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REPLV TO 
ATTENTION OF: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
u.s. Army Corps of Engineers 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20314·1000 

J?r:: '.:] i:: J.'r .. c ·C. 

CEEC-EB (JJ5-~-5c) 12 January 1988 

l"JEI''lOHANDUN FOR: Conunander, Lm-ier I'Jississippi Valley Dids ion, 
ATTN: CEl1"IV - ED-TD 

SUBJEcr: Lake Pontchar't.ra.in, Louisiana and Vicinity, High Lf~\"t~/ Plan, 
Design NemorandulII No.1 G-GeneraJ Des.ign, Ne\~ Orh!ans Eas1 Lf~vee, South h) J Ii t 

to GIW\v 

1. Reference let tel' CELNN-ED-SP I ;::./ Sept.elJlber I ~H7, SUb,jPl>L Ll~; :.,hon':, ; ;ilL I 
CELI'N-ED-TD ] st endorsement., (j N(JvelJlbt~r 198',/ Ult:.'reon, 

2. The follm ... ir.g comments on the sub,ject, DI'I are fund shed 1'0)' appn 'IW l; II,' 

aet.ion. 

:3. Pagf~')' paragraph ;). The approvaJ of t.he P,\(' /,,)j' I. he l't·L"'ll\ill1l~nd.~d high 
)(~ve.l plan (If pl'O'tect.infl should be discussed. 

·1. Page 14, Figure 2. This seismic 7.one map has beRn supersedpcj, \('IISIII ~ 
H~ 1110-2-1HOI) (16 I"lay 1 !:H1~~) for t.he most current map and gui dane'!', 

5. Page :.l'l, paragraph 5~. The Fish a.nd Wddli.fe Resource ~Jjt.igati.on PLail 
should be discussed. 

ti. Page 35, paragr·l:.l.ph tiO. 

a. Page x, Estimated First Cost Section. The cost sharing components 
should be revised since the Federal cost. is $9,450,000 and the non-Fedprul 
cost is $4,050,000 (70% and 30% of the $1:3,500/ 000 rf~Sr)f~ct.i. ve Ly) • The 
non-Federal cost is comprised of $2,434,000 in LEh'R alld $1,tiHi,UOU i.n 
yearly instl:.llirnents over 25-years in accordance ~.J.i.ththe \'/lWA-l~7'1, Sh:'t.ion 
20<1 . Thes(~ revisiolls should be prnstmted in t.he report, ~.,ri t:.h appropJ' i ":j1.(~ 
discussi on., 

b. Pages :37-·10 / Table 1 and page 45, paragraph G6. The relocations 
costs on page 35 are incomplet.e and misleading. The El!.:JJ and SIl.: ... \ cost,s fu)' 
t'elocat.ions should be includP.d since they are a 100% non-Federal 
responsibility. 

7. Page In and :12, Table 1 and basie letter, paragraph 2d. The bas it: 
J.ett.er menti ons a cuI tl.lral rflsources survey ",as eonduct.ed; hm.ever, no 
I~nst.s are ineluded. in t.he estimate. Furt.her discussion should be pro\,itk·d. 

H. Page 4-5 I p<ll'agraph 66. The project. ec'onomics should be l'P\' 1 ~;('~J t, l 
reflect the curr'ent price level and discount rate. 
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CEEC-EB 
:-)UBJEC'f: 1..;",1\1': Ponteilal'trairl, Louisiana and Victn:itr, IUgh Lf:\'f11 f'lall, 
Design NemorandllllJ Nil. Hi-General Design, Nf'h' Orleans East I.evee, South 
hlint to GT,",,'\\, 

~. Til;=, ['p.r)lJl't, includes statement,s eoncp.rning no problpms \,itti int,t~I'i()I' 

flooding from Have (lvert,opping and from r'n i nt'aJ I runoff. Tht· l't~p()l"l 

provi des (10 technical !:-;L~prxll't forthesp. st~atement,H and Uj(~ t-:ft'p., ,t j \'.-'IIt"'·;.:;~, 

of the inLeclor flood cont,l'o] features are 1.1'1 doubt h'lti1IJut ~,hjs 

info['matillfl. ER 11l<J-2-11:i(J (,\ppte:ndi:x A, par'ugl'aph 7) and :dl l-,f HI 
11 I U-~-l ~ 1:3 pr'ovides gu idar1(:e on till:"> t,yP(~ 0 f infOl'lllFl t i 01, and t,r:l"'im i e::ii 
am.dysis IIf~l,,:ded eo ~upporl. the::-:e sta1:ements. Typi(~::ll l~' ['(-'8 idwd t' I (,:,,,1 i I'c~ 
UI."iJl~;, inflOl,;!ol.ltflo\,; h:"cirog;raphs at oullets, stage voll~mf· I't~L(\1 i'JIIf-; ill 

pundillg d,l'l::hS, ['ating ,:IH'Vt'!S .d' hydt:'rluJ ic (,'Iml.l'(II~·:, .'1,', ;UY' lil'O\·-jdt-1I 

allllig hi t.I, il di.scussion of hOI, 1'.hi~', illfo/'mnt"il-.rl \;:\~.' d,'\elnp('cj ilIIl.! 1111' 
l.()gi(' Llsing Ul'is ird'ot'lIIat,iiJl"i I.e, SUppo['1 the, (O(,rlt,:III~;i"l)' 1'111:'" :,ddil j"I,;,i 
·ir,f"ll'lllnt,iUI1 ~~II,)\~ld lit'! pl.'i)yjdl~d for 1~his rJl"J.it~I-·t.. 

rOI", THE ('(;H'·!.\~nFR: 

:h ief, Engi neer i I',L! lh \' i ~,; i lll' 
D i rel~ tnl'a 1.1:: 'If Ell!!. i.1 \I-'t'~ I' j JIg i.lIld 

(~OIIS t.l'uc't, i.I)l ~ 
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I --. f///c-j/ L/~6t' ~-~~ I . . ,., ___________________ ---'...:L/~ __ {__.:().AV::...:.. __ 

}.--_ .... : """',- . 

/OISPOSITION FORM S: 

for UI" ok-this for";;, I". AR 340·15; the propon"nt OIgIlncy is TAGO. 

'EFERENCE OR OFFICE SYMIWL 

LMV ED-TD G L lll\Y' 

'0 SEE DISTRIBUTION FROM 4P1J ED-TD DATE 

Please review the enclosed ~~. go 
and furnish your comments b~y~~~~_!}~~~~~~~~~-----------------------------------------

~~ 
Encl ;;;.... JAMES B. MISKELLEY, JR. 

. Chief, Design Memorandum and 
Relocation Section 

DISTRIBUTION: 

\J~ 

Tutti­
C-~~\ 
~ 
CELMV-PD-F 

TO CELMV-ED FROM CELMV-PD DATE 29 Jan 88 CMT 2 
Walton/ea/5833 

1. Comment 5. Reply should state that the Mitigation Plan is ready for release to 
the public in draft form and will be finalized in the coming year. A brief description 
of the plan being recommended (Manchac) should be provided as well. 

Comment 6. SO,me mention might be made of the fact that the locals will be due 
d credit for participation in the Mitigation Plan. 

3. Comment 7. Reply should be that the mentioned cultural resources survey is a 
completed one done during the planning phase for the project. Thus, no cost estimate 
is appropriate as the survey was not a part of the engineering phase of the project. 

4. Comment 8. Suggest that the reply include a revised table to reflect current price 
level and discount rate. 

Encl 
nc 

fOIlt.1 
Allet .. n 

D. E. LAWHUN, P.E. 
Chief, Planning Division 

"ftf\rIOUS EOITIONC WII I. nr LJsrn 


