Kevin Rolfes 
14006 N Green Hills Loop 
Austin, TX 78737 
 
Steven Phenicie 
w15738 Limberg Lane 
Athelstane, WI 54104 
 
Mike Winebrenner 
3287 S Cincinnati Ave Apt 
489 
Tulsa, OK 74105 
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Dinorah Hall 
P.O. Box 71288 
Albany, GA 31708 
 
Fred Zickrick 
926 W Morton St 
Denison, TX 75020 
 
Kris Strate 
PO Box 172 
235 N 100 W 
Fairview, UT 84629 
 
Harriet McCleary 
2440 Stevens Ave Apt 2 
Minneapolis, MN 55404 
 
Dianne Douglas 
2723 E Valencia Dr 
Phoenix, AZ 85042 
 
Pamela Allee 
7425 N Portsmouth Ave 
Portland, OR 97203 
 
Linda Bescript 
8882 E Maxwell Dr. 
Tucson, AZ 85747 
 
lorraine foster 
8205 SE 9th Ave 
Portland, OR 97202 
 
Dee Morris 
39 Russell St 
Medford, MA 02155 
 
Nicole Weber 
356 Nature Walk 
Pasadena, MD 21122 
 
Laurie Miester 
925 1/2 Hagan Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Ruth Miller 
1819 Billabong Lane 
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

Tina Brenza 
419 N Mulford Rd Ste 5 
Rockford, IL 61107 
 
Jim Littlefield, West Coast 
Director, S.E.A. 
410 SEACLIFF DR 
410 Seacliff Drive 
APTOS, CA 95003 
 
Kevin Cahalan 
3017 Tupelo Street 
Kenner, LA 700675-435 
 
Samantha Whittaker 
31 Mcalister Dr 
Slidell, LA 70461 
 
Dorothy Battle 
6088 Brookline Ct 
Lisle, IL 60532 
 
Peter Evans 
2355 Parc Pl 
Florence, AL 35630 
 
Paul Carmi 
4516 Mattis Rd 
Saint Louis, MO 63128 
 
frank stroupe 
329 Raintree Dr 
Matthews, NC 28104 
 
Jennifer Prevost 
1100 Patricia 
San Antonio, TX 78213 
 
William Meade 
5 Hibernia row 
Holyhead, ot LL65 1EW 
 
Barbara Arlen 
5055 NE Elliott Circle Unit 76 
Corvallis, OR 97330 
 
 
 

Tracy Cole 
10227 n 66th drive 
Glendale, AZ 85302 
 
J Angell 
ponderosa rd 
rescue, CA 95672 
 
Linda Johnson 
15 Academy St 
Asheville, NC 28803 
 
Douglas McCormick 
23602 Via Paloma 
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679 
 
Julie Bush 
6210 Cornell Dr 
Corpus Christi, TX 78414 
 
W. Little 
Cherry Creek Dr. South 
Denver, CO 80231 
 
susan thompson 
23516 Shannondell Dr 
Audubon, PA 19403 
 
Candace Rocha 
2431 Altman St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90031 
 
Lauren Murdock 
3940 Via Lucero Apt 16 
Santa Barbara, CA 93110 
 
James York 
842 Thompson St 
Gardendale, AL 35071 
 
randy sailer 
1018 Cherry Ln 
Beulah, ND 58523 
 
Kristina Lamons 
1014 W 16th St 
Houston, TX 77008 
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Norman Baker 
3789 Lost Mountain Road 
Sequim, WA 98382 
 
carrie west 
3605 N Franklin St 
Muncie, IN 47303 
 
Chris Drumright 
1434 E. Main St. #26 
Murfreesboro, TN 37130 
 
Shirley Mccarthy 
16 rockland park 
Branford, CT 06405 
 
Sharon Frank 
2006 pheasant Dr 
Lewisville, TX 75077 
 
Carol Jurczewski 
452 Shenstone Rd. 
Riverside, IL 60546 
 
Michelle Palladine 
471 E Tahquitz Canyon Way 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 
 
Sheila Ward 
1057 Calle 8 
Urb. Villa Nevarez 
San Juan, PR 00927 
 
Sheila Spencer 
2212 sw 4th st 
Gresham, OR 97080 
 
anthony montapert 
1375 ficus way 
ventura, CA 93004 
 
Julija Merljak 
18 Rooibekkie St. 
Fairplay, CO 80440 
 
Debbie McCarthy 
188 Hare St 
Phillips, ME 04966 

Erma Lewis 
1736 63 Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11204 
 
Candace Rocha 
2431 Altman St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90031 
 
Gerard Barbier 
80703 Highway 1083 
Bush, LA 70431 
 
Shirley Mccarthy 
16 rockland park 
Branford, CT 06405 
 
Carol Thompson 
2874 Amy Drive 
South Park, PA 15129 
 
Jared Cornelia 
125 Denn Pl 
Wilmington, DE 19804 
 
Madeline Shaw 
Ridgebury Rd 
Slate hill, NY 10973 
 
Thomas Reynolds 
66 New Salem South Road 
Voorheesville, NY 12186 
 
Camille Gilbert 
1923 San Andres St Apt F 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
 
Lawrence Crowley 
441 Pheasant Run 
Louisville, CO 80027 
 
Joann Ramos 
64 Fiume St 
Iselin, NJ 08830 
 
jeff hopkins 
69 amber court 
Lindenhurst, IL 60046 
 

J Beverly 
803 Shurts St 
Urbana, IL 61801 
 
maria peteinaraki 
theodosiou diakonou 9 str 
heraklion city creta, CA 
71305 
 
Jon Anderholm 
1600 Niestrath Rd 
Cazadero, CA 95421 
 
Melissa Dickey 
2334 Ramsey Drive 
New Orleans, LA 70131 
 
Polly Stonier 
300 Coral Cir 
Phoenix, OR 97535 
 
Nicholas De Santos 
13123 Mills Bend St 
Houston, TX 77070 
 
Linda Tomlinson 
600 Collinscrest t 
Nashville, TN 37221 
 
Marie Wakefield 
3054 Highway 20 
Newport, OR 97365 
 
MR. & MRS. BRUCE REVESZ 
103 The Fairway 
Cedar Grove, NJ 07009 
 
John Benschoter 
10424 S. 46th Way 
Phoenix, AZ 85044 
 
Christi Dillon 
175 Forest Ridge Rd 
Mooresville, NC 28117 
 
Sara Williams 
19143 Victory Blvd Apt 232 
Reseda, CA 91335 
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Petra Jones 
20 Garners ave 
Sydney, ot 2204 
 
S. Robertson 
17 Grove St. 
Shrewsbury, MA 01545 
 
Vicky Brandt 
28 W 10th St Apt 4r 
New York, NY 10011 
 
MaryAnna Foskett 
101 Brantwood Rd 
Arlington, MA 02476 
 
Animae Chi 
188 Ludlow St 
NY, NY 10002 
 
Maureen O'Neal 
9100 s.w. 80th ave 
9100 
Portland, OR 97223 
 
Jody Gibson 
317 E Wall Ave 
Des Moines, IA 50315 
 
John Brewer 
409 Aurora Street 
Marietta, OH 45750 
 
Ken Gibb 
PO Box 11616 
Zephyr Cove, NV 89448 
 
Terry Vaccaro 
260 Corbett Pl 
North Plainfield, NJ 07060 
 
C K 
N3367 Juniper Rd 
Lake Geneva, WI 53147 
 
Jenifer Alexander 
310 Rainbow Row Ct 
Alpharetta, GA 30022 

Ron McGill 
2363 N. Alvarado 
Los Angeles, CA 90039 
 
Joan Walker 
2815 Sierra Vista Way 
Bishop, CA 93514 
 
Todd Cisna 
11144 E Camelot Ave 
Effingham, IL 62401 
 
Gary Grice 
1906 N Drake Ave Apt 1b 
Chicago, IL 60647 
 
joe swierkosz 
633 n maple ave 
palatine, IL 60067 
 
Joan Walker 
2815 Sierra Vista Way 
Bishop, CA 93514 
 
Janice Banks 
14 Maple St. 
Center Barnstead, NH 03225 
 
Susan Cox 
321 East 71 Street 
New York, NY 10021 
 
bernardo alayza mujica 
133 Durand Avenue, 
surquillo, IA 51111 
 
earl pratz 
4820 Trenton St 
Metairie, LA 70006 
 
Denee Scribner 
1113 E 2nd Ave 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
Michael Miller Jr 
1512 Spruce St., Apt.809 
Phila, PA 19102 
 

Tim Duda 
340 Queen Anne Ct 
San Antonio, TX 78209 
 
Susaan Aram 
1361 Terrace Way 
Laguna Beach, CA 92651 
 
Ellen Atkinson 
80 Brownstone Drive 
Reno, NV 89512 
 
Scott Jennings 
2519 Palmer Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Mark Cosgriff 
1180 Andrews Ave 
Lakewood, OH 44107 
 
Ronald Ratner 
3916 N Potsdam Ave #3769 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104 
 
Lisa Scharin 
2251 United Drive 
Huger, SC 29450 
 
Romola Newport 
5 Cardwell Street 
Cobden 
Greymouth, ot 7802 
 
john pasqua 
843 South Escondido 
Boulevard 
Escondido San Diego County, 
CA 92025 
 
Jaci Riley 
po box 233 
curtice, OH 43412 
 
Russel Deroche 
PO Box 534 
POB 534 
Gramercy, LA 70052 
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Maryellen Redish 
671 S Riverside Dr Apt 6 
Palm Springs, CA 92264 
 
Devin Henry 
PO Box 413 
Nichols, NY 13812 
 
Virgene Link 
P.O.Box 543 
Anacortes, WA 98221 
 
Elaine Dorough Johnson 
1419 Jamsway 
Fort Atkinson, WI 53538 
 
Terry Tedesco-Kerrick 
3042 E Squaw Peak Circle 
Phoenix, AZ 95016 
 
Patricia Vazquez 
Taller 791 Ed. 7, apt. 402 - 
Col. Jardin Balbuena, Del. 
Venustia Mexico City, ot 
15900 
 
Ellen Koivisto 
1556 Great Hwy Apt 101 
San Francisco, CA 94122 
 
Elaine Fischer 
2514 Sharmar Rd. 
Roanoke, VA 24018 
 
nancy hartman 
839 Mariposa Rd 
Lafayette, CA 94549 
 
Pat Blackwell-Marchant 
5737 Medallion Ct 
Castro Valley, CA 94552 
 
Margaret T.M. Petkiewicz 
916 Wren Dr 
San Jose, CA 95125 
 
 
 

Candice Barnett 
3101 5th Street 3 
Santa Monica, CA 90405 
 
Amy Harlib 
212 W 22nd St Apt 2n 
New York, NY 10011 
 
Barbara Payne 
3400 Rustic Acres Dr 
Bonne Terre, MO 63628 
 
fay forman 
355 8th Ave Apt 9F 
apt 9f 
New York, NY 10001 
 
Martha Izzo 
Kinney Creek 
Evergreen, CO 80439 
 
George Neste 
4437 Garden Club St. 
High point, NC 27265 
 
PILAR IWANKIW 
263 Hawks Nest Cir 
Rochester, NY 14626 
 
Elizabeth Vogt 
201 Martin St 
Clemson, SC 29631 
 
Al Bonvouloir 
PO Box 70185 
Sunnyvale, CA 94086 
 
Sybil Schlesinger 
22 Rockland St 
Natick, MA 01760 
 
Rosie Hill 
arlington crescent 
birmingham, AL 35205 
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Nonstructural Program Support (2) 
 
 
To whom it may concern: 
 
Louisiana's coastal communities are at risk of getting washed away from rising seas, flooding, and storm 
surge. I'm glad to see that Draft Louisiana Coastal Master plan prioritizes wetland restoration efforts 
that will make our communities safer and protect our economy in the long run, but we’re past the point 
where levees and coastal restoration alone are enough to protect communities. Louisiana must stand up 
for the people most at risk of rising seas, coastal land loss and flooding. I urge you to support 
nonstructural flood protections in the Coastal Master Plan. 
 
Communities know best what they need. The state must provide money, education, and resources so 
that our communities have the ability to keep their heads above water.  
 
The state has laid out potential solutions in the Coastal Master Plan like floodproofing, home elevation 
and voluntary relocation programs, but has not offered much funding to implement these solutions. 
Gov. Edwards, you must lead the way in providing communities with the resources needed to ensure 
that they have a future. 
 
Communities like Isle de Jean Charles have developed innovative solutions for maintaining their culture 
and the future of their community. Unfortunately, most of our most vulnerable communities have not 
been given access to the resources they need to protect their homes and families. Nonstructural funding 
is prioritized for communities inside levees, when it is those outside that need the most help. 
 
The Coastal Master Plan exists to make our communities more resilient in the face of sea level rise, 
wetlands loss and flooding. Governor Edwards, stand up for nonstructural protections and ensure that 
our coastal communities have the resources they need to keep their heads above water. 
 
Thank you for protecting our coasts, 
 

Annie Winstead 
711 W. Camellia 
Tyler, TX 75701 
 
Ed Vieira 
63 Russek Dr. 
Staten Island, NY 10312 
 
Linda Carroll 
390 Audubon St Apt D 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Camille Ellis-Vickers 
1106 Ursulines Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70116 
 

 
 
Rucha Harde 
pratapnagar 
Nagpur, ot 440022 
 
Pat Constant 
2920 Green Acres Rd 
Metairie, LA 70003 
 
Sheila D 
1701 5th St 
Apt 302 
Small Town, MN 56201 
 
 
 
 

 
 
natasha salgado 
5 maynard ave 
5 maynard ave 
toronto, MD 21122 
 
Romi Elnagar 
1447 Bullrush Dr. 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 
 
Lisa Mazzola 
1723 Followthru Drive 
Tampa, FL 33612 
 
anne veraldi 
21 Lapidge St 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
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giana peranio paz 
150 tulip trail 
hendersonville, NC 28792 
 
Barbara Vieira 
63 Russek Dr. 
Staten Island, NY 10312 
 
Greg Sells 
3300 Parker Ln. 
Apt. 258 
Austin, TX 78741 
 
Michael Terry 
503 W Rustic Rd 
Santa Monica, CA 90402 
 
Kathryn Lemoine 
106 Parkwest Drive 
3-C 
West Monroe, LA 71291 
 
Linda Van Aman 
701 Lebeau St. 
Arabi, LA 70032 
 
Colleen Gariton 
9915 Gray Dove Ct. 
Charlotte, NC 28216 
 
Ernst Mecke 
Kivenhakkaajankatu 2A 1 
Helsinki/Finland, ot 00150 
 
paul cole 
1519 n j terrace 
lake worth, FL 33460 
 
Robert Sanders 
103 villa rosa ridge 
TEMPLE, GA 30179 
 
Donna Watson 
2676 Stonecreek Drive 
Sacramento, CA 95833 
 
 
 

Gail McMullen 
1734 N. Kingsley Dr. #4 
Los Angeles, CA 90027 
 
Victor Escobar 
11747 N Briar Patch Dr 
Midlothian, VA 23113 
 
marc schoenberg 
21761 s brandon 
farmington hills, MI 48336 
 
Carol Thompson 
2874 Amy Drive 
South Park, PA 15129 
 
Richard DiMatteo DiMatteo 
236 Kalmia St. #107, 
San Diego, CA 92101 
 
Rob Seltzer 
18408, Clifftop Way 
Clifftop Way 
Malibu, CA 90265 
 
Juliet Pearson 
150 hamakua Drive 
Kailua Honolulu County, HI 
96734 
 
Andrea Frank 
39171 bernice ter 
Beach Park, IL 60099 
 
Jeff Creech 
1701 Salem Rd 
C-15 
Burlington, NJ 08016 
 
James Mulcare 
1110 Benjamin St 
Clarkston, WA 99403 
 
Rkachea Carpenter 
5820 Poppleton Ave. 
Omaha, NE 68106 
 
 

Javier Rivera 
55 South 3rd Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11249 
 
Martina Capannini 
Via Forlanini 10 
Firenze, ot 50127 
 
Patricia McDonald 
2348 Summerfield Road 
Winter Park, HI 32792 
 
g h 
2 wy 
orting, WA 98360 
 
Patricia Orlinski 
10511 W. Kingswood Circle 
Sun City, AZ 85351 
 
Kate Skolnick 
545 Washington Ave Apt 704 
Brooklyn, NY 11238 
 
Susan Blain 
156 Vernon Street 
Gardner, MA 01440 
 
Jamie Radley 
8227 Nelson Street 
#C 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Bonnie Lynn MacKinnon 
1603 S Elm ST 
Georgetown, TX 78626 
 
Linda Jones 
4968 E MEADOW VISTA DR 
Unit 142 
CORNVILLE, AZ 86325 
 
Thane Harpoon 
2668 kings creek re 
Hayes, VA 23072 
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Daggie Anders 
Wolgograder Allee 
Chemnitz, ot 09123 
 
Patricia Vazquez 
Taller 791 Ed. 7, apt. 402 - 
Col. Jardin Balbuena, Del. 
Venustia Mexico City, ot 
15900 
 
mauricio carvajal 
viento norte 4018 
Santiago, ot 9291583 
 
Marce Walsh 
5326 Foresthaven Dr 
Houston, TX 77066 
 
Joan Squires 
3825 Orange Way 
Oceanside, CA 92057 
 
Colleen Lobel 
8111 Kenova St 
San Diego, CA 92126 
 
Susan Cox 
321 East 71 Street 
New York, NY 10021 
 
Ronald Ratner 
3916 N Potsdam Ave #3769 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104 
 
David Sherman 
1923 Marin Dr 
Santa Rosa, CA 95405 
 
Anne Moeller 
grurupvej 9 
bedsted thy, ot 7755 
 
Daniel Klein 
326 12th St Apt 2r 
Brooklyn, NY 11215 
 
 
 

Karen Larsen 
6857 S Bannock St 
Littleton, CO 80120 
 
Jennie Stephenson 
10789 Thornberry Way 
Zeeland, MI 49464 
 
Sandra Breakfield 
5610 Cliff Haven Dr 
Dallas, TX 75236 
 
Peter Scott 
833 Arnecia Ct., Apt. #31 
Millcreek, UT 84106 
 
Sharon Ridgeway 
314 S Sterling St 
Lafayette, LA 70501 
 
Jeanne Schlatter 
1049 Cambridge Rd 
Coshocton, OH 43812 
 
Bobby Keeland 
1184 N Portage Hwy 
Arnaudville, LA 70512 
 
Sergio P. 
Central Park 1 Block S. 
Palmyra, ot 34000 
 
Shona Clarkson 
1114 crete st 
new orleans, LA 70119 
 
Darlene Scheuermann 
23323 Cleland Rd 
Covington, LA 70435 
 
Celeste Schexnaydre 
612 Ridgewood Dr 
Metairie, LA 70001 
 
Frank Blake 
1010 Peden St Apt 3 
Houston, TX 77006 
 

Avis Ogilvy 
7933 Willow St 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Robin Rogers 
209 Calvin Ln 
Many, LA 71449 
 
Diane Roehrich 
3402 17 Ave S 
Unit C 
Fargo, ND 58103 
 
Erika Tecchie 
9407 Arboreal Ct 
River Ridge, LA 70123 
 
Christopher Lane 
1339 Marigny Street 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Penelope Dimartino 
1130 Cadiz St 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Joseph Braus 
1235 E. Elmwood Ave. 
Burbank, CA 91501 
 
Terrie Williams 
850 Laura Lane 
None 
Vidor, TX 77662 
 
John Cancienne 
1026 Core Rd 
DeQuincy, LA 70633 
 
Daniel Dreher 
923 Solomon Pl 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Veronica Cromwell 
6945 Thor Ct 
New Orleans, LA 70126 
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Janet Wing 
58408 Holly Dr. 
Slidell, LA 70460 
 
Jane Geisler 
901 Poland Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Shawn Hall 
3211 Daup 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
Amy Katz 
309 Welwyn Way 
Alexandria, LA 71303 
 
Alice Henderson 
7433 Maple St 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
 
Joyce Genovese-White 
2316 Danny Park 
Metairie, LA 70001 
 
JAN ARRIGO 
21 N Treasure Isle 
Slidell, LA 70461 
 
Brendan Lee 
5716 S.W. Kelly Ave. 
Portland, OR 97239 
 
david Sullivan 
2500 Constance St. 
new orleans, LA 70130 
 
les roberts 
1134 E Lansing Way 
Fresno, CA 93704 
 
Sandra Couch 
2903 Bartlett Ct 
Naperville, IL 60564 
 
Ardeth L. Weed 
52o Hemlock Way, #4 
Edmonds, WA 98020 
 

Kat Ridenour 
3800 Grandlake Blvd 
Kenner, LA 70065 
 
Carissa Herhuth 
1116 Arabella St 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
William Klock 
5763 Haney Ct 
Watauga, TX 76148 
 
Linda Flores de Leon 
1415 France St. 
New Orleans, LA 70117 
 
sharon chang 
228 sunrise dr 
marrero, LA 70072 
 
Nancy Adams 
4422 Coliseum Street 
New Orleans 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Carol Winn 
1421 Constantinople street 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Lucy Tierney 
215 Michigan Ave 
Slidell, LA 70458 
 
Judith Roth 
4721 Walmsley Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
 
Tony Teffeteller 
2025 Cochran Place 
Maryville, TN 37803 
 
Sara Howard 
500 S Pierce St 
New Orleans, LA 70119 
 
Christian Pohlman 
3323 Iberville St. 
New Orleans, LA 70119 

Lisa Zumpe 
3229 Napoleon Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
 
Donna Carr, M.D. 
1201 Sidonia St 
Encinitas, CA 92024 
 
Art Hanson 
1815 Briarwood Dr. 
Lansing, MI 48917 
 
Natalie Hanson 
1815 Briarwood Dr. 
Lansing, MI 48917 
 
Austin Farthing 
3805 Colorado Ave. 
Kenner, LA 70065 
 
Eleanor Brown 
1001 Louisiana Ave. 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Lenore Reeves 
19934 Hickory Stick Ln 
Mokena, IL 60448 
 
steve lucas 
2706 del curto rd 
austin, TX 78704 
 
M Leszczynski 
1535 Lincolnshire Dr 
Lapeer, MI 48446 
 
Kimberly Wiley 
72 Chimney Hill Road 
Address 2 
Rochester, NY 14612 
 
Laura Dedelow 
171 Hanford St 
Columbus, OH 43206 
 
Ann Rennacker 
31200 Sherwood Rd 
Ft Bragg, CA 95437 
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Chad Brown 
7257 
Main St 
Sorrento, LA 70778 
 
Carol Joan Patterson 
1421 County Road 323 
Eureka Springs, AR 72632 
 
Dennis Morley 
104 Throckmorton Lane 
Old Bridge, NJ 08857 
 
Litsa Katsarou 
65 Kerasountos st 
Albany, NY 12242 
 
Ari Meyer 
4404 Travis Country Cir 
Austin, TX 78735 
 
Donna Su 
1218 W 22nd Ave 
Covington, LA 70433 
 
doug krause 
330 Carondelet St., Suite 300 
new orleans, LA 70130 
 
Kimberly Wiley 
72 Chimney Hill Road 
Address 2 
Rochester, NY 14612 
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Prioritize Large-Scale Restoration and Diversions 
 
Dear CPRA,  
 
I support the master plan process because the loss of our coast is one of the most urgent problems 
facing our state.  
 
I urge you to put our state’s existing funding resources to work wisely – and quickly – to restore our 
coast. I also encourage the state to work to secure additional resources to maintain as much of the 
Louisiana we all know and love.  
 
Louisiana should focus funding on large-scale restoration projects first. These projects – including 
sediment diversions – will have a greater impact over time and support investments made in other 
restoration and risk-reduction projects.   
 
I am encouraged to see that sediment diversion projects remain a foundation of the 2017 Draft Coastal 
Master Plan. I implore you to continue prioritizing sediment diversion projects, so we can leverage the 
Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers to build and sustain land as soon as possible. 
 
I support the work CPRA and the state has already begun and hope the state will continue working to 
get critical restoration projects in place and operational as soon as possible.  
 
 
Steven Springer 
6396 Springwood Rd 
Parma Heights, OH 
 
Kathlene Rohm 
110 Clifton Dr 
Bloomsburg, PA 
  
David Savige 
5661 Craneybrook Ln 
Portsmouth, VA 
  
Rosann Sanford 
1151 Nursery Ave 
Metairie, LA 
  
Robert Gardiner 
1030 Webster St 
New Orleans, La, 70118 
 
Steve Cochran 
7821 Hampson Stl 
New Orleans, LA, 70118 
 
 

Gayle Waylett 
7100 MEMPHIS ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70124 
 
William Mccord 
604 CODIFER BLVD 
METAIRIE, LA, 70005 
 
Lenora Austin 
122 MATTS LN 
FRANKLIN, LA, 70538 
 
Casie Duplechain 
2835 O'Reilly Street 
New Orleans, LA, 70119 
 
Diane Hillebrandt 
2504 PLAZA DR 
CHALMETTE, LA, 70043 
 
Norbert Shaver 
114 GARDEN CIR 
THIBODAUX, LA, 70301 
 
 

Sarah Howard 
213 S Clark St 
New Orleans, LA, 70119 
 
Jan Cowan 
3332 Saddleridge Dr 
Saint Charles, MO, 
633010198 
 
Liz Williams 
1632 Washington Ave 
New Orleans, LA, 701305910 
 
sissy albertine 
1840 Government St 
Baton Rouge, LA, 70802 
 
Leann Pinniger Magee 
22195 Grover St 
Abita Springs, La, 70420 
 
Doris E La Caze 
6105 Dutton Ave 
Baton Rouge, LA, 708051446 
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Rosalie Torres 
102 Fountainbleau Drive 
New Orleans, LA, 70125 
 
Bonnie Andrus 
803 W. 22nd avenue 
Covington, LA, 70433 
 
Andrea Alexander 
38104 TIMBER TRACE CT 
PRAIRIEVILLE, LA, 70769 
 
Linda Walker 
7325 HAMPSON ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70118 
 
Matthew Mims 
2512 MAGAZINE ST APT. B 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70130 
 
Jacques Hebert 
520 Flood St 
New Orleans, LA, 70117 
 
Barney Fortier 
140 Statesman Dr D-21 
Lafayette, LA, 70506 
 
Robert Kocher 
3601 CONSTANCE ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70115 
 
Sandie Mccarthy-Brown 
3011 PINE ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70125 
 
Kenneth Kehoe 
59246 Cypress Bayou Ln. 
Lacombe, LA 70445 
 
Marcia Ouellette 
1600 Main St 
Lafayette, IN, 479042919 
 
Beverly Barry 
2710 AVALON ST 
JEFFERSON, LA, 70121 
 

Amanda Munson 
288 West Oakland Street 
Saint Rose, LA, 70087 
 
Raymond Serpas 
3915 Saint Charles Ave Apt 
714 
New Orleans, LA, 70115 
 
Michael Ordoyne 
525 Supercharge Dr 
Thibodaux, LA, 703016142 
 
nancy donaldson 
Abc 
Norco, LA, 70079 
 
Brieaux Poche 
P.O. Box 536 
Ponchatoula, LA, 70454 
 
Stephanie Powell 
2312 ROBERT E LEE BLVD 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70122 
 
Corinne Myers 
110 Statesman Dr Apt B9 
Lafayette, LA, 70506 
 
Jose de Arteaga 
2014 31st Pl SE 
Washington, DC, 200203314 
 
Susan Carter 
49 Ellis Ranch Rd 
Santa Fe, New Mexico, 87505 
 
Will Keller 
198 Alice Street 
Ama, La, 70031 
 
Jose deArteaga 
2014 31st Place SE 
Washington , DC, 20020 
 
Aimee Dominique  
305 Raywood Dr 
Lafayette , La, 70503 

Kaitlyn Sepulvado 
60067 Bennett Rd.  
Amite , La , 70422 
 
Karen Snyder 
5416 LaSalle Street 
New Orleans, LA 70115 
 
Michael  Williams  
1305 W. Dumbarton Dr.  
Lake Charles , LA, 70605 
 
Oscar Bird 
109 plum st. 
Mountain Park, Ga., 30075 
 
Chris Cook 
3622 Upperline 
New Orleans, LA, 70125 
 
Samuel  Best 
8319 Burrell Dr 
Austin, Texas, 78757 
 
Victoria Brandon 
9311 Bianca 
Northridge , CA, 91325 
 
Elizabeth Williams 
3811 Carondelet Street 
New Orleans, Louisiana, 
70119 
 
Amy Lambert 
101 LSU Student Union P.O. 
box 18809 
Baton Rouge, United States 
of America, 70803 
 
Jacquelyn Goller 
12386 River Highlands Dr, X 
St Amant, LA, 70774 
 
Dredge Don't divert 
Dredge 
Dredge, Dredge, 11111 
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Jessica Kross 
1121 NE 10th Avenue 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida, 
33304 
 
Craig  Conn 
Termon 
Pgh, Pa, 15212 
 
Tanya Galbraith 
9509 Castlebrook Dr 
Shreveport, LA, 71129 
 
Joe  Milligan  
396 J L Prickett Road  
Extension , Louisiana , 71243 
 
Pamela Roberts 
723 Hunters Run 
Gahanna, Ohio, 43230 
 
Martha Duryea 
807 Mechanic St 
Jeffersonville, IN, 47130 
 
Brenda Milam 
5301 Horseshoe Drive 
Alexandria, Louisiana , 71302 
 
Loretta Keating 
22 Brandywine Dr 
Glenmoore, PA, 19343 
 
Calder Orr 
3875 Waldo Ave  
Bronx, Ny, 10463 
 
Angela Bergeron 
205 Ja Don Dr. 
Houma, LA, 70363 
 
David Frazier 
150west central Ave. 
Grand Isle, La., 70358 
 
Adrienne Neff 
108 diamond street 
Little Falls, Ny, 13364 

Louis Guidry 
214 Twin Oaks Dr West 
Pineville, LA, 71360 
 
Vivien Trichter 
78 Einstein Way 
East Windsor, NJ, 08512 
 
mary williams 
28 West Elm Street 
Tucson, Arizona, 85705 
 
Melissa Arceneaux 
8717 Chastant Rd. 
New Iberia, LA, 70560 
 
Gail Dosser 
354 Chateau Jon Dr 
Denham Springs, LA, 70726 
 
Gy Strong  
E4635 Lake Road  
Ironwood , MI, 49938 
 
Vincent Rusch 
1090 4th St 
Schenectady, NY, 12303 
 
Sherry Seat 
116 Bell Street, Gulf Breeze 
Beach 
Cameron, Louisiana, 70631 
 
Kris Bourgeois 
126 Brewster  
Madisonville, La, 70447 
 
Robin Sykes 
2003 Hopi Trail 
Austin, TX, 78703 
 
Julie  Ray 
6047 General Diaz  
New Orleans , La, 70124 
 
Kari Besharse 
210 W. Robert St., Apt. 20 
Hammond, LA, 70401 

Barry Hamilton 
215 Apollo St. 
Terrytown, La, 70056 
 
Destin Briant 
219 Renee Ave 
Lafayette, LA, 70503 
 
Pamela Evans 
PO Box 644 
Kemp, TX, 75143 
 
Beau Dingler 
8000 innovation Park dr 
Baton rouge, La, 70820 
 
Cindy Murphy 
625 Delaronde 
New Orleans, Louisiana, 
70114 
 
Doug West  
5960 Quaker Neck Landing 
Rd  
Chestertown , MD , 21620 
 
Amelia Wing  
7728 Hickory Street  
New Orleans , Louisiana , 
70118 
 
Linda Trichel 
129 Ardmore Ave 
Shreveport , La, 71105 
 
Gloria Siegel 
329 Westminster Drive 
Slidell, LA, 70460 
 
Peggy Hughes 
5907 Bayou Robert Dr. 
Alexandria, Louisiana, 71301 
 
Trina Drury 
1731 Dupre Street 
Mandeville , Louisiana, 
70448 
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Barney Fortier 
140 Statesman Dr. D-21 
Lafayette , LA, 70506 
 
Rudolph Gartner 
5340 S Hyde Park Blvd.  
Chicago, IL, 60615 
 
Stephen Phillippi 
105 Cherry Laurel Dr. 
Covington, Louisiana, 70433 
 
Patricia  Thibodaux  
1413Hwy 304 
Thibodaux , La, 70301 
 
Lynn Fleetwood 
2210 Octavia St. 
New Orleans, LA, 70115 
 
Miriam Weisz 
PO Box 15559 
New Orleans , LA, 70175 
 
Glenn Epstein  
5480 Joshua St.  
Keystone Heights , FL. , 
32656 
 
Ann Barnes 
121 Nursery Av 
Metairie, La, 70005 
 
Gloria Siegel 
329 Westminster Drive 
Slidell, LA, 70460 
 
Lawrence Stelly 
234 magnolia st 
Opelousas, Louisana, 70570 
 
Thomas Budde 
7208 Stoneleigh 
Harahan, Louisiana, 70123 
 
Jean Dupas 
2508 Belmont Pl 
Metairie, LA  70001 

Patricia Watkins 
110 Christopher Cir  Slidell, 
LA 70460-3208 
 
Patrick Ryan 
902 MacArthur Street 
Bunkie, LA, 71322 
 
Bobby  Papion  
5402 Meadowsweet Circle  
Bossier City , LA, 71112 
 
Nancy Hunter 
2524 magazine 
new orleans, LA, 70130 
 
Remy Dixon 
1108 perry street 
Gretna, Louisisana, 70053 
 
Nedra Kerin 
210 Brentwood Blvd. 
Lafayette, Louisiana, 70503 
 
cairee paugh 
211 s pierce st 
new orleans, la, 70119 
 
Evelyn Russell 
13574 Cantebury Ave 
Denham Springs, LA, 70626 
 
Steven Bingler 
43 Neron Place 
New Orleans, La, 70118 
 
Cynthia Grappe 
217 Goodwood Street 
Jonesboro , Louisiana , 71251 
 
Kyle Gonsoulin 
2401 division st G 31 
Metairie, La, 70001 
 
Blaine Barre 
837 Richard Lane 
Gretna, Louisiana, 70056 
 

Valerie Sisson 
5190 Blaine Avenue 
Southeast 
Kentwood, MI, 49508 
 
Tyler  Parker 
2310 fernbrook driver  
Shreveport, Louisiana, 71118 
 
JAMES OWEN 
11311 HUEY DR 
ABBEVILLE, LA, 70510 
 
Michael  Williams  
1305 W. Dumbarton Dr.  
Lake Charles , LA, 70605 
 
Kathleen  Duvic 
41125 Duvic Lane 
Ponchatoula, La, 70454 
 
Kristin Hanley 
2528 Lapeyrouse St.  
New Orleans, LA, 70119 
 
Blaine Barre 
837 Richard Lane 
Gretna, Louisiana, 70056 
 
Kurt Brodtmann 
714 Marguerite Road 
Metairie, LA, 70003 
 
Anthony Jensen 
132 E OAK GROVE LN 
BELLE CHASSE, LA, 70037 
 
Richard Mccarthy 
1120 OCTAVIA ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70115 
 
Sarah Howard 
3034 Paris Ave 
New Orleans, LA, 70119 
 
Michael Ordoyne 
525 Supercharge Dr 
Thibodaux, LA, 703016142 
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Steven Mcgee 
17997 Brennan AVE 
PRAIRIEVILLE, LA, 70769 
 
Ashley Ziegler 
2825 Mariposa St 
San Francisco, CA,  
 
Lee Rouse 
805 St. Louis St. 
Baton Rouge, LA, 70802 
 
Evelyn Boeckman 
702 W Court St 
Belle Plaine, MN, 560111235 
 
tonya stiffler 
18051 Sunnyside Ave N 
Shoreline, WA, 981334625 
 
Beverly Barry 
2710 AVALON ST 
JEFFERSON, LA, 70121 
 
Laura Kamenitz 
3626 Delgado Dr 
New Orleans, LA, 70119 
 
Robert Theriot 
33 TEXAS AVE 
HOUMA, LA, 70360 
 
Donna Kantner 
8 Laurel Dr 
Glenmoore, PA, 193431002 
 
Frank Peterson 
1429 N TONTI ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70119 
 
Ralph Sapia 
310 FOURTH ST 
LOCKPORT, LA, 70374 
 
Loretta Mcgee 
36312 THE BLUFFS AVE 
PRAIRIEVILLE, LA, 70769 
 

Larry White 
9 KRISTEN CT 
NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70128 
 
Betty Spurlock 
5117 TARTAN DR 
METAIRIE, LA, 70003 
 
Tamara Agins 
1020 Euterpe St 
NOLA, 70130 
 
Melanie Sanders 
1015 lesan dr 
Kenner, La, 70062 
 
Ellen  Quinn 
204 S Saratoga St #719 
New Orleans, LA, 70112 
 
Liz Shephard 
3713 Delgado Dr 
New Orleans, LA, 70119 
 
Amanda Moore 
2226 7th Avenue North 
St. Petersburg, Florida, 
33713 
 
Terri Sonier 
1800 YALE AVE 
METAIRIE, LA, 70003 
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Support for Restoring the Sportsman’s Paradise 
 
Dear CPRA masterplan@la.gov, 
 
I support the master plan process because the loss of our coast is one of the most urgent problems 
facing our state. Louisiana is losing its Sportsman's Paradise. We must act now - and boldly - if we are to 
save this paradise for future generations of sportsmen and women. 
 
I urge you to put our state's existing funding resources to work wisely - and quickly - to restore our 
coast. I also encourage the state to work to secure additional resources to maintain as much of the 
Louisiana we all know and love.  
 
Louisiana should focus funding on large-scale restoration projects first. These projects - including 
sediment diversions - will have a greater impact over time and support investments made in other 
restoration and risk-reduction projects.   
 
I am encouraged to see that sediment diversion projects remain a foundation of the 2017 Draft Coastal 
Master Plan. I implore you to continue prioritizing sediment diversion projects, so we can leverage the 
Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers to build and sustain land as soon as possible.  
 
The Mississippi River has worked for thousands of years to build the delta we call home. We must put it 
back to work to save our coast - the sooner the better. 
 
I support the work CPRA and the state has already begun and hope the state will continue working to 
get critical restoration projects in place and operational as soon as possible. The time to act is now. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Barry Lusco 
18643 Plantation Court Dr 
Prairieville, LA 70769 
 
Stacy Ortego 
730 Spanish Town Rd Apt 1 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
 
Marissa Turner 
17235 Trinidad Dr 
Prairieville, LA 70769 
 
Wayne Hatfield 
24849 Highway 2 
Homer, LA 71040 
 
August Lizarraga 
40417 Cross Ridge Ave 
Gonzales, LA 70737 

 
 
 
John Hannon 
28 Park Ln 
Folsom, LA 70437 
 
Ryan S Schaefer 
203 Natasha St 
Abbeville, LA 70510 
 
karen hobson 
21960 Talbot Dr 
Plaquemine, LA 70764 
 
Jared Prejean 
18057 D A Ledoux Rd 
Jennings, LA 70546 
 
 
 

 
 
Mike Maher 
562 Suncan Rd 
Sunset, LA 70584 
 
Charles Williams 
6718 Bryce Canyon Dr S 
Greenwell Springs, LA 70739 
 
John Morello 
19419 N Trent Jones Dr 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 
 
Andrew Mayer MD 
4201 Vendome Pl 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
 
Mark J Broussard 
810 Ed Broussard Rd 
New Iberia, LA 70563 
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Kristi Pye 
437 Avenue C 
Port Allen, LA 70767 
 
Larry R. Raymond 
6675 N Park Cir 
Shreveport, LA 71107 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
116 
First Name: 
Richard 
Last Name: 
Condrey 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
March 26, 2017 

Re:  Figure 4.6 

Dear CPRA 

The 2017 Draft Master Plan’s Figure 4.6 depicts “Predicted land gained and maintained along the 
Louisiana coast under the Medium Environmental Scenario over the next 50 years as an outcome of 
implementing 2017 Coastal Master Plan projects. Red indicates areas predicted to be lost, light green 
indicates areas where land would be created, and dark green indicates areas where existing land that 
would otherwise be lost will instead be maintained.”  

I have two questions on this figure. 

First, most of the barrier islands which lie east of Caillou Bay appear to be red in the figure.  Does the 
figure ‘predict’ that the only remnant of these barrier islands which is expected to remain under the 
conditions represented by this figure is the Gulf-side area of Grand Isle which is outlined in black?  If 
not, would you explain? 

Second, much of the “green” land in the figure will extend out into open water as ‘fingers’ of land as 
the current land around these “green” areas are “red” and will be lost.  From my reading of the 
historical observations of eye witnesses to our coast from ca. 1537 to 1870, I do not see that these 
‘fingers’ are sustainable.  Would you direct me to those sections of the draft plan which document the 
scientific studies which will assure me that these ‘fingers’ of land will be natural sustainable and thus 
safe for human occupation? 

Thank you for your help, 
Richard Condrey 
coecnd@lsu.edu 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
115 
First Name: 
ANDREW 
Last Name: 
WILSON 
City: 
RIVER RIDGE 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Andrew C. Wilson 
121 Hazel Dr.  
River Ridge, LA 70123 

March 26, 2017 

Mr. Johnny Bradberry, Chairman 
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
Governor’s Executive Assistant for Coastal Activities 
Capitol Annex Building, Suite 138 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 

RE: 2017 Draft Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast 

Dear Mr. Bradberry: 

As a private citizen, and as an environmental litigator who has represented and advised the State of 
Louisiana concerning coastal restoration issues at various times for many years, I greatly appreciate the 
opportunity to comment upon the captioned Master Plan. 

Initially, I wish to commend the efforts of all those within State government whose efforts over 
decades have led to this latest Plan which clearly sets forth the State’s goals, initiatives and 
achievements to date, as well as its specific plans for the immediate future, while at the same time 
describes in detail those issues, hurdles, and obstacles which the State must overcome in order to make 
this Master Plan a reality. It is also reassuring to note from the Master Plan the actual implementation 
of the significant land building projects at Bayou Dupont, Schofield Island, Caminada Headlands 
(I&II), and Caillou Lake Headlands. Additionally, as written, the Plan informs at a comprehensive 
level not only interested governmental agencies, but stakeholders, all of Louisiana’s citizens and 
hopefully the rest of the country as well, and all this in an interesting and very readable format which, 
at the same time, captures the spirit and culture that is Louisiana. 

This said, I am informed by my litigation experience and personal observations that there may be 
additional issues that should be addressed with greater emphasis. These follow. 

1. Mitigation for Stakeholders

One of the first, major coastal restoration projects was and is the Caernarvon freshwater diversion 
structure. This project was intended to re-introduce freshwater from the Mississippi River so as to 
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restore fresher, historical salinity conditions and build land in the Breton Sound hydrological basin 
within Plaquemines Parish and St. Bernard Parish.   

Soon after the structure began operation, multiple lawsuits were filed by oyster leaseholders in 1994, 
alleging oyster mortality from the freshwater outfall associated with the project.  The litigation went on 
for more than a decade, causing severe delays in multiple coastal restoration projects due to the State’s 
fears of liability exposure. The Caernarvon project itself could not be operated at intended levels due to 
this litigation. Eventually the litigation concluded in the U.S. Supreme Court in May of 2005, over 
eleven years after the litigation had been instituted. Tragically, if not ironically, this was just three 
months before Katrina roared ashore in Breton Sound in August 2005, tearing through wetlands that 
were never reestablished by the project at intended levels.  

The lesson from this situation is that the State must make every effort now to allow oyster harvesters as 
well as other members of the commercial and recreational fishing communities, and anyone else 
potentially adversely affected, an optimum opportunity to mitigate any potential losses that might result 
from the coastal restoration projects associated with the Master Plan. Indeed, as Charles Darwin 
expressed long ago, adaptation to changes in an ecosystem is the key to survival. To allow the various 
fishing industries to do so, the State may want to consider heightened levels of communication as to the 
likely changes to the ecosystem, particularly as regards modeling and/or real-time monitoring of the 
existing salinity regimes using satellite communication from data collection platforms within the 
various hydrological basins which will likely be affected by planned projects. In addition, with regard 
to the oyster industry, the State may want to consider education programs and fostering of “alternative 
oyster culture” methods involving “off-bottom oyster culture” which would allow oyster farmers to 
relocate their operations when adverse salinity conditions might occur as a result of freshwater and 
sediment diversion projects. 

2. Spreading the word

Throughout this draft of the Master Plan, a recurring theme is the issue of funding. While the Master 
Plan describes in detail various existing sources of funding, it is clear that the available sources of 
funding at the present time are inadequate for the task at hand. Consequently, resources must be had 
elsewhere. To date, it does not appear that significant funding from federal sources is in the offing. 

In this regard, during a recent trip to Washington DC last week on behalf of the Orleans Audubon 
Society/National Audubon Society to meet with members of Louisiana’s Congressional delegation, I 
learned that it will be difficult for the State to procure funding at a level that would meet the State’s 
needs for this dire situation. This is particularly so given the current administration and the 
Congressional outlook which are both focused on austerity concerns. The only way to change this 
dynamic is to educate the rest of the country as to: (1) the economic value of the Mississippi River 
Delta to the rest of the country; (2) the rapidity with which that Delta is being lost, and, (3) the 
necessity for immediate and effective action to save this invaluable resource. 

Recently, at a public hearing in New Orleans, the Colonel for the New Orleans District of the U.S. 
Corps of Engineers indicated that one of the major sediment-diversion projects included in the Master 
Plan, the Mid-Barataria Sediment Diversion Project, would likely not receive permit approval until 
2022. From a practical standpoint, based upon typical timelines for past coastal restoration projects in 
Louisiana, this would suggest that in all likelihood, the project would not be in operation until close to 
2030. By that time, much of the land at issue will have been lost and the project might well have 
become obsolete. I strongly encourage the State to work with the Corps and other interested agencies 
toward coordination and accountability toward moving these projects forward on a more accelerated 
basis. 
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Another concern is that other areas of the country which are clearly dependent upon the Mississippi 
River Delta and the resources of the State of Louisiana, as well as federal agencies including the Corps 
which oversee activities associated with the Mississippi River, do not appear to be aware of the 
interdependence and effects of activities occurring upstream from Louisiana. Farmers in the Midwest 
are often opposed to any regulation that would keep fertilizer from agricultural run-off from entering 
the Mississippi River and adding to eutrophication not only in the offshore “dead zone” but in the areas 
receiving diverted freshwater from coastal restoration projects. The Mid-West needs to be reminded 
that the Mid-west needs the Port of New Orleans to export its grain.  At the same time, the Corps 
appears to be unable to reconcile its activities in restraining suspended sediment behind dams upriver 
from Louisiana, with attempting to achieve maximum beneficial effects from sediment loads in 
sediment diversion projects further downstream in Louisiana. These situations present cognitive 
dissonance as to Louisiana’s coastal issues. 

Accordingly, it might be advisable for the State to consider spending some of the currently available 
funds associated with the BP Settlement and/or other sources for a major informational and educational 
effort aimed toward informing the rest of the country how it is in the best interests of the country to 
focus on saving this invaluable resource that is Louisiana. This position could be presented from any 
number of perspectives, but particularly from commercial, economical and energy standpoints, not to 
mention those associated with eco-tourism and the ecosystems themselves. Sadly, at present, our 
country appears distracted by various informational campaigns associated with exaggerated threats 
related to enemies abroad and domestic terrorism. Perhaps it is time for the State to launch an 
informational campaign at the same level to address a real threat: a threat literally to our own shores 
and their very existence, albeit a natural one.  

3. “Changing Course”

In the Master Plan, a reference is made to a potential initiative to develop a new Delta within the 
existing Mississippi River.  In fact, a competition was apparently held toward isolating the optimum 
strategy in this regard. This approach would seem to make sense, as if projects are going to be 
implemented in accordance with the glacial pace recently projected by the Corps, it may be necessary 
to pursue a much more radical approach toward coastal restoration. This is because many of the 
contemplated projects may simply be “too little, too late” in the larger picture. 

Under these circumstances, the State may want to consider placing this strategy at a higher level of 
importance and on a “fast track.” This is particularly so since many of the contemplated projects 
associated with the Master Plan may be rendered obsolete simply due to the passage of time. 

Once again, this is to thank you for the opportunity to comment on this draft Master Plan which is 
being issued at a critical time in Louisiana’s natural and anthropogenic history.  

With kind regards, I am 

Sincerely, 
Andrew C. Wilson 

Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
114 
First Name: 
Shandy 
Last Name: 
Heil 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Comments:  Appendix E - Attachment E1 - 5.2 Building Codes & 5.2.1 Infrastructure and Building 
Standards Recommendations 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/f13a21b0-f4cb-0134-1ae7-
6abd80a12d20/CPRAcomments.SH.docx 
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5.2	Building	Codes	

The	latest	edition	of	the	American	Society	of	Civil	Engineer’s	Flood-Resistant	Design	and	Construction	
Standard	(ASCE	24-14)	sets	forth	important	standards	to	decrease	buildings’	vulnerability	to	flood	risk.	
ASCE-24	provides	minimum	requirements	for	the	siting,	design,	and	construction	of	buildings	in	flood	
hazard	areas	subject	to	building	code	requirements.	These	standards	apply	to	a	wide	range	of	building	
types	including	commercial,	residential,	industrial,	educational,	healthcare,	critical	facilities,	and	others.	
ASCE-24	is	a	referenced	standard	in	the	I-Codes,	and	buildings	and	structures	within	the	scope	of	IBC	
and	proposed	to	be	located	in	any	flood	hazard	area	must	be	designed	in	accordance	with	it.	
Additionally,	FEMA	requires	that	Hazard	Mitigation	Assistance	(HMA)	applicants	and	subapplicants	
design	and	construct	all	projects	located	in	the	flood	hazard	areas	in	conformance	with	ASCE/SEI	24-14,	
or	latest	edition,	as	a	minimum	standard,	or	the	Applicant’s	equivalent	minimum	design	standard.			
ASCE-24-14	flood	standards	are	defined	according	to	a	structure’s	Flood	Design	Class	which	is	based	on	
building	type,	occupancy,	and	location	in	FIRM	flood	zone.	For	instance,	single-family	residential	and	
small	commercial	structures	are	Class	2	and	must	be	elevated	to	the	BFE	+1	foot	or	Local	Design	Flood	
Elevation	(DFE)	(whichever	is	higher);	Class	4	structures	such	as	hospitals,	emergency	shelters,	critical	
facilities,	etc.	must	be	elevated	to	the	BFE	+2	feet,	local	DFE,	or	500-year	flood	elevation	(whichever	is	
higher).	

In	addition	to	having	robust	building	codes	it	is	also	important	to	enforce	the	codes	with	uniformity	and	
regularity.	After	Hurricane	Katrina,	GOHSEP	obtained	$10.5	million	in	federal	hazard	mitigation	grant	
funds	to	develop	better	local	capacity	to	enforce	building	codes.	The	resulting	program,	administered	by	
the	Department	of	Public	Safety	and	LSUCCC,	offers	training,	education,	technical	support,	and	direct	
funding	for	regional	code	offices	working	in	a	number	of	parishes	(FEMA,	2013a).	Such	activities	are	a	
model	for	other	jurisdictions	and	state	and	local	agencies	need	to	continue	to	build	capacity	to	enforce	
local	building	codes	across	the	coast.	

It	is	recommended	that	LSUCCC	and	local	parishes	continue	to	adopt	updated	standards	and,	based	on	
the	potential	for	increasing	risk,	consider	new	higher	ordinances	or	regulations	above	the	minimum	
requirements.	The	LSUCCC	and	local	parishes	must	maintain	minimum	disaster	related	provisions	of	the	
adopted	model	code,	including	freeboard	provisions	for	the	most	current	versions	of	the	International	
Building	Code	and	International	Residential	Code	when	updating	the	building	code.	Adopting	higher	
regulatory	standards	such	as	increased	freeboard,	additional	levels	of	protection	for	structures	behind	
levees,	or	cumulative	substantial	damage	tracking	requirements	must	be	strongly	considered.	

5.2.1	Infrastructure	and	Building	Standards	Recommendations	

Uniform	Construction	Code	Council:	

• Increase	resilience	of	building	stock	by	updating	building	standards	for	high	risk	structures	in	the
floodplain	and	continuing	to	provide	resources	for	local	implementation	and	enforcement	of
LSUCC	standards.

o Create	state	wide	standard	process	for	building	code	enforcement.

o Update	building	code	standards	to	promote	flood	damage	reduction	by	adopting	the	2015	IRC
and	IBC,	and	prevent	the	weakening	of	the	code	by	deleting	the	statewide	freeboard
requirement.

o Update	building	code	standards	to	promote	storm	damage	reduction	including	high-wind	design
requirements	in	the	2015	IRC.
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Parish	and	Municipal	Governments:			

• Increase	resilience	of	building	stock	by	strengthening	building	standards	for	high	risk	structures	
in	the	floodplain	in	accordance	with	ASCE-24-14,	and	increase	enforcement	of	these	standards.			

• Residential	and	Commercial	Development:	
o Encourage	new	construction	that	prioritizes	disaster	resilient	design	-	focusing	on	flood	

protection	height,	wind	resistance,	and	green	infrastructure	that	will	ensure	the	
sustainability	of	the	community	and	tax	base.	

o Development,	land	use,	and	drainage	projects	should	be	considered	on	watershed	basis	
verses	parish	or	community	boundaries.			

o Require	more	stringent	development	standards	for	new	construction	that	require	a	Flood	
Insurance	Study	for	neighborhoods	under	50	structures	and	5	acres	or	less.		

o Subdivisions	in	the	Special	Flood	Hazard	Area	should	discourage	imported	fill	to	meet	the	
base	flood	elevation,	as	it	could	change	the	surrounding	hydrology	and	adversely	affect	
existing	building	stock.		

o Participate	in	mutual	aid	emergency	response	programs,	such	as	EMAC/IMAC,	to	help	
communities	and	residents	recover	more	quickly	post-disaster.			
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Public Comment Entry #: 
113 
First Name: 
Jennifer 
Last Name: 
Coulson 
City: 
Pearl River 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please see the attached letter of comment. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/30a135e0-f4c7-0134-30d5-
6abd80a12d20/OAS_2017_Master_Plan_Comments.pdf 
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26 March 2017 

Mr. Johnny Bradberry, Chairman 

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority of Louisiana 

Governor’s Executive Assistant for Coastal Activities 

Capitol Annex Building, Suite 138 

Baton Rouge, LA 70802 

Re: 2017 Draft “Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast” 

Dear Mr. Bradberry: 

The Orleans Audubon Society considers the 2017 Draft “Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master 

Plan for a Sustainable Coast” to be of vital importance to Louisiana’s birds, other wildlife and 

humans. We applaud the efforts of the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority and its many 

partners in developing this comprehensive and ambitious plan to combat coastal land loss and 

provide enhanced flood protection to Louisiana’s citizens. 

As a general, overarching comment, we encourage the state to take a much more aggressive 

approach toward using sediment diversion in its coastal marsh restoration projects. The sediment 

in the Mississippi and Atchafalaya rivers has the power to build land and the Draft 2017 Plan is 

underutilizing this natural resource. Louisiana needs more large-scale sediment diversion 

projects. 

A main criticism is that many proposed levees and other flood control structures will negatively 

impact the environment, yet the Draft 2017 Plan does not describe how these impacts will be 

mitigated. For example, the Pontchartrain Barrier, Morganza to the Gulf and the Upper Barataria 

Risk Reduction projects will jeopardize important estuaries. The Plan needs to propose ways to 

build barriers that facilitate or mimic these natural processes via gates, diversions, etc., while still 

protecting people and homes. 

64340 Fogg Lane 

Pearl River, LA 70452-5206 

OrleansAudubon@aol.com 
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We hope that the following projects nearing implementation will be fast-tracked as high 

priorities: East Maurepas Basin, Mid-Barataria and Mid-Breton sediment diversions and the plan 

to increase the Atchafalaya’s flow to Terrebonne (03b.DI.04). The Maurepas Basin’s state of 

deterioration is a matter of extreme urgency: without rapid intervention, the entire area is likely 

to convert to open water in the near future. In addition, we would like to see the Plan include 

restoration projects for the western Barataria Basin and parts of eastern Terrebonne Basin that at 

present seem to be neglected. 

We would like to offer comments about several coastal restoration needs in southwest Louisiana. 

The 2017 Draft Plan does not adequately address the extreme rate of coastal land loss in 

Cameron Parish, especially the Rockefeller Wildlife Refuge’s coastline. We recommend adding 

shoreline protection for this area. The 2012 Plan included restoration of the coastal chenier 

ridges in southwest Louisiana, and we recommend that this project be carried over into the 2017 

Plan. These cheniers, heavily damaged by Hurricane Rita, are in desperate need of reforestation. 

Coastal cheniers provide natural protection for interior marshes and are incredibly important 

habitat for neotropical migratory songbirds. The proposed project to decrease salt water intrusion 

by adding salinity control measures on the Calcasieu Ship Channel is much needed. 

Hopefully the state is developing a long-term plan to educate the taxpayers nationwide and 

Congress about the importance of investing in coastal restoration and flood protection now and 

over the next 50 years. 

From the perspectives of both planning and fund-raising, it would be prudent to develop 

comprehensive partnerships with the coastal states we share borders with, Texas and Mississippi. 

Once these partnerships are established, Louisiana needs to consider the Sabine and Pearl rivers 

as sources for diversions. 

Thank you for continuing to involve the public in the development of “Louisiana’s 

Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast” and thank you for this opportunity to 

provide comments. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

Jennifer O. Coulson, Ph.D. 

President and Conservation Chair 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
112 
First Name: 
Brandon 
Last Name: 
Champagne 
City: 
Youngsville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Projects 

Overall, I found the projects to be well defined and thought out. I liked seeing the integration 
of project types in order to maximize natural land-building effects. However, I also believe that there 
needs to be a push for local/regional projects that, although they may not build enough land to be 
considered in the master plan, still sustains marsh in critical areas of the coast. I think there needs to be 
a more collaborative effort between CPRA and similar agencies towards these smaller projects, by 
means of creating a separate entity to manage them or by creating regional offices that can plan small-
scale hydrologic restoration or hard stabilization projects. Investing in these local projects is critical to 
the “Multiple Lines of Defense” strategy. Additionally, these smaller projects will presumably take less 
time to acquire permits and construct, making them both economical and immediate. I believe this 
“marsh-by-marsh” approach is essential for efficiency in both coastal restoration and hurricane 
response. 

As far as the projects listed in the plan, the most important ones I would like to see soon are the 
Mid-Barataria and Breton Sound diversions. It’s unacceptable that these projects may have to wait a 
decade to become operational. Additionally, I’d like to see the increased flow of the Atchafalaya River 
into Terrebonne Bay. In order to maximize the effectiveness of these projects, I also believe that dam 
removal projects further up the Mississippi River can significantly increase the land-building potential 
of any proposed sediment diversion. It’s up to federal and state agencies to get the ball going on these 
projects and realize their potential now rather than later.   

Science 

The scientific advancements, particularly in coastal modelling, has advanced the credibility of 
the projects advocated in the master plan. Although they can never be perfect, it’s clear that the models 
used in this draft master plan are more inclusive and integrated among various parameters. My only 
comment is that perhaps, along with updating the master plan every five years, the CPRA should also 
publish a “technical report” for all of the researchers dedicated to pure coastal research. In order to 
make their scientific contributions even more valid, I believe it’s important for the researchers involved 
to make a consensus on all aspects of their research, whether it be modelling or experimentation. 
Because the fields of research included in this master plan are so diverse, it’s important to make sure 
that the advancements in scientific capabilities are communicated concisely and that all researchers in a 
research topic are on the same page. The standardization of these methods and analyses is important for 
researchers and managers to accurately predict and plan for future conditions.  

Community Outreach 
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My biggest caveat towards this very well-written, well-presented document is the lack of 
committed, genuine outreach. Being from the bayous of Louisiana, it’s clear to me how important it is 
that the State of Louisiana be fully committed to the protection and restoration of coastal Louisiana. 
With the loss of homes, the loss of marsh, and the loss of generations of fishing opportunities, the 
culture of Louisiana is at risk of being lost. Being on the same page is extremely important, and I 
believe that hearing and learning from each other is crucial. Cajun fisherman have years of firsthand 
experience in the marsh. Since the most fundamental part of research is observation, utilizing these 
experiences as observations can ignite new research ideas and possibly lead to new, bolder solutions. 
Information is critical for these projects, and the best way to fuel and sustain these new ideas is to 
utilize Louisiana’s most overlooked resource; its people. 

One institution that has thoroughly impressed me with its capacity to reach out to these 
communities is the Water Institute of the Gulf, specifically the People, Resources, and Technology 
Division. There, researchers are constantly reaching out to the communities in small, specific ways. 
They may ask coastal residents to mark land loss on a map or circle the most vulnerable structures in 
their community. Modeling The Water Institute’s approach would be beneficial for not only the 
research being conducted on the coast, but would also create a more inclusive environment where 
everyone feels welcome to the table. Seminars and lectures being presented by the CPRA and similar 
agencies are helpful, but not enough to make everyone feel included in the decision making process. In 
order for that to happen, coastal residents need to be engaged with the design process and feel like their 
contributions are important to the future of our coast. Accomplishing this task is enormous, but 
hopefully some creative solutions by the CPRA team will help put the needs of the communities back 
into perspective.  

Another institution that has directly helped these communities is the Louisiana Sea Grant 
program. However, because of projected budget cuts, it is possible that this program could be forced to 
close in the near future. I firmly believe that this institution is a key link between these communities, 
their state government, and the collegiate research being conducted around the state. With this said, the 
Sea Grant program needs to find a way to remain in operations, despite the cost.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
111 
First Name: 
Monique 
Last Name: 
Verdin 
City: 
Saint Bernard 
State: 
None 
Content: 
I am a citizen of the United Houma Nation and a resident of eastern St. Bernard Parish. I sit on the 
Tribal Council for the United Houma Nation representing District 7, encompassing St. Bernard and 
Plaquemines Parishes, as well as the town of Gretna. It is with great concern that our Houma Nation is 
threatened with unprecedented land loss and sea-level rise, especially given the fact that most of our 
tribal communities lie in coastal communities at the ends of the bayous from the Atchafalaya River to 
the state of Mississippi.  

• The 2017 Coastal Master Plan does not mention anything about the closing of oil and gas canals
across the coast. We know the detriment these canals cause of the landscape and it is crucial for
the master plan to include the closing of these canals in order to restore the wetlands in a
responsible way.

• Many sacred cultural and heritage sites, such as indian mounds as well as cemeteries in addition to
important fishing communities, are found across southeast Louisiana. The protection of these sites
should be prioritized and a metric should be included equal to "working coast" or "navigation".
Strategies should consider how best to restore wetlands and protect significant locations.

• More clarification needs to be included in the next iteration of the Master Plan regarding how
communities eligible for "Nonstructural" projects get prioritized? What are the consequences of
participating (or not) in relocation, flood proofing business, or elevating homes?

Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Monique Verdin 
Attachments: 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1362



Public Comment Entry #: 
110 
First Name: 
John 
Last Name: 
Bourdeau 
City: 
Denton 
State: 
TX 
Content: 
5.2.1 Infrastructure and Building Standards Recommendations 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/3d125390-f4c3-0134-d927-
6abd80a12d20/CPRAcomments_JB.docx 
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5.2.1	Infrastructure	and	Building	Standards	Recommendations	

Below	are	CPRA’s	recommendations	to	stakeholders	for	incorporating	flood	risk	reduction	principles	
into	the	enhancement	of	infrastructure	and	building	standards:		

DOTD:	

• Integrate	transportation	modeling	and	planning	with	parish	land	use	planning	to	align	state	and
local	infrastructure	investments.

o Incorporate	projected	future	environmental	conditions	and	climate	change	including	sea
level	rise,	subsidence,	land	loss,	flood	risk,	and	their	potential	impacts	on	communities
in	DOTD’s	transportation	modeling	and	planning	process	when	evaluating	the	cost
benefit	of	infrastructure	projects.

o Utilize,	to	the	best	extent	possible	the	projections	of	sea	level	rise,	subsidence,	land	loss,
flood	risk,	and	their	potential	impacts	on	communities	in	DOTD’s	transportation
modeling	and	planning	process	when	evaluating	the	cost	benefit	of	infrastructure
projects.

o Utilize,	to	the	best	extent	possible,	the	projections	of	sea	level	rise,	subsidence,	land
loss,	and	flood	risk	developed	in	support	of	the	2017	Coastal	Master	Plan	to	create	a
unified	and	state	wide	approach	to	hazard	identification	and	mitigation.

DOTD	and	Department	of	Public	Service:	

• Consider	climate	change	impacts	in	the	planning,	design,	and	cost	of	infrastructure
improvements	projects	(including	roadways,	water,	wastewater,	and	utility	systems).

o Incorporate	projected	future	environmental	conditions	and	climate	change	including	sea
level	rise,	subsidence,	land	loss,	and	increasing	flood	risk	when	conducting	cost
benefit/cost-effectiveness	analysis	including	impacts	on	operating	and	maintenance
costs	in	all	DOTD	activities.

o Consider	measures	to	make	infrastructure	more	resilient	to	flood	risk	including	installing
generators	at	all	critical	facilities	and	elevating	roads	with	a	history	of	flooding	where
possible.

Uniform	Construction	Code	Council:	

• Increase	resilience	of	building	stock	by	updating	building	standards	for	high	risk	structures	in	the
floodplain	and	continuing	to	provide	resources	for	local	implementation	and	enforcement	of
LSUCC	standards.

o Create	state	wide	standard	process	for	building	code	enforcement.

o Update	building	code	standards	to	promote	flood	damage	reduction	by	adopting	ASCE-24-14	into
the	2015	IRC

o Prevent	the	weakening	of	the	code	by	deleting	higher	standards,	such	as	freeboard.
o Update	building	code	standards	to	promote	storm	damage	reduction	including	high-wind	design

requirements	in	the	2015	IRC.
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o Maintain	minimum	disaster	related	provisions	of	the	adopted	model	code	and	adopt	higher	
regulatory	standards	such	as	increased	freeboard,	additional	levels	of	protection	for	structures	
behind	levees,	or	cumulative	substantial	damage	tracking	requirements.  

	

Parish	and	Municipal	Governments:			

• Increase	resilience	of	building	stock	by	strengthening	building	standards	for	high	risk	structures	
in	the	floodplain	in	accordance	with	ASCE-24-14,	and	increase	enforcement	of	these	standards.			

o Avoid	building	slab-on-grade	residential	homes	that	require	imported	fill	in	flood	prone	
areas.		Instead	use	open,	pier	and	beam	foundations	that	will	not	adversely	impact	
neighboring	structures	or	communities	downstream.			
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Public Comment Entry #: 
109 
First Name: 
Tommy 
Last Name: 
LeJeune 
City: 
Gueydan 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We need better drainage on Talens Landing Road. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
108 
First Name: 
Sean 
Last Name: 
Duffy, Sr. 
City: 
Metairie 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please accept the attached as the official comments from the Big River Coalition on the State of 
Louisiana's Draft Master Plan for 2017. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/86d3c380-f4bc-0134-30d5-
6abd80a12d20/Comments_on_Louisiana_s_Comprehensive_Master_Plan_for_a_Sustainable_Coast_2
017_Draft_.pdf 
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BIG RIVER COALITION 

1	

March 26, 2017 

Comments on Louisiana’s Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast 2017 

Mr. Johnny Bradberry 
P.O. Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, LA 
70804-9004 

Mr. Bradberry, 

The Big River Coalition (BRC) was created in Fiscal Year 2011 in response to the 
announcement by the Commander of the United States Army Corps of Engineers’ (USACE) 
Mississippi Valley Division that confirmed the discontinuation of reprogramming funds to 
maintain the Mississippi River Ship Channel Gulf to Baton Rouge (Louisiana). This position 
change immediately meant the Mississippi River Ship Channel would no longer receive 
preferential treatment.  Shortly after the 1989 grounding of the M/V MARSHAL KONYEV 
(Pilottown) that, in essence, closed the Ship Channel to all traffic, the USACE’s Headquarters 
announced in a position statement that it would maintain the nation’s most critical navigation 
channel. The BRC’s originally focused on obtaining additional funding to supplement the 
shortfall in the Corps’ Operations and Maintenance budget, to strive to establish a legislative 
firewall around the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund and to represent members of the 
Mississippi River navigation industry in matters related to coastal restoration.  As our 
membership grew and continued to make effective progress on these initiatives, members 
supported the Coalition’s commitment to actively advocate for the deepening of the Mississippi 
River Ship Channel Gulf to Baton Rouge to 50 feet.  

The Coalition strives to maximize the economic efficiencies that promote increased 
maritime commerce and international trade. The Lower Mississippi River Deep-Draft Ports 
Complex (Baton Rouge, South Louisiana, New Orleans, St. Bernard, and Plaquemines) is a 
powerhouse in international trade and the nation’s busiest port system.  The cargoes moved 
through these five ports account for nearly 70 percent of the Nation’s grain exports and more 
than 20 percent of the Nation’s coal and petroleum cargoes.  

The Coalition has also worked with the Corps to increase the beneficial use of dredge 
material in the extreme lower river (below Venice), through the utilization of cutterhead 
dredges as part of the Corps channel maintenance program.  The Corps with the assistance of 
navigation industry leaders began utilizing cutterhead dredges in the area of Southwest Pass in 
2009.  This effort has created nearly 6,000 acres of new land in this environmentally sensitive 
bird’s-foot delta by removing sediment from the navigation channel and beneficially utilizing it 
along the channel edges.  The newly created land or wetlands conversely protect the critical 
navigation channel from storm surge and/or thalweg capture and has received recognition from 
state and federal government partners for the benefits of creating land in this delicate deltaic 
region. The Coalition would like to ensure that future land loss modeling efforts accurately 

Sean M. Duffy, Sr. 
Executive Director 
4741 Utica Street, Suite 200 
Metairie, LA 70006 

Office    (504) 833-4190 x 805 
Cellular (504) 338-3165 
sean.duffy@bigrivercoalition.org
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BIG RIVER COALITION 
	

	 2	

account for the increased acreage and acknowledge that additional acreage will continue to be 
added on an annual basis. 

 
Fiscal	Year	 Southwest	Pass		 Hopper	Dredge	Disposal	

Area	
2009	 100	Acres	 	
2010	 67Acres	 466	Acres	
2011	 199	Acres	 70	Acres		
2012	 615	Acres	 0	Acres	
2013	 612	Acres	 851	Acres	
2014	 572	Acres	 None	(Combined	for	FY	15)	
2015	 364	Acres	 667	Acres	
2016	 768	Acres	 4	Acres	
2017	 Ongoing	 570	Acres	Plus	

TOTAL 	  3,297 ACRES 	  2,628 ACRES 	
 
As you will recall the CPRA also recognized these beneficial use efforts by finding them 

“complimentary to or consistent with” the State’s Master Plan in a letter dated March 4, 2016 
and signed by you as the Chairman of the CPRA Board. The navigation industry and river pilot 
associations are proud of this project.  We are also dedicated to and driven by necessity to 
increase not only the amount of material beneficially used, but to expand areas where beneficial 
use can be done.  Most notably on the Deep Draft Crossings between New Orleans and Baton 
Rouge. 

 
 The Coalition is hopeful that the CPRA will honor the quote below from the Draft Master 
Plan for 2017 and work with the navigation industry to develop methods to effectively help 
remove more sediment from the channel and beneficially use it near the areas where 
navigational channel maintenance dredging occurs, i.e. the area of Southwest Pass and on the 
Deep Draft Crossings. 

“As the state implements the large-scale marsh creation projects laid out in the master plan, it is 
imperative that we use the sediment from all applicable dredging activities.” 

The economic impact of the Lower Mississippi River Deep-Draft Ports Complex is 
nationally significant.  Louisiana industries dedicated to national and global trade account for 
396,300 jobs and $19.5 billion in earnings.  More than 170,000 of these Louisiana jobs are 
solely dependent upon international trade. Louisiana exports have doubled from $32 billion in 
2009 to more than $65 billion in 2014. The exports handled by the Lower Mississippi Deep-
Draft Ports Complex have increased an astounding 227 percent in the past decade. In fact, 25 
percent of Louisiana’s Gross Domestic Product is derived from exports, the largest amount ever 
recorded for any single state in the United States. Louisiana ports carry over 25% of the 
country’s waterborne trade.  Regardless of the metric, Louisiana’s economy depends upon 
robust international trade.   

 As reproduced from the Draft Master Plan for 2017: 

“In 2010, seven independent researchers examined the coast’s provision of ecosystem 
services. Their report stated that the Mississippi River Delta provides at least $12 to $47 billion 
in benefits to people each year. If this natural capital were treated like an economic asset, its 
total economic benefit to the nation would be $330 billion to $1.3 trillion per year. Over a 100-
year period, the value of the coast’s ecological services alone would be between $237 billion 
and $4.7 trillion.  The researchers note that many data gaps remain in our understanding of what 
the coast provides.  As we learn more, our appreciation of the coast’s value will likely increase 
significantly.” 
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BIG RIVER COALITION 
	

	 3	

 The Big River Coalition desires to work directly with the CPRA to increase the beneficial 
use of dredged material when performing maintenance dredging on the Mississippi River Ship 
Channel (MRSC).  The Coalition believes the deepening of the MRSC to 50 feet will provide 
an excellent opportunity to increase the amount of beneficial use of dredged material.  The draft 
General Reevaluation Report on the MRSC deepening project predicts that lowering the 
navigation channel to 50 feet would create nearly 1,500 acres through beneficially use in the 
environmentally sensitive bird’s-foot delta.   
 
 
 

Sincerely, 

Sean M. Duffy, Sr.  
Sean M. Duffy, Sr. 

        Executive Director		
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Public Comment Entry #: 
107 
First Name: 
Kim 
Last Name: 
Nehrbass 
City: 
Lafayette 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I laud your efforts to save our coast. I would like to see more emphasis on saving the frontline such as 
rock barriers that allow sediment to collect behind them. I realize that this may be futile long term with 
subsidence and rising water levels but it will extend the life for a while at least. Thanks! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
105 
First Name: 
Kelly 
Last Name: 
Thomason 
City: 
Luling 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We support the Coastal Master Plan as detailed in the attached letter. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/8b64fa80-f4a0-0134-d927-
6abd80a12d20/Monsanto_Letter_of_Support_-_Coastal_Master_Plan_.docx 
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March 29, 2017 

The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
P.O. Box 44027 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Re:  Draft 2017 Coastal Master Plan Comments 

Dear Mr. Bradberry: 

Monsanto is in support of the Draft 2017 Coastal Master Plan. Protecting and conserving 
Louisiana’s diminishing coast is vital to the future of our company, our employees, and our way 
of life.  

Specifically, the following structural flood protection projects included in the plan have our full 
support: 

• West Shore Lake Pontchartrain – 001.HP.05
• Upper Barataria Risk Reduction – 002.HP.06
• Greater New Orleans High Level – 001.HP.04

These projects provide flood protection to our facility, located at 12501 River Road, Luling, LA, 
70070, as well as our hundreds of employees that support our facility and live inside the 
protection areas. We applaud CPRA’s efforts in preparing the plan and find it to be an 
instrumental proposal that aims to make coastal restoration and flood protection a reality in 
Louisiana. 

If you have any questions about please feel free to contact Kelly Thomason, Monsanto Business 
Unit Leader, at (985) 785-3524.  

Sincerely, 

Kelly Thomason 
Business Unit Leader 
Monsanto Company 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
103 
First Name: 
Stephen 
Last Name: 
Deep 
City: 
Slidell 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I live in Eden Isles outside of Slidell, LA. 
 
I am concerned that current planning does not adequately address property concerns in my 
neighborhood. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
102 
First Name: 
Libby 
Last Name: 
Nehrbass 
City: 
Lafayette 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I attended the CRCL Coastal Road Show in Abbeville where I got a thorough introduction to the 2017 
Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast. Though I am not qualified to argue in favor or against specific 
projects within the plan, I am able to share my enthusiasm for the quality of thought and conversation 
that went into the development of that plan. I whole-heartedly support the adoption of the plan next 
month.  
 
Our coastline must be our first priority in our conversations about our state's future, and we must learn 
to consider our precious coast and nature itself as the most critical components of our "infrastructure", 
since without a clear knowledge and respect for the underlying systems and processes which sustain 
them, we might as well build our hopes for a prosperous future (or any future at all) on clouds.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
101 
First Name: 
Timothy 
Last Name: 
Saucier 
City: 
Gheens 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am very displeased on the new coastal protection project.  I live in the Gheens community and left out 
the protection.  I pay taxes like everyone else.  My property value will drop and my insurance will go 
up. Who will be held responsible for my loses. This is not fair for everyone in our community.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
100 
First Name: 
Logan 
Last Name: 
Burke 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please see attached comments.  
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/517beb80-f45d-0134-d927-
6abd80a12d20/CPRA2017AAE.docx 
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Comments from the Alliance for Affordable Energy March 26, 2017 

We appreciate the opportunity to submit these comments. The Alliance for 
Affordable Energy is a Louisiana non-profit with the mission of consumer and 
environmental protection related to energy matters. There is no doubt our 
coastal crisis is related to our history as an “energy state.” With these comments, 
we recommend the state’s very survival depends on a move toward being a 
“clean energy state.” Solutions exist, but in order to preserve our state and 
spend both state and federal money to do so, we must acknowledge, mitigate, 
and adapt to the causes of our crisis. 

THE CAUSE 

Louisiana’s rapidly disappearing coast is an existential crisis. Either we will find a 
way to stem the tide of land loss in the next generation, or we will be forced to 
drastically realign the physical, cultural, and economic landscape of our state. 
Louisiana’s Coastal Master Plan represents an ambitious effort to adapt and 
meet the challenges ahead. It is rightly praised for being developed with world-
class science and adapting to new information. Unlike the 2012 plan developed 
under Gov. Jindal, for example, the 2017 Draft uses the term “climate change” 
to describe the problem. 

There is, however, a glaring omission. If the plan were truly based on best-
available science, it would not only mention climate change but also point out 
that man-made carbon emissions are a leading driver of climate change and its 
impacts, including coastal land loss. As t stands, the Draft 2017 Coastal Master 
Plan uses science to treat the symptoms of climate change while largely 
ignoring the causes and solutions. 

Louisiana’s coast is disappearing due to a combination of factors such as 
subsidence, sea level rise, and saltwater intrusion. Louisiana plans to spend $50 
billion on the Coastal Master Plan, though in reality the costs are likely to be 
much higher. At the same time, utility customers are paying to build and 
maintain fossil fuel power plants. The best available science tells us that those 
power plants contribute to the very same sea level rise that we’re paying to 
adapt to. We’re drilling holes in our own life boat, and we’re paying for both 
sides.  

People will point out that global warming is, too large a problem, that Louisiana 
alone cannot do enough to reduce emissions. But that doesn’t mean we should 
be hastening our own demise. While sea-level rise poses problems for coastal 
areas around the world, South Louisiana is one of the most vulnerable spots on 
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the planet. The technology to phase out fossil fuel exists, it’s affordable, and it 
creates jobs.  

CPRA should acknowledge the link between sea level rise, climate change, and 
carbon emissions and urge other state actors to consider this link in their decision 
making. The Plan should send the signal that we are truly committed to letting 
the science shape the policy, not the other way around. Practically, it will give 
us a better shot at protecting and restoring our coast, and we need all the help 
we can get. 

THE SOLUTIONS 

Despite so much at stake, Louisiana’s new 2017 Plan is silent on the success of 
renewable energy and energy efficiency programs that are already having 
clear success in New Orleans and many other parts of the state. Energy 
efficiency programs reduce power plant emissions that can help prevent the 
worst-case sea-level rise from coming to pass. 

Just as the Plan includes non-structural adaptation solutions including elevating 
buildings in vulnerable communities, it should propose mitigation solutions like 
expanding ambitious efficiency programs statewide.  Last year in New Orleans, 
for every dollar spent - customers reaped $1.90 in cost savings. These cost 
savings are distinct from the billions the state could save from emissions 
reductions and their long-term costs. 

Louisiana’s actions - including the promotion of energy efficiency and clean 
energy - not only contribute to the solution…they are a critical display of 
leadership that the rest of the nation must see to believe that they too must do 
their part.  A failure to act, sends a signal to others that action is not needed 
and that loss of Louisiana’s coast is not important enough for us, so why should it 
be to them? 
 
Louisiana's Coastal Protection Plan should set out a vision for tackling the 
problem on all fronts. It should demonstrate at home the policies and actions 
other cities and states should follow., particularly in the areas of clean energy 
alternatives to reduce the likelihood of the worst case scenario. 
 
Gov. Edwards recently said: 
"Before we can ever have any hope of asking taxpayers around the country to 
come to Louisiana and help us restore our coast, we have to be able to show 
them that we did everything that we could, reasonably, that is within our 
power." 
 
While carbon and methane emissions are a leading driver of our coastal land 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1379



loss predicament, the Coastal Master Plan as currently written largely overlooks 
this fact, but it not entirely silent on the matter…hidden in Appendix C2, it states 
the key determinant of sea level rise is atmospheric concentrations of heat-
trapping carbon pollution. —  And there you have it — reducing carbon 
pollution today will reduce the likelihood of the worst-case, high sea-level rise 
scenario which in turn would cost billions of dollars more in expensive engineers 
fixes to problems we should aim to prevent.  Like health care - an ounce of 
prevention is worth a pound of cure.  Let’s do our part today to keep Louisiana 
environmentally and economically healthy and save ourselves a trip to the 
emergency room for failing to act on a still preventable catastrophe.   
 
It’s dollars and sense, let’s do the right thing with energy efficiency and 
renewable energy - and let’s do it now, otherwise climate science suggests we 
will simply be throwing billions of dollars and our state into the Gulf of Mexico. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to offer our thoughts on the 2017 Louisiana 
Coastal Master Plan. 

 

 

Logan A. Burke 

Executive Director 

Alliance for Affordable Energy	
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Public Comment Entry #: 
99 
First Name: 
Curtis 
Last Name: 
Carrington 
City: 
Geismar 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please see the attached document for submitted comments in regards to the 2017 Coastal Master Plan 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/51494500-f45b-0134-1ae7-
6abd80a12d20/LA_Coastal_Master_Plan_Comments_Final.docx 
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The	Coastal	Protection	and	Restoration	Authority,	

The	Louisiana	Coastal	Plan	will	have	an	affect	on	all	organization	and	companies	represented	in	
the	proposed	areas	for	project	construction.	The	plan	seems	to	have	very	important	projects	
that	are	needed	for	the	development	and	safety	of	our	coast	and	Enterprise	Products	(EPD)	is	
willing	to	take	a	front	seat	when	it	comes	to	development	and	planning	to	stay	informed	on	how	
these	projects	not	only	affect	us	and	surrounding	companies,	but	allow	for	the	safest	and	most	
effect	projects	that	help	save	the	LA	coast.		
Enterprise	Products		has	viewed	the	proposed	coastal	plan	and	provides	the	following	
comments:	

· EPD	has	critical	infrastructure	around	the	St.	Mary	and	Vermillion	parishes.	Projects	that
will	work	to	fortify	the	coast	around	the		Neptune,	Calumet	and	Sea	Robin	areas	would	be
beneficial.

· Current	infrastructure	at	Sorrento	sites	is	already	flooding	periodically	due	to	normal
weather	and	land	reconstruction	or	a	levee	around	the	surface	assets	would	not	only	benefit
EPD	but	also	other	major	stakeholders	along	the	coast	like	Exxon	and	Shell.

· The	EPD	Toca-Norco	NGL	line	will	remain	in	service.		The	Barataria	basin	projects	will	help
maintain	cover	for	our	pipe.

· The	Coastal	Master	Plan	needs	to	address	the	intracoastal	waterway	and	its	effect	on	all
shoreline	entities	south	of	it	due	to	spoils	deposition	and	watershed	diversion.

The	few	points	mentioned	above	are	insight	to	projects	along	the	Louisiana	coast	that	EPD	has	
dedicated	much	time	and	energy	into.	As	part	of	the	planning	of	these	projects	and	future	
endeavors	,	we	must	take	into	the	account	the	future	projects	of	the	LA	Coastal	plan	as	well.	To	
save	time,	resources,	and	control	finances,	it	is	critical	that	as	the	LA	Coastal	plan	moves	
forward,	stakeholders	along	the	coast	are	informed	early	on	during	the	beginning	phases	of	the	
various	project	initiatives	(like	planning	and	design).		

Enterprise	is	looking	to	be	considered	in	all	plans	moving	forward	involving	coastal	projects.	

Thank	you,	

Enterprise	Products		
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Public Comment Entry #: 
98 
First Name: 
Richard 
Last Name: 
Condrey 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
My fourth set of comments "Questioning the 2017 Draft Plan’s assumptions of declining rates of land 
loss and subsidence" is attached as a pdf file 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/d9c6c1e0-f440-0134-3dac-
76b4e0029ebf/March_26_Condrey_4_th_set_of_comments.pdf  

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1383



March 26, 2017 

Re:  Questioning the 2017 Draft Plan’s assumptions of declining rates of land loss and 

subsidence 

Dear CPRA, 

 In my first 2017 Draft Master Plan comment to you, I noted that 

… my analysis of Couvillion et al.’s (2011) data did not support the assumption 

of any statistically valid impact of management or hurricanes on “a constant rate 

of land loss in coastal Louisiana of 69.1 km2/yr (1.47 football fields/hr) for 1932 

through 2010” (Condrey et al. 2014, p. 34 and Figure 8 on p. 46… 

(Condrey to CPRA, March 21, 2017, second paragraph), that I had been unable to 

… to derive Couvillion et al.’s (2011) “Regression trend line, 1985-2010” 

discussed in their Figure 5.   

(Condrey to CPRA, March 21, 2017, third paragraph), and provided attachments in support of 

my observations and questions. 

Though my first comment concerned the impact of these issues on the rates of land loss 

projected in CPRA (2012), my review of your 2017 Draft Master Plan (http://coastal.la.gov/a-

common-vision/2017-draft-coastal-master-plan/ ) suggests that these issues also impact the rates 

of land loss projected in the 2014 Draft Master Plan for at least two reasons outlined below. 

First, Couvillion et al.’s (2011) “Regression trend line, 1985-2010” with its slope of 16.6 

sq mi /yr is accepted as evidence that Louisiana’s rate of land loss has decline.  For example, in 

Appendix C of the Draft 2017 Plan) we find: 

Coastal Louisiana has experienced dramatic land loss since at least the 1930’s … 

and a current land loss rate of 16.6 square miles per year.  

(Meselhe et al. 2016, page iv, http://coastal.la.gov/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Appendix-

C_Chapter-1.pdf) which is later reinforced by: 

Coastal Louisiana has experienced dramatic land loss since at least the 1930’s 

(Couvillion et al. 2011) … and a current land loss rate of 16.6 square miles per 

year (Couvillion et al. 2011). 

As detailed in Condrey to CPRA 2017, I do not find that Couvillion et al.’s 2011 

published data can be used to reproduce his published trend line slope of 16.6 sq mi /yr and that 

this same data support a single (undiminished) rate of land loss of 26,7 sq mi/yr (69.1 km2/yr). 
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The point is not minor, as it appears you are using the assumption that Louisiana’s 

current rate of land loss has decline in constructing and evaluating your land loss projections.  I 

hope that I am wrong as I find no statistical justification for this assumption and that its use 

would greatly overestimate the time Louisiana’s coastal residents have to respond to land loss in 

the near future.  I suggest that your 2017 Master Plan at least acknowledge my concerns, or 

resolve these issues.  I will be glad to assist you in those efforts.  

Second, in Attachment C2-2:  Subsidence, I find 

The 2012 Coastal Master Plan ‘moderate’ scenario assumed that future 

subsidence rates would be 20% of the identified range of subsidence rates for 

each region. This value was selected based on observations (e.g., Kolker et al., 

2011) that report historical subsidence rates are declining and thus suggesting that 

subsidence over the next 50 years may be on the lower end of the range. The ‘less 

optimistic’ scenario assumed that the recent decline in subsidence rates would not 

continue and the subsidence rate selected for the modeling was the median value 

of the range in each region. 

(Reed and Yuill 2016, page 1, http://coastal.la.gov/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Attachment_C2-

2_02012017.pdf ), and  

Given the lack of definitive data or studies on which to justify modifying the 

spatial polygon boundaries or the plausible range of subsidence rates, the 

recommendation is for the 2017 Coastal Master Plan modeling effort to use the 

same polygons and plausible ranges as the 2012 Coastal Master Plan (Figure 1, 

Table 1). 

(Reed and Yuill 2016, page 8). 

 My initial review of Kolker et al. 2011 

(http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1029/2011GL049458/abstract ) suggest that a portion of 

their analysis is dependent upon Couvillion et al. (2011) data for Barataria Bay (i.e., their Figure 

2e).  While I am not familiar with their statistical procedure, I note that Couvillion et al.’s 

published data for Barataria Bay also appear to be consistent with a single rate of land loss when 

I conduct an Analysis of Covariance using SAS.  This suggests to me that at least the Barataria 

Bay portion of Kolker et al.’s analysis is open to a different interpretation – one which would not 

justify an assumption of continuing declines in rates of subsidence in your ‘near future’ 

projections.  I would be glad to discuss my concerns with you as also relate to a possible 

overestimate in the time Louisiana’s coastal residents have to respond to land loss in the near 

future. 

Yours, 

Richard Condrey 

coecnd@lsu.edu 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
97 
First Name: 
Richard  
Last Name: 
Condrey 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
March 26, 2017 
 
Re:  Barrier Islands 
 
Dear CPRA. 
 
 On August 4, 2014 I sent a series of questions (attached) to members of your team regarding 
my review of CEC [2012] Barrier system performance assessment:  Technical memorandum 4. 
 
 The questions related to an un-going discussion we were having over the eventual construction 
of my Figure 9 of Condrey et al. (2014, also attached).  Here my statistical analysis of the available 
published data on barrier island loss in coastal Louisiana from ca. 1855 to the latest available coast-
wide data was inconsistent with the assumption that Louisiana’s barrier island restoration efforts were 
working.   
 
 My recollection of the phone conversation I had with members of your team following my 
August 4, 2014 questions was that I was correct in my approach and concerns, as expressed in both my 
list of questions and my barrier island analysis in Condrey et al. (2014). 
 
As such I surprised to find in my review of the 2017 Draft Master Plan and its appendices no references 
to the insightful findings of your group regarding my questions of August 4, 2014, or to my published 
concerns for the validity of your barrier island restoration program.   
 
Rather if find: 
 
The Future of Barrier Islands. Louisiana has spent hundreds of millions of dollars over the past two 
decades restoring its barrier shoreline and plans to continue to invest in these features. The progress we 
have made in recent years in restoring our barrier shorelines has allowed us to begin consideration of 
transitioning from a focus on construction to a focus on strategic maintenance. Unlike the 2012 Coastal 
Master Plan, which specified barrier island chains to be restored, the 2017 Coastal Master Plan 
recommends funding Louisiana’s barrier island program, which CPRA is currently developing. Rather 
than recommending specific barrier island/ 
 
headland projects and assigning them to a certain implementation period, given the uncertainty of 
events like hurricanes, CPRA intends to have plans for restoration of the Terrebonne and Barataria 
barrier shorelines ready so that when future hurricanes do impact these areas, we can react quickly to 
restore the impacted barrier shoreline. This decision was informed through the 2017 modeling effort; 
model results indicated that, under the High Environmental Scenario, recently restored barrier islands 
and headlands were surviving in some manner. This informed our decision to take $1.5 billion from our 
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$25 billion restoration budget before project sequencing and set it aside to fund the barrier island 
program. 
 
(Draft 2017 Master Plan, pages 85-86).   
 
I am not comforted by a modeling effort’s suggestion that “recently restored barrier islands and 
headlands were surviving in some manner” when the limited available published data do not support 
the assumption that barrier island restoration efforts are working.  I do not find that this is a safe 
assumption for the communities which will be adversely affected if these assumptions are not correct.   
 
I would appreciate your guidance and hope that I have made an error in failing to find a reference to the 
errors which our 2014 discussions found in CEC [2012] Barrier system performance assessment:  
Technical memorandum 4 and in our agreement over the approach and findings regarding Louisiana’s 
barrier islands which I published in Condrey et al. (2014). 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Richard Condrey 
coecnd@lsu.edu 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/27a47570-f43c-0134-bb7c-
76b4e0029ebf/Condrey_questions_on_CEC_2014.docx 
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August 4, 2014 

Dear CPRA , 

Thank you for our phone conversation of the week of June 23, 2014, for your patience in 
receiving my questions on CEC [2012] Barrier system performance assessment:  Technical 
memorandum 4 (attached), for agreeing to forward these questions to the appropriate analyst in 
CEC so that we could discuss them over the phone call, and for agreeing to arrange that phone 
call. 

My questions are: 

1) On page 4 of CEC [2012] we find:
The historical records of shoreline positions and change rates over time were 
obtained by downloading the Barrier Island Comprehensive Monitoring 
program (BICM) (UNO & USGS, 2009) data files from the internet at the 
following web address: ftp://ftp.dnr.state.la.us/bicm/.  
These data files (Excel spreadsheets) contained shoreline positions over time 
corresponding to mapped shorelines (GIS shape files) measured off of Mean 
High Water (MHW) transects… 

I believe that a portion of CEC’s pre-2006 shoreline data referenced on page 4 was 
derived from Martinez et al. (2009) and McBride and Byrnes (1997).  Am I correct?  

a. If not what publications provided the shoreline data for the Terrebonne Basin
islands.

b. If so, how did CEC convert the “high-water shoreline (HWL)” measurements
used by Martinez et al. and McBride/Byrnes to Mean High Water (MHW), or did
CEC consider HWL=MHW, despite the considerations provided in Ruggiero and
List (2009, attached)?

2) Also on page 4 of CEC (2012) we find:
…no comprehensive data sets presenting individual barrier shoreline land 
areas were found for the remainder of the barrier systems [outside of the 
Terrebonne Barrier System] corresponding to the time period analyzed herein 
[1985 -2006]. 

I believe that this is a true statement as Martinez et al. (2009) and McBride and Byrnes 
(1997) confine their discussion to barrier islands.  Am I correct? 
I also believe that this statement is true for those Louisiana barrier islands not in the 
Terrebonne Barrier System for the period 2005 to present.     

a. Am I correct?
b. Or are there post-2005 comprehensive barrier island land area studies for the

entire Louisiana coast?  If so, were these used in CPRA (2014)?  If not, when will
this data set be complied and made available to the public?

3) Can I obtain a table listing the data (island, year, area) used to plot Figures 15 – 20 in
CEC [2014, pages 22-26], or should I derive these points from the published graphs?
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4) On page 21 of CED [2012] we find: 
Utilizing the USGS data from 1985 to the year of the first identified CWPPRA 
restoration project detailed in the first technical memorandum, Database 
Summary and Data Gap Analysis, pre-restoration land acreages were analyzed 
to derive the pre-restoration linear trend [Line X] and the projected Year of 
Disappearance (YOD) based upon the extrapolation of the trend line into the 
future until it reaches zero acres. Applying the same trend line [Line X] from 
the year of the most recent restoration project, a new YOD for each island was 
projected. 

 This approach excludes 40% of the post-1984 data points from a derivation and 
testing of CEC’s trend analysis.   I do not understand how one can statistically justify 
applying Line X to the most recent elevation measured?  Is there a statistical basis for CEC’s 
approach?  Is so, could I obtain a citation for the most authoritative article which justifies this 
approach?  

Thanks for considering my questions.  Please do not hesitate to call me at 225-769-7905 if 
you have any questions.   

I look forward to discussing these topics with CEC (and you if you have time) over the phone 
in the near future.   Please let me know when I can expect that phone call to occur.  The 
present week looks good for me.   

Yours, 

Richard Condrey  
coecnd@lsu.edu 
225-789-7905 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
95 
First Name: 
Sherwood 
Last Name: 
Gagliano 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am an environmental scientist and have been professionally involved in coastal restoration in 
Louisiana since 1969. 
 
In reviewing the draft 2017, coastal master plan I was very concerned to learn that the use of induced 
oyster reefs was not included in the plan even though it had been included in the previous master plan.  
This living shoreline approach has proven to be effective for protection of shoreline and banklines, 
creation of fishery habitat, and is an important component of restoration planning. 
 
The Water Institute of the Gulf and the St. Bernard Parish Coastal Restoration Advisory Committee 
have recommended the approach and a number of oyster reef projects have been constructed in the 
parish through various grants.  In 2009 my firm teamed with The Nature Conservancy on a proposal for 
an oyster reef shoreline stabilization project that was funded through the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act on Grand 
Isle and along shorelines in St. Bernard Parish.   
 
I respectfully request that living shorelines and induced oyster reefs be included in the 2017 Coastal 
Restoration Plan. 
 
Regards, 
Sherwood M. Gagliano Phd 
CEO Coastal Environments, Inc. 
1260 Main St.  
Baton Rouge LA, 70802 
Office (225) 383-7455  
Email  sgagliano@coastalenv.com 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
94 
First Name: 
Anthony 
Last Name: 
Streva 
City: 
Morgan City 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am making comments on the DRAFT 2017 COASTAL MASTER PLAN. 

I support using dredge material from the Atchafalaya River for marsh creation on Point Au Fer. 

I support the concept of a long distance sediment pipeline from the Atchafalaya River to marsh creation 
sites in Eastern Terrebonne Parish. 

I have concerns about the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish diversion. I am asking for 
modeling and answers to a number of questions submitted by the Port of Morgan City. 

I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to include the Bayou Chene Flood Protection and 
Diversion Project in the 2017 Master Plan. 

I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to complete the Morgan City Back Levee Project in the 
near future. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
93 
First Name: 
Kenneth 
Last Name: 
Ragas 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please include the attached USGS Vibracore data to compare diversions versus dredging using a cost of 
$6 per cubic yard.  

Please respond as to your acceptance of my comments at the above email address. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/bffa5860-f3c5-0134-7f64-
76b4e0029ebf/USGS_VIBRACORE_SAMPLES.jpg 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
92 
First Name: 
Marc 
Last Name: 
Ehrhardt 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The Grow Louisiana Coalition represents more than 22,600 Louisiana residents who support the 
positive impact the oil and natural gas industry has on our state.  

Throughout history, leaders from our home parishes to Baton Rouge to Congress made the decision to 
explore for energy to meet the priorities of the time. Louisiana answered the call in every case as 
Louisiana’s “working coast” was born. The oil and gas industry - along with the maritime, 
shipbuilding, lumber and commercial fishing industries among others - grew in Louisiana because of 
our vast resources, our rivers and ports and our unique people. 

The oil and natural gas industry in Louisiana is the No. 1 private investor in the coast. It has been for 
two decades. The people of the oil and gas industry are the people of Louisiana. They live, work and 
raise their families across south Louisiana and in every parish of the state. The industry invests in the 
coast because it’s our livelihood and our people depend on the coast. The industry has played an 
integral part in coastal restoration and supports the fundamental purpose of the Coastal Master Plan. 

In fact, a safe, productive oil and natural gas industry in Louisiana will be one of the largest sources of 
recurring revenue for the coast. Without a working coast and productive industry, Louisiana struggles 
even more to fund this Master Plan. 

Through the execution of the Coastal Master Plan, we encourage the Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority to uphold three key principles which can ensure the best work gets done and 
provides Louisiana with a strong working coast for generations to come.  

• Follow the best science available and include the highest levels of financial accountability so
that resources being invested by the industry now and in the future are put to the best use.

• Uphold the goals stated in the master plan to pursue solutions that can benefit our communities
and the foundation of Louisiana's working coast that employs hundreds of thousands of
working families.

• Believe that the best science plus the best accountability equals the best future for our
communities and way of life. The energy industry is the No. 1 private investor in Louisiana’s
coast. The best solution is working with the best science available, which the industry has, and
investing our financial resources, which the industry is doing and has done for decades, into
projects that can ensure both a protected coast and a working coast.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments and the hard work invested in this plan. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
91 
First Name: 
Catherine 
Last Name: 
Holcomb 
City: 
Morgan City 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
70380 I am making comments on the DRAFT 2017 COASTAL MASTER PLAN.   I support using 
dredge material from the Atchafalaya River for marsh creation on Point Au Fer. I support the concept 
of a long distance sediment pipeline from the Atchafalaya River to marsh creation sites in Eastern 
Terrebonne Parish. I have concerns about the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish 
diversion. I am asking for modeling and answers to a number of questions submitted by the Port of 
Morgan City. I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to include the Bayou Chene Flood 
Protection and Diversion Project  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
90 
First Name: 
Timothy 
Last Name: 
Allen 
City: 
Houma 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
See attached letter/map. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/4a4574c0-f2ff-0134-f0ea-
1a65b667130d/Master_Plan_Comments_-_ALM_17.pdf 
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APACHE LOUISIANA MINERALS LLC 
(985) 879-3528 TEL · (985) 876-5267 FAX

Mailing Address: 
Post Office Box 206, Houma, LA 70361-0206 

Deliveries Only: 
1913 LaTerre Court, Houma, LA 70363-7525 

C:\Users\Jody.Naquin\Desktop\Master Plan Comments - ALM'17.Doc 

March 24, 2017 

Mr. Chuck Perrodin 
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
P.O. Box 44027 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana  70804 

RE: 2017 Master Plan Comments 

Dear Mr. Perrodin: 

I commend the efforts of you and the CPRA staff in the development of the 2017 Master Plan 
document.  The inclusion of the interactive map with the online version on the plan is especially helpful.    
I’ll keep our comments brief, as I know you’ll have a multitude of comment letters to review and ponder.  
The following comments are from the perspective of a large coastal landowner that has many years of 
experience with the coastal restoration initiative, both privately and publicly funded.  Please accept our 
comments for the DRAFT 2017 Master Plan as follows: 

 Landowner input and involvement is crucial.  With the majority of the land along the coast held
in private ownership, it baffles me why more credence seems to be given to folks who neither
live, work or pay taxes in the area of proposed protection.  The plan should speak to the fact that
projects will be considered only when there are willing landowners, and expropriation will not be
a tool employed to accomplish this plan.

 The plan should allow for the use of hard bankline stabilization along federal navigation
channels.  Though these channels were created by Federal authority, they were built with the
benefit of the citizens of Louisiana in mind, and failure to hardline the banks of these channels
will continue to lead to large amounts of wetland destruction, especially along the GIWW.

 The Master Plan is silent on the state’s Conservation and Restoration Partnership Fund.  This a
worthwhile program that should be continued and addressed in the Plan. A stable though modest
funding stream ($1–2MM annually) should be maintained to allow landowners and local
governments the opportunity to compete for funding to put meaningful, small scale restoration
and conservation practices on the ground.

 The Mud Lake Marsh Creation (004.MC.04) project is partially on our land, and we support it,
but there is an active oil and gas field within this project area for which landowners and oil and
gas operators can be an invaluable wealth of information for you during project design.

 Why is the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne project (03b.DI.04) listed with the
Southwest Coast projects?  It should be included in the Central Coast projects.

 We cannot support the Mauvais Bois Ridge Restoration project (03a.RC.04); a significant portion
of which is located on Apache property.  This is an existing, pristine ridge which shouldn’t be
touched.  Furthermore, we will not grant ‘landrights’ for this project, so it is requested that you
eliminate this project from the Master Plan.

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1397



C:\Users\jody.naquin\Desktop\Master Plan Comments - ALM'17.doc 2

 
 We do, however, support a ridge feature further south which would protect the Mauvais Bois 

ridge.  This proposed ridge restoration feature should follow the north bank of Lake DeCade and 
Bayou DeCade.  See attached map.  This proposed alternate ridge alignment has already been 
adopted by several CWPPRA projects (TE-28, TE-34a, TE-72 and TE-138) and privately funded 
restoration efforts.  This suite of projects, along with TE-44, in combination with a newly created 
ridge feature would create a ‘land bridge’ in central Terrebonne while providing more benefits 
(and not impact pristine wetlands) like your Mauvais Bois Ridge project.   
 

 Apache is also an affected landowner for the Bayou Pointe au Chene Ridge Restoration project 
(03a.RC.06) in Terrebonne.  While we certainly support the concept, we are not in favor of 
creating adjacent, large borrow channels through vegetated wetlands in order to construct this 
ridge.   
 

 Your support of the Morganza to the Gulf and HNC lock are appreciated and are absolutely 
essential to the sustainability of the land, culture and people of Terrebonne Parish. 
 
In conclusion, you have much work to do to correct what we perceive as oversights of the Plan 

before submitting it to the legislature.  We are happy to answer any questions or otherwise support your 
efforts to finalize and implement this Master Plan for protecting coastal Louisiana. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
APACHE LOUISIANA MINERALS LLC 

 
Timothy J. Allen, PLS 
General Manager 
 
 
 
 
 

encl 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
89 
First Name: 
Bart 
Last Name: 
Haddad 
City: 
Purvis 
State: 
MS 
Content: 
I don't see where there is any restoration planned for the Biloxi Marsh as there was in 2012? This area 
is world reknown for the opportunity for flyfishermen to catch bull redfish. They come from all over 
the world. The State will be making a grave error by not tying to protect this habitat. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
88 
First Name: 
Suzanne 
Last Name: 
Carlos 
City: 
Houma 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Houma-Terrebonne Chamber of Commerce would like to thank the Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority for its past work in the Barataria and Terrebonne Basins, specifically we 
appreciate your commitment to the Morganza to the Gulf hurricane protection, including the Houma 
Navigational Canal lock complex.  Our chamber has a membership of over 700 businesses and 
organizations that employ approximately 23,000 people living across this region, and these projects are 
vital to the businesses in our region and to our community.   
 
One of the most significant and urgent issues facing our state, as you know, is the loss of our coast.  
The Houma-Terrebonne Chamber of Commerce believes that Louisiana’s land loss crisis requires 
hurricane protection and a comprehensive suite of restoration projects, including barrier islands, marsh 
creation, hydrologic restoration, ridge restoration, shoreline protection, and oyster reef restoration.  
 
As you are aware, the Barataria and Terrebonne Estuaries are experiencing the fastest erosion rates in 
the state.  In light of this, we feel that Master Plan projects located in the eastern portions of 
Terrebonne Parish should be moved to your First Period of Implementation, since this area is most in 
need of restoration.  We ask that the state focus funding on large-scale restoration projects, so there’s a 
greater impact over time and to support investments made in other restoration and risk-reduction 
projects.   
 
To secure a sustainable future for coastal Louisiana, the Houma-Terrebonne Chamber supports the 
complete restoration of the barrier islands and headland.  We believe that this is an important 
component of our coastal restoration and should be prioritized and funded.  We also support the use of 
the land-building power of the Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers to the greatest extent possible.  
 
In addition to the revenue coming to the state over the next 15 years from the BP settlement, the people 
of Louisiana and its leaders must develop additional and reliable revenue streams to fund the entire 
master plan.  
 
And finally, we urge the state to take advantage of the incredible economic and job creation 
opportunities that would be available with the advancement of the master plan.  Recent analysis has 
shown the water management sector is the fasting growing job sector in Louisiana’s Coastal Zone, with 
an average salary of almost $70,000.  Over the next 10 years, nearly 60,000 jobs could be supported by 
investments in restoration.  Jobs that are sorely needed.   
 
Respectfully, 
Kate Theriot 
2017 Chairwoman  
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Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/e3acb9b0-f2fa-0134-f0ea-
1a65b667130d/Comments_to_CPRA_on_Coastal_Master_Plan_2-22-17.pdf 
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February 21, 2017                           
 
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
150 Terrace Ave. 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
Re: 2017 Coastal Master Plan  
 

To Whom It May Concern: 
 

The Houma-Terrebonne Chamber of Commerce would like to thank the Coastal Protection and Restoration 
Authority for its past work in the Barataria and Terrebonne Basins, specifically we appreciate your commitment to 
the Morganza to the Gulf hurricane protection, including the Houma Navigational Canal lock complex.  Our 
chamber has a membership of over 700 businesses and organizations that employ approximately 23,000 people 
living across this region, and these projects are vital to the businesses in our region and to our community.   
 
One of the most significant and urgent issues facing our state, as you know, is the loss of our coast.  The Houma-
Terrebonne Chamber of Commerce believes that Louisiana’s land loss crisis requires hurricane protection and a 
comprehensive suite of restoration projects, including barrier islands, marsh creation, hydrologic restoration, 
ridge restoration, shoreline protection, and oyster reef restoration.  
 
As you are aware, the Barataria and Terrebonne Estuaries are experiencing the fastest erosion rates in the state.  
In light of this, we feel that Master Plan projects located in the eastern portions of Terrebonne Parish should be 
moved to your First Period of Implementation, since this area is most in need of restoration.  We ask that the 
state focus funding on large-scale restoration projects, so there’s a greater impact over time and to support 
investments made in other restoration and risk-reduction projects.   
 
To secure a sustainable future for coastal Louisiana, the Houma-Terrebonne Chamber supports the complete 
restoration of the barrier islands and headland.  We believe that this is an important component of our coastal 
restoration and should be prioritized and funded.  We also support the use of the land-building power of the 
Mississippi and Atchafalaya Rivers to the greatest extent possible.  
 
In addition to the revenue coming to the state over the next 15 years from the BP settlement, the people of 
Louisiana and its leaders must develop additional and reliable revenue streams to fund the entire master plan.  
 
And finally, we urge the state to take advantage of the incredible economic and job creation opportunities that 
would be available with the advancement of the master plan.  Recent analysis has shown the water management 
sector is the fasting growing job sector in Louisiana’s Coastal Zone, with an average salary of almost $70,000.  
Over the next 10 years, nearly 60,000 jobs could be supported by investments in restoration.  Jobs that are sorely 
needed.   
 
Respectfully, 

 

 

Kate Theriot 
2017 Chairwoman  
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Public Comment Entry #: 
87 
First Name: 
Karen  
Last Name: 
Laughlin 
City: 
Morgan City  
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am making comments on the DRAFT 2017 COASTAL MASTER PLAN.   
 
I support using dredge material from the Atchafalaya River for marsh creation on Point Au Fer. 
 
I support the concept of a long distance sediment pipeline from the Atchafalaya River to marsh creation 
sites in Eastern Terrebonne Parish. 
 
I have concerns about the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish diversion. I support the St. 
Mary Levee District's request to include the Bayou Chene Flood Protection and Diversion Project in 
the 2017 Master Plan.  
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District's request to complete the Morgan City Back Levee Project in the 
near future. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
86 
First Name: 
Richard  
Last Name: 
Condrey 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I have a question on Figure 3.9 of the 2017 Draft Master Plan.  I have attempted to attach this question 
as a pdf file as my efforts to cut and paste the word document with its two figures in this box were not 
successful.  Please let me know if my attachment does not come through. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/d54fccc0-f2f8-0134-c9f5-
1a65b667130d/Condrey_March_24_2017.pdf 
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March 24, 2017 

 

Dear CPRA, 

 

 Figure 3.9 (copied below) on page 72 of the 2017 DRAFT Master Plan (CPRA 2017) 

“shows the range of total land loss coastal Louisiana could experience over the next 50 years if 

we take no additional action” under your Low, Medium, and High Scenario: 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I believe there is a disagreement between the figure’s legend and the figure’s graph.  Please let 

me know if my calculations are correct or where I have gone wrong. 

 

The second sentence of the figure’s legend states “Under the Low Scenario, 1,207 square miles 

could be lost over 50 years. Under the Medium Scenario, 2,253 square miles could be lost. Under 

the High Scenario, 4,123 square miles could be lost. 

 

At year 0, the graph seems to suggest (as below) that the area being considered is approximately 

6,300 (6.3 K) square miles.  Then at year 50, the graph seems to suggest that this same area will 

have 4,500 square miles under the Low Scenario, 3,500 square miles under the Medium 

Scenario, and 2,000 square miles under the High Scenario.   

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1406



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

These land areas at year 50 are considerably (especially for the Low and Medium Scenarios) 

different than what I calculate when I subtract the 50 year land loss estimates for these three 

scenarios given the figure’s caption from the graph’s land estimate at year 0.  Here I calculate 

6,300 square miles - 1,207 square miles = 5,093 square miles for the Low Scenario, 6,300 square 

miles - 2,253 square miles = 4,047 for the Medium Scenario, and 6,300 square miles - 4,123 

square miles = 2177 square miles for the High Scenario. 

 

Have I made a mistake?  If not, which numbers should I use? 

 

Thank you for your help, 

Richard Condrey  

coecnd@lsu.edu 

 

CPRA (Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority of Louisiana). 2017. DRAFT Louisiana’s 

Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast. Coastal Protection and Restoration 

Authority of Louisiana. Baton Rouge, LA.  167 pp.  http://coastal.la.gov/wp-

content/uploads/2016/08/2017-MP-Book_2-page-spread_Combined_01.05.2017.pdf  accessed 

3/24/2017. 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
85 
First Name: 
Harvey 
Last Name: 
Stern 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please see attached comments 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/13bd41b0-f2f6-0134-f0ea-
1a65b667130d/2017_Coastal_Master_Plan_Sierra_Club_comments.docx 
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New Orleans Group of Sierra Club,  
740 7th Street        
NewOrleansLA70115 

       March 24, 2017 
 
 
 The New Orleans group of the Sierra Club offers the following comments on the draft 2017 La. 
Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast 

Apply the Louisiana Public Trust Doctrine to the Lake Pontchartrain Barrier project (001.HP.08) 
and the Slidell Ring Levee (001.HP.13) prior to these projects’ consideration for inclusion in the 
Coastal Master Plan.  
 
"The Louisiana Public Trust Doctrine requires a reasonable, individualized and good faith 
consideration of factors to determine that adverse environmental impacts have been minimized 
or avoided to the extent consistent with public welfare.  Environmental  costs and benefits shall 
be given full consideration along with economic and other factors“ (“The Public Trust Doctrine 
Under Louisiana Law”—A presentation to La Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, 
January 18, 2011, Mark Davis, Director, Tulane Institute on Water Resources Law and Policy.) 
Several factors justify postponing inclusion of these projects into the Master Plan until a 
substantive public trust review is completed for these projects: 

    (a) Induced development is referenced throughout the draft Master Plan , especially in 
Appendix E, and is particularly applicable in regard to these projects. Appendix E states 
that induced development "occurs when the construction of structural risk reduction 
projects unintentionally [?] encourages development in flood hazard areas...they can 
provide a false sense of protection". Although Lake Pontchartrain is effectively a 
brackish bay-- an arm of the Gulf-- promoting development along and near the 
"lakeshore" induces the "false sense of protection" that these proposed projects will only 
exacerbate. Including these projects in the 2017 Master Plan without Public Trust review 
will certainly promote induced development in the very low lying floodplains that 
environmentally appropriate land use policies promoted in Appendix E would 
discourage. Indeed,  growth in the Slidell to Mandeville North Shore floodplain is 
proceeding unabated.  
    (b) The enormous projected cost (sure to increase) of 2.4 billion dollars for the lake 
Pontchartrain Barrier project and 181 million dollars for the Slidell Ring Levee further 
justifies comprehensive Public Trust assessment. The Louisiana Public Trust requirement 
that economic and environmental  cost/benefit analysis be performed is certainly 
applicable given the tremendous costs of these projects. The existing "extensive modeling 
analysis confirming the storm surge and damage reduction benefits of the Barrier project" 
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(p.140 of the draft plan) should be made available for public review and comment, and 
third party peer review (in cooperation with the Science and Engineering Board) to 
confirm that the Public Trust threshold has been achieved. 
  (c) Given that the Barrier and Ring Levee projects are not likely to be designed and 
funded in the near term, it is reasonable to request that these projects be deleted from the 
2017 plan, but tentatively included in the 2022 plan pending Public Trust review 
justifying them. 
 
 

Incorporate Appendix E Land Use/Resiliency policy recommendations into Chapter 5: 
Implementation Strategy Policy Tools  

A big ‘thumbs up” to the Land Use and Resiliency Policies and recommendations found in 
Appendix E, specifically 

• “Effective land use plans can direct development away from high hazard areas and can 
help to preserve the natural functions of floodplains and other critical areas.  

• Land use planning is an essential ingredient in reducing flood risk to future building 
inventory.  

• In terms of planning for future growth, a particularly challenging issue facing many 
communities in coastal Louisiana is induced development. Induced development occurs 
when the construction of structural risk reduction projects (e.g., levees) unintentionally 
encourages development in flood hazard areas as these projects can provide a false sense 
of protection. If the residual flood risk associated with structural projects is not 
considered in land use planning, development may gravitate to areas behind levees rather 
than in areas that are less hazardous to build.  

• Limiting induced development during the planning, design, and implementation of 
structural protection projects can be accomplished by implementing a land use plan, 
creating stricter development standards for areas protected by levees, or maintaining pre-
structural project flood damage prevention standards. “ 
 

Attachment E1 (Coastal Master Plan Flood Risk and Resilience Program Policy 
Recommendations) has also several words to the wise, which, if taken to heart, can only 
strengthen this plan:: 

• “The State statutes should be revised to require Parishes and municipalities to develop 
master plans that address sea level rise, subsidence, flood risk and land loss  CWPPRA 
should lobby state legislators regarding  this important recommended revision 

•  DNR should revise the “fastland “ exemption from Coastal use Permits—specifically to 
require Coastal use permits for  properties that are projected to be below 5 feet above sea 
level in the next 50 years, as well properties newly encircled by levees (induced 
development) 

• Prohibit development in wetlands and other environmentally sensitive areas and avoid 
development that would require new infrastructure in coastal areas” 
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Several pending joint CORPS/DEQ permit applications highlight the need to take your own 
recommendations seriously: 

(a)  Near Covington adjacent to HWY 1095 is a proposed business park and residential 
development that would destroy nearly 15 acre of forested pine wetlands. This 
location is in the heart of the proposed 1.6 billion dollar St. Tammany Parish Non 
Structural Risk Reduction project (STT.01N) 

(b) Further west in Ascension parish, the Brookstone subdivision application is pending, 
which would destroy   several acres of wetlands in one of the most heavily damaged 
areas from the August 2016 flooding. The adjacent existing subdivision—Quail 
Creek --submitted nearly 150 letters of opposition to Brookstone,  in recognition of 
the vital water retention role that the lowlying proposed Brookstone subdivision site 
played in barely preventing flooding of their adjacent subdivision. This proposed 
subdivision also highlights the adverse cumulative impact of flooding and habitat loss 
that accompanies development induced wetland loss. 

(c) Among the most blatant examples of unwise development in the coastal zone 
floodplain is the existing Chemical Waste Management hazardous Waste landfill near 
Bayou Chopique in Calcasieu parish, less than 30 miles form the Gulf of Mexico 
(about the distance from Metairie to Mandeville over the Causeway). 29 acres of 
jurisdictional wetlands and waterbottoms will be lost for the expansion of this land 
fill, if permitted. The applicant had previously purchased mitigation bank credits to 
“compensate” for lost wetlands. It so happens this hazardous waste landfill is in the 
vicinity of no less than 12 proposed hydrologic modification projects listed in the 
draft comprehensive master plan. 

In all these cases the applicant has requested, and based on thousands of previous similar 
applications, will likely receive permission for off site mitigation (mitigation banking) 

Your own recommendations in Attachment E1 promote avoidance of wetlands --contrary to what 
is likely to be granted in the above examples. Mitigation banks have a mixed record at best when 
it comes to preserving or reviving coastal wetlands. In particular, we need to start thinking of our 
threatened  coastal forested wetlands as a non-renewable resource—especially where salt water 
intrusion persists. Again, avoidance of development in wetlands must be the policy--not offsite 
mitigation --when it comes to CORPS and Coastal Use permits. Please give your own 
recommendations in Attachment E1 as much attention and effort as the structural risk reduction 
projects outlined in your plan 

 

CWPRA should formalize a LA Coastal Use Permit and Corps 404 Permit Application Review 
procedure for   Development in the Coastal Zone (Consistency review) 
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The forthright  statement in Appendix E that "development should be prohibited in wetlands and 
environmentally sensitive areas", justifies a recommendation  CPRA should review and 
comment on all Coastal Zone Management and coastal Corps 404 permit applications. The three 
pending permit applications described above exemplify the need for formal CPRA review. To be 
consistent with its own Appendix E recommendations, CWPRA should stress avoidance of 
wetlands in its comments and oppose offsite mitigation(mitigation banking). Additionally, and 
again in accordance with its own master plan land use policy, CWPRA should oppose 
development that would require new infrastructure in coastal areas. 
CWPRA’s review process should also incorporate its own recommendation (Flood Risk and 
Resilience Program Policy Recommendations 4.3.1, p. 25—Appendix E) that the Coastal Use 
Permit review process “incorporate future 2017 Coastal master Plan projections of land loss in 
the CUP evaluation process including subsidence and sea level rise.” 
This formalized review procedure should be incorporated in the Policy Tools section of the Draft 
Master Plan (p.141) 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Harvey Stern 
Delta Chapter and New Orleans Group Executive Committee 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
84 
First Name: 
Cyrus 
Last Name: 
Provost 
City: 
Morgan City 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am making comments on the DRAFT 2017 COASTAL MASTER PLAN.   
 
I support using dredge material from the Atchafalaya River for marsh creation on Point Au Fer. 
 
I support the concept of a long distance sediment pipeline from the Atchafalaya River to marsh creation 
sites in Eastern Terrebonne Parish. 
 
I have concerns about the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish diversion. I am asking for 
modeling and answers to a number of questions submitted by the Port of Morgan City. 
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District's request to include the Bayou Chene Flood Protection and 
Diversion Project in the 2017 Master Plan. 
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District's request to complete the Morgan City Back Levee Project in the 
near future. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
83 
First Name: 
Ed 
Last Name: 
Fike 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
On behalf of DP Land, LLC (DPL), Coastal Environments, Inc. (CEI)  commends the CPRA for 
continuing to include 004.MC.13 (Cameron Meadows Marsh Creation) in the 2017 Master Plan as one 
its westernmost marsh creation projects.  During the past 12 years of working for DPL, CEI has 
observed an active land management effort and a true commitment of stewardship.  The location of the 
Cameron Meadows tract south of, and adjacent to, the Sabine National Wildlife Refuge will provide 
protection to those public lands.  Cameron Meadows is rich in natural resources and restoration of 
marsh in its open water areas will ensure same.  Thank you for the opportunity to make these 
comments. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
82 
First Name: 
Jim  
Last Name: 
Stark 
City: 
Cocoa Beach 
State: 
FL 
Content: 
See attached letter, thanks 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/316c4be0-f2eb-0134-c9f5-
1a65b667130d/GICA_Comments_DRAFT_2017_Coastal_Master_Plan.pdf 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
81 
First Name: 
Spencer 
Last Name: 
Murphy 
City: 
NEW ORLEANS 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please see attached comments filed on behalf of Canal Barge Company, Inc.  Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/3b09e220-f2df-0134-f0ea-
1a65b667130d/Comments_to_Master_Plan_Louisiana_2017.docx  
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the State of Louisiana’s 2017 Comprehensive Master Plan 
for a Sustainable Coast (the “Master Plan”).  The following comments are submitted on behalf of Canal 
Barge Company, Inc. 

Background 

Canal Barge Company, Inc. (“CBC”) is one of the largest privately owned inland marine transportation 
companies in the United States, employing over 43 towing vessels and over 850 barges in the Inland 
Waterways and the Gulf of Mexico.  Our area of operations stretches from Brownsville, TX to Pittsburgh, 
PA, and CBC employs over 850 personnel across 25 states. 

CBC is a family-owned business headquartered in New Orleans, Louisiana.  Our executive team is active 
in both national and regional efforts to develop a systematic approach to water management; both 
President/CEO Merritt Lane and General Counsel Spencer Murphy were members of the Master Plan’s 
Framework Development Team (“FDT”) and also participated in the Navigation Focus Group.  Our 
presence in New Orleans means we understand the need for coastal restoration and flood protection in 
order to protect our Gulf Coast communities; our presence across our nation’s waterways means we 
understand the importance of navigation to our regional and national economy.  We support efforts for 
coastal restoration and flood protection that can co-exist with and even bolster our nation’s vital marine 
highways, and as further described below, CBC sees the Master Plan as an important step forward in 
those efforts. 

Marine Highways 

The Master Plan has the potential to impact two of our nation’s most important commercial waterways: 
the Mississippi River and the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (“GIWW”).  According to the State of 
Louisiana, over 500 million tons of waterborne commerce (20% of the nation’s total) travels through 
Louisiana each year on these waterways.  The Mississippi River is one of the key economic engines of 
our nation and provides the most efficient means for American farmers and manufacturers to get their 
goods to market.  For example, over 60% of our country’s grain exports move through Louisiana on the 
Mississippi River.  

Less well known than the Mississippi, but equally important, the GIWW is the nation’s third busiest 
waterway – only the Mississippi River and Ohio River carry more goods each year than the GIWW.  The 
GIWW is a 1300 mile system of channels and tributaries that runs from Brownsville, TX to St. Mark’s, 
FL and connects the Gulf Coast to the Mississippi River. It provides a vital link between the Gulf Coast’s 
petrochemical refineries and the rest of our nation, and directly and indirectly supports tens of thousands 
of jobs. 

What makes navigation particularly relevant to the State is that the maritime industry provides one out of 
every 8 jobs in Louisiana (as found in a study by Dr. Tim Ryan of University of New Orleans), and 
further, water transport is by far the most fuel efficient and environmentally friendly mode of 
transportation.  A recent study by the Texas Transportation Institute found that relative to truck or rail, 
barge transportation: 
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1) Produces fewer CO2 emissions,  

2) Results in fewer spills of hazardous materials, 

3) Operates with greater fuel efficiency, and 

4) Results in fewer injuries and fatalities. 

With those facts in mind, the State should take care that implementing the Master Plan does not drive 
commerce away from our navigable waterways.  Rather, a responsible and environmentally sound policy 
should encourage the use of our commercial waterways over the coming decades to protect both our 
State’s economic interests, and the livelihoods of thousands of its citizens. 

The Master Plan Properly Recognizes the Important Role of Navigation 

Through its participation in the FDT, CBC has gained valuable insight into the process that created the 
Master Plan, and we are pleased to note that the Master Plan promotes a viable working coast to support 
regionally and nationally important businesses and industries.   Further, the State created a Navigation 
Focus Group to ensure that navigation stakeholders had the opportunity to provide direct feedback into 
the drafting of the Master Plan.  CBC also supports the State’s decision to use “Support for Navigation” 
as one of the metrics used to evaluate projects for the Master Plan.  The State is to be commended for its 
efforts to reach out to navigation stakeholders, and we encourage the State to maintain a dialogue with 
industry as the Master Plan’s projects are implemented in the coming years. 

Protecting Navigation During Implementation of the Master Plan 

As the State finalizes the Master Plan, we submit that one important area of focus should be to limit or 
eliminate any new structures built on federally authorized waterways. This is so not simply because it 
would reduce the overall impact to navigation, but also because there are likely much more cost-efficient 
and/or easier methods to achieve the same beneficial effects to restoration or flood protection.  We ask 
that the State consider the following factors for any new gates or structures across the GIWW: 

a) Operational Safety: Any structures built in a waterway increase the likelihood of vessel 
casualties, which obviously would bring a negative impact to the restoration/protection benefits 
of the structure.   The State should view the GIWW and Mississippi River in the same way it 
views Interstate 10.  Building a structure across a major commercial/industrial transportation 
artery invites a level of risk that is not present for other restoration or protection features.  It is not 
in anyone’s interest to see a vessel casualty involving a critical flood control structure, or for 
vessels to become stranded along the banks during an unplanned floodgate closure. 

b) Construction Delay:  The construction and maintenance of nation's marine infrastructure on 
federal waterways is the exclusive domain of the US Army Corps of Engineers.  Currently, there 
are over 20 lock and dam projects (either new construction or major rehab) on the Corps' project 
backlog, most of which are over budget and off-schedule.  Given the above, it is extremely 
unlikely that a new lock could be authorized, funded, and constructed on the GIWW in the 
foreseeable future until the current backlog of projects is addressed.   
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c)  Unplanned Costs: One aspect of the Master Plan that needs further study is the cost to 
operate and maintain new structures.  Even assuming the timely construction of new locks or 
gates, if they are viewed as 'flood protection' projects and not 'navigation' projects, the Corps will 
push back on the O+M responsibility for the structures. This situation exists today for the West 
Closure Complex and the IHNC Floodgate near New Orleans. Efforts are underway to ensure that 
the Corps retains O+M responsibility for these structures given their navigation function and 
location on a key federal waterway, but because of the Corps’ interpretation of authorization 
language for these projects, it is possible that critical resources (both funds and personnel) will 
continue to be diverted from the local/regional levee authorities to operate these structures.  
Adding more locks or gates on the GIWW under the auspices of the State's Master Plan will 
undoubtedly lead to similar problems.  

The Master Plan Should Be Implemented With a Sense of Urgency 

A positive aspect of the Master Plan is that it prioritizes projects across a 50 year planning horizon while 
seeking to fund projects that deliver the highest impact. We urge the State to move forward with all 
available speed on projects scheduled for the first phase of work.  With the availability of RESTORE Act 
funds, the State has an opportunity to build on the progress of the last 11 years and bring many key 
projects from planning phase to construction.   

One area that will certainly pose a challenge to fast implementation of the Master Plan is federal 
permitting.  We urge the State to leverage outside stakeholders and other entities that can assist in pushing 
the Corps of Engineers and other agencies to streamline their permitting processes on these vital projects.   

Conclusion 

Like many members of the Louisiana maritime industry, Canal Barge Company understands the 
importance of restoring our coast and protecting our citizens from storm flooding.  If coastal erosion 
continues unabated, we may very well lose the very waterways upon which our business operates, and if 
our communities are not protected, we may lose our workforce, and our own homes.  We thank the State 
for the opportunity to comment on the Master Plan, and hope that our comments will provide useful, 
‘real-world’ feedback that will help improve the final version of the Master Plan. 

 

Best regards, 

Spencer Murphy 
General Counsel 
Canal Barge Company, Inc.  
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Public Comment Entry #: 
80 
First Name: 
Jay 
Last Name: 
Walker 
City: 
Houma 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
See attached file. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/f06f1040-f2db-0134-c9f5-
1a65b667130d/CPRA_CommentsMAC.pdf 
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P.O.	  Box	  2601	  
Houma,	  LA	  70361	  

985.209.7932	  
www.morganza.org	  

	  	  
	  
March	  24,	  2017	  
	  
Louisiana	  Coastal	  Protection	  and	  Restoration	  Authority	  
Post	  Office	  Box	  44027	  
Baton	  Rouge,	  LA	  70804	  
Submitted	  via	  masterplan@la.gov	  	  
	  
RE:	  Draft	  2017	  Coastal	  Master	  Plan	  	  
	  
In	  2006,	  a	  group	  of	  Terrebonne	  Parish	  community	  leaders	  created	  the	  Morganza	  
Action	  Coalition	  (MAC)	  to	  promote	  federal	  authorization	  and	  funding	  of	  the	  Morganza-‐
to-‐the-‐Gulf	  Hurricane	  Protection	  System.	  In	  2016,	  we	  expanded	  our	  work	  to	  support	  
levee	  projects	  of	  the	  North	  Lafourche	  Levee	  District	  and	  South	  Lafourche	  Levee	  District	  
in	  addition	  to	  the	  work	  of	  the	  Terrebonne	  Levee	  and	  Conservation	  District	  on	  the	  
Morganza	  project.	  
	  
We	  are	  pleased	  to	  see	  the	  Morganza	  system	  once	  again	  proposed	  for	  inclusion	  in	  the	  
2017	  Coastal	  Master	  Plan.	  MAC	  urges	  the	  CPRA,	  Governor	  Edwards	  and	  our	  Louisiana	  
Legislature	  to	  continue	  to	  make	  the	  completion	  of	  this	  system,	  particularly	  the	  HNC	  Lock	  
Complex,	  a	  high	  priority	  for	  funding	  in	  our	  state’s	  integrated	  coastal	  protection	  and	  
restoration	  plan.	  	  	  
	  
The	  Morganza	  levee,	  lock	  and	  floodgate	  system	  consists	  of	  approximately	  98	  miles	  of	  
earthen	  levee,	  22	  floodgates	  on	  navigable	  waterways,	  23	  environmental	  water	  control	  
structures,	  and	  a	  lock	  complex	  in	  the	  Houma	  Navigation	  Canal	  with	  an	  adjoining	  
floodgate	  and	  a	  dam	  closure.	  	  After	  nearly	  30	  years	  of	  studies	  on	  the	  Morganza	  system,	  
it	  was	  federally	  authorized	  by	  Congress	  in	  2014.	  	  
	  
Morganza	  is	  designed	  to	  protect	  more	  than	  150,000	  residents	  in	  Terrebonne	  and	  
Lafourche.	  Morganza	  is	  also	  essential	  to	  the	  sustainability,	  economic	  viability,	  and	  
growth	  of	  Terrebonne	  and	  Lafourche	  Parishes,	  as	  well	  as	  our	  ability	  to	  continue	  to	  fuel	  
and	  feed	  this	  entire	  nation.	  	  In	  fact,	  the	  entire	  Morganza	  system	  and	  Lafourche	  levee	  tie-‐
ins	  –	  from	  Golden	  Meadow	  to	  Gibson	  –	  protects	  the	  homes	  and	  businesses	  of	  thousands	  
of	  workers	  who	  provide	  vital	  services	  to	  the	  Gulf	  of	  Mexico	  energy	  hub	  of	  Port	  
Fourchon,	  not	  to	  mention	  miles	  of	  pipelines	  and	  other	  critical	  energy	  infrastructure.	  
	  
These	  reasons	  are	  why	  the	  residents	  of	  Terrebonne	  Parish	  and	  Lafourche	  Parish	  have	  
voted	  to	  tax	  themselves	  to	  fund	  construction	  of	  Morganza	  and	  other	  local	  levees,	  
despite	  the	  federal	  government’s	  unwillingness	  to	  fund	  such	  a	  critical	  project	  for	  our	  
nation’s	  energy	  and	  economic	  security.	  	  The	  State	  of	  Louisiana	  has	  recognized	  the	  
importance	  of	  Morganza,	  and	  thanks	  to	  state	  appropriations	  and	  local	  tax	  revenue,	  $350	  
million	  in	  local	  and	  state	  money	  has	  been	  spent	  or	  committed	  to	  date	  on	  the	  Morganza	  	  
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P.O.	  Box	  2601	  
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985.209.7932	  
www.morganza.org	  

	  	  
system	  –	  a	  federally	  approved	  system	  that	  currently	  receives	  NO	  Federal	  funding.	  
	  
With	  these	  local	  and	  state	  funds,	  the	  Terrebonne	  Levee	  District	  is	  working	  diligently	  to	  
build	  the	  first	  lift	  of	  the	  Morganza	  system,	  with	  the	  help	  of	  the	  North	  Lafourche	  Levee	  
District	  and	  South	  Lafourche	  Levee	  District	  for	  tie-‐ins	  on	  the	  eastern	  end	  of	  the	  
hurricane	  protection	  system.	  	  
	  
Before	  the	  start	  of	  our	  2017	  hurricane	  season,	  we	  anticipate	  Reach	  E	  to	  be	  completed,	  
providing	  at	  least	  36	  miles	  of	  levees	  along	  the	  Morganza	  alignment	  –	  all	  built	  with	  only	  
local	  and	  state	  funding.	  Design	  is	  also	  underway	  for	  the	  HNC	  Lock	  Complex,	  which	  is	  the	  
centerpiece	  of	  the	  Morganza	  system,	  protecting	  the	  city	  of	  Houma	  and	  providing	  
significant	  environmental	  benefits.	  	  
	  
MAC	  continues	  to	  aggressively	  advocate	  for	  state	  and	  federal	  dollars	  to	  fund	  completion	  
of	  the	  lock	  complex	  as	  soon	  as	  possible,	  as	  well	  as	  the	  remaining	  levee	  segments	  and	  
floodgates	  in	  the	  Morganza	  system.	  The	  survival	  of	  our	  critical	  Bayou	  Region	  depends	  on	  
it.	  
	  
Once	  again,	  thank	  you	  for	  recognizing	  the	  value	  of	  the	  Morganza	  to	  the	  Gulf	  in	  
Louisiana’s	  Coastal	  Master	  Plan	  and	  for	  supporting	  our	  region’s	  efforts	  to	  fund	  and	  build	  
the	  system.	  Our	  Bayou	  Region	  communities	  not	  only	  need	  the	  protection	  Morganza	  will	  
provide	  -‐	  we	  deserve	  it!	  
	  
Thank	  you,	  

	  
	  
Jay	  Walker	  
President	  	  
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Public Comment Entry #: 
79 
First Name: 
Laura 
Last Name: 
Dozar 
City: 
Berwick 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I support using dredge material from the Atchafalaya River for marsh creation on Point Au Fer. 
 
I support the concept of a long distance sediment pipeline from the Atchafalaya River to marsh creation 
sites in Eastern Terrebonne Parish. 
 
I have concerns about the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish diversion. I am asking for 
modeling and answers to a number of questions submitted by the Port of Morgan City. 
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to include the Bayou Chene Flood Protection and 
Diversion Project in the 2017 Master Plan. 
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to complete the Morgan City Back Levee Project in the 
near future. 
Attachments: 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1425



Public Comment Entry #: 
78 
First Name: 
Doug 
Last Name: 
Daigle 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
[Corrected comments] 
 
Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group                                                                                         
Room 1197  
Energy, Coast, & Environment Building                                                                                  
Baton Rouge, LA 70803 
 
March 23, 2017 
 
Bren Haase                                                                                                                                    
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority                                                                                              
P.O. Box 44027                                                                                                                              
Baton Rouge, La 70804 
 
Dear Bren, 
 
I’m enclosing comments on the 2017 update of the Coastal Master Plan, specifically the section on 
Gulf of Mexico Hypoxia (p. 143), on behalf of the Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group. The Louisiana 
Hypoxia Working Group is a monthly forum for agencies, researchers, officials and stakeholders that 
has met since 2003. The Group was formed to help coordinate and support implementation of the Gulf 
Hypoxia Action Plan in Louisiana, and we continue to do outreach communication, and information 
exchange with all those groups. We appreciated being consulted for the 2007 and 2012 versions of the 
Master Plan.  
 
My comments are divided into a general discussion of the issue in response to the Draft Plan’s text, and 
then suggested changes to the text. 
 
Sincerely, 
Doug Daigle                                                                                                                               
Coordinator                                                                                                                                   
Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group 
 
Discussion 
 
The discussion of the Gulf Hypoxia issue on page 143 of the 2017 Draft Master Plan is incomplete in 
some important respects. The text mentions the Gulf Hypoxia Action Plan, which is the national 
vehicle for addressing this issue under the auspices of the Mississippi River/Gulf of Mexico Watershed 
Nutrient Task Force. Louisiana has been a participant in this effort since it began in 1997, along with 
key federal agencies and other states along the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers.  
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The initial version of the Action Plan in 2001 called for achieving an average annual size of the Gulf 
Hypoxic zone of 5000 square kilometers (about 1950 square miles) by 2015. This central goal of the 
Plan was reaffirmed in its 2008 revision, but was not achieved by 2015. In 2014 the Task Force began 
an assessment process to address this situation. They agreed to retain the 5000 square kilometer goal, 
but adopted a new target date of 2035 for achieving this. They also committed to an Interim Target of 
achieving a 20% reduction in nutrient loading (nitrogen and phosphorus) to the Gulf by 2025. These 
are now the key components of the Action Plan. 
 
The Interim Target is the key milestone for reaching the central goal of the Action Plan _ if it is met, 
then achieving the Coastal Goal (5000 square kilometer average annual size of the zone) is also 
achievable. If it isn’t, then reaching that goal is not likely. The 20% reduction represents a cumulative 
result of efforts by states, agencies, and other players in the Mississippi River Basin. It is also a 
commitment _ Louisiana, along with the other Task Force states and partner agencies, committed to 
work to help reach the Interim Target. The Interim Target is, or should be, the focus of action by the 
Task Force states.  
 
As the Master Plan text mentions, Louisiana developed a state nutrient strategy, following the 2008 
Action Plan agreement that each state develop a Nutrient Reduction Strategy, but chose to cast it as a 
Nutrient Management Strategy, despite its earlier agreement. Louisiana’s strategy was adopted in 2014, 
before the Interim Target as agreed on by the Task Force, and was thus not specifically designed to 
meet that Target. Many of the elements it contains can help meet it, if carried out on a timetable that 
can do so. The centerpiece of the Louisiana nutrient strategy, river diversions, could only contribute 
through the existing diversions, since the next new diversion (Mid-Barataria) is slated to begin 
construction in 2021 or 2022, and thus is unlikely to be completed before 2025. Any impact from 
existing diversions can be measured through the monitoring system mentioned on p. 143.  
 
Louisiana’s contribution to reaching the Interim Target will largely come from the other elements of its 
strategy, primarily point and non-point source nutrient reductions. There has been progress in both 
these areas, but there are opportunities to expand activity in both as well. We have pointed out that one 
opportunity has come about through the RESTORE Act, which can fund projects that directly benefit 
the health of the Gulf of Mexico. Louisiana has the option of directing a small portion of RESTORE 
Act funds to conservation and agricultural management efforts in the Ouachita River Basin in the 
northeast part of the state, which is its major area of nutrient loading to the Gulf (through the 
Atchafalaya River). This area has seen considerable conservation work already through the efforts of 
the Louisiana Office of Soil and Water Conservation, Department of Environmental Quality, and the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), along with private 
partners like Ducks Unlimited and the Nature Conservancy. So important groundwork has been laid 
should the state decide to take advantage of this opportunity.  
 
It has always been recognized that most of the nutrient loading to the Mississippi River comes from 
upstream in the basin. Louisiana can do much more to promote and support greater action upriver, both 
through outreach by the Governor and through efforts by our Congressional delegation to obtain more 
funding for Action Plan implementation upriver. Doing so is clearly in the state’s interest, since the 
impacts of Gulf Hypoxia on fisheries, the seafood industry, and our coastal ecosystems are felt here. 
There are benefits for upriver states in improving water quality, soil conservation, agricultural 
efficiency, and wildlife habitats, which have long been points of agreement in the joint effort to address 
this important problem. An important collateral benefit to Louisiana of achieving the 20% reduction in 
nutrient loading to the Gulf is that doing so can help alleviate some of the concerns that a number of 
stakeholders have expressed about the negative impacts of directing river diversions into coastal basins 
and estuaries. 
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Suggested Text Changes 
 
In the interests of accuracy, the sentence stating that the state Nutrient Management Strategy is aligned 
to the goals of the Action Plan should be dropped. A more accurate and complete statement would 
something like the following. 
 
“In 2015, the Gulf Hypoxia Action Plan was revised to aim for reaching its central goal of an average 
annual size of the hypoxic zone of 5000 square kilometers (1950 square miles) by the year 2035. The 
Task Force also committed to reach an Interim Target of achieving a 20% reduction in nutrient loading 
to the Gulf by 2025. The Interim Target would be reached by the cumulative efforts of Task Force 
states and agencies, along with partners the private sector, through programs and projects in the 
Mississippi River Basin.  
 
“Louisiana adopted a Nutrient Management Strategy in 2014 which focuses on six key areas: river 
diversions, nonpoint source management, point source pollution management, incentives, leveraging 
opportunities, and new science-based technologies and applications. Several of these can be employed 
to help reach the 2025 Interim Target. As a collateral benefit, achieving a 20% reduction in nutrient 
loading to the Gulf could help alleviate the concerns of some stakeholders about directing Mississippi 
River water into coastal bays and estuaries. 
 
“The Louisiana Nutrient Management Strategy is being implemented by an interagency team [continue 
with current text].” 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/4d26fb40-f2ca-0134-421d-
1a65b667130d/LHWG_Comments_2017_CMP.docx 
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Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group                                                                                        
Room 1197                                                                                                                                 
Energy, Coast, & Environment Building                                                                                 
Baton Rouge, LA 70803 

March 23, 2017 

Bren Haase                                                                                                                                    
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority                                                                                              
P.O. Box 44027                                                                                                                             
Baton Rouge, La 70804 

Dear Bren, 

I’m enclosing comments on the 2017 update of the Coastal Master Plan, specifically the section 
on Gulf of Mexico Hypoxia (p. 143), on behalf of the Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group. The 
Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group is a monthly forum for agencies, researchers, officials and 
stakeholders that has met since 2003. The Group was formed to help coordinate and support 
implementation of the Gulf Hypoxia Action Plan in Louisiana, and we continue to do outreach 
communication, and information exchange with all those groups. We appreciated being 
consulted for the 2007 and 2012 versions of the Master Plan.  

My comments are divided into a general discussion of the issue in response to the Draft Plan’s 
text, and then suggested changes to the text. 

Sincerely, 

Doug Daigle                                                                                                                               
Coordinator                                                                                                                                   
Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group 

Discussion 

The discussion of the Gulf Hypoxia issue on page 143 of the 2017 Draft Master Plan is 
incomplete in some important respects. The text mentions the Gulf Hypoxia Action Plan, which 
is the national vehicle for addressing this issue under the auspices of the Mississippi River/Gulf 
of Mexico Watershed Nutrient Task Force. Louisiana has been a participant in this effort since it 
began in 1997, along with key federal agencies and other states along the Mississippi and Ohio 
Rivers.  

The initial version of the Action Plan in 2001 called for achieving an average annual size of the 
Gulf Hypoxic zone of 5000 square kilometers (about 1950 square miles) by 2015. This central 
goal of the Plan was reaffirmed in its 2008 revision, but was not achieved by 2015. In 2014 the 
Task Force began an assessment process to address this situation. They agreed to retain the 5000 
square kilometer goal, but adopted a new target date of 2035 for achieving this. They also 
committed to an Interim Target of achieving a 20% reduction in nutrient loading (nitrogen and 
phosphorus) to the Gulf by 2025. These are now the key components of the Action Plan. 
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Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group – Master Plan Comments - 2 

The Interim Target is the key milestone for reaching the central goal of the Action Plan – if it is 
met, then achieving the Coastal Goal (5000 square kilometer average annual size of the zone) is 
also achievable. If it isn’t, then reaching that goal is not likely. The 20% reduction represents a 
cumulative result of efforts by states, agencies, and other players in the Mississippi River Basin. 
It is also a commitment – Louisiana, along with the other Task Force states and partner agencies, 
committed to work to help reach the Interim Target. The Interim Target is, or should be, the 
focus of action by the Task Force states.  

As the Master Plan text mentions, Louisiana developed a state nutrient strategy, following the 
2008 Action Plan agreement that each state develop a Nutrient Reduction Strategy, but chose to 
cast it as a Nutrient Management Strategy, despite its earlier agreement. Louisiana’s strategy was 
adopted in 2014, before the Interim Target as agreed on by the Task Force, and was thus not 
specifically designed to meet that Target. Many of the elements it contains can help meet it, if 
carried out on a timetable that can do so. The centerpiece of the Louisiana nutrient strategy, river 
diversions, could only contribute through the existing diversions, since the next new diversion 
(Mid-Barataria) is slated to begin construction in 2021 or 2022, and thus is unlikely to be 
completed before 2025. Any impact from existing diversions can be measured through the 
monitoring system mentioned on p. 143.  

Louisiana’s contribution to reaching the Interim Target will largely come from the other 
elements of its strategy, primarily point and non-point source nutrient reductions. There has been 
progress in both these areas, but there are opportunities to expand activity in both as well. We 
have pointed out that one opportunity has come about through the RESTORE Act, which can 
fund projects that directly benefit the health of the Gulf of Mexico. Louisiana has the option of 
directing a small portion of RESTORE Act funds to conservation and agricultural management 
efforts in the Ouachita River Basin in the northeast part of the state, which is its major area of 
nutrient loading to the Gulf (through the Atchafalaya River). This area has seen considerable 
conservation work already through the efforts of the Louisiana Office of Soil and Water 
Conservation, Department of Environmental Quality, and the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s 
Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), along with private partners like Ducks 
Unlimited and the Nature Conservancy. So important groundwork has been laid should the state 
decide to take advantage of this opportunity.  

It has always been recognized that most of the nutrient loading to the Mississippi River comes 
from upstream in the basin. Louisiana can do much more to promote and support greater action 
upriver, both through outreach by the Governor and through efforts by our Congressional 
delegation to obtain more funding for Action Plan implementation upriver. Doing so is clearly in 
the state’s interest, since the impacts of Gulf Hypoxia on fisheries, the seafood industry, and our 
coastal ecosystems are felt here. There are benefits for upriver states in improving water quality, 
soil conservation, agricultural efficiency, and wildlife habitats, which have long been points of 
agreement in the joint effort to address this important problem. An important collateral benefit to 
Louisiana of achieving the 20% reduction in nutrient loading to the Gulf is that doing so can help  
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Louisiana Hypoxia Working Group – Master Plan Comments - 3 

alleviate some of the concerns that a number of stakeholders have expressed about the negative 
impacts of directing river diversions into coastal basins and estuaries. 

Suggested Text Changes 

In the interests of accuracy, the sentence stating that the state Nutrient Management Strategy is 
aligned to the goals of the Action Plan should be dropped. A more accurate and complete 
statement would something like the following. 

“In 2015, the Gulf Hypoxia Action Plan was revised to aim for reaching its central goal of an 
average annual size of the hypoxic zone of 5000 square kilometers (1950 square miles) by the 
year 2035. The Task Force also committed to reach an Interim Target of achieving a 20% 
reduction in nutrient loading to the Gulf by 2025. The Interim Target would be reached by the 
cumulative efforts of Task Force states and agencies, along with partners the private sector, 
through programs and projects in the Mississippi River Basin.  

“Louisiana adopted a Nutrient Management Strategy in 2014 which focuses on six key areas: 
river diversions, nonpoint source management, point source pollution management, incentives, 
leveraging opportunities, and new science-based technologies and applications. Several of these 
can be employed to help reach the 2025 Interim Target. As a collateral benefit, achieving a 20% 
reduction in nutrient loading to the Gulf could help alleviate the concerns of some stakeholders 
about directing Mississippi River water into coastal bays and estuaries. 

“The Louisiana Nutrient Management Strategy is being implemented by an interagency team 
[continue with current text].” 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
76 
First Name: 
Monica 
Last Name: 
Mancuso 
City: 
Morgan City 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am making comments on the DRAFT 2017 COASTAL MASTER PLAN.   
 
I support using dredge material from the Atchafalaya River for marsh creation on Point Au Fer. 
 
I support the concept of a long distance sediment pipeline from the Atchafalaya River to marsh creation 
sites in Eastern Terrebonne Parish. 
 
I have concerns about the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish diversion. I am asking for 
modeling and answers to a number of questions submitted by the Port of Morgan City. 
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to include the Bayou Chene Flood Protection and 
Diversion Project in the 2017 Master Plan. 
 
I support the St. Mary Levee District’s request to complete the Morgan City Back Levee Project in the 
near future. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
75 
First Name: 
Michael 
Last Name: 
Tritico 
City: 
Longville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Attached is a 5 page set of comments from RESTORE. I will also be mailing a hard copy of the 
comments tomorrow, 03/24/2017. I would hope that comments that arrive Monday morning 
03/27/2017 would be acknowledged as having made the deadline of March 26 even though that day 
will be a Sunday and a day with no mail service.  Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments.   
Michael Tritico 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/88a795c0-f26b-0134-28f7-
2e85a4fc0d5e/RESTOREcmts2017CPRAplan.doc 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1433



RESTORE 
P.O. Box 233 
Longville, LA 

70652 
Louisiana CPRA 
P.O. Box 44027 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804 
Re: Comments on 2017 Master Plan 
To Louisiana CPRA, 
I am enclosing the following comments on behalf of RESTORE (Restore Explicit 
Symmetry To Our Ravaged Earth), a non-profit organization based in Southwest 
Louisiana (not to be confused with the RESTORE Act or Council.) Our area of focus is 
Southwest Louisiana, and our comments will focus on that portion of the Coastal Master 
Plan.  
The 2017 Draft describes two major Southwest Louisiana projects in its opening 
section. The Cameron Shoreline Restoration, which dredged sites 20 miles offshore to 
move nearly 2 million cubic yards of beach-grade sands to build up and widen eroded 
sections of the beach. The Calcasieu Ship Channel Salinity Control Measure, which 
was under consideration in the 2012 Master Plan, is still under design and has 
expanded to include a series of gates, locks, and sills to block saltwater intrusion.  
RESTORE had suggested a saltwater control structure at the mouth of Calcasieu Pass 
20 years ago. The original 18 foot deep channel, which had a hemispherical sand bar at 
its mouth that blocked most of the salt water, has been dredged to 40 feet deep in some 
places, 45 in others. The sand bar has been removed. The meander loops have been 
cut out, straightening the river and altering the natural hydrological system.  
The 2017 draft gives a summary of what has happened in this area that also points to 
the biggest problem facing the coastal program here: 
“The hydrology of the Chenier Plain has been substantially altered by the construction of 
navigation channels including the Calcasieu Ship Channel, Sabine-Neches Waterway, Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway and numerous smaller canals. Saltwater intrusion due to these channels 
and relative sea level rise are considered to be the largest drivers of wetland loss in the Chenier 
Plain. “ (p. 40)  
A recent paper by scientists at Tulane University puts the problem in even starker 
terms, concluding that 58% of the sites they examined in Southwest Louisiana are not 
expected to keep pace with relative sea-level rise, meaning that this part of the coast is 
more vulnerable than had been realized, even compared with the rapid subsidence of 
areas near the Mississippi River. (Janowski, et al, “Vulnerability of Louisiana’s coastal 
wetlands to present day rates of relative sea-level rise,” Nature Communications 8, 
March 14, 2017; http://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms14792).  
Projected sea-level rise presents an even more imposing challenge, because it will be 
driven by the global process of a warming climate resulting from build-up of carbon, 
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methane, and other greenhouse gases from human activities. While this is a global 
process, Southwest Louisiana is playing a prominent role. The non-profit group 
Environmental Integrity Project released a report in 2016, “Greenhouse Gases from a 
Growing Petrochemical Industry,” that projected this state’s ghg emissions to grow by a 
third because of projects being approved or proposed, many of them in SW Louisiana 
(https://www.desmogblog.com/sites/beta.desmogblog.com/files/Petrochemical%20Indus
try%20Pollution.pdf).  
This report states that  
“In the Bayou state, 20 petrochemical projects were proposed or authorized in 2015 that are 
expected to produce the equivalent of 68 million tons per year of carbon dioxide, as much as 15 
new coal power plants. To put this in perspective, Louisiana today only has only six coal plants 
operating at four locations. The entire state – including its electric utility sector -- produces about 
230 million tons of greenhouse gases per year, according to a 2012 estimate from the World 
Resource Institute. That means the projects proposed or permitted in just one year -- 2015 – will 
boost the state’s total emissions by about 30 percent.” (p. 2) 
Some of the largest facilities – and emissions per tons annually – are in Southwest 
Louisiana: 
Sabine Pass Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) Terminal, Cameron, La – 7,919,243 tons 
Lake Charles Methanol and Methanol Gasification Facility, Calcasieu, LA – 6,015,208 
tons 
Trunkline LNG Export, Lake Charles Liquefaction Export Terminal – 4,513,540 tons 
Venture Global Calcasieu Pass, LLC, Cameron, La – 4,505,232 
For a point of comparison, the report states that “a 500 megawatt coal plant running at 
full capacity around the clock will release about 4.6 million tons of carbon dioxide a 
year. By comparison, the Cameron LNG Liquefaction plant… which received a permit 
on January 14, 2016, is authorized to emit twice that much – up to 9 million tons of 
greenhouse gases per year.” (p.2) 
They estimate that the seven LNG terminals that were proposed or permitted in 
Louisiana in 2015 that could eventually release 32.6 million tons per year of greenhouse 
gases – the equivalent of seven new coal-fired power plants. 
Louisiana has not been requiring carbon capture and/or storage at these facilities. As 
RESTORE noted in our comments (2016) to the Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality (LDEQ) on the permit for the Magnolia LNG Facility: “pages after 
pages of alternatives… were rejected for diminishing greenhouse gas emissions. Even 
though the Denbury Green Pipeline is only 20 miles north of the Magnolia LNG Facility, 
carbon capture and sequestration was ruled out entirely. Furthermore, nowhere does 
the company or LDEQ acknowledge that methane emissions have 25 times the adverse 
impact on climate change as do carbon dioxide emissions… Surely the effect of climate 
change on the acceleration of the rise in sea level should have gotten LDEQ’s attention 
here in Louisiana where we have already seen thousands of people affected by 
inundations.” 
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Despite the state’s lack of initiative on this issue, the federal government has been 
willing to invest in such possibilities here (at least under the Obama administration.) The 
Washington Post on December 21, 2016 carried an article describing the U.S. 
Department of Energy’s announcement that it was prepared to guarantee up to $2 
billion in loans to the Lake Charles Methanol Project for carbon capture and storage 
(CCS). The Project is described as a variation of the usual CCS, in which carbon would 
be stripped out of petroleum coke, a by-product of oil refining. The project could have 
potentially stored 4.2 million tons of carbon dioxide a year, larger than most other CCS 
projects thus far. 
Instead of continuing to miss opportunities to include climate and greenhouse gas 
emissions in its decisions and policies, the state should make the sensible choice to 
change course on this issue, for economic as well as environmental reasons. Both 
come together in the Coastal Master Plan, and in Southwest Louisiana in particular, 
where billions in tax incentives have been given for new industrial facilities, and the 
costs of maintaining and improving the port and Channel facilities are rising along with 
coastal protection and restoration’s price tag for proposed levees and marsh restoration. 
Another document of record, the Southwest Coastal Louisiana Study (2016)prepared by 
the Corps of Engineers and partner looked at the worsening situation for the Chenier 
Plain, recognized that its efforts at coastal storm damage risk reduction and ecosystem 
restoration will be affected over time by sea-level rise and other climate changes 
(Appendix O, p. O-3), and recommends a combination of non-structural adaptation and 
response measures combined with aggressive ecosystem restoration. 
(http://www.mvn.usace.army.mil/About/Projects/Southwest-Coastal/) 
Neither the Coastal Master Plan nor the Southwest Study address the greenhouse gas 
factor in fueling sea-level rise, flooding, and land loss, but the success of both efforts 
clearly depends on doing so. Just as RESTORE’s comments about sea level rise were 
ignored many years ago, it is a disgrace that climate change voices are also being 
ignored. 
In past comments RESTORE has pointed out that the maritime and petrochemical 
industries of Southwest Louisiana are claiming to be capitalistic and elements of a free 
enterprise system but they pay only a very small share of the costs of maintenance 
dredging of the Calcasieu Ship Channel.  Furthermore, they pay nothing to the 
homeowners in the City of Lake Charles who are having to elevate their houses 
because the straightening and deepening of the Calcasieu River now provides a high 
speed conduit for sea water to travel inland and onto the streets and into the 
neighborhoods of the town during even weak hurricanes. I have heard the phrase: “Cost 
of doing business...” from true capitalists, but not from the quasi-capitalists in the 
maritime and petrochemical businesses. 
RESTORE has asked before and we now ask again: How much marsh is lost for every 
additional depth of dredging that happens in the Calcasieu Ship Channel?  We saw how 
much the authorized 40 foot depth destroyed by 2012, (although the connection was not 
spelled out), but how much more is being lost with the implementation of the 
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unauthorized “advanced dredging” down to 45 feet? Surely that calculation is not 
beyond the expertise of your engineers. 
 
The Port of Lake Charles is running a commercial on local television saying that they 
need public support for taxpayer money to dredge the Ship Channel since 46 cents of 
every dollar that circulates in Southwest Louisiana is generated by that channel.  If the 
channel is that lucrative then surely its prime beneficiaries can pay their own way, if they 
are true capitalists.  If not, then they are simply powerful hogs at the public trough and 
should be ashamed of themselves for perpetrating the myth of free enterprise here. 
Something else we have plead for, year in and year out, is that the dredging of the 
Calcasieu Ship Channel, if it does occur, be timed to take place when there are not 
significant migrations of aquatic organisms into or out of the wetlands and river. 
RESTORE has repeatedly, since 1977, provided a Migratory Clock diagram to show 
when the major pulses of migratory animals occur.  If you really care to see it, check 
your files. (Surely you have enough staff members that one of them could view the 
diagram and at last make some kind of comment about it, good or bad. That is just 
common courtesy.) 
 
RESTORE has also asked repeatedly that you provide the public with truthful 
assessments of specific projects that were implemented before tropical storms and 
exactly how those projects each fared with each subsequent storm.  It makes no sense 
to hide a project’s having been washed away and then propose another project at the 
same distance from the coastline, equally as vulnerable, equally as likely to be a waste 
of money.  It is time for you to provide those project fates clearly and without spin. 
 
Something that would be especially helpful in the best element of our coastal planning 
process, which is the sensible concept of relocation, would be an easy to provide map 
showing, from the Texas border to the Mississippi border,  the maximum inshore limit of 
storm surge based upon the National Hurricane Center’s SLOSH model, with another 
contour inland from that line showing the location of a twenty-five foot higher buffer 
elevation. That should be an elevation to where people could relocate knowing that they 
would likely be immune to storm surge for a generation or two at least.  
 
RESTORE was, we believe, the first entity to beg for inclusion of sea level rise data in 
the coastal restoration process.  We were the first to suggest a sea water control 
structure at the mouth of the Calcasieu Ship Channel.  We have been the first to ask for 
truthful assessments of the fate of implemented projects. We are the first to have 
provided a workable compromise (migratory clock based dredging) to try to offset 
adverse impacts of the maritime and petrochemical industries’ relentless push for 
increased dredging. Although RESTORE was not formed until 1974, as an individual I 
called for relocation of vulnerable communities at least as early as 1973.  I do 
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appreciate that things have moved (very begrudgingly) in the direction of our leadership. 
One would think that a complete and thorough review of all the past comments and 
testimonies RESTORE has submitted might go a long way in helping new planners 
catch up.  To any of you who are not too proud to see realities that some of your peers 
continue to avoid, thank you for having the courage to choose a path of common sense 
backed up by good science. 
 

 Sincerely, 
 

 Michael Tritico, Biologist and President of RESTORE 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
74 
First Name: 
Kenneth 
Last Name: 
Ragas 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The 2017 master plan contains the same unjust river diversion projects as the 2012 plan. It is obvious 
that public input is totally ignored by Mr. Bradberry and his staff. CPRA was established for the people 
not for projects to be shoved down the throats of the stake holders. The attachments clearly shows that 
the validation of the diversion model is erroneous. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/d0748c40-f21e-0134-2381-
2e85a4fc0d5e/West_Bay_2010_Island_Construction.jpg 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
73 
First Name: 
John 
Last Name: 
Driscoll 
City: 
Metairie 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Comments to the Draft 2017 Coastal Master Plan 
Attachments:  
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/eb38d010-f215-0134-28f7-
2e85a4fc0d5e/2017_Master_Plan_Comments_-_JDriscoll.pdf 
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John J. Driscoll 
5200 Alphonse Court 

Metairie, Louisiana 70006 
(504)329-6310

jjdmetla@bellsouth.net 

March 23, 2017 

DRAFT 2017 Coastal Master Plan - Public Comment 
The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
P.O. Box 44027 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804 

I have been involved in Louisiana coastal issues and projects for over 30 years. That experience has 
involved writing letters to the editor of the Times-Picayune, writing letters to members of Louisiana’s 
Congressional delegation and others including the governor’s office, successfully negotiating with the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and winning a design revision to a Corps project, serving on the 
board of the Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana (CRCL (1998 – 2002)) and working as an active 
committee member of Ducks Unlimited (1993 – present) and serving on Ducks Unlimited’s state 
executive committee (2010 – 2012).  More recently, I have served the Tulane Institute on Water 
Resources Law and Policy as a financial analyst in assisting the Institute in publishing three white papers 
(Financing the Future I, II and III) in the Financing the Future series. Those papers focused on the need to 
find reliable and predictable funding sources for coastal restoration and that a lack of funding has limited 
restoration progress.  

The comments below represent those of no one other than myself. 

My comments to the 2017 Draft of the Louisiana Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast 
(Plan, Master Plan or 2017 Master Plan) follow: 

Master Plan Background 
The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) is required to develop a master plan every 5 
years and an annual plan every year that includes at least a three-year projection of expenditures and 
funding available for projects and programs contained in the master plan.  These plans are subject to the 
approval of the state legislature. 

The CPRA issued its first master plan in 2007 and its second master plan in 2012 (2012 Master Plan). 
The third iteration of the plan, the 2017 Master Plan, was issued in draft form for public comment in 
January 2017.  The current annual plan, the 2017 Annual Plan, outlines planned expenditures and funding 
sources for state fiscal years 2018 through 2020. 

Lack of Funding 
The 2012 Coastal Master Plan had a $50 billion constant dollar (without inflation) price tag spread over a 
50 year implementation period.  The 2012 Master Plan was a front-end loaded plan: $26 billion in the first 
20 years (an average of $1.3 billion per year), $15 billion in the following 20 years and $9 billion in the 
final 10 years.  As Financing the Future II pointed out, adding inflation at just 2.3% to these figures 
increased the cost and therefore the funding required to implement the 2012 Master Plan to approximately 
$92 billion.  Even after including the Master Plan’s two major sources of funding, the Gulf of Mexico 
Energy Security Act (GOMESA) and the BP Oil Spill fines and settlement, that paper identified a $71 
billion funding gap with much of the shortfall occurring in the first 20 years.  Subsequent analysis 
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identified a funding gap of $22 billion in the critical first 20 years of the plan.  Financing the Future II 
also estimated that the CPRA had significantly underspent the amount of money required to implement  
the 2012 Master Plan: “In the years since the 2012 Coastal Master Plan was published, the LACPRA has 
yet to bring in enough revenue in any year to meet its mark of $1.3 billion in either 2010 nominal or real 
dollars. If we look at each annual plan’s projected three-year revenues from FY 2012-2016, the average 
total for each three year period is only $1.476 billion, which breaks down into average annual revenue of 
just $492.1 million.” 
 
Determining actual historical expenditures on Master Plan projects for the Financing the Future II 
analysis was not possible because, although the CPRA is charged with spending hundreds of millions of 
dollars, it has only just recently been able to account for expenditures on a project by project basis.  Yes, 
that’s right.  The CPRA cannot tell what it has actually spent on the individual projects under its 
stewardship from the inception of the authority (2008) through June 30, 2014 when it made a switch to a 
new accounting system.  Even though the Authority says it has the ability to track costs by project now, it 
is unclear whether or not it is actually using the new system to properly account for project costs since no 
historical data is presented in either the 2017 Master Plan or 2018 Annual Plan.  
 
Legislative Auditor Report 
The Louisiana Legislative Auditor completed a “performance audit” of the CPRA “to evaluate the 
CPRA’s oversight of project funding and outcomes”.  Its report, Oversight of Project Funding and 
Outcomes Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, was issued in January 2016.  Its findings, quoted 
below, offer a glimpse into the lack of financial acumen at the Authority. 

• CPRA has identified $19.5 billion in potential funding for the $50 billion Master Plan: 
however, only $9.7 billion of this potential funding is guaranteed. 

• CPRA did not account for inflation and project scope changes in its cost projections, 
which could increase or decrease the total estimated funding needed to complete Master 
Plan projects. 

• Until fiscal Year 2015, CPRA management was unable to determine actual state costs, 
including contract expenditures on a project-by-project basis.  However, CPRA converted 
to a new accounting system in [fiscal] 2015 that will allow them to track actual project 
costs. 

• CPRA has not verified that the state matches for cost-sharing projects led by the 
federal government are correct. Since 2008, the state’s cost share for Coastal 
Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) projects led by 
the federal government has been $47.7 million. However, CPRA has not verified 
the accuracy of this amount. 

• CPRA does not require that pre-construction agreements with levee districts for 
protection projects outline the estimated operation and maintenance costs or how 
these costs will be paid. Without proper maintenance, the lifespan of projects may 
be shortened by the natural environment and its intended benefits may not be fully 
realized. 

• CPRA does not evaluate whether projects are meeting the objectives in the Master 
Plan. This information is important because it shows whether expected results are 
being achieved. 

• To increase the transparency of its activities, CPRA should develop a public 
report to communicate actual funding and expenditures and whether Master Plan 
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objectives are being met. Showing this information may also help the state attract 
the additional funding it will need to fully implement its Master Plan. 

 
Observations Regarding the 2017 Master Plan and 2018 Annual Plan 
I am a CPA by training and a financial analyst by profession.  I hold a B.A. in Economics from Louisiana 
State University and a M.B.A. from Tulane University.  I have run financial planning and analysis for two 
Fortune 300 companies and have been an investment officer with two private equity funds.  I have 
authored many plans. 
 
Like its predecessor, the 2012 Master Plan, the 2017 Master Plan provides virtually no information on 
funding or historical costs on either a project basis or in total.  While the Master Plan totals some 167 
pages not counting appendices, the report devotes only one half of a page (page 82) to “Setting A Budget” 
and only 4 pages (pages 126 – 129) to a brief and mostly unquantified discussion of near term funding 
sources.  Nowhere in either the 2017 Master Plan or 2018 Annual Plan is long term funding discussed or 
quantified.   
 
In my opinion, financial reporting for Louisiana’s coastal activities has some serious shortcomings. 
Additional observations on the inadequacy of the 2017 Master Plan and 2018 Annual Plan as they relate 
to financial reporting, transparency and accountability follow: 

• Financial Reporting 1 - Plans are not just about the future.  They are about the past as well 
because the past serves as a benchmark for the future. We are about 10 years out from the 2007 
Master Plan, yet there is not a single schedule comparing progress on the ground or monies spent 
on a historical basis to Master Plan objectives or prior year’s budgets.  No one knows how much 
money has been spent, what progress has been made or what it has been spent on.   

• Financial Reporting 2 - The Summary Expenditure Schedule outlining planned expenditures in 
the 2018 Annual Plan (Table ES-2: Projected Three-Year Expenditures’ (FY 2018 – FY 2020) on 
page 69) does not classify expenditures by projects, but rather by the funding sources (“revenues” 
in Master Plan vernacular) that finance them – a very strange presentation which sheds no light at 
all on the question of which projects are actually being constructed or how much those projects 
cost.  The line items on the expenditure schedule for the year 2018 total 22 lines covering $663.3 
million of expenditures.  Eleven of those lines covering $551.3 million of expenditures are 
repeated on the Projected Three-Year Revenue schedule.  This redundancy provides zero 
information about the nature of the expenditures. 

• Financial Reporting 3 - There are detailed schedules that support the Summary Expenditure 
Schedule contained in the 2018 Annual Plan.  Some of the schedules are in the main body of the 
Annual Plan and others can be found in Appendix B – Three-Year Expenditure Projections.  Best 
practices in financial reporting require that detailed schedules “tie back” to summary schedules 
and in that way assure accuracy and inform the reviewer that the details are inclusive of all the 
items represented in the summary.  A few of the detailed schedules do “tie back” to the Summary 
Expenditure Schedule, however, most do not, leaving doubt about what those schedules actually 
represent. 

• Financial Reporting 4 - While the 2017 Master Plan declares itself to be “front-loaded for the 
first 30 years”, the Plan does not provide any breakdown of its spending plans other than the 3 
years (2018, 2019 and 2020) included in the 2018 Annual Plan.  It is, therefore, impossible to 
estimate the total funding that the 2017 Master Plan will require in inflation adjusted dollars. 

• Financial Statements - The CPRA is a division of the Governor’s Office.  As such, the CPRA 
does not issue its own financial statements.  However, an authority with so much money under it 
care and charged literally with saving South Louisiana should issue its own financial statements 
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along with the disclosures required in accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles 
(GAAP) including a management discussion and analysis, a reconciliation of actual results to the 
prior year’s budget and supplemental information as required to inform the public of its progress 
in fulfilling its mission of protecting and restoring the Louisiana coast. 

• Longer Time Horizon - From conception to completion, coastal restoration and protection 
projects can take over a decade to complete. While the law that set up the Master Plan process 
requires a minimum 3 year planning horizon, three years is simply too short a timeframe to 
develop funding plans that are required to see projects (many of which cost hundreds of millions 
of dollars) successfully completed from start to finish.  A 10 year planning horizon is required.  

• Budget v. Actual - The annual plans do not provide an analysis of performance against prior 
year’s budgets either on a macro basis (e.g. prior year’s planned expenditures in total v. actual, 
miles of levees planned v. actually constructed, etc.) or micro basis (e.g. metrics on specific 
projects – planned v. actual expenditures, revisions to total project budgets, revisions to 
completion dates, etc.).  Periodic review of project costs against budgets is required to control 
costs, maintain quality standards, manage project progress and hold contractors accountable.  
There is no evidence that the CPRA has these processes in place. 

• Funding Surplus/Gap - Funding has been and will continue to be the single most important 
factor in fixing our coast.  Yet, the Master Plan does not quantify either how much money is 
available by year or what the funding gap is in any one year or in total.  A plan without a funding 
plan is not a plan at all.  We don’t know if the spending proposals found in the 2018 Annual Plan 
(a total of $2.45 billion for 3 years or about $816 million per year) are consistent with the 2017 
Master Plan goals or not since spending goals, which would generally follow progress on the 
ground, were not disclosed.  However, it is clear that an average spend rate of $816 million per 
year would be less than half of the amount mandated by the now 5 year old 2012 Master Plan.   

 
Conclusion 
There are many ways to achieve meaningful financial reporting, transparency and 
accountability.  Unfortunately, current plan processes and formats do not achieve those ends.  The CPRA 
is an agency responsible for hundreds of millions of dollars in annual expenditures and the management 
of projects critical to the survival of South Louisiana.  Yet, it has a long way to go to achieve the 
stewardship, accountability and transparency required of an agency with that level of responsibility. 
 

 
 
 
 

John J. Driscoll 
Private Citizen 
 
 
Attachment: Oversight of Project Funding and Outcomes – Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, 
Louisiana Legislative Auditor. Issued January 20, 2016. 
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LOUISIANA LEGISLATIVE AUDITOR 
 

DARYL G. PURPERA, CPA, CFE 
 
 

1600 NORTH THIRD STREET  •  POST OFFICE BOX 94397  •  BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 70804-9397 
 

WWW.LLA.LA.GOV  •  PHONE: 225-339-3800  •  FAX: 225-339-3870 

January 20, 2016 
 
 
 
 
The Honorable John A. Alario, Jr., 
  President of the Senate 
The Honorable Taylor Barras, 
  Speaker of the House of Representatives 
 
Dear Senator Alario and Representative Barras: 
 

This report provides the results of our performance audit on the Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA).  The purpose of this report is to evaluate CPRA’s oversight of 
project funding and outcomes and to identify how CPRA could help the state receive the 
additional funding needed to fully implement the coastal protection and restoration projects in 
the Master Plan.  
 

The report contains our findings, conclusions, and recommendations.  Appendix A 
contains CPRA’s response to this report.  I hope this report will benefit you in your legislative 
decision-making process. 
 

We would like to express our appreciation to the management and staff of CPRA for their 
assistance during this audit. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Daryl G. Purpera, CPA, CFE 
Legislative Auditor 

 
DGP/aa 
 
CPRA 2015
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Introduction and Summary of Findings 
 

This report provides the results of our performance audit on the Coastal Protection and 
Restoration Authority (CPRA).  In 2009, Act 523 created CPRA as an implementation and 
enforcement arm of the CPRA Board.  CPRA is tasked with updating and implementing a Master 
Plan to address coastal issues in Louisiana.  CPRA issued its first Master Plan update in 2012,1 
which includes a 50 year, $50 billion budget for 109 projects that are designed to help prevent 
and restore coastal land loss and increase flood protection in Louisiana.  

 
According to CPRA, since the 1930s, Louisiana has lost 1,883 square miles of land, and 

is currently losing land (primarily wetlands and barrier islands) at a rate of 16 square miles per 
year.2  If no action is taken, Louisiana could lose approximately 1,765 square miles of land over 
the next 46 years, which equates to approximately 854,260 football fields of land or more than 
10 times the land area that makes up the city of New Orleans.  Exhibit 1 shows the potential land 
loss if no action is taken. 

 

 
 
 
 

1 The first Master Plan was issued in 2007 under the direction of the CPRA Board.   
2 Wetlands are important as they serve as storm surge barriers, which reduce the risk of flooding.  Barrier islands 
serve as the first line of defense from storm surge by providing barriers that reduce the severity of winds and ocean 
waves before they reach the mainland, and they protect coastal wetlands from erosion.   

Exhibit 1 
Past and Potential Future Net Land Change 

Net Land Change Between 1932 to 2010 Net Land Change by 2061 If No Action Is Taken 

  
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information from a presentation prepared by CPRA. 
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Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff from a 
presentation prepared by CPRA. 

Coastal protection and restoration projects are not just important to Louisiana, but also to 
the nation as a whole for the following reasons:  
 

 More than $100 billion worth of infrastructure is concentrated along Louisiana’s 
Gulf Coast to support state and national coastal and offshore oil and gas 
exploration, production, transportation, and refining. 

 Louisiana is among the top port 
states in the nation by total annual 
tonnage and is responsible for an 
average of $134 billion in imports 
and exports annually, as shown in 
Exhibit 2.   

 The lives of Louisiana residents 
and the preservation of its unique 
culture depend on the eroding 
wetlands and barrier islands. 

 Louisiana’s coastal wetlands 
provide habitats for multiple 
species of marine life. 

The objective of this audit is to evaluate 
CPRA’s oversight of project funding and outcomes and to identify how CPRA could help the 
state receive the additional funding needed to fully implement Master Plan projects.  Overall, we 
found the following:   

 
 CPRA has identified $19.5 billion in potential funding for the $50 billion Master 

Plan; however, only $9.7 billion of this potential funding is guaranteed.    

 CPRA did not account for inflation and project scope changes in its cost 
projections, which could increase or decrease the total estimated funding needed 
to complete Master Plan projects.  

 Until fiscal year 2015, CPRA management was unable to determine actual state 
costs, including contract expenditures on a project-by-project basis.  However, 
CPRA converted to a new accounting system in 2015 that will allow them to track 
actual project costs. 

 CPRA has not verified that the state matches for cost-sharing projects led by the 
federal government are correct.  Since 2008, the state’s cost share for Coastal 
Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) projects led by 
the federal government has been $47.7 million.  However, CPRA has not verified 
the accuracy of this amount.   

 CPRA does not require that pre-construction agreements with levee districts for 
protection projects outline the estimated operation and maintenance costs or how 

Exhibit 2 
Distribution of Cargo from Louisiana Ports 

throughout the United States 
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these costs will be paid.  Without proper maintenance, the lifespan of projects 
may be shortened by the natural environment and its intended benefits may not be 
fully realized.   

 CPRA does not evaluate whether projects are meeting the objectives in the Master 
Plan.  This information is important because it shows whether expected results are 
being achieved.  

 To increase the transparency of its activities, CPRA should develop a public 
report to communicate actual funding and expenditures and whether Master Plan 
objectives are being met.  Showing this information may also help the state attract 
the additional funding it will need to fully implement its Master Plan. 

Appendix A-1 contains CPRA’s response to our report under the previous executive 
director; Appendix A-2 contains CPRA’s response from the new executive director.  Appendix B 
contains our scope and methodology, and Appendix C provides an overview of CPRA and a 
brief history of the agency. 
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Objective:  To evaluate CPRA’s oversight of project funding 
and outcomes and to identify how CPRA could help the state 

receive the additional funding needed to fully implement 
Master Plan projects. 

Master Plan projects are vital to the coastal issues Louisiana is facing, but they cannot be 
implemented without sufficient, guaranteed funding.  CPRA funds its projects using a 
combination of federal funds, 
constitutionally-dedicated state 
funds, and one-time disaster relief 
funds, as shown in Exhibit 3.  
Appendices D and E provide 
more detail on the projects 
completed, projects still in 
progress, and the source of project 
funding.  As also shown in 
Exhibit 3, CPRA estimates that 
approximately $12.4 billion worth 
of coastal protection and 
restoration projects have been 
constructed or are under construction since 2008.  This includes approximately $400 million 
(3%) for work related to the $50 billion Master Plan, resulting in billions of dollars of work 
remaining. 

 
Of the $50 billion CPRA estimates is needed to fully implement all Master Plan projects, 

the agency has identified as much as $19.5 billion (39%) in potential funding.  However, only 
$9.7 billion of this funding is guaranteed.  In addition, CPRA did not include inflation and scope 
increases in the Master Plan, so the amount of funding needed is likely higher.  To help the state 
attract the additional funding it will need, CPRA should determine the actual state costs for each 
project and measure whether projects meet the objectives of the Master Plan.  Greater 
transparency through public reporting of CPRA’s financial activities and project outcomes will 
help demonstrate that the dollars the state received were spent for their intended purpose.  These 
areas are discussed in more detail below.   

 
 

CPRA has identified $19.5 billion in potential funding for 
the $50 billion Master Plan; however, only $9.7 billion of 
this potential funding is guaranteed.   
    
 According to CPRA, the $50 billion estimate to implement the Master Plan represents the 
minimum amount required to provide Louisiana with the resources needed to significantly reduce 
coastal land loss and adequately reduce storm surge flood risk.  Of the $50 billion, CPRA has 
identified approximately $19.5 billion (39%) in potential funding.  However, only $9.7 billion 

Exhibit 3 
Estimated Project Costs by Funding Source  
Coastal Protection and Restoration Projects 

January 1, 2008, through June 30, 2015 
Funding 
Source Constructed 

Under 
Construction Total 

State $1,408,558,225 $206,457,389 $1,615,015,614 

Federal 6,722,997,077 3,553,208,506 10,276,205,583 

Oil-Spill 366,840,226 147,063,587 513,903,813 

     Total $8,498,395,528 $3,906,729,482 $12,405,125,010 
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information 
obtained from CPRA. 
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(50%) of this potential funding is guaranteed.  The $9.7 billion in guaranteed funding consists of 
up to $8.1 billion in one-time oil spill disaster funds and $1.6 billion from the Coastal Protection 
and Restoration Trust Fund and interagency transfers from the Department of Transportation and 
Development.   
 

The remaining $9.8 billion in potential funding is not guaranteed and consists of 
$6.3 billion from the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act (GOMESA) and $3.5 billion from the 
Coastal Wetlands Planning Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA).3  CPRA anticipates 
receiving $140 million per year (beginning in FY 2018) from GOMESA, but this funding could 
be redirected by Congress for other environmental initiatives.  Also, although CPRA anticipates 
receiving approximately $74.2 million annually from the CWPPRA program for coastal wetlands 
restoration, and the program has been in effect for 25 years, it will require reauthorization by 
2019 to continue.  Exhibit 4 summarizes identified and unidentified sources of funding.  

 
Recommendation 1:  CPRA should continue to proactively identify additional 

 sources of guaranteed revenue so that it can fully implement all Master Plan projects. 
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA concurs with the finding and the 
recommendation.  See Appendix A-1, page 1, for CPRA’s complete response.  
 

                                                 
3 This amount was based on Louisiana receiving $140 million annually from GOMESA for 45 years, beginning in 
FY18, and $74.2 million annually from CWPPRA over the next 47 years, the remaining number of years in the 
Master Plan’s implementation timeline, at the time of this analysis.   

Exhibit 4 
Percentage* of the Total Master Plan Budget, 

with Identified and Unidentified Sources of Funding 

 

*Percentages based on a $50 billion Master Plan. 
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information from CPRA’s 2016 Annual Plan.  

$6.3 billion
Not Guaranteed

$8.1 billion

$3.5 billion
Not Guaranteed

$1.6 billion

$30.5 
billion 
(61%)

$19.5 
billion 
(39%)

GOMESA (Not Guaranteed)

Oil Spill Disaster (One-Time)

CWPPRA (Not Guaranteed)

State Coastal Protection and Restoration Fund

Unidentified 
Funding

Identified 
Funding 
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CPRA did not account for inflation and project scope 
changes in its cost projections, which could increase or 
decrease the total estimated funding needed to complete 
Master Plan projects. 

 
CPRA did not include cost-increasing factors such as inflation and project scope 

increases when developing the Master Plan budget.  As a result, the amount needed to fully fund 
all of its projects is likely higher.  The Tulane Institute on Water Resources Law and Policy 
estimates4 that inflation could actually cause the cost of the fully-implemented Master Plan to 
fall between $94.7 billion and $113 billion, an 89% to 126% increase in CPRA’s original 
estimate.  In addition to inflation, the projects in the Master Plan may increase in cost due to 
unforeseen scope increases.  For example, the “Morganza to the Gulf” project has substantially 
increased in cost projections from $3.96 billion to approximately $7 billion (a 77% increase) 
since the Master Plan was issued in 2012.  This increase is the result of a number of changes to 
the project, such as a 36-mile extension of the levee system.     

 
These two cost-increasing factors are similar to what occurred with the Comprehensive 

Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) in Florida, which began in 2000.  The CERP began as a 30-
year plan with an original price tag of $8.2 billion.  However, in its 2010 update, the budget for 
this plan increased by 65%, or $5.3 billion, to $13.5 billion due to inflation adjustments and scope 
changes.  CPRA will have the opportunity to adjust the estimated cost of the state’s Master Plan 
in 2017 and with each subsequent Master Plan update.  In these updates, CPRA should consider 
amending each Master Plan’s cost estimate using adjustment factors for inflation and including an 
allowance for increases or decreases in project scope over the years.  CPRA should also clearly 
explain why these adjustments were made.  

 
Recommendation 2:  To provide more accurate estimates of the total coastal 
investment needed, CPRA should amend each Master Plan’s cost estimate using 
adjustment factors for inflation and including an allowance for increases or decreases in 
project scope over the years.  CPRA should also clearly explain why these adjustments 
were made.  
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA does not concur with this finding 
and recommendation.  According to CPRA, incorporating inflation into the cost of the 
projects for the 2017 Master Plan update was considered.  However, after much 
discussion among the Master Plan team members, the decision was made to not adjust for 
inflation and potential project scope increases.  See Appendix A-1, pages 1-2, for 
CPRA’s complete response.  

 
LLA Additional Comments:  Accounting for inflation and project scope changes in 
Master Plan cost projections would more accurately depict the true cost of the Master 
Plan projects.  

 

                                                 
4 Financing the Future - Turning Coastal Restoration and Protection Plans Into Realities: The Cost of 
Comprehensive Coastal Restoration and Protection (2014) 
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Until fiscal year 2015, CPRA management was unable to 
determine actual state costs, including contract 
expenditures on a project-by-project basis.   
  
 From January 1, 2008, through June 30, 2015, CPRA estimates that the state has spent 
$620.6 million5 in state revenue and oil-spill relief dollars for 64 completed projects and has spent 
or allocated another $353.5 million6 for 21 projects that are under construction.7  During fiscal 
year 2015, CPRA had 207 contracts with a net contract amount of $960 million for the 
implementation of Master Plan projects.  Appendices F and G show a list of CPRA contracts in 
fiscal year 2015 and the total contract amount for each contractor.  Services provided by these 
contracts include general administration services (e.g. legal), environmental services, project 
feasibility studies, project design services, project construction in which CPRA contracts directly 
for services, and agreements with local governments to provide funding for locally-led 
construction work.  However, CPRA management could only provide estimated cost information 
because it was unable to determine what has actually been spent on each project.     

 
According to CPRA, the state’s accounting system it used prior to 2015 did not allow it to 

record expenditure information on a project-by-project basis.  Although project managers 
assigned to each project track contract expenditures for their projects, CPRA management was 
not able to calculate costs for all projects using its accounting system.  CPRA recognized the 
state’s accounting system as a limitation to reporting cost on a project-by-project basis and was 
one of the first agencies to convert its financial accounting system to LaGov.  This new system 
allows CPRA to account for actual expenditures on each project.  

 
Recommendation 3:  CPRA should record how much has been spent on a project-by-
project basis for coastal protection and restoration, including how much has been spent on 
contracts for each project. 
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA concurs with the finding and 
recommendation.  See Appendix A-1, page 2, for CPRA’s complete response. 
 
 
 

  

                                                 
5 As shown in Exhibit 3 on page 4 of this report, State Constructed amount ($1,408,558,225) + Oil-Spill Constructed 
amount ($366,840,226) - $1,154,847,077 (not shown in Exhibit 3).  The approximately $1.15 billion represents the 
state’s obligation (excluding interest) of HSDRRS projects that it has not yet begun to repay.  
6 As shown in Exhibit 3 on page 4 of this report, State Under Construction amount ($206,457,389) + Oil-Spill Under 
Construction amount ($147,063,587).  
7 The total estimated cost of these projects is $12.4 billion, as stated in Exhibit 3.  However, the federal government 
is responsible for the majority of this cost, and CPRA cannot track most of these expenses.  

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1455



Oversight of Project Funding and Outcomes  Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
 

8 

CPRA has not verified that the state matches for cost- 
sharing projects led by the federal government are correct.   
  

Projects can be fully funded by the state, fully funded by a federal sponsor, or funded 
through cost-share agreements between the state and a federal sponsor.  Currently, CPRA is only 
able to verify that the state’s share is correct when CPRA is the project lead.  However, if a 
federal sponsor (e.g. the United States’ Army Corps of Engineers) leads a project, it pays for most 
expenditures up front and seeks reimbursement from the state for the balance of its share upon 
completion.  To inform the state of its share, the federal government either sends an annual report 
or a letter to CPRA that includes how much the state owes for certain projects.  However, CPRA 
has not verified that the matching amounts the state owes are correct.  According to CPRA 
management, it has limited ability to see the details of the federal government’s expenditures, 
even though it has requested this information in the past.  Specifically, CPRA has requested 
information for the Louisiana Coastal Area (LCA) program,8 but no projects under this program 
have entered the construction phase.  CPRA has not, however, requested this information in an 
attempt to verify the state’s match for projects under the CWPPRA program.  As of December 
2015, this is the only program CPRA is cost-sharing with the federal government for construction 
projects that have been completed. 

 
The federal government is the lead for some projects that fall under the CWPPRA 

program and all of the Hurricane Storm Damage Risk Reduction System (HSDRRS) projects.  
These federally-led cost-share projects were estimated to cost approximately $3.6 billion over the 
last 7.5 years, with the state’s share ranging from approximately 15% to 35%.  Since 2008, the 
state’s cost share for CWPPRA projects led by the federal government has been $47.7 million.  
However, CPRA has not verified the accuracy of this amount.  The state has not started paying 
back the amount owed for HSDRRS projects, which amounts to $2.95 billion with interest over a 
payback period of 30 years beginning in 2019.  HSDRRS contracts between the state and federal 
sponsors require each party to provide the other with any information or documents concerning 
the federally-led projects as soon as possible.  As a result, CPRA has the opportunity to verify the 
state’s share for the HSDRRS program before making any payment to the federal government.9 

 
Recommendation 4:  CPRA should obtain actual cost information for federally-led 
projects from its federal partners so that it can verify that it is paying the correct match. 
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA partially concurs with the finding 
and the recommendation.  According to CPRA, it has historically had difficulty with 
obtaining expenditure detail from its federal sponsors, because they have been unwilling 
to provide it even though CPRA has requested it.  According to CPRA, it is making 
progress with the LCA program, and will be more aggressive with its efforts to obtain the 
detail from the federal sponsors to completely verify the costs of the federal sponsor.  See 
Appendix A-1, page 2, for CPRA’s complete response.  

                                                 
8 Since this program is currently conducting feasibility studies and has not entered the construction phase, it was 
excluded from the projects we evaluated.  
9 CPRA has asked LLA for assistance with verifying the accuracy of the state’s cost share for work conducted by the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers.  LLA is exploring this request.  
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LLA Additional Comments:  Although CPRA has requested federal cost information 
from the Corps of Engineers for the LCA program, it has not requested this information 
for the CWPPRA program which was the only program CPRA was cost-sharing at the 
time of our audit. 
 
 

CPRA does not require that pre-construction agreements 
with levee districts for protection projects outline the 
estimated operation and maintenance costs or how these 
costs will be paid.   
 

Operations and maintenance (O&M) is the final 
phase10 of a protection or restoration project.  Projects 
require routine and major maintenance to ensure that they 
maintain the level of condition necessary to continue to 
achieve their intended purpose.  Without proper 
maintenance, the lifespan of projects may be shortened by 
the natural environment and their intended benefits may 
not be fully realized.  Specifically, for structural 
protection projects,11 the lack of sufficient maintenance may lead to decreased flood protection 
and increased risk to lives and property.  This could require reconstruction of the same Master 
Plan project in the future.  In addition, if the O&M requirements for projects are not met before a 
disaster occurs, the federal government may deny requests for reimbursement, and local citizens 
may have to be responsible for the repair costs.  Furthermore, flood insurance rates set by FEMA 
may subsequently increase in some areas, causing a larger financial burden on local communities.   

 
Outlining the estimated O&M cost and how it will be paid in the pre-construction 

intergovernmental agreement (IGA) may help levee districts better prepare for these future 
costs.  Because levee districts are required to operate and maintain protection projects once 
completed,12 they must sign an IGA with CPRA stating it will be their sole responsibility to 
“operate, maintain, repair, replace, and rehabilitate completed projects.”  However, CPRA does 
not require that this agreement include the estimated O&M cost or require districts to actually 
show a plan of action and timeline for how funding will be secured.  Because districts may have 
to obtain additional revenue through flood protection millage increases to maintain federal 
compliance, including this information in the IGA may help prevent projects from falling out of 
compliance with federal standards due to lack of funding after the project is completed.  For 
example, on November 21, 2015, Jefferson Parish voters rejected a 5.5-mil property tax increase 
that would have provided funding to maintain and operate the West Bank’s flood protection 
system.   

                                                 
10Typical project phases include planning, engineering and design, construction, and operation and maintenance. 
11 In the Master Plan, protection projects are defined as either structural or non-structural.  Structural projects 
include levees, concrete walls, flood gates, and pumps.  Non-structural projects include risk reduction measures such 
as elevating or flood-proofing buildings.  
12 Restoration projects also need O&M, but these costs are comparably smaller and typically covered by the state or 
federal government. 

After the completion of protection 
projects, the O&M responsibilities are 
passed down to the local governments 
and levee districts based on state laws 
and intergovernmental agreements 
signed between CPRA and levee 
districts before construction begins. 
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Of the 109 projects in the 2012 Master Plan, 15 protection projects will require levee 
districts to pay for major O&M costs.  As of November 2015, only two of these projects had 
entered the construction phase.  This gives CPRA an opportunity to start requiring levee districts 
to show how they will pay for O&M costs when the IGA is signed.  Exhibit 5 summarizes the 15 
protection projects that will require local levee districts to pay for their O&M costs.   
 

Exhibit 5 - Master Plan Structural Protection Project List 

Protected Area* 
(by Levee 
District) 

Project Names Population 
Estimated Cost 

of Projects 
Per Capita Cost 

of Project 

Lafitte and 
Vicinity 

1. Lafitte Ring Levee 7,000** $870,000,000  $124,286 

St. Mary Parish 

2. Amelia Levee Improvements (3E) 

54,650 $1,703,000,000  $31,162 
3. Morgan City Back Levee 
4. Bayou Chene Floodgate 
5. Berwick to Wax Lake 
6. Franklin and Vicinity 

Terrebonne and 
Lafourche Parish 

7. Morganza to the Gulf (high)*** 
(has entered the construction phase)

208,178 $3,964,000,000  $19,041 

Vermilion and 
Iberia Parish  

8. Abbeville and Vicinity 
131,239 $2,307,000,000  $17,579 

9. Iberia/Vermilion Upland Levee 
St. John the 
Baptist Parish 

10. Greater New Orleans LaPlace 
Extension 

45,924 $457,000,000  $9,951 

GNO/SLFPA - E 11. Greater New Orleans High Level 623,508 $1,611,000,000  $2,584 

Lafourche Parish 
12. Maintain Larose to Golden Meadow 

(has entered the construction phase)
96,318 $228,000,000  $2,367 

GNO/SLFPA-W 13. Maintain West Bank Levees 179,571 $193,000,000  $1,075 
St. Tammany 
Parish 

14. Lake Ponchartrain Barrier 
233,740 $157,000,000  $672 

15. Slidell Ring Levee 
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using 2012 Master Plan and 2010 Census Data. 
*These protected areas were selected based on the geographic area(s) that contain the majority of the structural 
protection projects listed.  However, some projects cross over into one or more additional areas. Information regarding 
the actual area(s) and population(s) that will be responsible for these costs is not yet available.  
** Estimation provided by Lafitte Area Independent Levee District personnel.  
*** This reflects a single project – Morganza to the Gulf – which has increased to almost $7 billion, which is not 
reflected in the Master Plan.  
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As shown in Exhibit 5, some of the most expensive projects will have to be maintained by 
a smaller population compared to projects that have a larger tax base.  For example, St. Mary 
Parish has a population of approximately 54,650, but will be responsible for maintaining  
$1.7 billion worth of protection projects to provide greater flood protection for the area.  
Including the estimated O&M costs and how it will be funded in the IGA is important because, as 
seen in Exhibit 5, small tax bases in some local levee districts could result in districts struggling 
to find the resources to maintain completed and future projects.   
 

Recommendation 5:  CPRA should require that IGAs with local entities outline 
estimated costs for operation and maintenance.  The IGA should also require that local 
entities include a plan of action and timeline for how the funding will be secured.   
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA concurs with the finding and 
recommendation.  See Appendix A-1, page 3, for CPRA’s complete response. 
 
 

CPRA does not evaluate whether projects are meeting the 
objectives in the Master Plan.   
 

As coastal protection and restoration 
funding is invested in projects to address 
Louisiana’s coastal needs, it is important for 
CPRA to show outcomes the state received in 
return for the money spent, such as increased 
flood protection and whether these outcomes 
meet the Master Plan’s objectives.  While 
CPRA does pre-screen projects through 
computer modeling to determine whether these 
projects will align with the Master Plan 
objectives, CPRA has not yet developed 
measurements to evaluate whether projects are 
meeting the Master Plan’s objectives as the 
projects are completed.  Exhibit 6 shows the 
Master Plan objectives.  

 
CPRA management currently uses two 

performance indicators to report the results of 
coastal protection and restoration projects in the 
Executive Budget and their annual plan.  These 
indicators are “Acres Directly Benefited by 
Projects Constructed” and “Miles of Levee 
Improved by Project being Constructed.”   
  

Exhibit 6 
2012 Master Plan Objectives 

 
1. Flood Protection - Reduce economic losses 

from storm surge based flooding to 
residential, public, industrial, and commercial 
infrastructure.  

2. Natural Processes - Promote a sustainable 
coastal ecosystem by harnessing the natural 
processes of the system.  

3. Coastal Habitats - Provide habitats suitable 
to support an array of commercial and 
recreational activities coast-wide.  

4. Cultural Heritage - Sustain the unique 
cultural heritage of coastal Louisiana by 
protecting historic properties and traditional 
living cultures and their ties and relationships 
to the natural environment.  

5. Working Coast - Promote a viable working 
coast to support regionally- and nationally-
important businesses and industries. 
 

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using 
the 2012 Master Plan. 
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Although CPRA projects have created or improved 27,457 acres of land and 264 miles of 
levees, it has not reported on the impact these acres and miles have had on achieving the Master 
Plan’s objectives.  For example, although the “acres benefited” indicator may show that the state 
has gained land from completed projects, it does not show if the state’s net land gain or loss over 
a given period of time has improved and how it benefits the coast and residents.   

 
Good outcome performance indicators13 should measure results and assess impact and 

effectiveness.  These indicators are important because they show whether expected results are 
being achieved.  CPRA should consider measuring Master Plan objectives by creating interim 
performance targets, comparing indicator results over time, and developing a mix of scientific 
indicators that can be easily understood by other third-party stakeholders as the projects are 
being completed.  While CPRA has listed indicators on net land gained and reductions in 
expected annual damage in its strategic plan, it has not begun to calculate or report these 
indicators and these alone are not sufficient to show that all objectives of the Master Plan are 
being met.  Therefore, CPRA should be proactive in developing indicators that measure project 
outcomes and how those outcomes address the Master Plan’s objectives.  This would help the 
state attract the additional financial support it needs to fully implement the Master Plan.  

 
Recommendation 6:  CPRA should measure whether its projects are meeting the 
Master Plan’s objectives.  
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA partially concurs with the finding 
and recommendation.  According to CPRA, all projects are vetted through a rigorous 
evaluation to determine if it will meet one or more master plan objectives.  See Appendix 
A-1, page 3, for CPRA’s complete response.  

 
LLA Additional Comments:  While CPRA does pre-screen projects through 
computer modeling to determine whether these projects will align with the Master Plan 
objectives, CPRA has not yet developed measurements to evaluate whether projects are 
actually meeting the Master Plan’s objectives as the projects are completed.  CPRA 
should consider measuring Master Plan objectives by creating interim performance 
targets, comparing indicator results over time, and developing a mix of scientific 
indicators that can be easily understood by other third-party stakeholders. 
 
 

To increase the transparency of its activities, CPRA should 
develop a public report to communicate actual funding and 
expenditures and whether Master Plan objectives are being 
met. 
 
 Per state law (R.S. 49:214), CPRA issues an annual report each year that includes a three-
year funding projection and a description and status of all projects pertaining to integrated 
coastal protection.  However, this annual report does not show actual funding and expenditures 
or how the coastal protection and restoration projects meet the objectives of the Master Plan.  To 
                                                 
13 Per Manageware, the state’s “how to” guide for its performance-based budgeting process. 
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increase its transparency, CPRA should develop a report that includes this information.  
Providing this information may also help the state attract the additional funding it will need to 
fully implement its Master Plan.    
 

Stakeholders we met with stated that public reporting is important to demonstrate 
accountability for funds.  As the Public Affairs Research Council reported in 2014, it is likely 
that the state is being watched closely by Congress and stakeholder organizations to determine 
how responsible and transparent it will be with the coastal funding it currently has and the 
funding it will begin to receive in the relatively near future.  If stakeholders could evaluate the 
details of how coastal funds were spent, this may increase the confidence that these funds are 
being used properly.    

 
 As an example of reporting actual funding and expenditures for such a large scale 
initiative, Florida’s Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) developed an annual 
report that includes detailed, actual prior-year budget information for both state and federal 
funding sources.  Also, to determine and communicate how well restoration goals are being met, 
CERP developed a set of system-wide ecological indicators that demonstrate how the ecosystem 
is responding to restoration and management activities.  These indicators are reported every two 
years.  

 
Recommendation 7:  CPRA should develop a public report, either in the annual plan 
or in a separate report, communicating actual project funding and expenditures, as well as 
how Master Plan objectives are being met. 
 
Summary of Management’s Response:  CPRA concurs with the finding and 
recommendation.  See Appendix A-1, page 3, for CPRA’s complete response. 
 
Matter for Legislative Consideration:  Similar to Florida, the legislature may 
want to consider requiring that CPRA report on its progress toward meeting the Master 
Plan’s objectives. 
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APPENDIX B:  SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY 
 

 
 We conducted this performance audit under the provisions of Title 24 of the Louisiana 
Revised Statutes of 1950, as amended.  The purpose and objective of this report is to evaluate the 
Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority’s (CPRA) oversight of coastal project funding and 
outcomes, and to identify how CPRA could help the state receive the additional funding support 
needed to fully implement the Coastal Master Plan projects.  Our audit covered coastal 
protection and restoration projects completed since the Master Plan was first issued in 2007, 
projects that are currently under construction, and projects that will be implemented as part of the 
Master Plan.   
 
 We conducted this performance audit in accordance with generally-accepted government 
auditing standards issued by the Comptroller General of the United States.  Those standards 
require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide 
reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit objective.  We believe the 
evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our 
audit objective.  To answer our objective, we reviewed internal controls relevant to the audit 
objective and performed the following audit steps:  

 
 Reviewed the Master Plan and interviewed CPRA staff to discuss the coastal 

issues that Louisiana is facing and the importance of Louisiana’s coast.   

 Reviewed applicable federal and state laws regarding the history of the federal 
and state governments’ efforts in protecting and restoring Louisiana’s coast. 

 Conducted site visits with CPRA staff to observe different types of projects to 
understand why these projects are necessary and how they contribute to the 
protection and restoration of Louisiana’s coast.   

 Reviewed CPRA’s Internal Monthly Progress Reports and annual reports to 
identify a list of projects that have been completed since 2007 and projects that 
are currently under construction. 

 Used the Master Plan “Crosswalk” provided by CPRA (which includes a list of 
initiated Master Plan projects) to determine the implementation status of the  
$50 billion, 50-year Master Plan.       

 Researched funding sources that are significant to the implementation of the 
Master Plan and calculated the total percentage of the $50 billion Master Plan that 
could be covered by these potential funding amounts.  

 Researched the possible effect of inflation on the overall cost of the Master Plan. 
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 Researched Florida’s Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) and 
determined how inflation and scope changes increased the overall cost of 
Florida’s restoration plan. 

 Compared the projected project costs and populations of areas with proposed 
structural protection projects to identify potential difficulties smaller parishes may 
have in funding the operations and maintenance costs.  

 Reviewed the Executive Budget documents, CPRA’s Internal Monthly Progress 
Reports, CPRA’s Annual Plans, CPRA’s Strategic Plan, and Master Plan, and 
interviewed CPRA staff to determine if Master Plan objectives are measured.   

 Researched best practices from Florida’s CERP. 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1469



 

C.1 
 

APPENDIX C:  OVERVIEW AND HISTORY OF CPRA 
 

 
Overview of CPRA.  During fiscal year 2015, CPRA had total expenditures of  

$286 million.  Of these expenditures, $20.3 million (7%) was for administration, $230.6 million 
(81%) was for construction projects, and $35.1 million (12%) was for non-construction projects 
such as the development of a coastal monitoring system.  CPRA had 169 staff and 207 contracts 
to oversee and implement projects during fiscal year 2015.  These contracts have a net contract 
amount of $960 million. 

 
History of CPRA.  In response to the devastation of hurricanes Katrina and Rita, the 

federal government agreed to partner with Louisiana to rebuild and improve the levee system 
around New Orleans if there was a single state agency to coordinate efforts and develop a plan of 
action to address the state’s coastal issues.  In 2005, the legislature created a single oversight 
authority called the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority Board (Board) and tasked the 
Board with developing and implementing a comprehensive coastal protection and restoration 
Master Plan for the state.  
 

The Board issued the first Master Plan in 2007 with no budget or implementation 
timeline.  In 2009, Act 523 created the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA), an 
implementation arm of the Board, through consolidation of restoration and protection personnel, 
primarily from the Department of Natural Resources and the Department of Transportation and 
Development.  The Board tasked CPRA with updating the Master Plan, resulting in CPRA 
issuing its first updated Master Plan in 2012.  The plan must be updated every five years.  The 
development of the Master Plan represented the beginning of an estimated $50 billion, 50-year 
coastal protection and restoration plan.  Exhibit C below illustrates these events. 

 
Exhibit C 

Creation of CPRA and the Coastal Master Plan 
 

 

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information provided by CPRA.

Protection and 
restoration 

decentralized 

Hurricanes Katrina and Rita caused widespread coastal 
damages, and the CPRA Board was created, primarily 
because the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
wanted to coordinate with a single state agency to 
repair and improve the levee system in the Greater 

New Orleans Area (2005) 

The CPRA was created as 
the implementation arm 

for the CPRA Board 
(2009) 

The CPRA Board issued a conceptual 
Coastal Master Plan, which had no 
budget or implementation timeline 

(2007) 

The current 50-year, 
$50 billion Coastal Master 
Plan was issued by CPRA 

(2012) 
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APPENDIX D:  PROTECTION AND RESTORATION PROJECTS 
COMPLETED (JANUARY 2008‐JUNE 2015) 

 
 

Project 
(Master Plan Related Project 

Highlighted in Yellow) 
Date 

Completed 
Location 
(Parish) 

Source of 
Funding 

Total 
Estimated 

Cost 
Acres/Miles 
Improved 

Barrier Island (BI) / Headland Restoration (HR) 

Emergency Barrier Berms 4/19/2011 
St. Bernard, 
Plaquemines Oil Spill $251,000,000  1,417 acres 

Caminada Headland Beach and 
Dune Restoration 12/29/2014 Lafourche 

CIAP 
(Federal) 70,679,580  303 acres 

Riverine Sand Mining/Scofield 
Island Restoration 8/14/2013 Plaquemines Oil Spill 60,839,484  606 acres 

Pelican Island and Pass La Mer 
to Chaland Pass Restoration 11/28/2012 Plaquemines 

CWPPRA 
(Federal/State 
Cost Share) 52,893,695  1,117 acres 

Shell Island East-BERM 8/16/2014 Plaquemines Oil Spill 47,679,580  307 acres 
Cameron Parish Shoreline 
Restoration 4/22/2014 Cameron State 45,800,000  523 acres 
West Belle Pass Barrier 
Headland Restoration 11/23/2012 Lafourche CWPPRA 39,422,093  389 acres 
Pass Chaland to Grand Bayou 
Pass Barrier Shoreline 
Restoration 6/11/2009 Plaquemines CWPPRA 37,023,827  359 acres 
Whiskey Island Back Barrier 
Marsh Creation 10/30/2009 Terrebonne CWPPRA 26,831,855  270 acres 

East Grand Terre 11/11/2010 Jefferson 

CIAP, State 
Surplus 
Funds 25,426,247  683 acres 

     BI/HR Total    $657,596,361  5,974 acres 
Diversion 

Bayou Lafourche Freshwater 
Introduction 10/5/2011 Lafourche State Surplus $20,000,000  

  

     Diversion Total    $20,000,000    

Hydrologic Restoration 
Penchant Basin Natural 
Resources Plan, Increment 1 12/15/2011 Terrebonne CWPPRA $18,878,814  675 acres 

MRGO Closure Structure 7/20/2009 St. Bernard 

Federal 
Hurricane 

Relief 14,116,500  2,343 acres 
Cameron-Creole Levee 
Maintenance 6/6/2011 Cameron CWPPRA 13,850,000  2,602 acres 
East Sabine Lake Hydrologic 
Restoration 8/11/2009 Cameron CWPPRA 6,864,413  281 acres 
Black Bayou Culverts 
Hydrologic Restoration 1/1/2010 Cameron CWPPRA 6,641,125  540 acres 
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Project 
(Master Plan Related Project 

Highlighted in Yellow) 
Date 

Completed 
Location 
(Parish) 

Source of 
Funding 

Total 
Estimated 

Cost 
Acres/Miles 
Improved 

South Lake Decade Freshwater 
Introduction 7/12/2011 Terrebonne CWPPRA $6,473,826  202 acres 

Coastal Wetlands - Riverbend 1/31/2015 St. Bernard CIAP 2,000,000  346 acres 
     Hydrologic Restoration 
       Total    $68,824,678  6,989 acres 

Marsh Creation 

Dedicated Dredging on the 
Barataria Land Bridge  4/15/2010 Jefferson 

State, 
CWPPRA, 

CIAP $36,281,893  2,800 acres 
Mississippi River Sediment 
Delivery System - Bayou 
Dupont 5/20/2010 

Jefferson, 
Plaquemines 

CWPPRA, 
ARRA 

(Federal) 26,797,363  577 acres 
Goose Point/Point Platte Marsh 
Creation 2/12/2009 St. Tammany CWPPRA 22,117,777  436 acres 

Black Lake Supplemental 
Beneficial Use Disposal Area 12/17/2010 Cameron State 21,034,329  440 acres 
Sabine Refuge Marsh Creation, 
Cycle 2 8/31/2010 Cameron CWPPRA 17,750,000   
East Marsh Island Marsh 
Creation 1/19/2011 Iberia CWPPRA 14,617,792  1,159 acres 

Fringe Marsh Repair 1/17/2014 Plaquemines CIAP 8,756,606  300 acres 
NRDA Lake Hermitage Marsh 
Creation INCR2 12/5/2014 Plaquemines Oil Spill 7,321,162  101 acres 
Beneficial Use 2008 - Sabine 
Cycle 5/14/2010 Cameron State 6,636,312  227 acres 
Marsh Creation Near 
Freshwater Bayou 6/10/2015 Vermilion State 5,700,000  96 acres 
Dedicated Dredging -  
Point au Fer 1/15/2008 Terrebonne State 2,469,250  67 acres 

     Marsh Creation Total    $169,482,484  6,203 acres 
Oyster Barrier Reef 

Bioengineered Oyster Reef 2/15/2012 Cameron CWPPRA $1,510,433  5 acres 

     Oyster Barrier Reef Total    $1,510,433  5 acres 
Other  

Bayou Lafourche Fresh Water 
District - Walter S. Lemann 
Memorial Pump Station 
Renovations 10/6/2014 Ascension 

Federal 
Hurricane 
Disaster $3,194,355    

Sediment Containment System 
for Marsh Creation 
Demonstration 8/21/2013 St. Charles CWPPRA 2,323,073  3 acres 

Enhancement of Barrier Island 
Vegetation Demonstration 10/14/2011 Terrebonne CWPPRA 2,169,264    
CIAP Performance Evaluation - 
Rockefeller Refuge 
Performance Monitoring 4/23/2012 

Cameron, 
Vermilion CIAP 404,637    

Lost Lake Vegetation Project 6/14/2011 Terrebonne Federal 161,000    

     Other Total    $8,252,329  3 acres 
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Project 
(Master Plan Related Project 

Highlighted in Yellow) 
Date 

Completed 
Location 
(Parish) 

Source of 
Funding 

Total 
Estimated 

Cost 
Acres/Miles 
Improved 

Shoreline Protection 
North Lake Mechant 
Landbridge Restoration 12/16/2009 Terrebonne CWPPRA $40,254,428  604 acres 
Barataria Basin Landbridge 
Shoreline Protection, Phase 1 
and 2 3/5/2009 Jefferson CWPPRA 32,538,623  1,304 acres 
Orleans Land Bridge SP and 
Marsh Creation 6/3/2013 Orleans CIAP 30,420,000  140 acres 
Jonathan Davis Wetland 
Protection 1/12/2012 Jefferson CWPPRA 30,136,616  510 acres 
Lake Borgne Shoreline 
Protection 6/18/2009 St. Bernard CWPPRA 26,793,123  229 acres 

Biloxi Marsh 7/8/2014 St. Bernard State 22,000,000  110 acres 
Raccoon Island Shoreline 
Protection/Marsh Creation 
Project 4/25/2013 Terrebonne CWPPRA 21,364,793  16 acres 

West Lake Boudreaux Shoreline 
Protection and Marsh Creation 12/8/2008 Terrebonne CWPPRA 19,143,813  145 acres 
South Shore of the Pen 
Shoreline Protection and Marsh 
Creation 5/8/2012 Jefferson CWPPRA 17,475,047  211 acres 
Freshwater Bayou Bank 
Stabilization (CIAP) 6/9/2014 Vermilion CIAP 13,568,804  223 acres 

GIWW Bank Restoration of 
Critical Areas in Terrebonne 3/24/2014 Terrebonne CWPPRA 13,022,245  345 acres 
Grand Lake Shoreline 
Protection  1/26/2010 Cameron CIAP 9,912,919  495 acres 
Rockefeller Refuge Gulf 
Shoreline Stabilization 
Demonstration Project 10/26/2009 Cameron CIAP 8,500,000  23 acres 

GIWW Bank Restoration of 
Critical Areas in Terrebonne 8/6/2010 Terrebonne CIAP 7,274,676  1,180 acres 
Lake Salvador Shoreline 
Protection (Phase III) 1/18/2009 St. Charles CIAP 3,452,189  844 acres 
Shoreline Protection Emergency 
Restoration 10/17/2013 Plaquemines CIAP 355,780  16 acres 

     Shoreline Protection Total    $296,213,056  6,395 acres 

          Total Restoration    $1,221,879,341  25,569 acres 
Hurricane Protection 

Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity   HSDRRS $4,218,256,580 128 miles 

West Bank and Vicinity   HSDRRS 1,900,000,000 71 miles 

Southeast Louisiana   HSDRRS 600,000,000  

New Orleans to Venice   HSDRRS 464,000,000 58 miles 
Larose to Golden Meadow - 
Flood Protection (Master Plan) 9/5/2014 Lafourche State 19,820,000 23 miles 
St. Bernard Parish 40 Arpent 
Levee Repairs 2/28/2011 St. Bernard State $5,000,000   
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Project 
(Master Plan Related Project 

Highlighted in Yellow) 
Date 

Completed 
Location 
(Parish) 

Source of 
Funding 

Total 
Estimated 

Cost 
Acres/Miles 
Improved 

Franklin Floodgate Sinkable 
Barge and Pump Station   
(Phase 1) 10/30/2013 St. Mary 

Federal 
Hurricane 

Relief 4,031,997  0.20 miles 

East Harvey Canal Interim 
Hurricane Protection - Phase 1 7/8/2009 Jefferson State 4,000,000  

Madisonville Bulkhead Project 11/28/2014 St. Tammany 

Federal 
Hurricane 

Relief 2,144,266  0.10 miles 

Valentine to Larose 3/14/2014 Lafourche State 1,000,000  0.38 miles 

     Hurricane Protection Total    $7,218,252,843 281 miles 
Infrastructure 

LA-1 Improvements - Fourchon 
to Leeville Bridge 10/25/2010 Lafourche CIAP $33,000,000 

  

LA 1 Improvements - Fourchon 
to Leevillle Bridge (CIAP) 8/30/2009 Jefferson State 18,000,000 

  

Morgan City Industrial Road 1/15/2015 St. Mary CIAP 1,247,000   

Port of Iberia Bridge 
Replacement - David Dubois 
Road over Commercial Canal 5/16/2013 Iberia CIAP 1,058,013 

  

Port of Iberia Bridge 
Replacement - Port Road over 
Commercial Canal 5/16/2013 Iberia CIAP 625,792 

  

Trosclair Road 7/30/2009 Cameron CIAP 400,000   

     Infrastructure Total    $54,330,805   

          Total Protection and  
            Infrastructure    

 
$7,272,583,648 281 miles 

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information obtained from CPRA. 
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APPENDIX E:  PROTECTION AND RESTORATION PROJECTS 
STILL IN PROGRESS (JANUARY 2008‐JUNE 2015) 

 
 

Project (Master Plan 
Related Projects 

Highlighted in Yellow) 

Estimated 
Completion 

Date 
Location 
(Parish) 

Source of 
Funding  

Total Estimated 
Cost 

Projected 
Acres/Miles 
Benefited 

Barrier Island (BI) / Headland Restoration (HR) 
Caminada Headland Beach 
and Dune Restoration INCR2 
(Master Plan) 11/23/2016 

Jefferson, 
Lafourche Oil Spill $147,063,587  489 acres 

     Total BI/HR    $147,063,587  489 acres 
Hydrologic Restoration 

Central Wetlands 
Demonstration 1/12/2017 Orleans 

CIAP 
(Federal) $3,561,832  17 acres 

LPV Task Force Guardian 
Mitigation- Bayou Sauvage 7/1/2015 Orleans HSDRRS 1,960,497  191 acres 
     Total Hydrologic 
       Restoration    $5,522,329  208 acres 

Marsh Creation 
Mississippi River Long 
Distance Sediment Pipeline 10/5/2015 

Jefferson, 
Plaquemines CIAP $66,310,461  415 acres 

Lake Hermitage Marsh 
Creation 7/29/2015 Plaquemines 

CWPPRA 
(Federal/State 
Cost Share) 44,050,491  599 acres 

Grand Liard Marsh and Ridge 
Restoration (Master Plan) 8/26/2015 Plaquemines CWPPRA 42,804,677  502 acres 
Bayou Dupont Marsh and 
Ridge Creation 10/5/2015 Jefferson CWPPRA 38,324,646  317 acres 
South Lake Lery Shoreline 
and Marsh Restoration 
(Master Plan) 5/2/2016 Plaquemines CWPPRA 33,716,987  652 acres 
Sabine Refuge Marsh 
Creation Cycles 4 and 5 7/8/2015 Cameron CWPPRA 11,838,649  460 acres 
Previously Authorized 
Mitigation WBV 2/13/2018 

Jefferson, 
St. Charles HSDRRS 11,000,000  1,217 acres 

     Total Marsh Creation    $248,045,911  4,162 acres 
Other 

Mississippi River Delta 
Strategic Planning - SSPM 
Expansion 3/11/2016 

East Baton 
Rouge CIAP $13,520,000  

  

     Total Other    $13,520,000    
Shoreline Protection 

LPV Mitigation Project, 
Manchac WMA Marsh 
Creation 1/28/2016 

St. John the 
Baptist HSDRRS $40,989,172  110 acres 
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Project (Master Plan 
Related Projects 

Highlighted in Yellow) 

Estimated 
Completion 

Date 
Location 
(Parish) 

Source of 
Funding  

Total Estimated 
Cost 

Projected 
Acres/Miles 
Benefited 

Barataria Basin Landbridge 
SP- Phase 3-CU7 and 8 11/2/2016 

Jefferson, 
Lafourche CWPPRA $26,351,988  5,587 acres 

Non-rock Alternatives to 
Shoreline Protection Demo 11/13/2015 Iberia CWPPRA 7,358,699    
Grand Isle - Fifi Island 
Breakwaters 12/31/2015 Jefferson State 6,000,000    
East LaBranche Shoreline 
Protection 10/15/2015 St. Charles CIAP 3,753,816  16 acres 
     Total Shoreline  
          Protection    $84,453,675  5,713 acres 

          Total Restoration    $498,605,502  10,572 acres 
Hurricane Protection 

Lake Pontchartrain and 
Vicinity   HSDRRS 

 
$1,014,755,700  

All in 
Appendix D 

West Bank and Vicinity   HSDRRS 1,600,000,000  
All in 

Appendix D 

Southeast Louisiana   HSDRRS 494,000,000  
Morganza to the Gulf (Master 
Plan) N/A 

Lafourche, 
Terrebonne State 156,703,835  18 miles

New Orleans to Venice   HSDRRS 130,500,000  
All in 

Appendix D 

Jean Lafitte Tidal Protection 2/15/2016 Jefferson State 23,032,639  3 miles 
St. Charles West Bank 
Hurricane Protection Levee 10/30/2017 St. Charles State 14,500,000  9 miles 
     Total Hurricane  
       Protection    

 
$3,433,492,174 30 miles 

Infrastructure 
Acadiana Regional Airport 
Street Improvements - 
Admiral Doyle Drive 10/15/2015 Iberia CIAP $1,114,972    

     Total Infrastructure    $1,114,972    
          Total Protection and  
            Infrastructure    $3,434,607,146 30 miles 

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information obtained from CPRA. 
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F.1 
 

APPENDIX F:  CPRA CONTRACTS ACTIVE IN FISCAL YEAR 2015 
WITH GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 

  
 

Contractor 
Number of 
Contracts 

Net Contract 
Amount 

(With 
Amendments) 

Terrebonne Levee and Conservation District           2 $149,819,806 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries   6 21,159,463 
Bayou Lafourche Fresh Water District 1 20,000,000 
Lafitte Area Independent Levee District 3 17,730,000 
Sewerage and Water Board of New Orleans 2 11,811,832 
Louisiana State University     10 8,349,274 
St. Charles Parish Council      2 8,344,530 
U.S. Geological Survey          9 8,177,297 
Terrebonne Parish Consolidated Government    2 4,050,000 
Louisiana Universities Marine Consortium      4 3,917,829 
St. Mary Parish Consolidated Gravity Drainage District No. 2       1 3,870,000 
Plaquemines Parish Government  2 3,550,000 
Southeast Louisiana Flood Protection Authority - East          1 3,000,000 
Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal 1 3,000,000 
Town of Madisonville           1 2,515,654 
St Bernard Parish Government   1 2,000,000 
Iberia Parish Government       1 1,672,500 
St. Mary Parish Council         1 1,655,000 
Louisiana Department of Agriculture and Forestry         2 1,600,000 
Louisiana State University Agricultural Center        1 1,500,000 
Vermilion Parish Police Jury   1 360,000 
University of Louisiana at Lafayette     2 291,765 
City of New Orleans Audubon Park Commission  1 175,000 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development    1 100,000 
Nicholls State University      1 87,000 
Cameron Parish Police Jury     1 75,000 
St. James Parish Government     1 72,000 
City of Mandeville Police      1 25,000 
University of New Orleans      1 3,000 

     Total 63 $278,911,949 
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information obtained from CPRA and State’s Contract 
Financial Management System (CFMS). 
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G.1 
 

APPENDIX G:  CPRA CONTRACTS ACTIVE IN FISCAL YEAR 2015 
WITH NON‐GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES  

 
 

Contractor 
Number of 
Contracts 

Net Contract 
Amount 

(With 
Amendments) 

Weeks Marine, Inc.               4 $280,007,897 
HDR Engineering, Inc.            2 34,791,547 
Water Institute of the Gulf    1 30,000,000 
Coastal Estuary Services, LLC   1 20,385,596 
Pine Bluff Sand & Gravel Company 1 15,702,993 
Luhr Bros., Inc.                  2 13,476,235 
G.E.C., Inc.                      3 13,000,000 
CB&I Government Solutions, Inc.  2 10,500,000 
Arcadis US, Inc.                 3 10,000,000 
Coastal Engineering Consultants, Inc.               2 10,000,000 
Atkins North America, Inc.       2 9,500,000 
Tetra Tech, Inc.                 2 8,000,000 
T. Baker Smith, LLC              2 8,000,000 
Moffatt & Nichol, Inc.           2 7,500,000 
Burk-Kleinpeter, Inc.            1 7,000,000 
BCG-Dewberry JV   2 7,000,000 
Stegall-Benton, LLC             2 7,000,000 
Coast & Harbor Engineering, Inc.     2 6,000,000 
C.H. Fenstermaker & Associates, LLC   2 6,000,000 
CDM Smith, Inc.                  2 6,000,000 
URS Corporation                2 6,000,000 
CH2M Hill                      2 6,000,000 
International Consulting Acquisition Corp.          1 5,673,870 
Royal Engineers & Consultants, LLC  3 5,250,000 
CSRS, Inc.                       2 5,049,000 
Covington Land Services, Inc.    1 5,000,000 
Land Management Services, LLC   1 5,000,000 
Oil Land Services, Inc.          1 5,000,000 
SWCA Environmental Consultants 1 5,000,000 
Professional Engineering Consultants Corporation       1 5,000,000 
GCR, Inc.                        1 5,000,000 
Access Land & Title Services   1 5,000,000 
Ardaman & Associates, Inc.       2 5,000,000 
SJB Group, LLC                  1 5,000,000 
Louisiana Property Acquisition Company, LLC 1 5,000,000 
Technology Engineers, Inc.       1 4,650,000 
Great Lakes Dredge & Dock Company 1 4,250,220 
Providence Engineering & Environmental Group, LLC           2 3,850,000 
Lonnie G. Harper & Associates, Inc.    2 3,500,000 
Grillot Construction, LLC       1 3,365,634 
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Oversight of Project Funding and Outcomes Appendix G 

G.2 
 

Contractor 
Number of 
Contracts 

Net Contract 
Amount 

(With 
Amendments) 

GeoEngineers, Inc.               1 $3,000,000 
BEM Systems, Inc.                1 3,000,000 
W.F. Baird & Associates, Ltd     1 3,000,000 
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.              1 3,000,000 
Eustis Engineering Services, LLC     1 3,000,000 
Ben C. Gerwick, Inc.              1 3,000,000 
AECOM USA, Inc.                  1 3,000,000 
MWH Americas, Inc.               1 3,000,000 
Sigma Consulting Group, Inc.     1 3,000,000 
C & C Technologies, Inc.         1 3,000,000 
Brown and Caldwell, Inc.         1 3,000,000 
Stanley Consultants, Inc.        1 3,000,000 
Stantec Consulting Service, Inc. 1 3,000,000 
John Chance Land Surveys, Inc.   1 3,000,000 
HNTB Corporation               1 3,000,000 
Ducks Unlimited                3 2,425,537 
Sealevel Construction, Inc. 1 2,004,442 
Morris P. Hebert, Inc.            2 2,000,000 
Bertucci Contracting 1 1,901,719 
Oats & Marino, APPC             1 1,700,000 
Alden Research Laboratory      1 1,487,690 
Professional Construction Services, Inc.           1 1,206,500 
Methods Technology Solutions, Inc.                1 1,200,000 
The Trust for Public Land      1 1,025,000 
Acadian Environmental, Inc.      2 1,005,000 
Water Campus, LLC               1 1,000,000 
EMC, Inc.                        1 1,000,000 
HydroTerra Technologies, LLC    1 1,000,000 
Lowe Consulting, LLC            1 1,000,000 
Chustz Surveying, Inc.           1 1,000,000 
Plauche & Carr, LLP             1 1,000,000 
Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana                   4 931,907 
CF Bean, LLC                   1 795,680 
Volute, Inc. 1 496,053 
Soil Erosion Services, LLC 3 420,872 
Gahagan & Bryant Associates, Inc.       1 400,000 
RAND 1 400,000 
The Nature Conservancy         1 400,000 
Ecological Restoration Services, LLC 1 308,840 
Dennis, Bates & Bullen, LLP     1 300,000 
Vilar & Elliott, LLC            1 250,000 
Innovative Emergency Management      2 249,020 
Dunlap Fiore, LLC               1 225,000 
Kantrow, Spaht, Weaver & Blitzer       1 225,000 
Wharton-Smith, Inc. 1 198,565 
Breazeale, Sachse & Wilson, LLP 1 150,000 
Janke & Associates, APLC        1 100,000 
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Oversight of Project Funding and Outcomes Appendix G 

G.3 
 

Contractor 
Number of 
Contracts 

Net Contract 
Amount 

(With 
Amendments) 

Comite Resources, Inc.           1 $100,000 
Restore the Earth Foundation   1 100,000 
Apache Louisiana Minerals, LLC         2 58,750 
Independent Land Services, LLC       1 49,999 
Dan Delich Consulting      1 48,000 
Rose Financial Services, LLC    1 43,000 
Leonard Shabman                1 42,500 
Carl T. Friedrichs              1 37,500 
Daniel L. Childers              1 37,500 
Jennifer L. Irish               1 37,500 
Edward Donald Houde            1 37,500 
Ventura Publishing & Research, LLC    1 37,500 
Michael K. Orbach               1 37,500 
WaterWonks, LLC                 1 37,500 
B & J, Inc.                      1 35,800 
Associated Reporters, Inc.       1 25,000 
Mary Catherine Hager           1 20,000 
Patrice Melnick                1 10,000 

     Total 144 $681,055,364 

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information obtained from CPRA and state’s Contract 
Financial Management System (CFMS). 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
72 
First Name: 
Kali 
Last Name: 
Roy 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The Master Plan currently does not include research nor improvement to the infrastructure around 
large-scale evacuation in and through the Greater New Orleans area. While considered "the last line of 
defense" for coastal protection to tropical storms, we know that during larger storm surge and flooding 
events evacuation is the only option that will nearly guarantee prevention of loss of life. While 
mandatory evacuations are declared by the state and handled by the parishes, the infrastructure of that 
system will need review and improvement-- including ensuring the roads/highways leading out have a 
safe BFE in case of severe traffic backup during contraflow. Cars breaking down and running out of 
gas cause a severe impediment to traffic flow, and when you are moving over 2 million people out of 
the area-- this can create a situation where people are sitting in their cars on bridges when the hurricane 
force winds hit the coast. Is the state looking at this?  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
71 
First Name: 
Max 
Last Name: 
Hungerford 
City: 
Gueydan 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am probably the longest living individual in this area, and this has been the fourth time that I have 
experienced severe flooding. In my opinion, drainage through the locks is not adequate for these types 
of situations. All four times, the locks remained closed too long and this last flooding sent 
approximately 1 foot of water on my property for approximately 10 days. Max 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
70 
First Name: 
Emma 
Last Name: 
Weisner 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
This is such an important issue! Glad the government is focusing on it and working to preserve the LA 
coast. That being said, I would like to see the Native American tribes in the area included in the plan 
and their sacred sites protected as well.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
69 
First Name: 
David 
Last Name: 
Lindenfeld 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
See attached file. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/413cd060-f13e-0134-6ed4-
2209579c9604/Bayou_Manchac_concern_for_Coastal_Management.docx 
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I	am	a	concerned	citizen	and	member	of	Together	Baton	Rouge,	a	citizens’	organization.	Although	I	am	
not	a	technical	expert,	I	have	been	investigating	the	possibility	of	future	flooding	in	our	area	since	the	
August	2016	disaster.		

While	I	realize	that	East	Baton	Rouge	Parish	does	not	officially	fall	within	the	coastal	zone,	I	have	serious	
concerns	about	the	impact	of	coastal	erosion	and	flooding	on	parts	of	Baton	Rouge,	due	to	possible	
elevated	water	levels	in	Lake	Maurepas	and	consequent	backwater	flooding	into	our	area.	As	I	
understand	it,	such	elevated	levels	could	result	from	several	scenarios:	1)	a	storm	surge	due	to	a	
hurricane;	2)	the	so-called	“tilting”	of	water	within	Maurepas	due	to	a	lesser	storm	that	stalled	in	this	
region,	affecting	both	the	lake	itself	and	the	lower	Amite	basin;	3)	a	similar	“tilt”	due	to	high	winds	(less	
likely).		

A	report	by	the	Pontchartrain-Maurepas	Surge	Consortium	from	May	2016—before	the	August	flood—
states,	“Although	Baton	Rouge	is	not	considered	a	coastal	city,	during	the	past	few	decades	Greater	
Baton	Rouge	has	sprawled	eastward	into	bedroom	communities,	while	hurricane	surge	inundation	
seems	to	be	incrementally	moving	further	westward	toward	Baton	Rouge.	These	trends	suggest	that	the	
outlying	communities	of	our	state	capital	are	no	longer	insulated	from	the	crisis	in	our	coastal	zone.”	(p.	
8)	

According	to	an	article	in	the	Baton	Rouge	Advocate	on	February	6	2017	by	Steve	Hardy,	“Researchers	
modeled	hundreds	of	thousands	of	storms	and	found	that	the	risk	of	flooding	around	Baton	Rouge	
shoots	up	precipitously	from	the	worst-case	Category	2	storm	and	the	most	destructive	Category	3	
storm.	.	.[The	latter]	could	push	water	over	much	of	Baton	Rouge	that	lies	between	Highland	Road	and	
the	Mississippi	River,	depending	on	the	storm’s	track	and	conditions	at	the	time.	It	also	could	cause	
Ward	Creek	to	overrun	and	the	Amite	River	to	overflow,	especially	south	of	Interstate	12.”	The	article	
was	based	on	the	latest	version	National	Hurricane	Center’s	Storm	Surge	Hazard	Map.	

An	especially	precarious	waterway	in	this	scenario	is	Bayou	Manchac,	a	tributary	of	the	Amite	River,	
which	is	fed	in	turn	by	the	tributaries	of	Bayou	Fountain,	Ward’s	Creek,	and	Bayou	Duplantier,	all	of	
which	penetrate	deep	into	South	Baton	Rouge.	During	the	August	2016	flood,	there	was	significant	
backflow	in	these	waterways.	Water	levels	in	Bayou	Manchac	itself	rose	from	6	to	15	feet	between	
August	12	and	14.	This	water	spilled	over	Alligator	Bayou	Road	to	the	south	into	the	Spanish	Lake	basin	
in	Ascension	Parish,	where	it	stayed,	flooding	homes	for	several	weeks.	An	event	even	half	this	size	
which	did	not	reach	Spanish	Lake	could	easily	flow	back	into	the	aforementioned	tributaries	to	the	
north.	There	is	of	course	need	to	do	something	about	the	flow	of	water	in	Bayou	Manchac	that	would	
reduce	the	risk	of	flooding	in	both	Ascension	and	East	Baton	Rouge	Parishes.		

While	this	may	be	beyond	the	purview	of	the	2017	coastal	management	plan,	it	is	urgently	needed	to	be	
part	of	the	next	revision.		

David	Lindenfeld	

4759	Newcomb	Drive	

Baton	Rouge,	LA	70808	
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Public Comment Entry #: 
67 
First Name: 
Raymond "Mac" 
Last Name: 
Wade 
City: 
Morgan City 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
On behalf of the Port of Morgan City, I offer the following comments regarding CPRA’s 2017 Draft 
Coastal Master Plan. 
 
We propose using sediment from the Atchafalaya River to (1) create marsh on Point Au Fer in Western 
Terrebonne Parish and (2) for marsh creation projects in Eastern Terrebonne Parish. 
 
(1) The marsh creation project titled Point Au Fer Island Marsh Creation Project ID: 03b.MC.09 is 
currently included in the 2017 Draft Coastal Master Plan. The Project Factsheet description states 
“Creation of approximately 13,000 acres of marsh on Point Au Fer Island to create new wetland habitat 
and restore degraded marsh.”  We believe it is imperative that this project remain in the final 2017 
Master Plan document.   
 
Point Au Fer serves as the barrier island that provides the first line of protection from storm surge to 
Morgan City and the surrounding area as called for in the “multiple lines of defense” strategy used by 
the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA) in both the 2012 Master Plan and the Draft 
2017 Master Plan.  
 
In CPRA’s Flood Risk and Resilience Program it states “To protect communities from coastal 
flooding, we must take a “multiple lines of defense approach.”  If the Point Au Fer project is removed 
from the 2017 Master Plan, there will be no opportunity to maintain Morgan City’s first line of defense 
at Point Au Fer through federally funded programs that require the State’s cost-share. It would be a 
disservice to remove the only coastal restoration protection project afforded the Morgan City area by 
the “multiple lines of defense strategy” in the 2017 Plan. Therefore, we strongly recommend that 
CPRA leave the Point Au Fer Island Marsh Creation Project ID: 03b.MC.09 in the Draft 2017 Master 
Plan as proposed.   
 
(2) We are also in support of a long-distance sediment pipeline which would be strategically 
placed in the Atchafalaya River sending sediment to East Terrebonne Parish for marsh creation at sites 
that are currently included in the Draft Master Plan.   
 
The Atchafalaya River is one of America’s greatest natural resources.  When dredge material is used 
beneficially, islands are created with nutrient rich sediment where vegetation grows naturally and birds 
and wildlife claim the area as their habitats almost immediately.  In an interview with Fox 8 News, 
Chris Allen, CPRA Project Manager for a beach restoration project in Plaquemines Parish, referring to 
the Mississippi River, stated that, “the river provides better sand than the offshore material used on 
beaches in the past.”  The Atchafalaya River carries those same sediments.  Fish, wildlife and coastal 
habitats can be created, community resilience can be promoted by creating natural buffers from storms, 
and flood waters can flow out to the Gulf more quickly through dedicated dredging of the Atchafalaya 
River with increased beneficial use of sediment. 
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It should be noted that if rivers are not allowed to drain and flow past communities, then damage from 
any coastal flooding event would be exacerbated.  Should dedicated dredging not be considered part of 
the “multiple line of defense approach” thereby eliminating the threat of combined riverine, backwater 
and coastal flooding, providing flood risk reduction for communities? 
 
While the Increase Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Parish is intended to create marsh in Eastern 
Terrebonne Parish, the Port of Morgan City has serious concerns about possible effects on Bayou 
Chene and the Atchafalaya River to the Gulf of Mexico and the stakeholders who depend on these 
waterways for their existence. 
 
We understand that there is still a great deal of modeling to be done and additional stakeholders who 
should be consulted.  The Port and our stakeholders are looking for answers to the following questions: 
 
(1) What will be the changes in velocity along the GIWW?  If there are changes, how will this 
affect the bottom line for the shipper/carrier?  It is believed that during times of greater flow, the 
shipper may incur more costs because it will require greater horsepower to navigate the area with their 
tows.  Will there also be safety concerns involved? 
 
(2) Will there be increased sedimentation at docks along the GIWW?  These are privately owned 
facilities who pay to maintain their own waterfronts.  Will this increase their maintenance costs?  Will 
there be any compensation from the State for any hardships created? 
 
(3) What will the changes in velocity be down Bayou Chene and the Atchafalaya  River out to 
the Gulf of Mexico?  Will tows be affected in any way?  Will more horsepower be required, thereby 
incurring more costs to industry? 
 
(4) What will water elevations be in the GIWW, Bayou Boeuf and Lake Palourde when water is 
sent through the diversion at various flow rates? 
 
(5) When the flow rate is at maximum capacity and there is a major rain event in the Lake Verret 
system, how long will it take for water elevations to go down once the system is shut off? 
 
(6) Will there be additional sediment accumulation along Bayou Chene and the Atchafalaya River 
to the Gulf of Mexico?  Will there be any compensation from the State to assist with dredging the 
additional sedimentation that is likely to accumulate? 
 
(7) Have you spoken to a variety of stakeholders and users who can give you a broad perspective 
of concerns?  Who have you spoken to?  Do you have written comments? 
 
We would strongly suggest that you look in to the possibility of an alternative to the Increase 
Atchafalaya Flow to Terrebonne Project that would accomplish your goals with less possible impact on 
industry.  We request that through value engineering you investigate increasing waters from Lake 
Verret through Lake Palourde and Bayou Boeuf and reducing the flow from the Atchafalaya River to 
the proposed area.  There is a relationship within this watershed that should be appropriately 
considered. 
 
We also strongly recommend that rainfall be included in your modeling.  We were told by a CPRA 
expert that Lake Verret and Lake Palourde cannot be considered in your modeling because they only 
hold black water which would not be beneficial to the flow of fresh water to Terrebonne.  It appears 
that because you must look at worst case scenario your modeling is based on no rain falling.  We would 
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suggest that you look at rainfall history for the area to develop a more likely rainfall amount in the 
basin over the next 50 years, considering that, according to National Weather Service records, annual 
rainfall averages over the past 50 years have been 60.81 inches with a minimum annual average of 
40.71 inches in 2011. 

Finally, the Port of Morgan City is in support of the St. Mary Levee District’s Bayou Chene Flood 
Protection and Diversion Project and strongly encourage you to include this project in the final 2017 
Master Plan.  As an added benefit, we believe that this project will enhance the natural flow of water 
from Lake Verret to eastern Terrebonne Parish and would provide protection from backwater flooding 
in St. Mary, Terrebonne, Assumption, St. Martin, Iberville and Lafourche Parishes. 

Additionally, the Morgan City Back Levee (03b.HP.10) projects are included in the Master Plan; 
however, the implementation period has been extended out to the 31 to 50-year period.  This project, 
with State assistance and local funding is nearing 80% completion.  Its full implementation is critical 
for Morgan City and surrounding areas to achieve 100-year flood protection which will give residents 
the Flood Insurance status previously enjoyed.   

In closing, I would like to note that the concepts we are supporting are regional in nature and can 
provide benefits to multiple parishes beyond Morgan City and St. Mary Parish. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
66 
First Name: 
Mark 
Last Name: 
Breaux 
City: 
Gheens 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The second draft leaves the Gheens community out of the loop and will not be included within the 
levee system.   This is unfair to the people who live in this community.  We are citizens of the State of 
Louisiana and deserve to be included and protected. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
65 
First Name: 
Anne 
Last Name: 
Parr 
City: 
HOUMA 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Glyphosate is a chemical used in herbicides such as Monsanto's "Roundup."  It does not work 
specifically against any particular weed, but kills all herbage -- weeds and beneficial organisms 
including marsh grass.   Our coastal parishes currently allow this chemical to be sprayed along bayous 
and other waterways, and it is destroying our coastline, not to mention our communities since it is 
suspected of being a carcinogen and has also been linked in some studies to autism and birth defects.  
My comment is to ban the spraying of herbicides altogether or at least within 100 feet of any body of 
water.  Vinegar kills weeds and is non-toxic, or machinery does a fine job.  Thank you for considering 
my comments. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
64 
First Name: 
David 
Last Name: 
Dardar 
City: 
St.bernard 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Dredge sediment from the river & dump it in the mouth of the caernarvon diversion while it is flowing. 
The diversion will spread it throughout the area. Then use smaller dredges to keep the main bayous 
navigable.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
62 
First Name: 
Blaise 
Last Name: 
LeCompte 
City: 
Chauvin 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I would like to urge that  the Master Plan include a provision that no toxic / weed killing type 
chemicals be allowed to be used within 100 feet of any water body. While we are in the mode of 
rebuilding and restoring our coast any attempt to "kill" vegetation would be counter productive and 
hazardous to our environment and health of those working in our coastal environments. We must find 
other ways of eliminating invasive plants and carefully consider alternatives to restore our environment 
to its once pristine state. Thanks for your consideration.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
61 
First Name: 
Peggy 
Last Name: 
Ohler 
City: 
Slidell 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
It is imperative that the Senate strongly supports and passes legislation for the Homeowners Flood 
Insurance Affordability Act asap. The House should also be urged to do the same. Please help 
Louisiana's residents who have already been through hell with the flooding over the past years. We are 
already Insurance poor and any increase in premiums will result in either people moving out of the 
state or disastrous flooding and many people without insurance. Thank you! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
60 
First Name: 
Randy 
Last Name: 
Moertle 
City: 
Lockport 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
See attached letter. 
Attachments:  
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/343ac420-ed58-0134-1055-
4609657a2091/RCA_Draft_2017_Master_Plan_comment_letter_3.17.17.pdf 
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March 17, 2017 

The Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 
P.O. Box 44027 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

RE: Draft 2017 Coastal Master Plan Letter of Support 

Dear Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA): 

The Rainey Conservation Alliance (RCA) is a coalition of landowners and land managers 
working together in Vermilion and Iberia Parishes.  Each member of the RCA has a long 
history in the region and a deep commitment to Louisiana’s people, wetlands, waters, and 
wildlife.  Collectively, the RCA members own and manage 187,000 acres of Louisiana 
coastal wetlands (Figure 1).  Our specific members include Paul J. Rainey Sanctuary, 
Vermilion Corporation, Sagrera Estates, E.A. McIlhenny Enterprises LLC, Avery Island 
Inc., and McIlhenny Resources properties. Our goal is to protect and restore wetlands 
within the region through a coordinated collective effort of personnel and resources. The 
RCA also works closely with the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries that 
own Rockefeller Wildlife Refuge and State Wildlife properties that abut RCA properties 
in Vermilion Parish on the west and east sides. 
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The RCA would like to express our support for the State’s Draft 2017 Louisiana’s 
Comprehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast (Draft 2017 MP).  Our properties 
are currently included in the Draft 2017 MP for the following projects: 
 
Marsh Creation (MC) 

1. East Rainey MC (03b.MC.07) 
2. Freshwater Bayou North MC (004.MC.100) 
3. Freshwater Bayou South MC (004.MC.101) 
4. East Pecan Island MC (004.MC.16) 
5. White Lake MC (004.MC.102) 
6. West Rainey MC (004.MC.07) 

 
Shoreline Protection (SP) 

1. Freshwater Bayou SP (03b.SP.01) 
2. Freshwater Bayou Canal SP (004.SP.03) 

 
Ridge Restoration 

1. Cheniere au Tigre Ridge Restoration (004.RC.02) 
2. Pecan Island Ridge Restoration (004.RC.03) 

 
As the landowner/managers we believe it is imperative that the referenced projects 
remain in the final 2017 MP document for the following reasons: 
 
1. Science and Modeling – Page ES-11 of the Draft 2017 MP, states that science and 

modeling approach “is used across the world as a model for science-based coastal 
decision making.”   We believe that the modeling approach is the best alternative we 
have at this time to assess projects on a scale commensurate with the scope of the 
Louisiana coastal wetlands.  We understand that models are fallible and are only as 
good as the data put into them, but this science is improving and provides an unbiased 
methodology of ranking and prioritizing projects.  Therefore, we believe that those 
projects that made it into the Draft 2017 MP should remain in the final document 
based on the existing science and not be removed for political expediency.   
 
Comments supporting our position on the science and modeling used to develop the 
2017 MP were given in Houma, LA at the Coastal Protection and Restoration Act 
(CPRA) public meeting on January 24, 2017 as follows:  

• State Senator Norby Chabert (Chairman of Senate Natural Resources 
Committee) praised the science and technology that was used to develop the 
MP. 

• Johnny Bradberry (Executive Assistant of Coastal Activities and Chairman of 
the CPRA) stated that the best science available was used in formulating the 
plan.   

• Bren Hasse (Assistant Administrator CPRA) stated that there was improved 
science and technical analysis in developing the 2017 MP over that used in the 
2012 MP.   
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• Jerome Zeringue (Louisiana Representative for District 52) stated that the plan
was based on science.

• Randy Moertle (RCA Executive Director) made similar comments of support
for the science based project selection process of the plan.

2. Multiple Lines of Defense – The RCA properties serve as the first line of protection
from tropical storms for Lafayette, Abbeville, and New Iberia to the north, Lake
Charles to the west, and Morgan City to east as called for in the “multiple lines of
defense” strategy used by the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority (CPRA)
in both the 2012 Master Plan and the Draft 2017 Master Plan.  In CPRA’s Flood Risk
and Resilience Program it states, and I quote, “To protect communities from coastal
flooding, we must take a “multiple lines of defense approach1.”  This strategy was
also reinforced by America’s Wetland Foundation (AWF) which stated “There are
solutions to restoring the values of the coast that science agrees must move forward
immediately. A comprehensive process is required, knowing that success must
include both integrated ecosystem restoration and hurricane protection - often called
"multiple lines of defense," which was the goal of Louisiana's Comprehensive Master
Plan for a Sustainable Coast.”2  All of the referenced projects provide valuable
protection from tropical storms to our most highly populated areas in Southwest and
Central Louisiana.  If any of our ten referenced projects from the 2017 MP are
removed, it will diminish our abilities to reinforce our “multiple lines of defense”
strategy that is a cornerstone to our integrated coastal land building and risk reducing
plan.

Comments supporting the “multiple lines of defense” strategy were given in Houma,
LA at the Coastal Protection and Restoration Act (CPRA) public meeting on January
24, 2017 by the following individuals:

• Gordy Dove (Terrebonne Parish President) stated that “multiple lines of
defense” were necessary and vital for the protection of the parish.

• Reggie Dupre (Executive Director of the Terrebonne Levee and Conservation
District) touted the “multiple lines of defense” strategy and stated that it was
essential to protection of infrastructure.

3. RCA Framework Development Team and Landowner Focus Group
Participation – Cynthia Duet (National Audubon Society) was appointed and
actively participated in the Framework Development Team for both the 2012 and
2017 Master Plans.  Sherrill Sagrera (Sagrera Estates) and Randy Moertle were
appointed and participated in the Landowner Focus Group for both the 2012 and 2017
Master Plans.  Their combined 100 year plus of coastal wetland experience were
invaluable in assisting the CPRA developers in understanding conditions, concerns,
and consensus strategies for providing protection and restoration to southwest
Louisiana in the planning and design of both MPs.  Each of the projects included in
the draft have been vetted not only by the CPRA, but also by the regional landowners,

1 http://coastal.la.gov/a-common-vision/2017-master-plan-update/ccrp/ 
2 https://www.americaswetland.com/custompage.cfm?pageid=258 
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parish governments, and local interests as critical to the protection and restoration to 
our area and region. 
 
RCA 2017 MP IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Shoreline/Bank line Protection  
 
The one area of greatest concern for the RCA in the 2017 MP has been the obvious 
lack of shoreline and bank line protection projects.  Although we greatly appreciative 
those projects included in the plan, we believe the single greatest flaw of the plan is 
providing a mechanism to allow State funding to be used strategically along 
shorelines and bank lines where there are marsh creation sites planned and/or already 
funded for construction.  It seems counter intuitive to plan or actually construct a 
marsh creation project along a bay or navigation channel that has no foreshore 
protection barrier.  As we know, an unprotected shoreline will allow erosion and tidal 
scouring processes to continue unabated which will greatly diminish the effectiveness 
and longevity of any marsh creation projects contructed. 
 
We would recommend that those shoreline and bank line projects that were in the 
2012 MP be reinstated into the 2017 MP, but under a no-cost category.  This would 
not compromise the cost of the $50 billion 2017 MP and would afford the CPRA with 
the option and flexibility to strategically place rock on the foreshore of newly created 
wetlands where absolutely essential (e.g. along a navigation channel).  The other 
option would be to have a CPRA policy position change that would allow shoreline 
and/or bankline protection in front of any new marsh creation site on a project 
determined on a project by project and/or funding availability basis. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
In conclusion, the RCA would like to commend all the planners, modelers, and 
stakeholders that have worked tirelessly in developing the Draft 2017 MP.  We 
understand the enormity of the task and support both the science and the multiple 
lines of defense strategy used to develop the Draft 2017 Master Plan.  We would 
strongly recommend that CPRA leave the previously referenced projects mentioned 
in this letter of support in the final 2017 Master Plan.     

   
We thank you for your consideration of our comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Randy Moertle 
Rainey Conservation Alliance - Executive Director 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
59 
First Name: 
Lauren 
Last Name: 
Averill 
City: 
Jefferson 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Jefferson Parish's comments to the master plan are attached in the letter below. 

Regards, 
Lauren E. Averill, P.E. 
Jefferson Parish Coastal Zone Coordinator 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/84741ec0-ed52-0134-f438-
4609657a2091/Jefferson_CPRA_Master_Plan_2017_Official_Comments.pdf 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
58 
First Name: 
Thomas 
Last Name: 
Thompson 
City: 
Eden Isles 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Make Flood Insurance Rates an Integral Part of CPRA Project Selection 
 
Surge flooding is not the most significant risk facing Louisiana residents living along the cost.  
Residents can always evacuate and rebuild.   
 
The most significant issue facing Louisiana residents living along the cost is the lost of affordable flood 
insurance.   
 
Washington has made it clear, they want out of the flood insurance business!  Once that happens, it will 
be impossible for people to live anywhere that does not have levee protection. 
 
CPRA Master Plan Project selection must place a priority on projects that will lower flood risk to a 
point where flood insurance is affordable. 
 
Marsh creation projects will not provide flood insurance relief, but levees, elevation grants and buyouts 
will.  This is where the CPRA needs to concentrate its efforts. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
57 
First Name: 
Mike 
Last Name: 
Rbertshaw 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
My comments are as follows: 
 
1) Urgency! Urgency! Urgency! DRASTICALLY speed up the process of putting the Mississippi 
River back to work through large scale diversions.    
 
2) To the degree that you have a say in it, it seems counterproductive to have all of these projects to 
rebuild land while we're still cutting, or proposing to cut pipelines through our coast (Bayou Bridge).  
The CPRA should use whatever authority it can muster to stridently oppose any new pipeline 
construction. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Robertshaw 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
56 
First Name: 
George 
Last Name: 
Ricks 
City: 
St. Bernard 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
SEE ATTACHED FILE 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/d9d98100-eaf8-0134-5b2a-
22de39f91ffe/2017_Master_plan_comments.pdf 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1506



March 1, 2017 

Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

P.O. Box 44027 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804 

Re: 2017 Coastal Master Plan Comments 

To whom it may concern: 

 The Save Louisiana Coalition has been very active in the efforts to promote responsible coastal restoration, 

along with our vigilance to protect our valuable Commercial and Recreational fishing industries. We also strive 

diligently to promote and protect our seafood industries so vitally important to the economy of some 

communities, like St. Bernard and Plaquemines, as well as the culture and heritage of the fishing families who 

provide the bounty of 25% of the nation’s seafood. 

We sincerely appreciate the recent efforts of the CPRA to improve communication with local governments and 

coastal stakeholders who will be most affected by some projects in the 2017 Master Plan. The SLC looks 

forward to working more closely to voice the concerns of the fishing and coastal communities to further a 

Master Plan that more accurately reflects the needs of a true working coast. Our organization looks forward to 

promoting such a plan. 

The SLC would like to thank the CPRA for the following projects included in the draft of the 2017 Master Plan. 

1. Bayou Loutre Ridge Restoration

2. Bayou Terre Aux Beoufs Ridge Restoration

3. Breton Marsh Creation

4. Lake Borgne Marsh Creation
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We also are pleased to see that the large scale 250,000 cfs diversions have been excluded from the 2017 

Master Plan. However, the SLC remains concerned about the proposed Central Wetlands Diversion at Violet. 

 

Because of the preliminary cost estimate ($231 Million), project location, and projected benefits, we feel that 

the cost-benefit ratio and lengthy permitting process will ultimately make the proposed project infeasible. The 

SLC recommends these funds be redirected to marsh creation projects in Lake Lery, Biloxi Marsh, or rebuilding 

Chandeleur Island. 

 

The SLC will also continue to closely monitor the permitting process of the Mid Barataria, Mid Breton and 

Lower Breton Sediment Diversions. We would like to remind the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority 

of the importance of the Marine Mammal Protection Act, and that both the Barataria and Breton Sound Basins 

are Federally Classified as Essential Fish Habitat, and therefore protected under the Magnuson-Stevens Act. 

The SLC firmly believes these diversion projects cannot be operated in any adaptive management regime to 

protect our fisheries, and still offer any substantial land building capabilities, nullifying any cost-benefit. 

Therefore, we are firmly opposed to any diversions being constructed in the Breton Sound or Barataria basins. 

 

The SLC also suggests that the CPRA strongly consider designing and constructing a sediment pipeline for the 

East Bank of the Mississippi River. The CPRA has seen the great success and land building capabilities of the 

long distance sediment pipeline on the West side of the river. The same can be accomplished on the East 

bank, providing a sustainable source of sediment for years to come, in a more affordable and efficient manner 

than sediment diversions, with minimum effects to our wetlands and fisheries. 

 

The SLC also would like to stress the importance of the Biloxi Marsh in protecting St. Bernard, New Orleans, 

and St. Tammany Parishes from storm surge. We suggest the Point Aux Marchettes Shoreline Protection and 

Marsh Terracing project be included in the 2017 Master Plan. Furthermore, the SLC also supports barrier 

island restoration and the overall multiple lines of defense strategy for protecting coastal Louisiana. 

 

The SLC would also like to see the Levee Project in Lafitte, previously in the 2012 Master Plan be included in 

the 2017 Master Plan. This higher levee is crucial to protect Lafitte. 
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Two Levee projects in Plaquemines, the Phoenix to Bohemia back levee, and the Braithwaite to White Ditch 

back levee, were excluded from the plan. The SLC would like these projects included, as they are crucial in 

storm surge protection. 

The SLC believes that the Caernarvon Freshwater Diversion should only be operated for the purpose of 

modifying salinity to enhance our local fisheries. It was not designed to build land, nor should it be considered 

for this purpose. Scientific evidence has shown a drastic reduction of below ground biomass was caused by 

nutrient overload due to overuse of the diversion prior to hurricane Katrina.  

We applaud the CPRA for stressing the importance and significance of Louisiana’s working coast, and hope 

that the CPRA continues the quest, and puts more value in the input of the fishing community and the 

knowledge that has been acquired by generations of families who make this coast work! 

The SLC looks forward to continuing our efforts and hopes that a stronger working relationship with the CPRA 

can continue, not only to rebuild our coast, but enhance, not harm our valuable fishing resources and 

communities. 

Thank you for your consideration. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 

(georgericks15@gmail.com) 

Sincerely, 

Captain George Ricks 

President 

The Save Louisiana Coalition 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
55 
First Name: 
Sherry 
Last Name: 
Seat 
City: 
Cameron 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The Master Plan does not include shoreline protection/restoration which is desperately needed, and has 
been proven to help sustain our wetland/Cheniere plain. As a beach resident in Cameron Parish for 14 
years, I see the beach and shoreline everyday, so I can also see the loss from the erosion. Without the 
shoreline restoration in 2002, the beaches in the Johnson Bayou would not have remained after both 
Hurricanes Rita  2005 & Ike 2008. The Chenier Plain with our working wetlands is vital in La and the 
only one in U.S. . It is also one of three major plains of its kind in the world. Your plan includes Marsh 
restoration, which is needed, but how will the marshes be sustained? Without shoreline protection, salt 
water intrusion will follow and destroy the marsh progress. I urge you to rethink the plan to include 
shoreline protection, as it is the first line of defense from a storm. My plea is not for me & my home, 
houses can be rebuilt. This is about saving a very unique area in La & U.S. The land is vital to the 
people and the people are vital to the land. Thank you for allowing me to voice my opinion. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
54 
First Name: 
Jeannette 
Last Name: 
Dubinin 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Summary of CPEX's comments: 

- identify and dedicate funding for the Flood Risk and Resilience Program (aka nonstructural program)

- expand eligibility and activities for CPRA nonstructural funds

- increase incentives and enforcement of nonstructural activities

- align and strengthen prerequisites and incentives of structural and nonstructural activities.

More detailed comments are attached. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/9bb73b00-e806-0134-5eb0-
666f31f68106/CPRA_2017DRAFTCoastalMasterPlan__CPEX_Public_Comments.pdf 
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March 10, 2017 

To whom it may concern, 

Center for Planning Excellence (CPEX) is a non-profit organization that coordinates urban, rural and regional 
planning efforts in Louisiana. We provide best-practice planning models, innovative policy ideas, and 
technical assistance to individual communities that wish to create and enact comprehensive plans that 
guide transportation, infrastructure and land use investments and inform quality design for the built 
environment. As such, CPEX’s work focuses on planning, land use, development standards, public outreach 
and engagement, and developing implementation strategies. Many of these activities are a part of the Flood 
Risk & Resilience Program.  

CPEX commends CPRA for a strong and forward-looking framework to address the planning and 
implementation needs to reduce flood risk in coastal Louisiana. To that end, CPEX is providing public 
comments on the 2017 Draft Coastal Master Plan that will further strengthen the Flood Risk & Resilience 
Program and its framework. The public comments suggest to:  

• identify and dedicate funding for the Flood Risk and Resilience Program (aka nonstructural
program);

• expand eligibility and activities for CPRA nonstructural funds;
• increase incentives and enforcement of nonstructural activities; and
• align and strengthen prerequisites and incentives of structural and nonstructural activities.

The detailed public comments can be found below. 

For additional information and/or questions, please contact Center for Planning Excellence. 

Sincerely, 

Jeannette Dubinin 

Director of Coastal Program 
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1 The Community Rating System (CRS) is a voluntary incentive program of the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP) that recognizes and encourages community floodplain management activities that exceed 
minimum NFIP requirements. As a result, flood insurance premium rates are discounted to reflect the 
reduced flood risk resulting from the community actions meeting the goals of the CRS. 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
53 
First Name: 
Cindy 
Last Name: 
Campisi 
City: 
Abbeville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We need a levee of significant height south of Hwy 330 and south of Perry along with some type of 
locks system to have any hope of preserving the cities of Vermilion Parish.   Perhaps a levee along the 
intracoastal canal as has been discussed in the past?  This must be done without delay.  There is no 
more time to waste. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
52 
First Name: 
James 
Last Name: 
Wilkins 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
It is encouraging to see CPRA acknowledging the effects of sea level rise in the 2017 Master Plan. The 
rate of sea level increase may be a little low given the most recent estimates but probably the highest 
that is politically acceptable given our state's position on climate change. Our politicians’ general 
denial of anthropogenic climate change could hurt Louisiana's coastal restoration efforts from a number 
of perspectives. Leading the charge to undo global climate change efforts could result in a much higher 
rates of sea level rise and thus swamp any efforts we might make towards restoration. It also makes us 
look disconnected from reality when we use sea level rise as a cause of our coastal land loss problems 
while also denying the phenomenon and its causes. In our coastal restoration efforts we must always 
use the best available science to guide us. 

In the debate over the ownership of newly created land we should not forget why we are in the 
predicament of having to attempt such a monumental task as proposed in the Master Plan. A significant 
part of our plight is human disregard for natural systems. If private property owners are given 
ownership of created land it should only be with the absolute prohibition of activities that damage that 
land, especially activities like dredging, that have been responsible in a large part for where we are 
now. This could be in the form of conservation easements that would acknowledge the public benefits 
of private land for storm surge protection, habitat, fisheries production, carbon sinks, etc. Likewise, if 
the created land is in state ownership the state should not allow any activity that that would threaten to 
undo restoration. It will be a permanent black eye on the state of Louisiana if we seek and receive 
taxpayer money to restore our coast then turn around and do the same stupid things that got us here in 
the first place.  

The persistent hypoxia that has plagued the Gulf of Mexico could affect coastal restoration. Diversions 
might be curtailed to avoid adding more nutrients to areas already in extreme hypoxic conditions. 
Louisiana should support measures to control nutrient loading all along the Mississippi River basin 
including within Louisiana. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
51 
First Name: 
Murray 
Last Name: 
Starkel 
City: 
Southlake 
State: 
TX 
Content: 
As CPRA is in the process of gaining legislative approval for outcome based performance contracts 
where they can competitively bid full-delivery contracts to vendors that will acquire the land / land 
rights, design, permit, build, then maintain to a performance standard and only pay for completed 
projects with payments over an extended period of time up to 25 years, the master plan needs to 
address this tool that will bring private sector dollars into financing these projects with payback over 
time.  This is exactly the program successfully used in the state of NC for their Full-delivery 
Ecosystem Enhancement Program.  Here is a link to their program by the numbers: 
http://nccoastalreserve.net/web/eep/by-the-numbers 
 
CPRA must ensure that they fully consider this mechanism to accelerate the restoration of critical 
wetland habitat by using this method in conjunction with other traditional procurement methods such 
are DB / DBB or CMAR.  They must also consider programmatically allocating funding from very 
secure funding mechanisms such as the DWH NRDA, RESTORE Act, and NFWF's Gulf 
Environmental Benefit Fund across a outcome based performance contract INSTEAD of getting bond 
financing. Bond financing can be helpful but adds additional unnecessary costs to the procurement of 
the projects when programmatically committing the funding costs CPRA and the federal government 
nothing. 
 
Lastly, I encourage CPRA to modify their annual spending plan to include a pilot / demonstration 
project using the new procurement method of outcome based performance contract where CPRA can 
solicit vendors who will select a site that is consistent with (on, inclusive, adjacent to current master 
plan project), acquire the land / land rights for that site, and design, permit, and build at their expense 
the project with payment made as supply contract for the commodity of restored acres.  I've attached 
draft language for the plan modification to this comment. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/2e553d20-e65f-0134-3ef9-
7e1156c8d040/Annual_Plan_mods_for_Pay_For_Success_ESP.docx 
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On	page	47	after	the	Ongoing	Programs	insert:	
New	Initiatives	
Outcome	Based	Performance	Contracts	–	The	administration	is	seeking	approval	this	legislative	session	
to	utilize	Outcome	Based	Performance	Contracts	for	the	purposes	of	marsh	restoration.		If	approved	this	
progressive	form	of	contracting	will	allow	CPRA	to	utilize	a	competitive	process	to	award	a	single	
contract	to:		finance,	engineer,	construct,	and	monitor	marsh	restoration	projects.		The	contractor	
would	receive	payment	only	once	established	success	criteria	are	met.		Payment	terms	could	extend	for	
numerous	years	after	the	project	success	has	been	determined.		Outcome	based	performance	contracts	
shift	risk	of	success	onto	the	contractor	and	allows	CPRA	to	utilize	future	revenues	to	construct	projects	
now.		A	pilot	marsh	project	of	up	to	$75M	utilizing	NRDA	or	RESTORE	or	GOMESA	funding	is	expected	to	
be	awarded	in	FY18	

Within	Table	3-4:	Projected	Three-Year	Schedules	for	Active	State-Only	Projects		
Include	a	new	project	:	Marsh	Creation	utilizing	Outcome	Based	Performance	Contract	

In	Appendix	B	Table	B-4	State-Only	Project	Expenditure	(Non-Surplus)	
Include	a	category:	Projects	with	Future	NRDA,	RESTORE,	or	GOMESA	funds	
Include	a	project:	Marsh	Creation	utilizing	Outcome	Based	Performance	Contract	
Include	expenditures	of	$75M	in	FY2018	with	payment	over	multiple	years	per	upcoming	legislation.	
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Public Comment Entry #: 
50 
First Name: 
Acy 
Last Name: 
Cooper Jr 
City: 
Venice 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please see attached document for my comments. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
49 
First Name: 
Glenn 
Last Name: 
DeCuir 
City: 
Lafayette 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
While I understand the need for all types of restoration it is disappointing to see no shoreline protection 
for the southwest coast in the master plan.  I have property on Constance Beach and have seen the 
effectiveness the rock breakers provide allowing for dunes to be created and flourish because of this 
form of shoreline protection.  The breakers also provide fish habitat which is a great.  Shoreline 
protection should be a priority to protect our coast & marshes.  Without it, marsh restoration will be 
next inline to wash away once the shoreline is gone. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
48 
First Name: 
Jenny 
Last Name: 
Robertson 
City: 
Lafayette 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please keep shoreline protection language in the master plan. Louisiana can't afford to keep losing 
healthy marshes and land. Thank you! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
47 
First Name: 
Anne 
Last Name: 
Babineaux 
City: 
Lafayette 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I support the Draft 2017 Master Plan for Coastal Protection 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
46 
First Name: 
Anne 
Last Name: 
Hollier 
City: 
Lafayette  
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I have been to 2 of the 2017 La Comprehensive Master Plan road tours for Vermilion and Cameron 
Parishes. I was SHOCKED to see the shift from shoreline protection to marsh creation from the 2012 
plan! It is imperative that we implement shoreline protection ASAP! I support the experimental process 
of testing methods for less expensive more successful shoreline protection while we still can!  The 
shoreline protection at Holly beach is working!!!!! Without the shoreline protection the marsh will die! 
 
PLEASE CONTINUE WITH SHORELINE PROTECTION! 
 
Anne Hollier 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
45 
First Name: 
Kristin 
Last Name: 
Engelbrecht 
City: 
Lafayette  
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please also consider focusing resources towards our coastline. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
44 
First Name: 
Lori 
Last Name: 
Henderson  
City: 
Arnaudville  
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please please please save our coast line, our wetlands and all costal marshes. We need these to protect 
the land from future storms for wildlife habitat.   
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
43 
First Name: 
Peter 
Last Name: 
Bulliard 
City: 
Laf 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please secure our coastline. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
42 
First Name: 
Aran 
Last Name: 
Donovan 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please defend against the erosion of our coasts. We desperately need shoreline protection. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
41 
First Name: 
Pat 
Last Name: 
Gallagher 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We must do more not less to protect and rebuild our coastline and we should start by holding Big Oil to 
their contractual obligations to fix what they broke.   
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
40 
First Name: 
Matthew 
Last Name: 
Sakakeeny 
City: 
New orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Shoreline protections need to be added back to the master plan. The SW La. coast is being eroded 
inland by 300' a year. The healthy marsh is only 3/4 of a mile inland. Without shoreline protections that 
marsh will die. We need shoreline protection added to this plan. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
39 
First Name: 
Robin  
Last Name: 
Parrott 
City: 
Walker 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We need shoreline protection. We can't afford to lose anymore of Louisiana! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
38 
First Name: 
Autumn 
Last Name: 
Cyr 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We need shoreline protections in place to save the marsh and keep a healthy ecosystem!!! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
36 
First Name: 
Douglas 
Last Name: 
Frey 
City: 
Zachary 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I'm writing to say that I fully support the 2017 Coastal Master Plan.  While some critics argue that 
taxpayers shouldn't fund private marsh areas, I strongly disagree.  The coastal marsh is not only a storm 
surge buffer that protects entire cities, but the marshes of coastal Louisiana also support a multitude of 
fish, shellfish, and waterfowl.  I fish and hunt on public lands/waterways and without a doubt will 
benefit from this plan.   
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
35 
First Name: 
Robert  
Last Name: 
Gros 
City: 
Leeville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I'm 100% in favor of saving our wetlands. I'm 100% against saving private property with public funds 
without public access on the waters for recreational use. If it's saved and no one can enjoy it, who gives 
a damn if it's there. Quit spending my money to save someone else's marsh! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
34 
First Name: 
John 
Last Name: 
Monzon 
City: 
Marrero 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Thanks for presenting the 2017 master plan to the board of commissioners  on the 21st of this month. 
During the presentation our board president, Susan Maclay, inquired about funding levee lifts on the 
West Bank and Vicinity projects. Currently, the West Authority is facing a $10 million deficit in 
funding for the levee lifts prior to armoring projects. Does CPRA have any plans to assist the SLFPA-
West in lifting/raising the levees in the future?  
 
Your consideration will be greatly appreciated. 
Attachments: 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1540



Public Comment Entry #: 
33 
First Name: 
Ray 
Last Name: 
Parden 
City: 
Albany 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I do not agree with tax dollars being spent to restore private land in the marsh unless the tidal waters 
are made available to the public for hunting and fishing.  We are the only state that lets private entities 
control tidal waters to prevent citizens from using them to fish in.  How can you own water that is 
connected to the gulf... it's not land, it's water.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
32 
First Name: 
Matt 
Last Name: 
Fiske 
City: 
Walker 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I am in support of coastal restoration, however I am  not in support of using public funds to restore 
privately owned land. 
 
 A large portion of the deterioration of our coastline is due to oil exploration. This exploration was 
conducted on privately owned land which the owners were well compensated for. 
 
To facilitate this exploration they opened their land to public natural resources i.e. navigable water by 
digging an network of canals. 
 
Now you are proposing to fix the problem with public funds for landowners that will not allow the 
public to use the natural resources that they have profited from for years as they helped to create the 
problem. The land owners and oil companies are responsible for a portion of the problem, therefor if 
public funds are to be used to fix then the public should have access to the public resources which they 
have enjoyed use and profit from. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
31 
First Name: 
Rusty 
Last Name: 
Jackson 
City: 
Franklinton  
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Re: DRAFT 2017 Coastal Master Plan. 
 
I am in support of coastal restoration but I am not in support of using public monies on private lands. 
Especially when those tidal waters and lands are being posted as private and the public is NOT allowed 
to fish nor navigate those free flowing tidal waters!!!!! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
30 
First Name: 
Brian 
Last Name: 
Daughdril  
City: 
Youngsville  
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I do not believe that we should be restoring privately owned land. Our tax dollars should go to 
restoring public lands that everyone has access to. The state is not going to come mow my grass or fix 
my driveway because that is my property and my responsibility. Fix our public lands! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
29 
First Name: 
Jeff 
Last Name: 
Glines 
City: 
Howard 
State: 
KS 
Content: 
I enjoy fishing the marshes of South Louisiana and travel there twice a year. 
 
I cannot continue to support a state that uses public money to restore private marshland destroyed by 
private companies/individuals who will then deny the tourist (me) access to fish those areas. I will take 
my money to Florida. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
28 
First Name: 
Joseph 
Last Name: 
Piechowicz 
City: 
Mandeville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I appreciated the presentation in Mandeville last month. I would like to see a follow up meeting later in 
the year, but specifically tailored to what is happening in St. Tammany parish and nearby coastal areas, 
i.e. Rigolets, Lake Ponchartrain, Tchefuncte river outlet in Madisonville, etc.  
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
27 
First Name: 
Megan 
Last Name: 
Assaf 
City: 
BATON ROUGE 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Hi. I recently went for a visit to the coastline of Louisiana with some friends and learned more about 
what is being done, or not done, to ensure shoreline protection.  
 
I do not want Louisiana to wash away.   
 
Please add shoreline protection, such as near shore rock breakwaters, to the current Louisiana Coastal 
Master Plan.  
 
Reducing the impact of the gulf currents and waves  with shoreline protection just makes sense!  It will 
ensure that inland restoration projects will have a better chance of succeeding, and reduce marshland 
erosion. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.  Please include it!! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
26 
First Name: 
Nettie  
Last Name: 
McDaniel 
City: 
Lafayette 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I would like you to consider adding shoreline protection to the current Louisiana Coastal Master Plan.  
I saw photos of the areas of the coast which had light rock shoreline protection and the inland grasses 
and shoreline were not nearly as disturbed as the shoreline without protection. Reducing wave energy 
with shoreline protection will ensure that inland restoration projects will have a better chance of 
success and lessen marshland erosion. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
25 
First Name: 
Susan 
Last Name: 
Hester Edmunds 
City: 
New Iberia 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
To whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing to ask the review committee to add shoreline protection to the Coastal Master Plan. Our 
coastal marshes are invaluable for so many reasons--the nursery for our beloved seafood, habitat for 
wildfowl and mammals and also storm surge and hurricane protection for coastal communities.  In 
addition if inland coastal restoration projects are to succeed long term, the steady wave and wind 
erosion of our coastline needs to be halted or else the restored marshes will just eventually be washed 
away. 
 
Thanks for your time in considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Hester Edmunds 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
23 
First Name: 
Martin 
Last Name: 
Floyd 
City: 
Cheneyville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please add shoreline protection, such as rock breakwaters, to the most recent LA Coastal Master Plan. 
Reducing waves energy ensure that inland restoration projects will have a better chance of success. All 
restoration should remain in the toolbox so that projects can be tailored to what can actually solve the 
problem. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
22 
First Name: 
Amy 
Last Name: 
Andaya 
City: 
Carencro 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Please add shoreline protection, such as near shore rock breakwaters, to the current Louisiana Coastal 
Master Plan. Reducing wave energy with shoreline protection will ensure that inland restoration 
projects will have a better chance of success and lessen marshland erosion 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
21 
First Name: 
Jeff 
Last Name: 
Wilson 
City: 
Mandeville 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
I would like to see a more aggressive schedule for the protection structure at the Rigolets for Lake 
Pontchartrain. This could be done by stepping away from some of the new levees and adding new lifts 
to existing levees around the lake. Is the 50 billion dollar budget include USCOE projects? The losses 
and insurance payouts should be used to lever more money for the protection around Lake 
Pontchartrain. I fear that with the additional levees in St. John Parish, St. Tammany, Tangipahoa and 
Livingston Parishes are going to get more water. During Isaac, water was within 1 _” of getting in my 
house. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
20 
First Name: 
Thomas 
Last Name: 
Thompson 
City: 
Eden Isles 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Request All St. Tammany Parish Projects Be Placed On Hold Until The CPRA’s Parish 
Reconnaissance Study Is Completed.  The Proposed 2017 Master Plan Projects Have Not Been 
Approved By The St. Tammany Levee Board Or Undergone A Public Review/Comment Process Or 
Environmental Studies Or Modeling. 
 
Justification for placing all St. Tammany Parish Government’s proposed CPRA Projects on hold until 
the CPRA’s Parish Reconnaissance Study is completed and approved by the St. Tammany Parish 
Levee Board: 
 
1 -  St. Tammany Parish Government is requesting $362,694,957 for marsh creation along its coast 
line.  The marsh creation projects do not provide flood protection, lower base flood elevations or 
reduce flood insurance rates.  In addition, the marsh creation projects are of little or no value since the 
CPRA has concluded the potential land loss, in this area, over the next 50 years, under the medium 
environmental scenario, with no further coastal protection or restoration action, is minimal. 
 
In reality the proposed marsh creation projects may increase flooding.  Case in point are the marsh 
creation projects at the mouth of bayous and rivers that may restrict out flow and create increased flood 
levels up stream.  Certainly the Parish’s “Faciane Canal Marsh Creation” project at the mouth of Bayou 
Bonfouca and Bayou Liberty has the potential to restrict outflow into the lake and create up stream 
flooding of populated areas.  The Parish is proposing these marsh projects without valid studies 
evaluating potential flood risk. 
 
The CPRA’s 2017 Master Plan Attachment 9, Parish Fact Sheet, page 45, states: 
 
“St. Tammany Parish faces minimal potential land loss over the next 50 years under the medium 
environmental scenario with no further coastal protection or restoration action.  However, with no 
future action, the southern portion of the parish faces increased future storm surge based flood risk.  
Over the next 50 years (under the medium environmental scenario), 100-year flood depths increase 
substantially to 7-15 feet and above along the Northshore of Lake Pontchartrain.  The towns of 
Mandeville, Lacombe, and Slidell all face increased risk.” 
 
Based upon the CPRA’s assessment of the minimal potential for land loss and the increased future 
storm surge flood risk, why is St. Tammany Parish Government requesting $362.6 million for marsh 
creation instead of surge protection projects? 
 
2 - The Slidell Ring Levee is being built without an Environmental Impact Study or modeling to 
evaluate its impact on communities just outside of the Slidell limits.  It is obvious that the levee will 
increase flooding in communities just outside of Slidell city limits.  The extent of the increase flood 
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risk is unknown.  This project goes against sound engineering standards and makes not only the Parish 
but the State liable for the flood damage the Slidell ring levee will cause.  
 
3 - Other than the Slidell Ring Levee, the only other surge protection projects St. Tammany 
Government is proposing is elevating or buying out homes and businesses.  The number of structures 
listed for buyout or elevating within the designated area are grossly under estimated.  For example the 
number of homes located within the small four square mile area south of Slidell between Highway 11 
and I-10 has over 3,000 structures that would cost almost one billion dollars to elevate even if it were 
practical to do so, which it is not.  St. Tammany Government’s position to elevate or buying out homes 
and businesses without first studying the possibility of developing more cost effective methods of surge 
protection for these locations does not make sound economic or engineering sense. 
 
St. Tammany Parish Government submitted its list of projects without going through a proper 
environmental assessment or review and comment process.  Now that a St. Tammany Parish Levee 
Board has been established all St. Tammany Parish environmental, drainage and flood projects, located 
within the levee district, should go through the proper review process and Levee Board approval before 
authorization is given.   
 
Thomas Nolan Thompson 
217 Windward Passage 
Eden Isles, La. 70458 
thomasthompson@yahoo.com 
985-285-1768 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
19 
First Name: 
Thomas 
Last Name: 
Thompson 
City: 
Eden Isles 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Request Redistribution of Resources 
 
At the Master Plan/Annual Plan Public Hearing on Wed, Jan 25, 2017 in Mandeville, it was stated that 
CPRA resources have been equally divided between environmental projects such as marsh 
creation/cultural heritage projects and flood protection projects. 
 
Marsh creation for wildlife, recreational and commercial activity is important, but without a human 
population to benefit from these environmental activities their value is greatly diminished. 
 
When weighing the value of human life virus the value of wildlife, recreational and commercial 
activities - human life must be given a higher priority. 
 
Marsh creation does not protect people from storm surge.  
 
Marsh creation does not protect people from sea level rise. 
 
Marsh creation does not lower FEMA’s flood insurance rates. 
 
Without a combination of surge and sea level rise protection and affordable flood insurance our coastal 
human population will disappear regardless of how much marsh has been created.  GNOinc’s January 
27, 2017 Coalition for Sustainable Flood Insurance white paper emphasizes the critical need for human 
protection projects. 
 
I request a master plan that puts human life above wildlife habitat and recreational activities.  I support 
a more humanistic distribution of resources; such as 25% for environmental projects and 75% for real 
flood protection projects. 
 
Thomas Nolan Thompson 
217 Windward Passage 
Eden Isles, La. 70458 
thomasthompson@yahoo.com 
985-285-1768 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
18 
First Name: 
Thomas 
Last Name: 
Thompson 
City: 
Eden Isles 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Request The Lake Pontchartrain Barrier Structural Project Be Designated The CPRA’s “Number One” 
Priority And Total Effort Be Made To Fast Track Its Implantation 
 
The Lake Pontchartrain Barrier Structural Project is the most important, cost effective project in the 
state.   
 
Both the Corp’s 2009 study and the CPRA’s 2016 study document that low level, overtopping 
structures at the Rigolets and Chef Passes will significantly reduce storm surge within the Lake 
Pontchartrain Basin without causing significant impact to populated areas of Mississippi. 
 
If the Corps ever releases its Environmental Impact Statement showing the full impact “ALL” their 
structures have had collectivity on the surrounding Lake Pontchartrain Basin, then the Corps will be 
required to mitigate that damage and the Lake Pontchartrain Barrier Structural Project can be “Fast 
Tracked” for construction. 
 
http://youtu.be/PkmatvfMIRk 
 
The CPRA needs to push for this “Fast Track” solution for this most critical project in the State. 
 
Thomas Nolan Thompson 
217 Windward Passage 
Eden Isles, La. 70458 
thomasthompson@yahoo.com 
985-285-1768 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
17 
First Name: 
Jimmy 
Last Name: 
Babin 
City: 
Saint Amant 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The Great Flood of 2016 
 
And how it could have been avoided!!! 
 
The problem started with the rain that fell within 3 days of over 30 inches due to a cell setting over us 
from the Gulf of Mexico. Starting on the day it started raining, the next problem is growth of all the 
areas that is now concrete and asphalt with large drainage ditches to carry the water away until they 
started backing up because all the drainage below that has not been kept up with as it is improved up 
stream and “out of sight out of mind” downstream. Even an old farmer knows when he plants a garden, 
he has to dig a drain for it that goes to the lowest area and maintain that thru out the years. 
 
The fix for all this problem is really very simple and in each parish and town there is a Drainage 
Department! In that Drainage Department should be a plan for once the water is draining away from 
that community it needs another place to go. This is not engineering or science, it is common sense. 
Water will seek its own level as we all know, but it also flows downhill. And somewhere downhill 
there is a place for it to find that level, wherever you design it to go. 
 
Spending money on protection is what we all do when we buy insurance and these companies have to 
make money to support their big habits. They charge you for the risks they are about to take and will 
respond a lot slower paying it out than they do collecting it or re-investing it to make more until they 
need it. So in the end it is still the individuals that work for a living and would like to have nice homes 
and vehicles that really pay the price. 
 
All this being said, with the taxes we pay and the insurance we pay, really needs to be re-evaluated to 
paying out for insurance or prevention. Everyone has this safety thing shoved at us daily, weather it is 
on the job, behind the wheel, or medical for better health. If they can tell us poor folks how to be safe, 
they need to start practicing what they preach. 
 
The first response by the people is to quit building and adding more people to our communities that 
clear and raise lands that once held the water. I feel that is the wrong thing to do. We should all 
encourage growth be it residential, commercial, or industrial. These are the areas that improve our tax 
base and way of life that adds not only to schools, but highways to aid in traffic flow, and drainage that 
works. This flood has a financial impact of $3.5 Billion just for the devastation and an estimated $4 
Billion in loss of revenue from taxes and relocating the people affected. This is just to name some. 
Wouldn’t this money been better used in a protection method than a rescue and recovery method? 
 
In this article, there are some concepts pulled together by people affected by this flood that will help to 
get this problem resolved so the next time we have a lot of rain, it will not impact so many people. 
Those of us that live on the rivers pay the price for flooding, but not to the magnitude this event caused. 
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There are areas that were not in a flood zone that took on more water than some that lives on the river. 
Government feels that building levees with pumps and retention ponds is the answer to the problem. 
During this flood it was proven it did not work. So let us discuss these areas. 
 
1----- The Comite Diversion canal has been ongoing since 1985 and is still a long ways off to 
completion. This project has been hammered by politics, lawyers, engineering, DNR, and Corps of 
Engineers. Money has been taken from the project and more restriction added to it with much more 
revenue required to complete it. Somewhere this has to stop! 
 
2----- Each Parish should be held accountable for their water discharge and held liable for a lawsuit if it 
damages their neighbors downstream. For every action there is a reaction and when you design 
something upstream there should be a plan for the downstream to function properly and the price 
should be shared and supported by the state. For an example of Bayou Manchac should be opened up 
and linked to the Mississippi River with flood gates and pumps so water can flow both ways to aid in 
draining Baton Rouge and also sending fresh water into the swamps and rivers to help keep our 
swamps alive. 
 
3----- Spanish Lake was drained and more homes built which bit the home owners hard. Then draining 
that area was a slow process. This plan should have been thought out a lot more before that process 
happened. There is a way to fix that process also if we just think about it. Adding flood gates and 
pumps may not do the job. 
 
4------ The Amite River flooded Denham Springs due to the fact it being silted in below and could not 
drain. That could be an easy fix! 
 
5----- Other drainage canals leading to the Amite from Walker area was clogged up which made that 
area back up and the wall in the middle of I-12 was a disaster! 
 
6----- The Port Vincent bridge holds back a lot of water flow so it would be necessary to start another 
drain area around that area buy putting a canal above that bridge and below Bayou Manchac that can 
help get the water on down quicker. It could run along the existing levee and the spoils bank could add 
to the reinforcing of protecting levee and bring it all the way to Pit Amite so it can discharge between 
Blind River and the Diversion Canal. 
 
7----- Coyell Canal is another area that needs cleaning out to allow drainage from Livingston Parish 
 
8----- The Amite River at the weir needs to have the corner cut back and rounded out to encourage the 
water to travel down the Amite at that point. The river also needs to be cleaned out all the way to Lake 
Maurepas as it is silted in and logs and stumps need to be removed. 
 
9----- Blind River where the Diversion Canal enters is sanded in all the way to Lake Maurepas and 
needs to be cleaned out. Also Blind River needs to be brought to the Mississippi River to help keep the 
water off St. James area. There again it needs pumps and locks to allow water to go into the Mississippi 
River and also fresh water from the Mississippi to flow into Blind River to assist in improving the 
swamps growth. 
 
10----- The pass at Manchac is restricted too much to allow the water to flow out at a time of need. 
There should be some flood gates installed so as to regulate the fresh water flow into Lake Ponchatrain 
and restrict the flow at times of storm surge so as to avoid salt water intrusions into Lake Maurepas. 
We already have a problem with salt water intrusion in our drinking water and this will help slow that 
process down. 
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These are just a few of the items to look at to assist in making the flood waters go down faster, reduce 
flood insurance requirements, amount of money the government has to pay out to the residents, give 
the government a more stable tax base, and improving our quality of life!!! What more could anyone 
ask for? 
 
Things that get in the way of expediting this project and drive up cost: 
 
1----- DNR and Corps of Engineers will study this to death and drag the project on for years. 
 
2----- Engineering firms will take too long getting the plan together must less all the approvals from 
every fish and tree lobbyist at the capital. There needs to be a firm or group working on each phase at 
the same time with one person overseeing the entire picture. 
 
3----- Multiple contractors will be required to accomplish this project and a clear scope of work to 
eliminate over runs and get job done on schedule. 
 
4----- In doing anything digging in the dirt, river, or swamp there are many organizations that get in the 
way and will need to be kept away from this project due to dragging it out too long. This is a must to 
expedite this project due to the urgency to stop flooding as we have just seen. If there is an animal or 
tree in danger by this project being done, what about the human life? There must be some sacrifice to 
save properties and lives from this devastation. 
 
5----- All our politicians needs to get behind this quickly to appropriate the money required and shove 
it thru on an expedited basis and other than that roll up their sleeves, put on some work boots, and get 
on the project site to physically see what goes on and help with short cut solutions. 
 
Frustrations and inadequacies are proven during this flood and needs to be addressed. 
 
The Comite Diversion Canal is a prime example of how long it takes when everyone is in the way. 
Since 1985 until 2016 and still a long way off is unacceptable and a crying shame!!! 
 
The way FEMA has handled this flood is unacceptable!!! There was too slow of a response all the way 
around. And when the citizens take matters in their own hands to start a rescue procedure (Cajun Navy 
for example along with friends and family) they were criticized and requested to go to a class and 
obtain a license to do what us hometown folks do naturally. 
 
The money plan to get people back into their homes is a joke!!! Dragging out payments weather from 
insurance companies or FEMA and the requirements you have to meet when you have lost everything 
is absolutely unacceptable! The problem is too little, too late, and frustrating rules. These entities needs 
to be forced by law to respond quickly. If you didn’t pay your taxes or insurance, you are notified 
promptly and also the bank that holds your note where your note will be called or an expensive policy 
will be purchased for you or a lien placed on your properties and bank account. 
 
The FEMA trailers and a shelter in home has proven problematic and needs to change. At the price of 
+/- $130,000 per trailer and +/- $15,000 for a shelter in place could be spent better by giving the people 
the money to start with as just like in the rescue mode, it is proven the people will do a better job 
themselves. They may need some guidance like a list of qualified contractors or house / camper trailer 
dealers within a 250 mile radius so they can get their own. Also the permits to put these units in place 
take too long!! 
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The local government cannot even get their plan together on deciding what to do with a home or even 
estimating amount of damages! There are people already back in their home after a rebuild and then get 
a letter from the parish they have to elevate or demo their home is very disheartening and inhumane!!! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
16 
First Name: 
foster 
Last Name: 
creppel 
City: 
Myrtle Grove 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
a few minor changes to previous attachment. 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/1d3243d0-c713-0134-1413-
463ef785f274/Letter_to_the_e.docx 
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Plaquemines	Parish,	the	last	100	miles	of	the	Mississippi	River	Delta,	“The	epi-
center	of	wetlands	loss”,	Chip	Cline.		

My	name	is	Foster	Creppel	and	my	parents	and	I	bought	Woodland	Plantation	20	
years	ago,	January	22,	1997.	During	those	20	years,	I	have	watched	the	population	
and	land	mass	shrink	at	an	alarming	rate	all	the	while	building	a	successful	
tourism	business	half	way	between	New	Orleans	and	Venice.	Woodland	is	
dependent	on	a	healthy	estuary	and	fishery.	Most	of	our	customers	are	from	
other	states	and	come	here	for	the	fantastic	fishing,	hunting,	birding,	citrus,	
wonderful	food	(seafood),	culture,	and	history.	When	I	started	restoring	
Woodland	most	locals	thought	it	wouldn’t	survive	and	that	I	was	crazy,	“who	will	
want	to	visit	here?”	they	asked	and	to	be	honest,	I	had	doubts	myself.	It	took	
much	longer	than	anticipated	and	a	lot	more	money	but	with	persistence,	hard	
work,	a	strong	will	and	patience	we	thrived.	

When	Europeans	came	to	Plaquemines	it	was	an	estuary	that	was	building	land.	
Deltas	and	estuaries	are	dynamic	and	always	in	flux.	They’re	made	off	cypress	
swamps,	distributaries,	Chenier’s,	fresh	and	salt	water	bayous,	grasslands,	bays,	
oyster	banks	with	trillions	of	oysters	as	far	as	one	could	see	where	the	salinity	was	
right.	At	one	time,	there	was	65	plantations	south	of	New	Orleans.	It	was	a	very	
fertile,	rich	environment.	After	the	plantations	were	gone	we	clear	cut	the	cypress	
swamps.	We	dredged	logging	canals	into	the	cypress	forest	that	allowed	salt	
water	in.	While	doing	so	we	destroyed	the	windbreaks	and	freshwater	
environments	that	filter	the	river	water	and	where	algae	is	supposed	to	exist.	
Then	when	the	steam	engine	came	into	play	they	oyster	banks	had	no	chance,	we	
harvested	trillions	or	oysters	in	a	destructive	manner.	These	vast	reefs	provided	a	
buffer	from	storm	surges.	They	occupied	an	area	where	the	delta	met	the	sea.	
They	were	the	bulkhead	of	our	delta.	Then	in	1934	the	Corps	of	Engineers	built	
the	levee	constraining	the	river	that	built	our	delta	and	all	of	Plaquemines	Parish.	
It	cut	off	all	the	distributaries	Bayou	Lafourche,	Bayou	Terrebonne,	bayou	
barataria,	bayou	des	familles	and	many	more	were	cut	off	from	their	source.	

Then,	in	the	1930s	came	the	oil	and	gas	industry.	Other	than	levee	building	my	
family	has	been	involved	in	all	these	industries.			

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1562



All	of	these	activities	by	man	are	what	have	led	Plaquemines	Parish	to	the	point	
where	it	is	today,	a	dying	place,	unable	to	support	the	people	that	depend	on	it,	in	
the	critical	care	unit	with	the	coastal	master	plan	as	its	life	support	system.	Now	
we	find	ourselves	asking	congress	and	the	rest	of	the	United	States	to	help	us	
restore	our	coast.	We	know	it’s	going	to	cost	billions	of	dollars	but	the	three	main	
culprits,	and	believe	me	I	know	the	blood	is	on	all	of	our	hands,	are	still	engaged	
in	harvesting	the	delta	in	a	destructive	manner.	There	is	not	enough	money	in	the	
world	to	save	our	coast	if	we	continue	to	destroy	it.	We’re	continuing	to	dig	vast	
holes	between	the	front	and	back	levees	to	build	more	levees	that	almost	every	
scientist	tells	us	is	going	to	sink	into	the	sea.	It	doesn’t	make	sense.	

We	have	to	understand	where	we	live.	The	brown	shrimp	is	an	invasive	species,	
we’re	going	to	not	introduce	fresh	water	to	protect	an	invasive	crustacean	while	
we	are	washing	away?	We	have	siphons	and	diversions	that	we	aren’t	using	
because	of	pressure	from	special	interest	groups.	We	spent	millions	of	dollars	on	
these	projects,	yet	don’t	use	them.	It	doesn’t	make	sense.		

We	should	start	lowering	our	levees,	raising	our	houses	and	reintroducing	the	
river,	that	built	our	coast.	My	insurance	agent	tells	me	every	year	I	live	on	a	flood	
plain.	It	is	supposed	to	flood.	We	should	start	building	levees	perpendicular	or	at	
45	degree	angles	from	the	river	like	the	old	river	distributaries	and	oak	ridges	
once	were.	We	should	encourage	and	help	farming	oysters	in	suspended	cages,	
we	should	pay	oyster	fishermen	to	help	us	rebuild	our	natural	oyster	reefs	not	for	
harvesting	but	for	coastal	restoration	and	preserves.	We	need	to	all	work	
together	if	we	are	going	to	survive	here.	It	is	a	daunting	challenge	we	are	facing	
but	with	understanding,	commitment,	cooperation,	political	will,	patience,	
sacrifice	and	time	we	may	thrive	again.	I’m	an	optimist.	
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Public Comment Entry #: 
15 
First Name: 
Alvin 
Last Name: 
Samuels 
City: 
Metairie 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
1.  BP operations are still suspect there claim to faster lower cost is a warning signal.  
 
2. Oil muds are much more expensive and make kick detection much more difficult and harder to 
control. 
 
3.  LSU Kick training using oil vs water muds should be mandatory. 
 
4.  EVTN oil/water/solid separators should be strategically located in the active drilling areas. (I am a 
stockholder) 
 
By way of example my last well drilling experience involved drilling 25 miles east of the BP blowout.  
23,000 feet in 18 days using a low solids, water based fluid. (fastest ever) and repeatable with properly 
trained crews. 
 
After this well I was one of three Staff Drilling Engineers transferred to Shell's Deep Drilling Study 
Group (25,000, 350 degrees + 50% H2S.) Discovered unique reactive iron oxide, Founded Sulfatreat 
then sold company  to  Schlumerger/Smith.     
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
12 
First Name: 
Curtiss 
Last Name: 
Price 
City: 
Morgan City 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Gentleman,  I have read articles in the daily paper. First I do not under stand spending millions of 
dollars on diversion projects, when they are not put to use. What would the poor Fisherman would say 
if natural channels were opened up. ( Bayou La Fourche, Laffite Channel,Buras Lock Channel, plus a 
few more all on West side of  River) it is amassing what this would do to ward building off land on our 
coast.  xxxxxxxxxxxx  I want to get to the subject of spoil bank drudging, and where to get the material 
to build our costal Marshes UP to stop salt Water intrusion. When I was living back in the 1941 to 
today, Atchafalaya River rand from Morgana to the Gulf of Mexico through two very large lakes, 
Grand Lake and Six Mile Lake. Where are these lakes now? They are silted in to where their is only a 
channel for the river and Calumet Cut. How many cubic yards of silt their is that could be used to build 
our coast. The hundred of million dollors going to be spent on infective ways, WE could pump spoil 
silt though Plastic Pipe down south to save Houma and points south from the next Major Hurricane. 
There is a time line attached. Like Yesterday. Spend where WE can get the most for our dollar.I am 
sure their will be manny  saying this would destroy the Basin, I say bring it back to what it use to be in 
it's glory days. Atchafalaya River was at one time over 100 feet deep. Now We have ti fight to get 
money to keep to at 22 feet. What a revolting development WE are in. I am 75 years young. I can see 
US loosing all below Intercostal Cannel  below Houma and east of Bayou Bouf, IN MY LIFE TIME. 
Money for Bayou Chane flood gate was left out, WHY?  Could go on But Hy. Dept. need more money 
to build another bridge across Mississippi River.                                             
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
11 
First Name: 
Angela 
Last Name: 
Guidry 
City: 
Grand Chenier 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
As a lifelong resident of lower Cameron Parish, I have witnessed shoreline loss in my short lifetime.  
As a child, my mother told countless stories of the cattle pasture south of Hwy 82 in front of her 
parents home.  She learned to drive a truck in that pasture as a child.  In her lifetime that pasture was 
reduced to open salt water.  Why?  The answer is simple.  Levees were constructed, salt water was 
introduced during high tide events and the natural drainage pattern was altered.  Couple that with the 
alarming rate that we are losing our shoreline in Southwest Louisiana.  I currently live on that property 
my mother grew up on.  If we don't use our resources to protect the shoreline here and return our 
natural drainage patterns in our marshes, Hwy 82 will be our beach front property in my or certainly 
my son's lifetime.  That would be a total land loss/transformation across 3 generations.  That type of 
habitat loss and change is unacceptable to me and should be the citizens of Louisiana.  All too often the 
largest portion of the restoration dollars are spent where the largest population of our state lives.  
Southwestern Louisiana has been overlooked for projects for too long.  our fragile ecosystem can not 
tolerate continued abuse. 
 
As a college student, I left Louisiana to pursue a PhD in soil chemistry.  I returned to family property 
12 years later, after earning my degree and working in several jobs.  I brought back a greater 
appreciation for our little slice of heaven in lower Cameron Parish.  It is my hope that my son's children 
will one day be able to enjoy and appreciate the resources we have at our disposal here. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
10 
First Name: 
byron 
Last Name: 
almquist 
City: 
metairie 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
$15 fee to park a car.  !!!!!!!!  really offensive 
 
We were looking forward to attending the public meeting in New Orleans on Jan 18th but when we 
found it that it would cost $15 to park our car, we went home.   The Port of New Orleans was an 
extremely poor choice for the New Orleans hearing.  It was hard to find and there was no public 
parking.   The master plan may or may not have some merit but we will never know.  
 
The announcement about the date and the location of the public hearing should have included the 
information that there was no public parking available.  It would have been wise to also included the 
information that private parking was available for $15 per car.    I wonder how many other people were 
so offended by the lack of public parking that they also went home.   
 
I think the failure to inform the public about the lack of public parking speaks very poorly of whoever 
planned this event - and taints the entire master planning process.  If a public hearing cannot be handled 
property, how the the coast be restored???? 
Attachments: 

2017 Coastal Master Plan: Public Comments

Page | 1567



Public Comment Entry #: 
9 
First Name: 
Craig 
Last Name: 
Colten 
City: 
Baton Rouge 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
The 2017 draft contains some noteworthy improvements and boldly acknowledges climate change as a 
factor in rising sea level and the impending threat it poses to our coast.  It is clearly illustrated and 
generally well edited.  It is a useful document for a portion of its stated purposed, but has shortcomings 
that I outline below. 
 
From the very outset, p. ES-2, the document reveals a stark contrast between natural biophysical 
processes and human-induced processes.  There is a list of several “natural” processes compared to 
only two examples of human related processes: “disconnecting the Miss River from coastal marshes, 
and human impacts.” The disproportionate attention given to biophysical dimensions over human 
dimensions continues through out the document, and thereby diminishes the need to incorporate social 
sciences and humanities in a more robust and parallel manner.  The entire enterprise that drives CPRA 
and the Master Plan is inherently a human endeavor, and thereby demands attention to and inclusions 
of the social sciences and humanities. 
 
P ES-6 - the discussion of flooding makes no mention of human decisions to continue living in 
flood_prone locations, of the policies that promote such decisions, and even more importantly of the 
permitting of activities that created this perilous situation for residents.  Where is the sociological, 
anthropological, political, geographical, and historical analysis of this situation?  Any plan dealing with 
restoration and protection of the coast should concern itself with the people who live there and the 
manner by which they make decisions regarding where they live and how they earn a living. 
 
Fig. ES-2 - this map fails to depict the true geography of human settlement in the coastal region; the 
identification of a few towns does not show the geographic distribution of where people live and work.  
It does not reveal the extend of the relationship of land loss to residents and economic activities. 
 
Fig ES-3 - this map also fails to show the relationship of coastal populations (according to the text on 
ES-8 – “millions of people”); where are those people, how much will they be impacted? 
 
P ES-11 - In reference to the scale of development, we are encouraging the scale of development now 
taking place?  One must question whether or not that is sensible?  How much of that investment could 
be made more prudently farther inland, reducing costs and the need for some of the coastal 
investments?  There will still be a working coast, but one with safe people and infrastructure if we 
encourage inland activity. 
 
P ES-13 – “this abundance is only possible because our coastal wetlands provide habitats . . .” I wonder 
how this statement and the current plans to build two large diversions (Mid-Barataria and Mid-Breton 
??) square with maintaining habitat.  Barataria is a major shrimp habitat and oyster lease bay that will 
endure major ecological changes when the sediment diversion is opened.   
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P ES 16 - the explicit mention of estimates for the number of potential voluntary acquisitions is a major 
step forward from the 2012 master plan; while still inadequate, the expanded discussion of non-
structural options is a tentative step forward. 
 
P ES-19 - this document would benefit from a robust discussion about the numerous examples of 
coastal populations who had learned to live with water only to have to relearn to live with different 
water over the past several centuries; levees and outlets have altered the ecology of the coastal marshes 
and swamps and those who made a living from resources there have adapted repeatedly as stronger and 
more expansive flood control programs were put in place, likewise as oil exploration and extraction 
have transformed the landscape and habitats, residents have adapted, but without compensation or 
assistance (in most cases). 
 
p 28 - the 2017 master plan retains an unbalanced focus on science and engineering.   Environmental 
management and indeed science and engineering are human enterprises and involve complex social 
processes, the millions of people living on the coast, those living in “our local communities” are 
neglected by the narrow emphasis on science and engineering, a huge part of the problem can be more 
appropriately addressed with social sciences and humanities, use of the “best available” social sciences 
and humanities would make the master plan a more socially attentive and responsive document for the 
residents of Louisiana. 
 
p 29 - again, where is social science and humanities in the “state of the art” analysis, the 2017 master 
plan efforts, as previous versions, has a “solid scientific and technical foundation” but it is noteworthy 
in the absence of a comparable foundation in humanities and social sciences. 
 
p 29 - there are public outreach programs, but I see nothing about truly public participatory methods (a 
prominent specialization in social sciences/humanities). 
 
 Adaptation, as a tactic, appears to have an enlarged role, this is sensible. 
 
 Are the various stakeholder committees equally weighted?  My last review of several 
committees suggested that landowners and industry organizations had a larger presence in the 
stakeholder ranks, and generally professional representation. 
 
p 53 - Recent scholarship has shown that one of the glaring weaknesses in our state’s resilience has 
been an inability to mesh local traditional resilience with formal top-down government/corporate 
resilience programs.  How fully connected are local organizations in the Flood Risk and Resilience 
Subcommittee?  What are the mechanisms for the formal resilience programs to integrate with the 
informal, local practices? 
 
 During the past year I frequently visited the CPRA web page calendar to see listings of the 
various community meetings.  They were not posted at several times I tried to get particulars on those 
meetings. 
 
 With all the modeling, how has CPRA factored in the vagaries/uncertainties of the expanding 
fiscal conservatism at all levels of government?   
  
 The population growth scenario of .76 % is unrealistic, particularly given, as you note, the 
growth rate was 0% between 2000 and 2010, and with impending disruptions due to restoration 
projects and sea level rise, a decline is more likely.   
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P 79 - caption (lower right) acknowledges that costs are not just financial - how does CPRA factor in 
what counts to local residents, and not just what can be counted in its standard metrics?  The metrics 
rely quite heavily on standard economic/financial accounting. 
 
P 82 - where is the justification for the 50/50 split on restoration and risk reduction? It seems the 50 
percent for restoration over values ecosystems/biophysical processes and seriously undervalues human 
dimensions - including livelihoods, safe residences, and culture preservation/restoration. 
 
p 87 - some of the concerns of residents expressed in the CPRA-funded scenario-building workshops 
emphasized long-term commitment to restoration funding and scaling projects to fit local livelihoods 
and communities are not included/mentioned here. 
 
P 92 - nonstructural budget remains a small share of the total budget. 
 
p 98, fig 4.7 - what is missing here is the damage/disruption to current local economies/livelihoods that 
will result from restoration projects, in particular the Morganza to the Gulf (p 99, fig 4.8) 
 
p 100-101 - risk reduction maps fail to clearly depict human populations that will or will not be 
benefitted by risk reduction. 
 
p 103 - again metrics fail to go beyond the standard economic measures, where are the true 
social/cultural costs? 
 
P 129 - relying on “future disaster-based funding” for non-structural mitigation greatly diminishes the 
likelihood of any regular funding and continues to rely on funds for  structural projects at the expense 
of more cost effective non-structural options.  Waiting for disaster-based funding has been Louisiana’s 
traditional, and largely after-the-fact approach.  For example, the current spending plan for the August 
2016 flood recovery heavily invests in redeveloping on the flood footprint and neglecting long-term 
mitigation.  The master plan can do better. 
 
P 131-2 Discussion of mid-Barataria diversion makes no mention of the type of community 
participation and engagement recommended by the CPRA funding report by the Water Institute of the 
Gulf on Social Impact Assessment. 
 
P 134 - the 2017 non-structural discussion contains a confusing statement - in terms of the “total 
structures” - it appears that this is actually a structural; also if the risk reduction program employs the 
best available climate science (which is entirely appropriate and certainly wise), where it the best 
available social science and humanities on how people will deal with the non-structural program? 
 
P 138 - the LA SAFE project is a worthy addition, even though a bit tardy. 
 
p 146 - while adaptive management offers a flexible approach that builds in on-going monitoring, 
assessment, and adjustment to ensure improving performance, it turns the Louisiana coastal landscape 
in to a giant outdoors laboratory experiment.  We have been doing this to some extent (albeit without 
the built-in mechanisms for adaptation) for years without great success in terms of flood protection and 
coastal management.  It smacks of hubris and neglects our past failures. 
 
Appendix B: People and the Landscape 
 
p 7/8 - I would like to encourage CPRA to diminish the bold statement that there is time for 
communities to plan for the future _ if we are asking people NOW to invest funds in coastal 
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restoration, then it is time for communities to begin planning and carrying out those plans.  Just as it 
takes years to design and permit engineering projects, making resettlement a viable option and carrying 
out such actions also takes time.  The time frame is seriously discounted here. 
 
P 9 - the rising cost of flood insurance alone should reinforce the need to begin active and aggressive 
planning for relocation/resettlement for both safety and economic viability of coastal residents. 
 
p 10 - the extraordinary repetitive flood losses underscores the inadequate incorporation of human 
dimensions in previous master plans and inadequate efforts carried out at the local level; the map does 
not distinguish between coastal flooding, inside the levee flooding in urban areas due to precipitation, 
and riparian flooding which is confusing when used in this context.  Much of the repetitive costs are in 
the urban New Orleans area and within river/hurricane protection levees. Flooding in those areas has 
much to do with failure to implement sensible land use planning and lapses in meeting NFIP standards 
_ or human not nature induced damages. 
 
P 13 - the challenge to conventional wisdom is a useful statement, and should be used to provide a 
more assertive set of planning and policy tools to assist resettlement in safe zones, no such information 
is provided in the master plan (that is:  where are the safe areas?) 
 
P 27 Is the 100-year flood depths elevation safe? 
 
P 29 what level of protection for traditional fishing villages and what level of support for agricultural 
communities?  Why select a lower safety standard for strategic assets and historic properties?  (50 year 
flood) Why neglect social and cultural infrastructure that enable communities to survive?  No mention 
here. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
8 
First Name: 
Robert 
Last Name: 
Dupuy 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
As a 30 year USCG Captain I have spent many years at our barrier islands, all of the sand from the 
disappearing Chandelier, Curlew, Gosier & Breton Islands is now deposited behind these islands in 
Chandelier & Breton Sounds, all that needs to be done is to operate dredges 24/7 pumping all the sand 
back onto these islands & even connecting them all together. The Dredges could be operated as state 
prisons where the inmates would actually work & learn a new trade. Please no more studies, start 
pumping sand! 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
7 
First Name: 
Kenneth 
Last Name: 
Ragas 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Dredging/Pipelining (DP) cost versus Sediment Diversion (SD) cost: Please calculate the DP cost 
versus the SD cost using the DP cost that was used on CWPPRA Project BA-68 / CPRA Project 
002.CO.01 to compare DP vs. SD. 
 
The noted Grand Liard Marsh/ Ridge Restoration project borrow cost was $6/cu. yd. The borrow was 
sourced from the Gulf of Mexico near shore of the Sandy Point  area. Based on sampling data taken 
from the USGS Geological Survey Data Series 344 (Sandy point to Belle Pass) the quality of material 
from near shore of the barrier islands is ideal for restoration projects. Also, the Community 
Conversations program is greatly appreciated. Will the CPRA consider the recommendation of the 
Expert Panel on Sediment Diversions to use an independent facilitator for future community 
involvement? 
 
How much information is available to the stake holders of Southeast Louisiana? Is the SD computer 
model available for an independent scientific analysis and validation?  
 
Please find attached the noted USGS Survey Series 344 and the Expert Panel's Recommendations. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
6 
First Name: 
Steve 
Last Name: 
Oertling 
City: 
duson 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
We have been waiting for years for the rocks to be extended pass Long Beach, Johnson Bayou, La. We 
have lost of 200ft of beach and our rd washes out couple times a year. Our camps are +- 30ft from 
wave action on high tide. It wont be long before there washed away. I thought maybe now with all the 
BP money we would get it done since its supposed to go to coastal restoration not these inland water 
projects. Please let me know what to do. 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
4 
First Name: 
Gary  
Last Name: 
LaFleur 
City: 
Thibodaux 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Colleagues, Thanks for all the hard work on this document. I appreciate that you have compiled  Parish 
Fact Sheets. These are useful and concise. However, on the second sheet of each Parish Summary you 
have included a graph with Square Miles on the Y-axis. It would be easier to compare these between 
parishes if they all had a minimum value of Zero on the Y axis, and if they all had the same Maximum 
value, such as 1000. For instance, setting the max and min values at 1000 and 400 for Lafourche, but 
600 and 200 for Plaquemines makes these two graphs quite hard to compare.  Good luck fighting the 
good fight, g 
Attachments: 
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Public Comment Entry #: 
3 
First Name: 
KENNETH 
Last Name: 
RAGAS 
City: 
New Orleans 
State: 
LA 
Content: 
Is the sediment load of the MR been updated from the data in the attachment? 
Attachments: 
https://citizenreach.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/file/78dcaa70-b3ff-0134-066d-
62e4006a8a7b/Estimated_Sediment_Load.jpg 
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