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New Orleans District

‘DATA POR TESTIFYING OFFICERS ON ¥Y 1982 CIVIL WORKS BUDGET

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LOUISTANA AND. VICINITY

BENEFIT-COST RATIO:

a. Comparison of Hemaining B/C Ratios. - The B/C ratio of 12.9 to 1 is an increase of 1.1 from that last
p”esented ‘to Congress (11.8 1o 1) The increase is based on a reanalysis of the remaining inundation reduction
benefits. Remalnlng B/ ratios are based on comparison of the benefits remaining to be reallzed by completing
const”uetlon of thé project and the cost remalnlng as of the budget year. : :

B Annual Benefits: The followlng tabulatlon is- provided for the purposé of comparlng the Benefits presented
in ‘the austlflcatlon paragraph of the Justlflcatlon Sheet.,‘

TOTALuBENEFITS jc
_ : _Current Estimate - :
Last Est. Submltted ' . . T at Project . . . . . -Change

Annual Benefits - , _to Congress R " ' Interest Rate:" " Lo "From Last
- ' (8) ' - T . .. A+or-%
Flood Control $264,610,000 - o $295,404,000 I
Inundation Reduction 1/ - (254,148,000} ke - {283,373,000) - ST +29,225,000 3/
Intensification 2/ (10,462,000) - AR (12,0%1,000) = o 1,569,000 3/
Area’ Redevelopment ‘ 3,740, OOO ’ ‘ : ‘ 3,901,000 o e 161,000 3/
Total Annual Benefits 268,350,000 © 299,305,000 . . 30,955,000
Interest Rate Used - 3-1/8%'"? : 3-1/8%. - P T

1/ Essentlally complete protection will be prov1ded to 151,580 acres, comprised or 45 640 gcres of urban type.
development, 10,970 acres of partially developed -land, 21 160 acres of open ‘land, and 73,810 acres of woodland, swamp
and/or marsh. Protection in varying degrees will also be provided for an additional 350,200 acres comprised of 2,400
acres of urban development 7,600 acres of open land, and 340,200 acres of woodland, swamp and/or marsh. The current
value of all lands is $5,590,000 and of 1mprovements is $11,400,000,000. 1970 population: 58,500.

2/ Intensification benefits will accrus to approximately 68,500 acres of urban type land and 260 acres . of protected
swamp and marshland. - ,

3/ Due to higher price levels.

ﬁ/ Chalmette Unit to be reported separately, See WDTO - 19.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

%



R : 7 - 15 September . 0 .
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| LA¥E PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

EFIT-COST RATIO: (Continued)

b. Annual Benefits  (Continued)

Remaining Benefits/Cost
 Current Estimate

Benefits & Costs When B
Last Presented’

B T tst Funded for Construction » At Project - “Change
Annual Benefits‘ ‘ In FY 1967 1/ to Congréss ‘Interest Rate - From Last
B O (3 () (+ or )
plood Control ‘ T IR R S -
_ . Inundazion Reduction 2/ $51,389 400'\' $140,694,000 - - 170,803,000 .~ +30,109,000
: Inzen31flcatlon 3/ 344 000 ' ©9,426,000 10,708,000 - = +71,282,000
‘Area Redeve¢opment ‘ ’ = 2,919,000 2,960,000 + 41,000
Total Annual Benefits $51 733 400 $153 039,000 - 184,471,000
Total Annual Charges L $ 2,945,5oo. $ 13,022, ooo 14,348,000 + 1,326,000
B/C Ratio B R O UAT.6 1.8 . 12.9 + 1.1
Interest ‘Rate Used ' 3—1/8% 3-1/8% 4/ 7-3%/8%

1/ Based on cost estlmate effective 1 July 1975. _ .

2/ ‘Essentislly -complete: protectlon ‘will be prev1ded to 151 580 acres, comprised of 45 640 acres of urban—type
‘development, 10,970~ ‘geres of partlally developed land, 21,160 acres of open land, and 73,810 acres-of woodland,

" swanp, and/or marsh.. Protection in varylng degrees will~ also be provided for an additiomal 350,200 acres comprised
of 2, 400 acres of urban—type development, 7,600 acres of open ‘land, and 340,200 acres of woodland, swamp, and/or
marsh. The current value of all lands is $5, 590 000,000 and or improvements is $11,400,000,000. 1970 populatlon
585,000.

3/ Inten31f1catlon benefits w1ll ‘accrue to  approximately 68,500 acres’ of" uban-type land and 260 acres of protected
swamp .and marshland. . :

4/ Chalmette Unlt to be reported separately, See WDTO - 19.

-2 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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LAXE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., ARD VICINITY

ALLOCATION AND APPORTIQNMERT OF FIRST COSTS:

Allocation of First Costs

Based on Last Estimate _ : Percent of Current
Purpose _Presented to Congress v : Current Total
Fiood Control . %653,955,000 | . $866,650,000 | 97
Navigation (Seabrook Lock) 27 045,000 ’ ‘ . 25,350,000 o v 3
' AR . , Cee ‘ b
‘ TOTAL - - $681,000,000 . ‘ l ' 3892;000,000 SR 400
S , LT o Appofilunment of First Cost
" Based on Estimate Last =~ . 7 Based ‘on" Current Estimate
_ o - Pregented to Congress =~ = “Costs Percent of Total _
- Purpose .  Federa.i Non-Federal . Federal Non-Federal = TFederal =  Non-Federal -
Fiood Control 445,070,000 = 208,885,000 589,650,000 277,000,000 66 3
Navigation :
(Seabrook : v
Lock) 18,930,000 8,115,000 25,350,000 0 3 0
TOTAL $464, OOO OOO $217 OOO-OOO‘$615 OOO’OOO' $277,000,000 69 31‘

The apportlonment of cost is based on the cost sharlng formula as outllned in House Document No. 231, 89th
Congress and aufhorlzed by Fiood Control Act of 1965. H D. No. 231 spe01f1es that local interests contribute in
cash or equivalent work not iess than 30 percent of ‘the total project cost, said 30 percent to- include the fair
market value of iands, damages, and alterations (relocations) for the constructlon of The progect.

One-half’the cost of the Seabrook Lock is allocated To: the hurricane protectlon purpose ‘and these costs are
apportloned in accordance with the 70/30 percent cost sharing formula. The other half of the c¢ost of Seabrook
Lock is allocated to the navigation purpose and is Federal cost. In addition, local interests are required to
contribute the capitaiized cost of operation, maintenance and repair of Rigolets Lock and these funds are to be
used by the Federal Government in project construction.

P : : ’ S Cesswl 0 30 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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LAKV DOW””?APTRATV, LA., AND VICIVITY

TIONMENT OF FIRST COSTS' (Coﬁrinued)

ALLOCATIO . ART

Apportlonment of First Costs

Last Estimate to.Clongress : Current

Estimate .

TFederal . Non-Federal  Federal.

$464;ooo;ooo

Detalls of” Apportlonment

Project Costs: to
be Apportloned

s be . apﬂsrtloned on 787/30 basis:

- 7$863,255,000
0% of Prajest Costs: 7 ' e
“30%. of Project Costs: . ¢ - ST
One-Half the ccst of Seabrook Lock that 1s ' :
allocated 1o the Wav1gat10n purpose' 25,350,000
Cost of Beautification:: "%, 165,000

Cost of Realinement at rlcrlda Avenue ‘
Comtainer Plant - . - 7 S 230,000
‘ : . Subvotal - : ' $892,000,000
Capitalized cost at 3-1/8% the annual cost
‘OM&R of Rigolets Lock to be:contributed by .
local interests and used by the . rederal
Government in construction . e
- S -Total Proaect i
‘Reimbursement & il
Total Current Estimatea'

:1/ See YDTO - 13, uocal Cooperaflon, paragraphs - (a)(4) and (5)

"~ Non-Federal
“‘$2175000,000 $615 000, OOO $277 OOO’OOO

15 September )
New Orleans’ Dl“frlct

Apporrlonment

' QfFéderal‘

$604,155,000

25,350,000

‘3,165,000

 $632,670,000

217,670,000

vgx;' ' $892,000,000

" %615,000,000 -
' -46,000,000 - -
$661,000,000

Non-Federal
$259, 100,000

230,000
- $259,330,000 1/

+17,670,000 1/
$277 000,000

46, OOO 000 1/
$231 000,000

'f2/ Local sinferest are requlred to reimburse the Federal. Government for costs allocated due to the Water Resources
fDevelopment Act of 19T4s - Sectlon 92, -which. spe01f1es that local 1nterest may agree 1o pay the unpald ‘balance of
their required cash- payment. due - “to- annual : -installments in- acceordance w1th a spec1f1c fermula. rnhe_relm.bursement

is- present y estlmated at $46 OOO OOO exclu31ve of 1nterest.

4  LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITX



15 September 1980
New Orleans District

LAXE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AKD VICIRITY

FTNANCIAL DATA:

_ a. Comparison of Pederal Full Funding Cost Estimates: The current Federal cost estimate of $661,000,000 is
an increase of $156,640,000 over the latest estimate ($504,360,000) submitted to Congress. This change includes
increases of $150,701,000° based on hlgher price levels projected through the construction _period, $12, , 716,000
btased on design modifications; $274,000 based.on actual cost of completed work, $1,55%,000, based on an actual bid
and $441,000: in Englneerlng @nd Design based.on. a reana1y31s of. requ1remen+s.' These increases were partially
sffset by decreases of $178,000 due to a more detalled project cost estimate and 38, 867 OOO due to a reanaly31s of

Federal cost-sha*lng requlrements.

‘b Comparison of. Non—Federal Full Fundlng Cost Estimate. - The current non-Wederal cost estimate of

*231 000,000 is an increase of $54,360,000 over the latest estimate ($176, 640 000) submitted to Congress. This
change “ineludes increases of $40,431,000 based on hlgher price levels projected through the construction period;
$1 829 000 for additional Lands and Damages and Relocations, $3,084,000 based on design modification, $41,000
basnd on actual cost of completed work, $442,000 based on actual bids, $81,000 in Englneerlng and De31gn, and
$8,452,000 due to- change in apportionment’ between Federal and Non-Federal funds on remaining work.

Ce Comparlson of Preconstruction Cost Estlmate._-,Not,appllcable.

d. - Comparison of Pfoject'Full.Funding Cost Estimate.v-

latest Estimate

Change Lrom Latest to Congress

s to Congress Current Price
. Feature FY 1981 Budget Bstimate - Total Level Other
BARRIER UNIT - . ‘ o L -
Lands & Damages $ 4,247,000 ©'$ 4,684,000 $ +437,000 $ +437,000
Relocations 285,000 $320,000 +35,000 - +35,000
Locks 71,480,000 718,670,000 +7,190,000  +7,190,000
Roads, Railroads & Brldges 655,000 1,425,000 + 770,000 +770,000
. Channels & Canals 7,700,000 10,355,000 +2,655,000 +1,570,000 +1,085,000_§/
Breakwaters & Seawalls 4,600,000 - -~ 4,860,000 +260 000 . = +260,000
Levees & Floodwalls 90,3%5,000 . - 136,790,000 ' +46,455, 000 - +46,5%9,000 é84,000 2/
Flood Control & Dlver31on L L DT
Structure 99,190,000 137,147,000 +37,957,000 +23,242,000 +14,715,000 4/
Permanent Operating Equips 13,000 - 14,000 +1,000 +1,000

5 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN,

LA., AND VICINITY
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LAX® PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

PINANCIAL-DATA: (Continued)

d.. Comparison of Project Full Funding Total Cost Estimate. - (Continued)

: Lates;‘Estimafe _;,{: e Change from Latest to Congress
o Lol to Congress Current: : - Price -

- Reature FY 1981 Budget = Estimate: Total Level Other
BARRIER UNIT (Cont'd) . o e _ - _
Engineerihg & Design . 314,986,000 _ '$ 16; 340 000 1/$ ~+1,360, OOO $ . +878,000 $ +482, OOO 5/
Supervision % Administration . . 13,810,000 . 18,730,000 = . +4,920,000 +4,920,000 T

Subtocaly-'BARRIER UNIT $307 295-000 < $409, 335_000_ $+102;O40,00Q $+85 842 OOO 3+16, 198 OOO

17 QIncludes $5, OOO;for U, S. Fish and Wlldllfe Service. ' L

E/' Increase due to change in size and depth of Rigolets and.Chef Menteur Control Structure.

3/ Based on actual cost of completed work : 2 .

4/ “Increase due to- change "in number and type of gates at ngolets and Chef Wenreur Control Structure.
5/ Increase due to tldal passes study.

NEW ORLEANS_EAST UNIT S | R e | o
Tands & Damages = $ 9,930,000 $ 12,375,000 $ +2,445,000 $ +505,000  +1,940,000 1/

Relocations AT - 12,650,000 13,240,000 +590,000 +701,000 -111,000 2/
Levees & Vloodwalls . ’ - . 96,540,000 102, 945 000 +6, 405, 000 +4,410,000 +1f9951000_§/,
Pumplnn‘Plants S : ‘ 18,220,000 -18, 220,000 ‘ -0 R ’ ‘
Englneerlng & De81gn 12;315,000 12,810, 000 5/ +495 000 . +475,000 +20,000 A/
Superv1s1on & Administration . S 7,185,000 - 7,480,000 +295,000 +295 ,000
' Subtotal-NEW ORLEANS EAST
UNIT- | © $156,840,000 $167,070,000 = $+10,230,000 $+6,386,000  $+3,844,000

1/ " Increase due to more detailed cost estimates.

2/ Based on actual cost of completed work.

2] Baged on actual cost of -completed work and more detailed progect cost estlmate.
i/ Tncrease due to benefit reanalysis and envirommental study.

5/ - Includes $13,000 for US Fish and Wildlife Service.

6 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY



LAKE PONTCHARTRAIR, LA., AND VICINITY

FINANCIAL DATA: {Continued)

do Comparison of Project Full Funding Total Cost Estimate. - (Continued)

Feature

NEW. ORLEANS WEST UNIm
Lands & Damages :

Relocations . 1,685,000
.. Levees & Floodwalis 86,835,000 -
.'Englneerlng & Design 5,370,000
Superv131on & Administration 3 070, OOO'
' Subtotal - NEW OPLWANS
WEST UNIT : $98§100¢OOO

1/ 1Increase due .

MANDEVILLE UNIT

" Levees & Floodwalls $ 945,000
-Engineering & Design 77,000
Supervision & Administration 73,000
‘Subtotal-HAHDWVILLE_UNIT

_ CHALMETTE UNIT
"Lands & Damages -

latest Estimate

to Congress

Current

. FY 1981 Budget

$ 1,140,000

$ 1,095,000

$ 7,165,000

‘Relocations - %,8%5,000
Levees & floodwalls 91,900,000
Permanent Operating Equip. . 21,000
Engineering & Design 7,875,000
Supervision & Administration v 6,874,000

SubtotaIQGHkLMETTEwUNIT . $117,670,000

1/ Based on-actual cost of completed work.
2/ Includes $3,000 for U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
_2/ Increase due to benefit reanalysis and envirommental studye.

Estimate

$ 1,140,000

2,070,000

162 870,000
- 8,060,000

5,605,000

$179,745,000

%0 benefit reanalysis and environmental study.

$ 1,000,000

77,000
78,000
$ 1,155,000

$ 7,180,000
3,920,000
106,305,000
- 21,000
9,080,000
8,189,000
$134,695,000

2/

$ 55,000
8. 0

1) wWSpPYuTmucs

1 Fov

New Orleans District

Chénge from Latest o

Congress

Total

0
+385,000°
‘+765035r900

‘+2;6901000

+2,5%5,000

$+81,645,000 -

~+5,000

3 +60,000

$  +15,000
+85,000 -

+14,405,000

+1,205,000 -

+1,315,000
$+17,025,000

Price
- Level

- +385,000
+76,035,000
+2,670,000
+2,535,000

$+81,625;OOO'

§  +55,000

+5,000

3 +60,000

$ +15,000

~ +85,000
+14,619,000

+1,185,000

+1,315,000
$ 17,219,000

Other

+ +20,000 1/

'$ +20,000

-214,000 1/
+20,000 3/

$-194,000

7 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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' LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

FINANCIAL DATA: (Continued)

d. Comparison of Project Full Funding Total Cost Estimate. - (Continued)

Latest Estimate o ~ _ Change from Latest to Congress
: to Congress Current Price _
Feature - FY 1981 Budget = Estimate _ ~Total , Level Other

GRAND TOTAL (Federal &

. $681,000,000 1/ $892,000,000 4/ *+211,000,000v$f191,132,000.$+19,868;000 -

Non-Federal S ( 1,
Total Federal:Cost - . = 504,360,000 2/ . 66%,000,000 5/7/ + 156,640,000 +150,701,000 + 5,939,000
Total Non-Federal Cost:r i :*1765640,000;2] 231,000, OOO~6[:] :",f54,360,000 - +40,431,000 - +1%,929,000
. Cash Contrlbutlon : 135,703,000 186,071,000 + +50,368,000 +38,268,000 +12,100,000
Other : ‘ '40 937 000 44,929,000 9/ +3%,092,000 + 2, 163 000 - + 1,829,000 v
1/“ Includes $220 OOO 000 for an’ estlmated 1nflatlon allowance from 1 October 1979 through the. constructlon
period.
2/ ~Includes $16t 556vOOO for'anvestlmated‘lnflatlonmallowance from- 1 October 1979 through the construciton

period.
3/ Includes
4/ Includes

‘period.
.5/ Includes
- period.

b§/f'1nc1udesi
7/ Includes
“fitiire non<Federal reimbursement of $46,000,000 ; ultimate estimate non-Federal cost is $277,000 »000.

E/ Excludes
;g/"Includes

$58,444, OOO for an estimated 1nflatlon allowance from 1 October. 1979 through the construction period.

5$411 132,000 for an: estlmated inflation allowance from 1 October 1979 through -the comstruction

$312 257,000 for an: estimated 1nflat10n allowance from 1 October 1979 through the constructlon

$98,875,000 for an estimated inflation allowance from 1 October 1979 through the construction-period.

future non-federal yreimbursement of ' $46,000,000; ultimate estimate Federal cost is- .$615,000,000.

$25 379 000 for lands and damages and $19 550,000 for relocations.

E&D is 6. O% of the constructlon ‘coste
S&A is 5.0% of ‘the constructlon and E&D costs.

R - ¥ Contlngen01es. - The estlmate 1ncludes $116, 469 000 for cont1n9enc1es which is 18% of the uncompleted

worka

The estimate. last presented to Congress included $80 978,000 for contingencies which was 17% of the uncompleted

worke.
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LAXE PORTCHARTRAIN, LA, ARD VICINITY

FINANCIAL DATA- (Contlnued)

f. PFirmness of Federal Cost 1"stlmad:e. - The current estimate is of Survey, GDM and Feature DM scope and
reliabili ty-with costs adjusted to actual: cost of completed work; 1 October 1980 price levels on remaining work;
and an inflation“allowance through' the construction periocd. The total cost estimate is firm, except for
' ad’ustments whlch w111 be requlred upon completlon of the remalnlng GDM's and Feature DM's.

ApproPrlatlon Hlstory. -

Approprlatlonwﬁlstory Loge e '-~?ka981 Budget History . R - FY 1982'Budget Request

Tstal thru -~ FY 1976 - ’$69,0043000'1/%" o+ IMVD Recommendation $18,500,000 - L .. $15,400,000
1lowsnce for 1976 C R OCE . Recommendation 12,300,000 : . 15,400,000
P~Quarter 5,135,000« +-OMB- Allowance: .. 10,800,000 . f R
‘FY 1977 10,575,000 ' House Allowance . ' 13,000,000 -
FY t978 . 7,500,000 ' Senate Allowance 10,800,000
FY 1979 230,000 . . ‘Conferees Allowance :
-FY 1980 13,160,000 " Work Allowance ' 10,000.000_2/‘
FY 1981 . 10,000,000 2[2/ ~Capability . . | 10,800,000
Total to Date $115, 604 000 ' ‘
1/ Initial. construction funds recelved in FY 1967.
g/‘ Includes $20,000 to be transferred to U.S. Fish and Wildllfe Serv1ce.
2/'*Reflects '$800,000 reduction as31gned ‘as. sav1ngs and sllppages.

Capablllty.-

- R T ~ . 9" LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY



LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

FINANCIAL DATA: (Contimued)

. i Transfersi =

FY 1980:

Fro

do
do.
do

LakerPontchartféin, '

% Vicinity -

FY 1981: None.

Anticipatedé Noﬁe.

m
r

do
do

do ] , JE R :
-~ Red River Waterway-Mississippi :
' - Sep 80"

River to Shreveport.

Lake Pontchartrain & Vicinity -

j« Unobligated and.Unexpendgd‘Balances. -

Unobligated Balance
Undelivered Orders
Unexpended Balance

Month of

Transfer

May 80

Jun 80
Jun 80
Jul 80

End of FY 1980

olo o

Amount

$1,042,000

$1,097,000

$ 283,000
$1,238,000

. - A e AMTIATE A TVMTYL.A TAT T oA

15 September 1980
New Orleans District

Reason

To cover greater expenditures

- than programmed for on-going

contracts.

“do-

do.
do
Funds are. available due to
$500,000 contract earnings

' being less than anticipated.-

Funds are required to fund ongoing
contracts. - '

Estimated at End
of FI 1981

<3|c><5

ANETY. - UTATNTAY
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

FINANCIAL DATA: (Continued)

k. uomparlson of Bids. - (Continued)

. Current
Fo. of Low High ~ Government Last Est. Current BEst. Working
Iten Bidders . Bid e Bid -+ Estimate to Congress  to Congress Estimate
Chalmette-Sta. 370~ . ; - ‘ | :
682, 2nd Lift. - B A $374;950_1/" $1,280,793 $1,074,805  $1,395,000 ,° $790,000 - 81,000,000

1/ Contractor has claimed an error in bid. It is'anticipated that claim will be allowed and that the next low
bid ($959,750) will be accepted. . : _ : . .

1« Maintenance. = = _

_ Federal. Operation and maintenance of Seabroook Lock, and Rigolets Lock and nav1gatlon channel will be
the responsibility of the United States. Seabrook Lock will be maintained as a feature of the H1s31331pp1 River -~

- Guif Outlet project. Rigolets Lock and Navigation channel will be maintained and operated by the United States;

.the costs involved will, however, be borne by. local interests who will proV1de a cash contribution equal to the
capitalized value of the estimated annual maintenance charge for the lock. ' The estimated annual Federal
maintenance cost is $469,000. ‘ :

Non-Federal. . . The estimated annual Non—Federal cost for maintenance is $807 OOO 1nclud1ng 3334 000 for
replacements. (Refer to YDTO-13, Local Cooperatlon)

STATUS AND SCHEDULE:

a. Scheduled Completion Dates:

. Last Presented Present
- Feature s o to Congress: - Schedule - BExplanation of Change
NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT L » - ' , .
Pumping Plants . Sep 85 Sep 84 Non-federal item. Schedule developed

by local interestse.

11 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN,-LA., AND VICINITY
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iLAKE»PONTCHADTRAIr LA., AND VICINITY

STATUS AND SCHEDU’L": {Zontinued)

‘:ub-‘ Performance:; ?Y 81

' ]LastFPresénted' ' ‘ o Preseéent

"tb'CongrESS/Item' . ‘ o  Schedule . ' Remarks

NEW ORLEANS EAST ’U:v"xi'g (Cont'd)

 Continues - S ‘ _ : :
‘New Orleans East Back Levee-Sta. _ Do “Delayed 1 month due to local interests
- T73- 1006 (2nd Llft) o ' o Initiate not providing rights-of-way as scheduled.
Not Presented- : v ‘ ‘ v ‘ '
" .New-:Orleans Easr, Scuth Point to G I.WW. . Initiate & " Delayed 8 months due to ‘design
‘L&N Railroad Gate . ... . Complete ’ modifications.

\kCHALMETTE UNIT

'Inltlate."u. .
Station 945 to 1117 3d Lift and Pipeline o , _ o
Failure 24 Lift . Delayed Delayed 8 months due to manpower
' limitations.
Complete: L ' ) : o :
I.H.N.Co East Slde-North of . Florlda SIS © o Initiate .. Delayed 8 months due. to local interests not
Avenue (Levee and Flood- ' _ - © . providing right-of-way as scheduled and
"iwall)ﬁand ‘Sta. 9+80.t0 . - ‘ - ‘ 7T months for local interest design
65+00, 2nd Lift , v ’ modifications.
‘Not presented: e ' :
Bayou Dupre Foreshore , oo : Initiate & ' New item added to correct design dificiency.

Protection - ‘ - ‘ Complete

.- e e mmuve s A e - .a LRI ITTATATYMV



LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., ARD VICIRITY

STATUS AND SCHEDULE: (Continued)

Ce ‘ConstructiOn Difficulties:

15 September 1980
New Orleans District

PFVSICAL DATA. CHANGES: . Physical data are the same as last presented to Congress.

OTHER DATA CHANGES: Rons.

LOCAL. “OOPERATION'x (Refer'to YDTO-13)

e nghts-of-way Schedule for Items whlch could be Initiated in the Remainder of

the Current Fiscal Year and

in the Budget Flscal Year.

‘Ttem of Work
NEW ORLEANS BAST UNIT
Citrus Back Levee, sta. 203 1o
219 and 272 to- 280, Floodwall
Hew Orleans. East South. P01nt
o GIWW,. .L&N R/R Gate
New Orleans East Back Levee,
Sta. 773 to 1006, 2nd Lift
New Orleans East Lakefront. Levee,
Paris Road to South P01nt Gap
Closuresi:
Citrus Back Levee Capplng

CHALMETTE UNITNZ‘- ‘:

THNC East-North of Florida Ave.,

Levee and Floodwall and
Sta. 9+80 to 65+00, 2nd Lift
Sta: 65 to 360, 2nd Lift,
V1c1n1ty of Paris Road Bridge
(Floodwall)

Action taken

'.;by District

Requested May 76

Requested Jul 79

‘Requested Apr 80

To be requested Jan 81

To be requested Nov 80

Requested_Feb 75

- Requested Apr 80

Requested Apr 80

Scheduled Date for
Receipt of R/W

‘Date R/W
Was Obtained

Scheduled
Award Date

. Mar 8

Oct 80 1/

~'Jan 80 1/
Sep 80 1/

—
l_-l_.
NN

Feb 8

Apr 81

- 0ct 80

Oct 80 1/

Jan 81
Dec 80

Oct 80

Jun 81
Apr 81

Jun 81
Jan 81

Mar 81

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND V.

Ty
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LAXE POHTCHARTRAIN,.LAQ, ARD VICINITY

LOCAL COODERATION (ccnt’a)

.e. nghts of-way (Cont d)

S b e ; v Ao$ion'Taken R Scheduled Date for -~ = Date R/Wi_.‘ Scheduled
Item of Work ‘fg<v % ... .. by District = =~ . _ Receiptof R/W Was Obtained - Award Date

CHALMETTE UNIT,- (Conzld) -
'Sta. 1121-1568, tst Enlgt, = Requested Jun 75 ‘ ‘Mar 81 1/ - ‘Sep 81
~Verret Ploodwall = e 3 N : T SR L » o

Sta. 945-1117 3rd Lifv & o o AR
Pipeliné Failure, 2nd Lift Lo Po be requested Nov 80 - © Sep 81 1

Nov 81

FrT e e
Caernarvon Floodwall Capping Requested Jul 80 - . 'Sep 801/ SRR Oct 80

Bayou Dupre Foreshore ProteCtlon ' ‘HRequested Jul 80 f AT S o - Aug 801/ ce0et- 80

1/ “Right‘of‘entryQ- Avaiiab5e=vithin presenf R/W;'
PROBLEMS: All questlons were fully answered in last year s approprlatlon hearlng.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

- Inner Harbor Nav1gatlon Canal Floodlng. - Subsequent o progect authorization, owners of" lndustrles
‘located along the THNC on the floodside of the hurricane protectlon complained that the authorized Seabrook Lock,
located at the Lake Pontchartraln termlnus ‘of - the IHNC, would increasethe hurrlcane surge elevation in the THNC
by eliminating lakeward flow. 1n the. oanal. Further, in the fall of’1967, owneérs requested from the late Senator
Ellender, and ‘Senatsor Russell Long and the Late Congressman Hale ‘Boggs “and the late Congressman Hebert that
consideration. be given. to prov1@1ng protection to industries along the IHNC located on the floods1de of the
protectlon system.

» (1) By Letter Report "Lake Pontchartrain, La., and Vicinity - Report on Controlling Elevation of
Seabrook’ Lock™, thé District Englneer recommended that the controlling elevation of the Seabrook Complex Rock Dike
be reduced from:13%.2 Teet to T.2 feet m«Sele -The reduction will decrease the surge elevation in the IHNC north of
its junction ‘with MR-GO for hurrlcanes on tracks critical to the canal by allowing lakeward flow, thus reducing
flood damages: to industries on the banks of the canal north of the MR-GO. The reduction of the controlling
‘elevation of the Seabrook Rock Dike from 13.2 to 7.2 feet m.s.l. was approved by the Office of the Chief of
Engineers on 12. January 1967. Further, the Seabrook Lock complex is being designed to include a flow structure on
the east side of the lock to glve greater flexibility in control of salinity, flood stages, excessive current.
velocities in the IHNC, and to satisfy riparian flow requirements. The general design memcrandum provides for a
control structure with vertical life gates %o accomplish that control.

14 TAKR PONTCHARTRATN. LA.. AND VICINITY



15 September 1980
New Orleans District

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN' LA., AND VICINITY

ADDITIONAL INFORMATIOH-' (Continued)

a,: Inner Harbor Wav1gatlon Canal Floodlng.‘— (Continued)

(2), A-study‘was performed 10, determlne the feasibility of constriucting a floodgate-type structure to
prevent hurricane surges, occurring in the Lake. Borgne, from enterlng the IHNC. Insofar as possible, location of
the structure considered conditions which would provide maximum benefits and be least detrimental to navigation.

‘ mhe three locatlons con31dered are: ”,p__f SR ) ‘ : o : =

,(1) 1n the THNC aust north of its Juncture with the HRGO
- (2) in the ‘MRGO just east of its juncture with the IHNC and
(3) in the HRGO in the viclnlty of Parls Road brldge o

-

A meetlng was held on 17 !arch 1969 w1th representatlves of local interests to discuss the results of’our -
Studies. It was explained that none of the plans considered were found to be economically justified. Further

i. benefits claimed for the plan located in the MR-GO in the vicinity of the Paris Road bridge do not include any

benefits that would result from construction of the proposed port development along the south bank of the MR-GO
from the IHNC to Paris Road. Plans for the port development had not advanced to a stage where it could be

-determined :what the plan of improvement was: to. consist of or when it was to be accomplished. Representatives of
the Board of Commissioners of the Port of New Orleans indicated that they would furnish additional information =~
concerning the proposed port development. In December 1969 the Dock Board announced the proposed "Centroport”

. concept which is the plan of development for the port to occupy both banks of the MR-GO from the IHNC to the
GIWW.. In conJunctlon with these plans, it has been proposed that a structure be placed ‘in the MR-GO south of its -
juncture with'the GIWW and connected by levee to another gated facility in the shallow draft waterway. The
benefits of such-a: ‘plan are based on construction savings due to lower floodwall and levee elevation requirements
and increased operating efficiencies for Centroport. However, the slow pace of the port development in this area
and the- completlon of . thehigher floodwalls and levees in’ the 1nter1m have largely negated any benefits which

‘might. have resulted- from this plan. .

b. Florida Avenue Complex. - The addition of :a major pumping station has been approved for the Florlda Avenue
Complex along with other structural modlflcatlons, ‘including ellmlnatlon of vertical 1ift gates in the. drainage
canal. ~Local interests had requested consideration of the pumping station and are committed ultimately to its
construction. - Because of the large funding requirement for ‘the pumping station, local interests have now
' requested:"that’ the vertical lift gates in the drainage canal be restored as part of the approved plan. These are
the only gaps left in the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal levee system. Since several years will be required for
financing and design of the pumping station, the Corps intends to build the gates. The current cost estimate
includes the vertical 1lift gates and the pumping station.

- . = . 15 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN LA., AND VICINITY

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Zontimued)

B - Sts Charies Parish Lakefront Levee. - In view of the need for further environmental studies as well as the
1nclu31on of Bayous LaBranche and Trepagnier 1n the Loulslana Natural and Scenlc Rlver System,_the construct*on of
this levee has been deferred. .

d. Handev1lre Seawalr. The Mandeville Unit portion of the project had previously been placed in an
indefinite category due tc local interests. ob;ectlons to the project. St. Tammany Parish Police Jury refused wo
furnish the flnanc;a‘ ‘dgsurgncess’ (Refer to YDTO-14, Current Status of’ Assurances, Lake Pontchartrain Barrﬂer
Plan. )’ By virtue of a meeting on. % July and a letter dated. 8 August 1978, the mayor of Mandeville indicated
interegt - in the seawall reépairs. ,@y letter dated 18 April 1979, local interests stated their intent to give
assurances for the Mandeville Seawall subject. to their approval of the proposed scope of work and the estlmated
Ccoste Consequentry, the andev1‘le Un -ccmpletlon aate has been establlshed as September 1982.

_ 3 Report of" Slgnlflcant Post-Authorlzatlon Changes.} In compllance with OCE letter dated 2% November 1973,
subgect Lake Pontchartrain, Louigiana and. Vlclnlty, Lake Dontchartran.n Barrler Plan Report on size seléction,
Chef Menteur Navigation. Structure and the'Blgolets and Seabrook Locks," and LMVD 1st Ind thereto, a significant
post-authorizatlon change revort was prepared and ‘submitted by NOD for review ‘and ‘approval on 7 January 1974. The
‘report: was refurned by OCE on 16 December 1974 for additional information. A Public Meeting was held on
22 February 1975 in whlcn comments Were recelved on the sizes of the navigation structures. Additional work on
the report was delayed until a review of the previous sizing decisions could be -made. This review was completed
and a new report was-.submitted on 25 June 1976. This report, which covers the Rigolets Lock only, was approvei by
‘OCE.-on:. 2% September 1976, subject to agreement with ‘the local sponsor, whlch has been,subsequently recelve

: f. Save Our Wetlands Sult.ﬂ Save Our Wetlands, Ince, flled suit on 8’ December 1975 in United States Dlstrlct
~Court for the Fastern District cf Loulslana against the New Orleans Dlstrlct Eng1neer, the Secretary of tbe Army,
~.the Admlnlstrator of the an1ronmental.Protectlon Agency, and the President of the- Orleans Levee Board. The Clio
" Sportsman’s League -Joined the suit on 21 June 1976. The sult alleges the follow1ng~ - A

] (1)“-that the regional cumulatlve Env1ronmental Impact Statement should be accompllshed prlor to proceeding
with the project;
(2). that the Corps has not complied with the conditions of flnal approval by the Env1ronmental Protection
Agency of Section 404 requlrements of ‘the Federal Water Pollution Control Act;
(%) that the Corps has not completely eliminated the St. Charles Parish lakefront levee as required by the
Environmental Protection Agency. - The suit also seeks to have the New Orleans East lakefront levee removed and to
have three openings for tidal interchange provided under the Southern Railroad embankment. '

16 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., ARD VICINITY

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: {Cont'd)

£, Save:Our Wetiands Suit. - (Cont'd)

- The Government moved To dlsmlss the. lawsuit based on -laches and the contention that the allegations of the
'plalntlffs were not riabie 1o trial in & court of Justlce under the National Env1ronmental Policy Act.. A hearing
‘'was heid on 5 November 1376 and the court denied the motion on 7 December 1976. In addition, a hearing was held
“on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee Dlstrlct 8" (a co- defendant) motlon %o dlsmlss issues regarding assurances
for the progect.’ The court denied “the motlon. - Om 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, of ‘the Federal :
- District Court in New: Orieans, ‘issued an order en301n1ng any further constructlon of the Chef Menteur and ngolets
-»Complexes, New Orieans East ‘Area (East of Paris Road), and the Chalmette Area of the progect until a new
environmentai ‘statement:’ 1s prepared. We are currently asse331ng the p0331ble 1mpacts of that order as they relate
to the. problem -at hand. - : - ‘ ‘ »

’On 8, 10, and 27 March‘1978 Judge Charles Schwartz llfted the 1nqunct10n on. the New Orleans East Area (East of
Paris Road) and on. 10 Narch 1978 he llfted the 1n3unct10n on the Chalmette Area Plan. ‘

On 12 Aprll 1977 an unlncorporated a33001at10n of cltlzens and property owners flled sult agalnst the progect 1n
an effort to.force .comstruction of- the St. Charles Parish Lakefront levee whlch is 1ndef1n1tely deferred for’
env1ronmental reasons or in the event the levee 1s not bullt to force’ the Government to purchase lands in-

St. Charles Parish which may otherw1se be subJect to tidal flood1ng. The U.S. Attorney ‘sought: dismissal on* the .
grounds that the ‘piaintiffs lacked cause of action upon .which relief could be granied by the court. At a 17 May
1978 hearing, ‘Judge Charies Schwartz declared that the suit was premature and deferred further cons1derat10n untll
completlon of the rev1sed EIS. ‘ :

- St Tammany Parish Pollce Jury Sult.; This agency has also flled a lawsult on 30 March 1977 attacklng the
project. The1r sult was 31m11ar to- the Save Our Wetlands suit and was comblned with that su1t. :

h. St.'Charles Parish Suit. A group of 1nd1v1duals in St. Charles Parish filed suit on 12 April 1977 seeking
construction of the St. Charles portion of the project which has been indefinitely deferred. At a 17 May 1978
hearing, Judge Charles Schwartz -declared the suit was premature and deferred further con31derat10n untll
completlon of the reviged EIS: :

i+ Deferred Payment Plan. The modification authorized by the Water Resources Development Act of 1974,
whereby local interests may agree to pay the unpaid balance of the cash payment due with interest in yearly
installments, has provided immediate relief to local interests. Initial cash payments were received from local
interests in FY 1977 and they have expressed their appreciation of the plan.
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

- ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Continued)

i« Larger Structures at pioolats'and“Chef‘Men’teur. “The originally pianned location for the Rigolets contro:
sTructure was in a mew, manmade cut through the Fort Pike penlnsura. It was later. determined that a siting of the
new structure in the narurar pass wouid be more economlcal. “Po insure that the flow and salinity regimens tested
in the orlﬂlnar ‘model =°udy ‘of the pruJect area would still ‘be wvaliid- wlth the new locafion, a model of the.
?1gorets area with the new location was prepared and-has been ‘tésted. - Based on results of these model studies, a
letter wds sent To LNVD on 5 August 1977 recommendlng an - increase in the cross 'se€ctional area for the’ ngolets
Control Structure from- 259 1o %5% of ‘the cross sectional ‘area of the existing channel and a shift in the structure
250 feet eastward to achieve the design goals. :

'. ‘Based on the resuits obtalned from the Rigolets analytlcal studles, thé Chef Menteur control structure was
investigated for ‘possibie - deflclency -of" dlscharge ‘capacity ‘and high-velocities. The analytical studies indicatved
‘that the Chef Menteur contror ‘striacture needed to be enlarged ‘simiiariy.  No shift in:its location was needed.
Both of these changes were approved by ‘the Division Engineér, Tower ‘Mississippi Valley Division, :with the _
Stlpulatlon that a post—authorlzatlon change report be submltted. ‘The post-authorization change was approved by
LMVD on 16 December 1977. . p ' ' : ’ .

k. Tainter Gate Study. The feasibility of providing tainter gates in lieu of vertical 1lift gates at both the
Chef Menteur and’ ngOLetS ‘controi ‘stTructures ‘has been investigated. The main advantage of tainter gates is the
much shorter operating time of- 45 mimites compared ‘to-6 hours for ‘the vertical 1ift gates.. Also the tainter gates
“.could be: operated from ‘a remote 'station, ‘whereas vertical ‘1ift gates would have to be operated by people on the
‘Structures during bad. weather conditions on the ‘approach of-a hurrlcane..~A recemmendation to use talnter gates
instead of vertical 1ift gates was inciuded in ‘the 5’ August 1977 Tetter “to IMVD: requesting the changes in the
- 8izes of the: Rigolets. and .Chef. 1enteur ‘Control Structuré. This was also approved by LMVD and is included in the
Post=Authorization Change report approved ‘by LMVD on 16 ‘December 1977.

Because of the w1despread rnterest whlch had been expressed ‘with regard to the ‘Barrier portlon of the project, the
~ Sub- Committee of Water Resources of the House Public Works and Transportation Committee held a hearing in
New-Orleans on 5 February 1978. The purpose of the hearing was to obtain information on the hurricane protection
_plan for the progect and %o give interested partles an - opportunlty to make thelr views known.

. 1. Chalmette Unlt Economlc Analys1s. Since the Chalmette Unit is a separate entlty from .an englneerlng,

‘hydrological and-economic standpoint, the court has required that a separate economic reanalysis for this Unit be
conducted” separate ‘and"‘apart from the Lake Pontchartrain Hurricane Protection project ecomomic reanalysis. This
reanalysis will be performed jointly with the EIS revision which, whem completed, will reflect two benefit/cost
‘ratios (one for ‘the’ Chalmette Unit'and one for the remainder of the project).

13  LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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LAKE DONTCHARTRAIN ‘LA, AND VICINITY *

EﬂVIROWHENTAL INFORHATION'

2e Status of Env1ronmenta¢ Impact Stateméenis - The final statement was fiied with: CEQ on 9:January 1975. By
court order dated 30 December. 1977, a new environmental impact statement has been ordered. The revised draft
environmental 1mpact statement is scheduled to be submltted to the Env1ronmenta1 Protectlon Agency in May 1982 and
,t“e flna; statement in !arch 1983. ‘ - - , ; : .

b,; Changes in Environmentai Impact Statement'Scheduling. - .

(1Y FY'1981bBﬁdget'Sﬁbmissicn.- mhe rev1sed flnal,EIS was scheduled <o be submitted to EPA in May 19082,

- (2); FY 1982 Budget Submission. : The: deiay from the FY’1981 Budget Subm1331on is- due %o the great technlcal
comprexlty of the physical,” cheaicai and biological transport studies reguired at: Seabrook, Chef Menteur Pass. and
- Rigoiets Pass and’ dlfflculty in’ flndlng qualified environmental contractors- for the required: studies. : This has
resulted in a sr1ppage in the EIS schedule of approxlmately 10 months. 0f the two comtracts. 1nvclved for the .
’srudles, one was: awarded 27T December 1979 and the cther was awarded on:13 February 1980. T

c. Environmental Oppos1t10n. - The known environmental oppos1t10n $0 the Lake Pontchartraln, Lou1s1ana and
Vlclnlty Hurrlcane Protectlon prugect 1s summarlzed below' : :

(1) The Orleans Audubon Soclety opposes the d1sposa1 and pondlng of dredged materlal in the marshes along the
Chef and ngOLets Passes, along ‘the MR-G0 ‘and in New" Orleans Bast, and the proposed borrow area .on Apple ‘Pie Ridge
along US qlghway 90.  They believe these dlsposal and borrow plans will destroy valuable marshland that Louisiana
cannot afford to lose. “They also recommend that levees' be built around populated -areas only -and elimination of
the barrler plan. o

(2) The Loulslana Wlldllfe Federaclon recommends that the St. Charies Parish segment be eliminated from the. -
progect plan because it will instigate: further encroachment ‘and ‘deterioration of :a rapidly dwindling and fragile
" marsh ecosystem., ‘They feel that the ‘piacing of ‘the" barrler ‘structures as proposed on.the Rigolets and Chef -

Menteur Pass may have severe, 1rrevers1ble consequences ‘on”the delicate balance which dlfferentlates between the
fine llne which constltutes a fresh and 4 sallne marsh ecosystem. Co =

(3) ‘The'Slerra Club‘ Delta Chapter believes that wetlands represent economic, environmental and recreational
values which are far more important to the public interest than the claimed benefits from developing such lands
for ‘increased’ taxes. For this reason they recommend that the project should be used to protect existing
settlement, and not to encourage 1ntens1ve development 'in one of the large fLood plains between the Mississippi
River and the Gulf of Mexico..

- : . o
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LAKEVPOHTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICIRITY

ERVLMOSHEHTAL INFORMATION: /“ontinued)

c. Environmentai Opposition. (Continued)

(4) The Bonnet Carre Rod and Gun Club and the St. Charles Environmental Council oppese the St. Charies Parish
ievee segment as it is now proposed.- They favor a hurricane protection levee generally along Airline Highway (US
Hwy 61) in St. Charies Parish. They believe this alinement would be environmentally acceptable and wouid Stlll
protect the presentiy deveroped areas in St. Charles Parish.

(5)' The Clio-Sportsman's League of New OrLeans -position 1s that they favor hurricane protectlon but oppose
the "so: calied"” ‘policy of unnecessary prlvate land enhancement at the expense of the public and the environmente.
r"hey—-oplne that' the barriers with its borrow, disposal and ponding areas and accompanying future developments will
piay a. ieading role in the destruction- of Lake Pontchartraln and;, eventually, the. entire Maurepas, Pontchartrain,
r‘atberlne .and Borgne estuary system. 1 , : : .

(6) The St mammany Envlronmentar ‘Council is of ‘the ‘opinidn. that the acknowledged and potentlal adverse
env1ronmental and economic 1mpact ‘of the- Lake Pontehartrain, Louisiana and Vicinity. hurrlcane protectlon plan far
outweigh the benefits our population may receive ‘in: the form of hurrlcane protectlon.

(7) The St. Tammany Sportsman s League is opposed to the Fioodgates at the ngolets because thej'say it
Wlll destroy the 1nterp;ay ‘between the 1ake and the- marshes, which supplies 50 percent of all nutrients that feed
the! flora angd fauna in Lake. Pontchartraln. "The loss of ‘these nutrients will result in. the death of the lake,”
they opine. - : R S :

(8) The Environmental Deferse Fund: has- expressed concern'regarding the whole- project, more specifically the .
New Orleans East Area.i They consider the wetlands in the New Orleans Fast Area are still viable and could be
restored to. a’ “high level of product1v1ty given: appropriate redesign of- the  levees,. provision for tidal flows. and
water 31rculat10n and’ strlngent regulatlon of dredge, flll and dralnage activities in- accordance with the Corps
regulatlons and. wetland podlcy. : : : : :

20. LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY
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LAKE PORTCHARTRATX, LA., AND VICINITY

ENVIRONMENTAL INFOR¥ATION: (Continued)

de Other Environmental Opinions.

(1) The TS ?1sh and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service have fuily cooperated in
developing a pian for hurricane protection for the metropoiitan area of New Orleans that will alieviate, to the
.fullest extent fea31k¢e, any project impacts on the fish: and wiidlife resources in the area. Both have orrosed
the St.. Char;es Parish ievee, as presently proposed and have made specific recommendatlons in. the oth segments
‘of _the progecc ™ he;v mlnlmlze the destructlve features of the progect. :

(2) The ”nv1ronmenta; Protectlon Agency has also” fully cooperated in helplng us - to. deve;op an.
env1ronmenta;;y feasibie plan+ In their review of the statement of findings for the plans for p;acement of
dredged materia. for this proaect they stated that tidal interchange should be allowed into the New Orieans East
‘carea until. deve;oped areas are threatened and' that the Seabrook Lock. should be: constructed as - soon -as. p0331b;e in

order to reduce sa.t. water 1ntru31on into Lake Pontchartraln. : :

(3) The‘Louisiana‘Wild Life and Fisheries CommiSsion expressed concern regarding damages 1o productive
oyster beds near the Chef Menteur Barrler Structure. ' In the spirit of full cooperation, they have reguested that
* the design of the ponding areas and wing ‘walls for the Chef structure be -coordinated with.them and that a periodic
review and evaiuation regarding the effects of the other projéct works on fish and: wildiife resources be scheduled
‘.durlng the entire constructlon period. This will insure the minimum destruction of the fish and wildiife

resources.. “They have stated that the Seabrook Complex wili provide the capablllty fbr managing saiinities w1th1n
the lake. .
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

e« Eovironmental Studies.

(1) A contract has been entered into with L. Eugene Cronin, PhD. to develop an assessment of the
_environmenta: effects ¢f the proposed barrier structures (Chef, Rigolets and Seabrook) and to recommend any
modifications if needed 1o these structures to improve the environmental effectiveness of these structures.

(2) A contract has been entered into with Louisiana State University to prepare an inventory and analysis
of the environmentsi components in Lake Pontchartrain and its surrounding wetlands. This will provide the base
conditiom with which to compare the after condition. This will insure an adequate analysis of the effects of the
project on salinity reglmens within Lake Pontchartrain. and on ingress and egress of marine and estuarine organism
through Chef Mernteur and the Rigolets Passes. It will also determine the value of the ‘surrounding marshiands to
the life systems within the lake and define the interactions between the lake and marsh and thus the effects of
varled land use on both syStems.

(3) The'“ﬁﬂ 1n their rev1ew of ‘the’ 4O4~proceed1ngs has requested us to-study whether the drainage
structures in. the uouth Point to GIWW levee c¢an be changed with regards to their operation. They: would aike o
see -the structuros remain’ open” durlng normal tidal conditions<to nourish the marsh in New Orleans. East with the
lake water. The Loulslana Wildlife Federation and the US Fish and Wildlife Service are supportive of this
recommendatlon.' ¥e are’ coordlnatlng with the Orleans Levee District, the Sewerage and Mater Board,: the Mosqulto
Control Board ‘and ‘the City Planning Commission to obtaln zhelr views on chls recommendatlon. A report on this
matter w111 be presented in the rev1sed FIS. ‘ ' ‘ : ,

(4) ‘The New Orreans Clty Plannlng Commission has requested us' to study the p0551b1¢1ty of purcha81ng
wetlands out31de The protected area to mltlgate the loss of wetlands’ 1ncluded in the pIOJeCt-‘ This study will Dbe
lnltlated in the near future. Ty : : - . -
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LAYE DOFTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

- - f. Status and Impact of Compliance with Section 404, Federal Water Pollution Control act of 1971. - In
respo“se 10 a request from former Congressman ¥. Edward Hebert, the New Orleans District conducted a public
meeting to discuss the entire project on 22 February 1975. A portion of this meeting was dedicated to a
rresentation of methods for the disposal of dredged effluents for all portions of the project with the exception
of the St. Charies Lakefront Levee, as required by Sectiom 404 of the Federal Water Pollution Act of 1972. The
qta*ement'of Flndlngs on the meeting was forwarded to the Environmental Protection Agency on 22 August 1975 for
review and approvai. Approva; of the plan for the disposal of dredged material was granted on 1 October 1975
cuntlngen? upon .the complete ellmlnatlon of “the Sts Charles Parish portion of the project. . On 15 :October 1975,
ciarification of the status ‘of the St Char;es Parish Lakefrontlevee was provided to' the Environmental Protection
Agency to-indicate compliance with the condltlona; approval. "EPA has clarified their p031t10n by stating that
deauthurlzatlon of the levee’ is not essentlal to. meetlng their condition. -Furthermore, EPA stated that it was not
their intent 3o require the ellmlnatlon of ‘hurricane’ ‘protection studies in St.'Charies' Parlsh.j The: provisions of
SeCtlon 404 of the Clean Water Act;, fbr ‘those items ‘not ‘previcusly ‘covered, will be followed as detailed plans for
individual work items ‘are developed. “‘The - onxy 1tem in the FY 1982 budget requiring ‘such action is the Mandeville
Seawarr.u Compllance for the Mandev1lle SeaWall 1s soheduled to ‘bemet by & Seetion 404 {p)(r) evaluation in -the
third quarter of Flscal Year 1981, B Publlc Notice to be 1ssued in ‘the" third. quarter of FY 198%, a certlflcatlon
from the State of Louisiana in the fourth quarter of FY" ‘1981 and the Dlstrlct Englneer s 31gnature on the-

Sectlon 404 Eva;uatlon report in the: fourth quarter of FY 1981. :

: e v o . S | : ‘ e R
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DATA POR TESTIFYING OFFICERS ON FY 1982 CIVIL WORKS BUDGET. Yellhw Sechion

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY

AUTHORTZATION:

" Authorizat iq;_l;»’l_)qmments,

Estimated Cost and’

Am:hitn'i.zxﬂt*:im'nsw ; G : e R - : .Year: of Pa:iceal’.—'evelz..“,
FC Act of 1965 dated A program: for: protecctibn:‘fromrhﬁrricane flood $56r,2355960:'(1961)' 1/
27 October 1965 (PL 89—298) levels: at. New Orleams; LA and surrounding :
( i a3 E S areas: by means of levees, floodwalls, control: N

structures, navigation structures; locks, dams:
‘and drainage- scructwress.

Water Resources. Development Act A-modification of the FC Aet: of 1965° (PL 89—

of 1974 dated 7 March 1974. '~ 298) to provide that non-Federal: public: bodies:
(PL 93-251) Section 92 ~ may agree to pay: the unpaid balance: of the-
; ; £ty ‘ cash: payment: due- with iﬁt:ec:aeet, in- yearly:
installmentss. -~

1/ This is net cost to the Federal Government. The gross cost-is $60;185;0007. The: difference is: $3,950,000,.
- which is. cagitalized value: at: 3 percent: interest over: 100 years: for-O0&1 om: Rigolets: Lock which: is to be
contributed ‘by.local 1nterests and - asads Hy the: Federal Government for- project’ construction..

M-onetary--5utho-rizatiom, Full mqnegaryt aut;harizatinn was: provided® in the Flood Control: Act of 27 October 1965.

NEED: FOR: THE PMJE{:T The. pro. ject is: located  in-southeastern Touisiana: in-the vicinity of Lake: Pontchartrain:and’
includes the City of Neu Orleans. and surrounding areas. The:project area: is: susceptible to- flooding: from wind=
driven hurricane tides from Lake: ‘Pontechartrain, Lake: Borgne; and the Gulf’of:Mexico.. Historical®hurricanes:have
produced recorded stages up: to: 13 feet  on:the: southwest: shore: of the lake; 6.2" feet: at: the south: shore; 7:1° feet:
at the southeast shore, and’'7.7 feet  at the north shore. - The: protective-warks-have: been overtopped-and:developed:
areas flooded by surges from:hurricanes several times in: recent years.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY



LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA. AND VICINITY = - o , 15 September 1980
‘ ' ‘ - : New Orleans District

: NEED FOR THE PROJECT.‘ (Cont'd)

, ‘In 1915 the 7. 7 foot stage on the north shore "and the 13 foot stage on. the southwest shore caused
»;considerable floodin : : ‘

he»NEW'Orleans‘seawall was ag »naovertopped resultina in the floodin& of aboutw2:~f
nd- ommercial area in the lakefront area.

'?as low asy7vfeet below mean sea level, with a considerable portion 1ower than p A ,‘,,

. attending a- standard project hurricane would cause overtopping of all’ ex1sting protective “‘s by several feet
: and. ponding. as deep 'suléwfeet in the developed areas and the pumping system on which removal of all flood waters
Cis” deoende t would: ’inoperable for an extended period of time." This prolonged inundation would cause “enormous

927 77 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY
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NEED FOR PROJECT: (Cont'd)




LAKE PONTCHARTRAI“, LA. AND VICINITY ' , ' : e 15 September 1980
B R S ... New Orleanms District

PLAN OF IMPROVFME\'T' (Cont' d)

e+ A lock, rock dike, and control structure are to be constructed at Seabrook. The Seabrook complex is to
gerve..the. purposes of . (1 liminating, navigation dif‘zcu:ties due to' current velocities in the TInner Harbor
rNavigatlon tanal (2) reduction of hurricane ‘stages along the lakefront by controlling the surge entrance into
- Lake Pontchartr ynﬂthrougq ‘the Mississippi. River—Gulf Outlet and: Inner Navigation Canal, ‘(3),prevention of
.excessive salt water intru51on into Lake" Pontchartrain “and (&) assurlng satisfactory riparian flow'f“
requlrements.f s o : i ‘o ,

'f. Enlargement of ex‘st1ng 1evees, construction of‘new levees, ”a concrete-capped sheetpile wall are to be -
: 3 - 1«V‘es of the lnner Harbor Navigation Canal in New Orleans. <

ed. This -
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jorks in the vicinity of Chef
_East Levee was extended to

5. . LARE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY



i

LARE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA. AND VICINITY ‘ , S : : 15 September 1980
: ' : tNew Orleans District

CHANGE IN SCOPE: (Cont'd).

Year "";, . Change in Scope‘since AuthoriZation - ' Estimated Cost

~1967 B ”fﬁ‘In accordance with: the desires of local interests the project was again _
R "'_‘”‘modified under the discretionary authority of the Chief of Engineers to
- provide ‘protection to a larger area in the vicinity of New Orlean known.
. as ‘the Chalmette area. This change incorporated the- need to increase
y'flevee heights to ‘accomodate the. ‘new hurricane parameters. ' This modifi-
”'/cation will provide protection for an additional 18,800 acres. Th% letter
: 1din, ,modification was submitted to OCE on 12 December

| ‘ $1*2'f§3““933:;170'0'.*7 o

-dated 25 Sep 68 "Significant
_by the Office of Management

‘to- reduce floo
leyees by ‘perm

requirements and wWas based on informatlon received from local shipbuilding and related industries in the project
'area. ' ; S : : ‘

6 ' LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY



-LAKE ‘Poxfrcgagmuy,' 1A AND' VICINITY

e
g

¢ ; e , . o Y.

g X . : - ) ' B )

MAJOR CHANGVS IS DESIGN' (Cont d)

-The gize of“the ngolets ‘lock was increased from 84 feet wide-to 110 feet w1de., This change resulted from

a reevaluation of marine user: requirements and was based on information received from local shipbuilding and -

‘related iudustrles in the pro;ect area and on a system analysis of the GIWW system.

A3pum.?ng plant was added to the Florlda Avenue COmplex to provide uninterrupted drainage rTelief during: .

‘hurrlcane,;endw,ions.g .




" LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY | . a8 = ' 15 September 1980
‘ , " R - UEn il s New ‘Orleans District

STATUS AND SCHEDULE, PLANNING:

a. Dasign Yeunorandums. -

% Est% . Actual (®)
S , S A T T TS Co Complete: ; Complete : o QﬁﬂS¢héddl€dj(S)
CTtem L . ... 1558 30 Sep8 ___ Submission Date to IMVD

'VGbM- Supp..ho. 5—0r1eans ‘Parish Lakefront B T : . ‘ SRR
Sy ~ levees W. of IHNC to Orleans Marina RN RPN . ¢ BRS04 Sep 81 (S)
Supp. No[ SC-Orleans Parish Outfall ; R : ‘ o : -

Dec 82 (5)

< .8 - oo LARE PnNTCHARTRAIN;.ERgAND”VICtNrTYk‘



‘LAXE PONTCEARTRIAN, LA AND VICINITY

 STATUS AND SCHEDULE, PLANNING: (Cont'd)

b.  "Plans and Specifications. o : _ T e T e
T TR T T : R Cog 0 Actual (&) . ‘Scheduled
R I T = “Complete '  Complete = . - or Scheduled (8) = ~Award
: Item . I e s e e Sl ©¥5 Sep 80 30 -Sep 81 *Submiss:,. L. Bate Lo ITMVD. Date
 BARRIER UNIT R S AR R B oA ,,,~ﬂ7'
Se«a‘broox Lock and Outlet Structure G g e T B0 Jun ‘32 o Oet 82

: ”ﬁ?ianﬁ§2?2:t¢f2§1f "'.‘

Agprnved E}cft 75« R . Bep 8
’1ﬁ9”_, : w/a o fet 80

| Nov 8l

Bt g ~LAKEfPOSTCHARTR, N, 1A AND VICINITY




LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA., AND VICINITY o ' NI IR 15 September 1980
‘ SR e Lo ey .- New Orleans District

‘PHYSICAL DATA:

a. Land Requirements.

. (1) Scope, Status and Schedule of Acquisition' Acquisition of lands, easements, R/W and disposal areas
- is the responsibility of local interests. ‘ : L ‘ PR ‘ : :

:b; ﬂRecreation Facilities. Not applicable. :'>

'Easements»for‘disposalraréasfhre;the'responSihility'of'lqcalhiﬁterests,xu

s driven
~ the

"ks.‘

re degraded to-facilitate removalnof-flood“waters alonghwith supplemeutary”pumping. Depth of
: ' of‘September 1965 varied ‘to a maximum of approximatelyWIO‘feet in. urban areas,-

ne gﬂﬁhurricane in magnitude in part of the area.' The high order
elect dgbecause of the urban character of much of the region and the hazard to life..
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] GN _ 1':(‘C9i1t'fﬁd)

s Pro tected by | Autharized g
© ‘Works ‘Against Design Flood -
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 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA. AND VICINITY = | ' o ‘ .15 September 1980
| | | T S o BET  New Orleans District

- JUSTIFICATION:

:B. ,Flood:Hiétory;f-Legend:' Aetual‘Acres Elooded:(c)—(e);,ActueliSVDamages= (f)—(h);'N}O-=qut Operable.

: _ ‘ Damages (Dollars) : -
ePreventive at.. = . Preventable Under
Time of‘Floodlng Prevented Present nondit1on

'g Area (Acres)- A
. . ~Protected .~ - Protected
‘Plooded - With PrOJect . at Time'

L ,?1ood"fvNaturai"‘Wifhoutf-7in Full - . of _:e Without"With Project in ‘at ‘time. with PrOJect in -

S ; 5 TR - o 8

vflbate, . “ﬂSﬁageT "Projeetil Operetionf?.efzeFiOEng
@ m . © @ @ e @ m a2

',Project Full Operation ‘i of _Flood- ‘vFull Operation

91,500,000 90,000,000 60,000,000

000,000

Y

0 85,000,000 - N.0.

fﬁfSG,OOdf  1>JeN.o§: 3,420,000
5,300,000~ N.0. ‘1,100 000 -

QﬁlSaLl),'_-- . e

jsep 1956  Sep 1947
.5 ft. 5,46 ft.

6 49 fr.  7.18 fr.

Aug 1969
5 2 ft.

2/ October 1980 ﬁrice 1evels.

.¢;  Power. Not applicable.
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- LARE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA. AND VICTNITY | | ~ : o 15 Sevtemb"‘—"f Fa8a -
: , ' e T » K oo : . B - New Orleans

" LOCAL COOPERATION: '(Oct'o.be\r 1980 price levels)

protected areas; =

LA AND' VICINITY

3., . LAKE PONTCHARTRAL



LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY - R \ 15 September 1980
‘ o e B | i .0 New Orleans District.

. a. \equirements. (Cont‘d)

(7) nﬂa, tain and operate all features of the: wofr> Ans acoordance with regulations prescribed by. the o
Secretary of the Army, including levees, floodgates and approach channels, drainage strucrures, drainage ditches _

7 December 1.

14 " LARKE PONTCHARTRATN, LA AND VICINITY



' LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY

'LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'dy

de Gﬁfreﬁt‘SEatgg of”Assufances. (Cont d)

reason,
-effact

céoperation and ‘ yhe - aut

-approved @ half of he . United States on 7 December 1977.

15 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY



LAKE POKTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY o | ... . . .15 September 1980
' AT : R T T New-Orleans District

.First paymehts weré receivedgin FY‘1977.}

g’interests’héve ‘been mak ng péyménfs ﬁnder this'plan.

16 | LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND VICINITY
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN,LA AND VICINITY o A ’ s S S 15 September 198@
Ve . ERNE ' . T o - ‘ ‘New Orleans Distrlct

17 ... LARE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA AND' VICINITY
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LAKE PONTCHAR Tg AIN, LA AND VICINITY ,
TR TR T i New Orleans Distriect

SU'PPORT ANDOPPOSITION. : (Cent o y p e T

- or OppOSItiOn by Loca‘ Interests.: The Louisiana Office of Public Works, the agency designated to
”ts“inwbehalf of the Go rno -of .the State of Louisiana, the Board of Levee Commissioners of the
: ssioners of the Port of New Orleans have concurred with the proposed

Onxan‘ka eﬂassiéting in the mplementatiou of ‘the. authorized plan.’ The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
\ulted on a11 aspect%'of the project and will continue in coordinating future features of the

: b.a Suppo'
’act in such

hprdteetibﬁfaithOughfsoﬁei




