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1 January 1985
New Orleans District

DATA FOR TESTAFYING OFFICERS ON FY 1986 C1VIL WORKS BUDGET

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LOUISIANA, AND VICINITY

BENEF § T-COST RATIO:

a. Q!vo.lu.o: of Remalining B/C Ratlos. - The remaining B/C ratio Is 6.7 to 1, a decrease of 9.8 from that last presented to Congress (16.5
4o 1). This change Is due to the Incorporation of the methodology contalned In the Reevaluation Study "Lake Pontchartrain, Loulslana, and Vicinlty
Hurricane Protect lon Prqject, dated Decenber 1982." Thls reanalysls extended to a camplete revision of fundamental base data and cons!deration of
many changes both In the study area and In agency regulations which became 2ppllicable subsequent to publlicatlon of the project document. Remalning
B/C ratios sre based on comparison of the beneflts remaining to be reallzed by completing constructlon of the project and the cost remaining as of the
budget year-

a.Z_Zn_wo:&.#o."4:03..9..8.-.&:520:7 _x.m:awa *o...z.ov:'vouao*n931_8+3ma=&_+wn180=+3_=+=o._:m+_2no+_o=vn18ﬂ8=
of the Justiflication Sheet. .

TOTAL BENEFITS
Current Estimate

.Last Est. Submitted at Project Change

Annual Benefits Yo Congress ._.\ Interest Rate 2/ From Last
- ) ‘ . ) (+or -$)
Flood Control $351,780,000 $204,677,000 $-147,103,000

Inundation Reductlon u\ (336,688,000) . . : (204,677,000) (-132,011,000) 4/

Intens 1flcation (15,092,000) v (-15,092,000) 5/
Area Redeveiopment 4,451,000 -4,4%1,000 W\
Total Annual Benef!ts 356,231,000 204,677,000 . -151,55%54,000
interest Rate Used 3-1/6% : 3-1/8%

1/ Berrier Plan.
~\ High Level Plan from Reevaluation Study.

u\ Esssntial ly complete pratection will be provided to _ouLoo acres, on..v.._uwa of 61,900 acres of urban type development, 43,290 acres of
..:a!i.ovoﬂ_ land which would be }mpacted by a project hurricane. The current value of all lands Is $7,503,000,000 and of Improvements Is
$14,155,000,000. 1980 population: 858,000.
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New o.._me:mﬁ District
BENEF I T~COST RAT10: (Cont'd)

2. The Barrier Pian data ref lects the authorized but deferred St. Charles Par|sh 1 akefront protect Jon Jevee al I nement .
substantlal beneflts based on enhancement of wetlands between U. S. Highway 61 ang Lake Pontchartrain.

The previous
anajysis was based on floor elevations of 1.5 feet above nominal ground elevations, which Is generally much lower. Thls also impacts a portion of the

» vhich are related +o structures whlch devel cped per FiA regulations subsequent

eevaluation report due to the extreme complexity Involved, and

and

f. Benefits fo areas on the north shore of Lake Pontchartrain were, of course, also subject to varlous of the sove factors. Ip addition, +he

recommended plan contalned In the reevajuation report, l.e., the High Leve) Plan, provldes no protectlon for +he north shore and, 1.0103..0. no
beneflts to that area are clalmed.

9+ Resident}al and non-res ldentjal depth of 208.8:%:5% relationships have been revised In
the reevaluation study. This Is alse true for the value of contents~value of structure relatlonship.
he Revised stage~-frequency curves were used for the reevaluatfon report.

developable only at low Intensity without the project. Many of +hese acreages have developed subsequentiy, however, without
proneness; thus, only I'rundation reduct lon benefi+s have been clalmed In the reevaluation report.
6/ Employment beneflts (Area Redevelopment Benefits) were not Included In the reevaluation report becau

apparent regard to flood
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__HENEF 1T-COST RATIO:

1 January 1985
New Orieans District

(Cont'd)

Remalning Benefl+ts/Cost

Benefits & Costs When Current Estimate
1st Funded for Constructlon Last Presented At Project Change
Annual Beneflts in FY 1967 1/ Yo Congress 3/ Interest Rate 4/ From Last
—_— ) ($) T3) - (+or -$)
Flood Control
inundation Reductlon 2/ $51,389,400 $232,210,000 $104,248,000 -127,962,000 5/ 6/
Infensification 3/ 344,000 12,798,000 -12,798,000 7/
Area Redevel cpment - 3,043,000 -3,043,000 8/
Total Annual Benefits $51,733,400 $248,051,000 $104,248,000 -
Total Anmual Costs $2,945,500 $ 15,019,000 $ 15,446,000 427,000 W\ _O\
B/C Ratlo 17.6 16.5 6.7 -9.8 o\
interest Rate Used 3~1/8% 3-1/8% 3-1/8%

1/ Based on cost estimete effective 1 July 1975.

M\ Essantlal ly complete protection wili be provided to 105,190 acres comprised of 61,900 acres of urban-type develcpment and 43,290 acres of
=:n¢<¢.3¢a land which would be Impacted by a project hurrlcane. The current vaijue of all lands Is $7,503,000,000; current vajue of al} Improvements
Is $14,1%5,000,000. 1980 population was 858,000.
3/ Barrler Pilan.
&/ High Level Plan fram the Reevaluation Study (wlth additlonal protection added sinos 1979).
5/ Agricultural beneflts clalmed In prior data were not analyzed or claimed In the reevaluation report due to the relative unimportance of thls
category.
6/ Change resulted from revislon of the following variasbles:
T a. The Barrier Plan data reflects the authorized but deferred St. Charles Parlsh lakefront protection levee alinement. Thls protect fon generated
substantial beneflts based on enhancement of wetlands between U. S. Highway 61 and Lake Pontchartraln. Thls alinement Is not a recommended feature of
the reevaluation report plan, nor are benefits and costs for such protection Included. Only Inundation reductlon and emergency benef|ts on existing
and minor future development south of Highway 61 .or Immediately adjacent to the highway to the north are Included In the reevaluation report data
b. In the reevalustion report, future develcpment was assumed to occur at floor elevations consistent with FIA requirements. The previous
analysis was based on floor elevations of 1.5 feet above nomlnal ground elevations, which Is generally much lower. This also Impacts a portion of the

co:q__;uoo?noluoaomaox_mia8:02....1....:30...092:«10:1801x_:nso...owo_m.vmn.qom#:ﬁcwomt:_n_..%g_gva_,_..; regulations subsequent
to the previocus study.

ce Growth rates (OBERS-based) on remalning ::aa<o_80a acreages are lower In the reevajuation report.
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New Or)eans District
AT-COST RAT1O: (Cont'd)

n.>_81..o=o*,z.o aoao:._.m ..:n:amq ...:.E.oio:m documents were &moo:i.&._um "future benefft+gn whlle
tims has: resulted In-some of these beneflts’ c.@.ooa;u_..v_.duo:... beneflts,” |.e , uid] scounted benefl+ts. .

e« Barrier Plan remalning benefits were proport oned co.m.ma;.o: Costs remaining. - This -tended to overstate remalning bonefits, as remalning costs

he Benefits to aress on the north shore of Lake Pontchartrain were, of course, also subject to various of the above factors.

fn additlon, the
recommended plan contalned In the reevaluation report, l.e., the HIgh Levei Plan, provides no protection for +he north shore and, +

herefore, no

“Je¢  Revised stage-frequency curves were used for the reevaluation report.

Vs . Structure and contents velues used In the reevaluation report analysls are actua) ppralsed valyes (1980) based on sample surveys as opposed
to the Indexed valies used for the Barrler Plan. N o
7/ The Barrler budgst data Included substantjaj Intensification and locatlon bensfits on large nunbers of &cres whlch were deemed undeve|lcpab je or
‘developab le only at low Intensity without the Project. Many of these acreages have déveloped subsequent|y, however, without apparent regard to flood
proneness; thus, only Imindation reduct lon benef!ts have peen clalmed In the reevaluation report.
8/ Employment benefits (Area Redevelcpment Beneflts) were not Included In the reevaluation report because the study area no longer qualifies under
Department of Commeros criteria as suffering from "substant jal ang perststent unemp loyment.n g
9/ Changs due to the Incorporation of +he msthodology contained In the Reevaluatloh: Study, "Lake Pontchartrain, Loutslana and Vicinity Hurrlcane
Protect fon Project, dated December 19g. " "This eanal y$!s extended to a complete revision of fundamental base data ang

ALLOCATION- AND APFORT ! ONMENT OF FIRST COSTS:

AlTocatlon of First Costs

) Based on Last Estimate . o : Percent of Current
Purpose Presented to Congress : " CiFrent Total
Flood Controf - - : $563,870,000 _ . $820,000,000 | 100 -
Navigation (Seabrook Lock) S 34,130,000 o 017 01/
TOTAL . $598,000,000 $820,000,000 _ 100

1/ See YDTO page 5 (Change In Scope since authorization)
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1 January 1985
P New Orleans District
G CATION AND APPORTIONMENT OF FIRST COSTS: (Cont'd)

Apportlonment of First Cos+

Based on Estimate Last Based on Current Estimate
- Presented to Congress Costs Percent of Total
Purpose ) : Federal Non-Federal Federa!l Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal
Flood Control - ¢ $366,870,000 $197,000,000 $574,000,000 $246,000,000 70 30
Navigation (Sesbrook Lock) 34,130,000 0 Y 0 -V -1/
TOTAL $401,000,000  $197,000,000 $574,000,000 $246,000,000 70 30

1/ See YOTO page 5 (Change In Scope since authorizatlon)

The spportiomment of cost Is baséd on the cost sharing formula as outilned In Mouse Document No. 231, 89th Congress, and author}zed by Flood
Control Act of 1965. H.D. No. 231 specifles that Jocal Interests contrlibute In cash or equivalent work not less than 30 percent of the total project
cost, sald 30 percent fo Include the falr market value of jands, damages, and alteratlons (relocatlons) for the constructlon of the project.

- Apportionment of First Costs
Last Estimate to Congress: Current Estimate

Federa) Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal
$401,000,000 $197,000,000 $574,000,000 $246,000, 000
Detalls of Apportionment
Project Costs to Apport lonment
be Apport loned Federal Non-Federal
To be apportioned on 70/30 basls: $819,770,000 -
708 of Project Costs: $5 74,000,000
308 of Project Costs: $245,770,000
Cost of Reallnement at Florlida Avenue
Contalner Plant 230,000 230,000 1/
Total Project Cost (Ultimate) $820,000,000 $574,000,000 2/ $246,000,000 W\
Relmbursement 445,000,000 -45,000,000
Total Current Estimate (A)locatlons) $619,000,000 $201,000,000

1/ See YOTO - 10, Local Cocperatlon, paragraphs (a)(4).

|~|\ Excludes $45,000,000 which local Interests are required to relmburse the Federal Government for costs al located due to the Water Resources
wo<o.o!_!_+ Act of 1974. Sectlon 92 speclfles that local Interests may agree to pay the unpald balance of thelr required cash paymont, due In annual
Instal Iments, In accordance with a specl fic formula. .

3/ includss $45,000,000 which local Interests are required to relmburse the Federal Govermment for costs al located due to the Water Resour ces
.w.o<o.ov.3=+ Act of 1974. Sectlon 92 specifles that local Interests may agree to pay the unpald balance of thelr requlired cash payment, due In annual
Instal Iments, In accordance with a specific formula.

5 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND YICINITY



7 a. Comparison of Federal Cost Estimate:

be. Comparison of Non~Federal Cost Estimate:
estimate ($141, 000, 000) subm It+ted to Congress,
throuh the construction period,
Protection; which Inclujes $29, 4
and Design, and $3,983,000 for Supervision and Mnministration,

requirements, These increases were partial |

#” estimate (3457, 000, 000) subm Hted To Oongress .,
through the construction period,
Rrotection; which Inclules $243, 431, 000 for construction,
Administration, These increases are offset by decreases of
of completed work, $735,000 dw to contract awmrds,

$62,000 for contract mod i f Ications,
£33, 205,

and $24, 000,

! January 1985
New Orleans District

The current Federal cost est imate of $619,000,000 is an increase of $162,000, 000 over the latest
This change inciues Increases of $83, 020, 000 for adjustments In the estimated infiation al lowance

$260,000 due to new [+em of work, and $299,958,000 for the High Level Plan of

000 for fng ineering and Design, and $23, 322, 000 for Supervision and

$193,453,000 assoclated with the Barrier Plan of Protection, $3,112,000 for actual cost

000 dw to reanalysis of Federal cost-sharing requirements,

The current non-Federal cost estimate of $20 1,000,000 Is an increase of $60,000,000 over the |atest
This change includes increases of $27, 657, 000 for adjustments In the estimated Inflation al lowmnce

$6,000 for contract mod Ifications, $30,000 due to a nevw item of work, $58,832,000 for the High Level Pian of

58, 000 for lands and Demages, $8,

cost of campieted work, and $383,000 due to contract awards,

Ce oolv..._.._uo: of Preconstruction Cost Estimate,

de. Comparison of Project Cost Estimate, -

Latest Est+imate

= Not applicable,

384, 000 for Refocation, $1 1, 628, 000 for Qnstruction, $5, 379, 000 for hg Ineering
and an increase of $23,001,000 due to reanalysis of non-Federal cost-sharing
y offset by decreases of $49, 062, 000 assoclated wit+h the Barrier Plan of Frotection, $81, 000 for actual

o:o:mo from Latest +o oo:mq.omm

to Congress Current Price
Feature FY. 1985 Budget Estimate Total Level Other 1/
BARRIER UNIT
Lands & Demages $ 3,719,000 $ 735,000 $ -3, 044, 000 : $ -3, 044, 000
Relocations 227,000 0 -227,000 - =227, 000
locks 73, 850, 000 0 ~73, 850, 000 -8, 640, 000 -65, 210, 000
Foads, Raliroads & Brldges 245,000 0 ~245,000 - - 245,000
Channels & Canals 7, 420, 000 765, 000 -6, 655, 000 - -6, 655, 000
Breakwaters & Seawalls 5,850, 000 0 -5,850, 000 -1, 170,000 -4, 680, 000
levess & FloodwlIs 58, 80, 000 1, 898, 000 ~56, 2, 000 - -56, %22, 000
Flood Gontrol & Diversion
Structure 98, 179, 000 0 -98, 179, 000 -2, 073, 000 ~96, 106, 000
Permanent Operatl ng Euip, 13,000 4, 000 =-9,000 - -9, 000
Eng Ineering & Des ign 14, 270, 000 14, 343, 000 2/ +73, 000 - ’ +73, 000
Supervision & Administration 10,875,000 872,000 =10,003,000 =530,000 =9,473,000
Subtotal - BARRIER UNIT  $273, 528, 000 $18, 617, 000 $-254,911,000  -12, 413, 000 '$~242, 498, 000

1/ Reanalysis of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection, (See WDTO Page 15 Addit+ional
the completion of FY 84 Barrier requirements,

In formation paragraph (d)(2),

LAKE PONTCHARTRA
*Revised 12 F

E&D Increase for
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I January 1985
Now Orleans District
AL DATA:

(Cont'd)

Latest Estimate

Change from Latast 1o Congress
+o Congress

Current

Price
Festure FY 1985 Budget Estimate . Total Level Other

NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT —

Londs & Demeges $ 12,411,000 $ 48,291,000 $ 435,880,000 $ 47,313,000 $ 428,567,000 1/
Relocst lons 11,953,000 22,904,000 410,951,000 +1,738,000 49,213,000 1/
Levess .3 Floodwal Is 93,477,000 215,089,000 +181,612,000 437,784,000 +4143,828,000 2/
Posping Plants 19,484,000 18,790,000 -694,000 -301,000 -393,000 3/
Englnesring & Design 15,043,000 40,346,000 4/ 425,303,000 43,803,000 421,500,000 1/
Supervision & Administration 6,997,000 24,622,000 417,625,000 +4,818,000 +12,807,000 5/

Subtotal -NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT $159,365,000 $430,042,000 $4270,677,000 $455,155,000 $+215,522,000

1/ Resnalysls of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection.

2/ includes +$107,000 based on confract swards; -$447,000 actual cost of completed work; +$143,848,000 ruquired for High Level Plan of Protectlon,
T and +$320,000 for survey and layout requirements.

3/ Based on confract award.

4/ ‘ncludes $13,000 for U. S. Fish and Wildilfe Service.

S

/ \ncludss +313,127,000 for High Level Plan of Protectjon and -$320,000 for survey and layout Included In the levee and floodwal | feature.

Lands & Dameges $ 1,140,000 $ 2,330,000 $ 41,190,000 $  4299,000 s 891,000 P\
Relocstions 1,345,000 790,000 -55%,000 +274,000 -829,000 1/
Levees & Floodwal Is 50,015,000 218,869,000 +168,854,000 44,628,000 +114,225,000 1/
Enginsering & Design 3,392,000 25,327,000 +21,935,000 +4,851,000 +17,084,000 1/
Supervision & Adminisiration 1,871,000 21,019,000 +19,148,000 +4,650,000 +14,498,000 1/
Subtota)-NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT $57,763,000 $268,335,000 $4210,572,000 $+64,702,000 $+145,870,000
1/ Resnalys!s of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection.
MANDEVILLE UNIT
Lovess & Floodwal is $ 965,000 $ 2,200,000 $ 41,235,000 $ +171,000 $ 41,064,000 1/
- Englneering & Design 230,000 270,000 +40,000 +27,000 +13,000 1/
Supervision & Administration 70,000 220,000 +150, 000 424,000 +126,000 1/
Subtotal -MANDEVILLE UNIT $ 1,265,000 $ 2,690,000 $ +1,425,000 $  +222,000 $ +1,203,000 1/
Vv Reanel ys Is of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection.
7 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985
New Orleans District

FINANCIAL DATA:

a. Comparlison of Federal Cost Estimate: The current Federal cost estimate of $619,000,000 Is an Increase of $162,000,000 over the latest
estimate ($457,000,000) submitted to Congress. This change Includes increases of $83,020,000 for adjustments In the estimated inflation allowance
through the construction perlod, $62,000 for contract modifications, $260,000 due to new item of work, and $299,958,000 for the High Level Plan of
Protection; which includes $243,431,000 for construction, $33,205,000 for Englneering and Design, and $23,322,000 for Supervision and
Administration. These Increases are offset by decreases of $193,453,000 assoclated with the Barrler Plan of Protection, $3,112,000 for actual cost of
completed work, $735,000 due to contract awards, and $24,000,000 due to reanalysis of Federal cost-sharing requirements.

b. Comparison of Non-Federal Cost Estimate: The current non-Federal cost estimate of $201,000,000 is an Increase of $60,000,000 over the latest
estimate ($141,000,000) submitted to Congress. This change includes Increases of $27,657,000 for adjustments In the estimated Inflatlon allowance
through the construction period, $6,000 for contract modifications, $30,000 due to a new Item of work, $58,832,000 for the High Level Plan of
Protection; which Includes $29,458,000 for Lands and Damages, $8,384,000 for Relocations, $11,628,000 for Construction, $5,379,000 for Engineering and
Design, and $3,983,000 for Supervision and Administration, and an Increase of $23,001,000 due to reanalysis of non-Federal cost-sharing
requirements. These increases were partlally offset by decreases of $49,062,000 associated with the Barrler Plan of Protection, $81,000 for actual
cost of completed work, and $383,000 due to contract awards.

ce Comparison of Preconstruction Cost Estimate. - Not applicabtle.

de Comparison of Project Cost Estimate. -

Latest Estimate Change from Latest to Congress

to Congress Current Price
Feature FY 1985 Budget Estimate Total Level Other 1/
BARRIER UNIT . -
Lands & Damages $ 3,779,000 $ 735,000 $ -3,044,000 $ -3,044,000
Relocatlions 227,000 0 -227,000 - -227,000
Locks 73,850,000 0 -13,850,000 -8,640,000 -65,210,000
Roads, Rallroads & Bridges 245,000 0 =245,000 - -245,000
Channels & Canals 7,420,000 765,000 -6,655,000 - -6,655,000
Breakwaters & Seawalls 5,850,000 0 -5,850,000 -1,170,000 -4,680,000
Levees & Fioodwalls 58,820,000 1,898,000 =56,922,000 - -56,922,000
Flood Control & Dlversion
Structure 98,179,000 0 -98,179,000 -2,073,000 -96,1 om.oo@
\x\ Permanent Operating Equip. 13,000 4,000 -9,000 - -9,000
Englneering & Design 14,270,000 14,343,000 |N|\ +73,000 - +73,000
Supervision & Administration 10,875,000 872,000 -10,003, 000 -530,000 ~-9,473,000
N Subtotal ~ BARRIER UNIT $273,528,000 $18,617,000 $~254,911,000 -12,413,000 $-242,498,000
N

AN

~N

“1/ Reanalysis of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protectlon. (See WDTO Page 15 Additional Information paragraph (d)(2). E&D Increase for
the completion of FY 84 Barrler requlrements.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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" #4RCIAL DATA:  (Cont'd)

to Congress
Feature

NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT
Lands & Damages

$ 12,411,000

Relocatlons 11,953,000
Levees & Floodwal Is 93,477,000
Pumping Plants 19,484,000
Engineering & Deslign 15,043,000
Superviston & Administration 6,997,000

Subtotal -NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT $159, 365,000

NN

and +$320,000 for survey and layout requirements.
3/ Based on contract award.
&
5/

NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT

Latest Estimate

FY 1985 Budget

tncludes $13,000 for U. S. Fish and W{idll fe Service.
Includes +$13,127,000 for High Level Plan of Protection and -$320,000 for survey and layout Included In the levee and floodwall feature.

Current
Estimate

$ 48,291,000
22,904,000
275,089,000
18,790,000
40,346,000
24,622,000
$430,042,000

Resnalys!s of requirements for the Hligh Level Plan of Protectlon.
Includes +$107,000 based on contract eawards; ~$447,000 actual cost of completed work; +$143,848,000 required for High Level Plan of Protection,

Lands & Damages $ 1,140,000 $ 2,330,000
Relocatlons 1,345,000 790,000
Levees & Floodwal Is 50,015,000 218,869,000
Englneering & Design 3,392,000 25,327,000
Supervision & Adninlsiration 1,871,000 21,019,000

Subtotal-NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT $57,763,000 $268,335,000

1/ Reanalysls of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protectlon.

MANDEVILLE UNIT

Levees & Fjoodwal Is $ 965,000 $ 2,200,000
Engineering & Design 230,000 270,000
Supsrvision & Adminisiration 70,000. 220,000

Subtotal -MANDEVILLE UNIT $ 1,265,000 $ 2,690,000

1/ Reanalysis of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protect lon.

‘]

Change fram Latest fo Congress
Price
Level

Total

$ 435,880,000 $ 47,313,000

1 January 1985
New Orleans District

Other

$ 428,567,000 1/
+9,213,000 1/
+143,828,000 2/
~393,000 3/
421,500,000 1/
+12,807,000 5/

+10,951,000 +1,738,000
+181,612,000 437,784,000
-694,000 -301,000
425,303,000 43,803,000
+17,625,000 +4,818,000
$455,155,000

$4270,677,000

$ +1,190,000 $ 299,000
-555,000 - +274,000
+168,854,000 454,628,000
+21,935,000 +4,851,000
+19, 148,000 +4,650,000
$+210,572,000 $464,702,000
$ 4,235,000 $ +171,000
- +40,000 +27,000
+150,000 424,000

$ 41,425,000 $ 222,000

$+4215,522,000

$ 489,000 1/
-829,000 1/
+114,226,000 1/
+17,084,000 1/

+14,498,000 1/
$+145,870,000

$ +1,064,000 1/
+13,000 1/

+1 26,000 v
$ +1,203,000 1/

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



FINANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)

CHALMETTE UN'T

Lands & Damages $ 7,213,000 $ 7,216,000

Relocations 3,896,000 3,874,000

Levees & Floodwal ls 80, 745,000 75,301,000

Permasnent Operating Equlip. 21,000 21,000

Engineering & Design 8,192,000 7,491,000 4/

Supervision & Adminlstration 6,012,000 6,413,000
Subtotal -CHALMETTE UNIT $106,079,000 $100,316,000

Based on actual land acquisition.

Based on reanalysls of requlrements.

includes $12,000 actual cost of canpleted work; +$290,000 new |
+$69,000 overrun on required yardage (Statlon 945 to 1119);
and layout requlrements.

includes $3,000 for U. S. FIsh and Wiidilfe Service.
Survey and Jayout no.a... Included In the levee and floodwall feature.

R4
R4
3/ tom of work,

Latest Estimate

to Congress Current
Feature FY 1985 Budget Estimate
GRAND TOTAL (Federal &
Non-Federal ) $598, 000,000 $820,000, 000
Total Federal Cost 457,000,000 619,000,000 1/
Total Non-Federal Cos+: 141,000,000 201,000,000 M\
Cash Contr Ibution 99,036,000 114,860,000 -
Other 41,964,000 86,140,000 W\

1/ includes future non-Federal relmbursement of $45,000,000; ultimate estimate
2/ Excludes future non-Feders! relmbursement of $45,

3/ tIncludes $58,572,000 for lands and damages and $27,568,000 for relocatlons.

E&D Is 14.8f of the constructlon cost.
S2A Is 7.8% of the construction and E&D costs.

e- Contlingencles. - The estimate Includes $90,617,000 for cont
Congress Included $63,351,000 for cont/ngencles,

Ingencles, which Is 248 of the uncomp leted work.
which was 21% of the uncomp leted work.

1 January 1985
New Orleans Dlstrlct

s

+3,000 $ - s 3,000 1/

-22,000 -22,000 -

5,444,000 3,384,000 -8,828,000 3/
O - -

701,000 ~961,000 4260,000 2/

+401,000 +610,000 -209,000 5/

$ 5,763,000 $ 3,011,000 $ -8,773,000

Bayou Blenvenue Scour Repair; -$804,00 actual contract awards;

~$8,604,000 based on a reevaluatlion of the remalning work, and +$209,000 for surveys

Change from Latest 1o Congress

Price
Tot al Level Other
$4222,000,000 $+1 10,677,000 $+111,323,000
+162,000,000 +83,020,000 +78,980,000
460,000,000 427,657,000 432,343,000
+15,824,000 +18,055,000 -2,231,000
+44,176,000 +1 4,064,000 430,112,000

of Federal cost Is $574,000,000.

000,000; ultimate estimate of non-Federal cost §s $246,000,000.

The estimate last presented to

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985

\\ New Orleans DIstrict
" _WANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)

Pratsaiiiaste e d

- ¢. Firmness of Federal Cost Estimate. - The current estimate Is based on Des Ign Memorandums, plans and specl ficatlons, contracts, and completed
g works, with costs projected through +he construction perlod. ’

ge Approprlation Hisfory. -

Appropr | atlion Hlstory FY 1985 Budget History FY 1986 Budget Request
) LMVD Recommendatlon $24,200,000 $36,000,000
Total thru FY 1980 105,764,000 v OCE Recommendatlon 17,500,000 25,000,000
Fy 1981 8,800,000 OMB Al lowance 17,500,000 25,000,000
FY 198 13,000,000 ..Nl\ House A} jowance 17,500,000
FY 1983 13,716,000 Senate Allowance 17,500,000
FY 1984 8,800,000 3/ - Conference Al lowance 17,500,000
FY 1985 13,800,000 4/ Work Al lowance 13,800,000 4/
Total to date $163,880,000 Capabliity 17,500,000 25,000,000

1/ inltlal construction funds recelved In FY 1967.

2/ Reflects an Incresse of $1,000,000 from return of FY 1981 deferral .

3/ Reflects a reduction of $1 ,000,000 assigned as savings and silippage, $3,639,000 revoked and $3,361,000 transferred from the project.
4/ Reflects a reduction of $2,400,000 assigned as savings and sllppage and $1,300,000 trans fer from the project.

h. Capablilty. No additlonal funds over the budget request of $25,000,000 can be effectively utlilzed.

9 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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~FINANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)
1. Transfers: -

FY 1984:
h..@4

Lake Pontchartrain

Lake Pontchartralin

Lake Pontchartraln

Lake Pontchartraln

Lake Pontcharatrain

FY 1985:

Lake Pontchartraln

Anticipated:

Lake Pontchartraln

Grand Iste & Vicinlty

Larose to Golden Meadow

Grand Isle & VicIntty -

Miss. River - Baton
Rouge to the Gulf

Month of
Transfer

12 Dec 83

28 Dec 83

19 Dec 83

7 Jun 84

27 Jul 84

6 Dec 84

Jan 85

10

Amount

$2,861,000

$ 500,000

$ 650,000

$2,900,000

$ 89,000

$ 32,000

$1,300,000

1 January 1985
New Orleans District

Reason

Funds avallable due to delay In award of
Cltrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection
pending a declision on the Barrler/High Level
Plan and are required to comp | ete
construction of the Grand iste project.

Funds available due to delay in award of
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection
and are requlired to award the Section B Gap
Closure contract.

Funds avallable due to delay in award of
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection.

Funds available due to earnings on contract

for Station 1121 to 1568 being less than
anticipated.

Funds availsble due to reanalysls of contract
earnings.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



AL DATA:

J+ Unobligated and Unexpended Balances. -

(Cont'd)

1 January 1985
New Orleans District

Estimated at End

End of FY 1984 of FY 1985
Unobligated Balance $ 21,400 $0
Undel ivered Orders 1,540,700 0
Unexpended Balance $1,562,100 1/ 0
1/ Contractor earnings less than anticipated. Funds will be expended In FY 1985,
ke Comparison of Bids.
Current
No. of Low _._,_u: Government Last Est. Current Est. - - Working
1tem ) Bidders Bid Bid Estimate to Congress to Congress Estimate
Bayou Blenvenue
Scour Repalr 6 $ 782,000 v $1,651,000 $ 981,000 $ 430,000 2/ § 272,000 2/ $ 272,000
Citrus Bk Lv Sta
* 176-573 (3rd LIft) 7 $4,571,300 $6,730,200 $5,348,300 $2,803,000 $5,060,000 @.80..80.

1/ Includes $510,000 for M.R.G.0. project.
2/ Excludes portion to M.R.G.0. project.

1« Maintenance. -

Federal. None.

Non-fFederal. The estimated annual non-Federal

cost

1

for maintenance Is $1,122,000 which Includes $61,000 for replacements.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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_FINANCIAL DATA: (Cont*d)

1. Trensfers: -

FY 1984:

" From

Lake Pontchartrain

Lake Pontchertrain

Lake Pontchertraln

Lake Pontchariraln

Lake Pontcharstrain

FY 1985:

' Lake Pontchertrain

Anticipated:

Lake Pontchartraln

To

Grand isle & Vicinlty

Larose to Golden Meadow

Orand Isle & Vicinity

Miss. River - Baton
Rouge to the Gulf

Month of
Transfer

12 Dec 83

28 Dec 83

19 Dec 83

7 Jun 84

27 Jul 84

6 Dec 84

Jan 85

10

Amount

$2,861,000

$ 500,000

$ 650,000

$2,900,000

$ 89,000

$ 32,000

$1,300,000

1 Janyary 1985
New Orleans District

Reason

Funds avallsble due to delay in award of
Cifrus Lakefront Leves Foreshore Protection
pending a declision on the Barrler/High Leve!
Plan and are required to complete
constructlion of the Grand Isle project.

Funds avallable due to delay In award of
Cltrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protectlon

and are required to award the Section B Gap
Closure contract.

Funds avellsble due to delay in award of
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection.

Funds available due to earnings on contract
for Station 1121 to 1568 being less than
anticipated.

-do-

Funds avallable due fo reanalysls of contract
earnings.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985
New Orleans District

~ J . .
7 ke ONTA:  (Cont )

J+ Unobllgated and Unexpended Balances. -

Estimated at End

End of FY 1984 of FY 1985
Unob] Igated Balance | $ 21,400 $0
Undel Ivered Orders 1,540,700 0
Unexpended Bal ance $ _.mmw._oold.\ $0

1/ Contractor eernings less than anticipated. Funds will be expended In FY 1985.

ke Comparison of Blds.

Current
No. of Low High Government Last Est. Current Est. Working
} tem Bldders Bid Bid Estimate to Congress to Congress Estimate
Bayou Bienvenue : .
Scour Repatr 6 $ 782, 000 1/ $1,651,000 $ 981, 000 $ 430, 0002/ § 272, 000 2/ $ 272,000
Cltrus Bk Lv Sta
* 176~573 (3rd Lif+) 7 $4,571,300 $6,730,200 $5,348,300 $2,803, 000 $5, 060, 000 $ 5,060,000 .-

1/ Includes $510, 000 for M.R.G.0. project.
2/ Excludes portion ot MeR+G.0. project.

1. Maintenance. -

Federal. None.

Non-Federal. The estimated annual non-Federal cost for malntenance Is $1,122, 000 which Includes $61, 000 for replacements.

11 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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STATUS AND SCHEDULE:

a- Scheduled Completion Dates:

Last Presented

Feature to Congress
Barrler Unlt Indefinlte
New Orleans East Unlt+ Sep 1988
New Orleans West Unit Indefinlte
Entlire Project Sep 1991

b. Performance - FY 85:

Last Presented
to Congress

New Orleans East Unj+
Inltlate:
NeO. Lakefront Levee
West of !.H.N.C.

Continue:
Cltrus Lekefront Levee 'HNC Paris Rd FSP

Not Presented:
N.O. Lakefront Levee, London Averwe to Wes+t End

N.O. Lakefront Levee, Floodwal| at Marc/Topaz
N.O. Lakefront Leves Floodwal Is at Am. Standard Plant

12

Present
Schedule

N/A

Dec 1993

Sep 2006

Sep 2006

Present
Schedule

injtlate

inlt]ate

Inl+1ate
Inltlate

1 January 1985
New Orleans Djstrlct

Explanation of Change

Not required under recommended High Leve!
Plan of Protection.

AddItlonal work required for High Leve|
Plan of Protectlon.

~do-

~do~-

Remark s

Under the proposed High Level Plan of Protect lon
this Item has been divided Into several reaches
Inciuding levees and f)oodwal Is.

Delayed at the request of jocal Interests pending
a declslon on the barrler vs. high level plan.

This 1tem Is a portion of N.O. Lakefront Levee
west of {.H.N.C. previously presented.

~do-

~do-

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985

g New Orieans Olstrict
e AND SCHEDULE: (Cont'd)

\"l-ll.'lll'l
Chalmette Unlt Present Schedule Remarks
Not Presented: ]
Vicinlty Parls Road Bridge, Floodwall capping In}+late and Complete Based on recent surveys, this Item has been

advanced from future work.

Statfon 65 to 278 (ist Enlgh) Inltlate Based on recently acquired rights-of-way, thls

Item has been advanced 15 months.

c» Construction Difficultles: None.

PHYSICAL DATA CHANGES: Physical data have been updated from that last presented to Congress fo reflect the selection of +he High Level Plan of
Protection In lleu of the Barrler aiternat!ve:

a. The average levee helght has been changed from 13 feet to 16 feet to compensate for the loss of the barrier structurss.

b. Dam closures have been changed from 9 to 2 because the only closures assoclated with High Level Plan are located at B

ayou Blenvenue and Bayoy
Dupre Control Structures.

c- Dralnage structures were Increased fram 7 to 9 based on the elImination of 3 due to the loss of the Barrler Structures and the addition of 5
required for the High Level Plan In New Orleans West Uni+t.

d+ The Floodwal Is were Increased fram 15.5 mlles to 17.9 mlles based on the addi+lonal protection requlfrement In New Orleans East Unl+ for the
High Level Plan.

e. Floodgates were changed fram 3 to 2 based on 1 being elIminated at the Chef Menteur Complex and 2 rema!n]
Control Structures.

ng at Bayou Blenvenue and Bayou Dupre
f. Three Control Valve Structures have been added for the 3 outfal | canals In New Orleans Eas+ Unlt.

g- Three Control Structures, 13.3 mlles of channels, and 2 locks have been deleted based on the eliminatlon of the Barrler Plan.

OTHER DATA CHANGES: Data relative to the Barrler Unl+ of the prqject has been removed from the
under the High Level Plan of protection.

Justitication sheet since this unlt Is not required

13 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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1 January 1985
New Orleans District

LOCAL COOPERATION: (Refer to YDTO-13)

Rights-of-way Schedule for Items Which Could Be Inltiated in the Remainder of the Current Fiscal Year and in the Budget Fiscal Year.

Scheduled
Action taken Scheduled Date for Date R/W Award Date
{tem of Work by District Recelpt of R/W Was Obtalned Actua!l (A)
NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT
New Orleans Lakefront Levee Requested 27 Dec 84 Jan 85 , Mar 85
London Avenue to West End
New Orleans Lakefront Levee Requested 27 Dec 84 Feb 85 Mar 85
Floodwall at American Standard Plant )
New Orieans Lakefront Floodwall To be Requested Jan 85 Feb 85 May 85
at Marc/Topaz
NOE BK Levee-Sta.
770 to 1007 To be requested Apr 85 Dec 85 May 86
NOE LKFT Levee-Paris
Road to S. Point FSP To be requested Jan 85 . Jun 85 Aug 85
Citrus LKFT~IHNC
‘o Parls Road FSP Requested 3 Jul 84 —_— 19 Nov 84 1/ Feb 85
Chaimette Unit
Vic. Parls Rd. Bridge
Floodwal! Capping Requested 27 Dec 84 Jan 85 Mar 85
Stetion 65 to 278
1st Enlgt Requested 29 Nov 84 Jan 85 Mar 85
Station 355 to 682
Final Enigt To be requested Mar 85 Jun 85 Aug 85

1/ Assurances not signed by LMVD

14 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985
New Orleans District
#ROBLEMS: Al | questions were fully answered In last year's appropriation hearing.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATI ON:

a+ Florida Averue Complex. The additlon of a major pumplng statlon has been gpproved for the Florlda Avenue
gates In the dralnage canal. The current cost estimate Includes the vertical 11+ gates and the pumpling statlon. Since the pump!ing station Is an
interlor dralnage ltem, local Interests wll} fund and construct the station as part of thelir required prqject contributlon. In addl tlon, local
Interests plan to construct the floodwall reaches In thls vlcIinlity on both sides of the inner Harbor Navigat!Sh Canal as a work=~fn-kInd contr!bution.

Complex In addlitlon to vertlcal 1if+

be St. Charles Parish Lakefront Levee. In view of the need for further environmental studlies, as wel| as the Incluslon of bayous LaBranche and
Trepagnter In the Loulstana Natural and Scenic River System, the construction of this levee has been deferred. As a result of {1t+}gatlon on the
project, alternatives fo the authorized lakefront levee In St. Charles Parlsh were examlned. Based on completed environmental studles the mos +

favorable alternative Is a levee which would genersally parallel and run north of Alriine Highway (US Highway 61). Thls allnement Is recommended as
part of the High Level Plan of Protectlon.

ce Mandeville Seawali. The Mandev!|le Unlt portion of the project had previously been placed In an Indef!nlte category due to Jocal Interests!
objJections to the project. St. Tammany Parish Pollce Jury refused to furnlsh the flnanclal assurances. (Refer to YDTO-1 2, Current Status of
Assuranoes, Lake Pontchartrain Barrier Plan.) By virtue of a meeting on 6 July 1978 and a Jetter dated 8 August 1978, the mayor of Mandevll le
Indicated Interest In the seawal| repalrs. In October 1980 the town of Mandeviile furnished a letter of Intent to provide the fInanaclal support for
the seswal | restoration, providing that the restoration could be accomplished In such a way as to not precliude future recreational swimming at the
seaval|l. A speclal electlon was held In St. Tammany Parish on 22 October 1983 to authorlze the levy of a special tax to repalr or replace the seawai|
at Mandevilie. This tax failed to pass; therefore, the completion date for the Mandev!l je mautn___mzon_aa::_._d.

d. Report of Significant Post-Authorizatlon Changes.

(1) in canplience with OCE Jetter dated 21 November 1973, subject, "Lake Pontchartraln, Loul slana and Vicinlty, Lake Pontchartraln Barrier
Plan Report on sfze selection, Chef Menteur Navlgatlon Structure and the Rigolets and Seabrook Locks," and LMYD 1st ind thereto, a signiflicant post-
suthorization change report was prepared and submitted by NOD for revlew and aproval on 7 January 1974. The report was returned by OCE on 16
December 1974 for additional Information. A Publlc Meeting was held on 22 February 1975 In which comments were received on the slzes of the
navigation structures. Add!tional work on the report was delayed untll a review of the previous sizing declslons could be made.
completed and a new report was submitted on 2% June 1976. Thls report which covers +he R!
subject to agreement with the local sponsor, which has been subsequently recelved.

This review was
golets Lock only was approved by OCE on 21 Septenber 1976,

(2) Public opposition to the environmentai Impacts of the Barrier Plan resulted in a court-ordered revision to the EIS. This resulted In a
project reevaluation which recanmended a deslgn change from the previously authorlzed Barrler Plan of the Prot

on+_o:3o:_ur_o<w.v.m:x-+3=++:@
barrier structures. The final Reevaluation Report and a required post authorlzatlon change report was completed and forwarded to hlgher authority on
m>cn=u+.om?
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1 Jarnuary 1985
: New Orleans Dlstrict
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

e- Save Our Wetiands Sult. Save Our Wetlands, Inc., flled sult on 8 December 1975 In Unlted States District Court f

or the Eastern District of
Loulsiana agalnst the New Orleans District Englneer, the Secretary of the Army, the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, and the
Presldent of the Orjeans Levee Board. The Clio Sportsman's League jolned the sult on 21 June 1976. The sult al leges the fol lowing:

(1) that the regional cumulative Environmental Impact Statement should be accom
(2) +that the Corps has not complied with the condltlons of £l nal
of the Federal Water Pollutlon Control Act;

(3) that the Corps has not completely ellminated the St+. Charles Parish lakefront levee as requl red by the Environmental Protect lon Agencye.

plished prior to proceeding with +he project;
approval by the Environmental ®rotect lon Agency of Sectlon 404 requlrements

The Government moved to dismlss the lawsult based on laches and the contentlon that the allegations of the plalntiffs were not Ilable to trial In a
court of Jjustice under the Natlonal Environmental Pollcy Act. A hearing was held on 5 November 1976 and the court denled the mot lon on 7 December
1976. 1In additlon, a hearing was heid on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee District's (a co~defendant) motion to dismlss Issues regarding
assurances for the project. The court denied the motlon. On 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, of the Federal Distrlct Court In New Orleans,

Issued an order enjolnlng any further construction of +he Chef Menteur and Rlgolets Complexes, New Orleans East Area (Fast of Parls Road)}, and the
Chalmette Area of the project until a new envirommental statement Is H.mvawoa.

The sult also seeks to have the New OrJeans East Lakefront Levee removed and to have three openings for tidal Interchange prov!ded under the Southern

Rallroad embankment. However, on 8, 10, and 27 March 1978 Judge Charles Schwartz }!fted the Injunction on the New Orleans East Area (East of Paris
Road) and on 10 March 1978 he iIfted the Injunctlon on the Chalmette Area Plan.

f. St. 4r=§u3. Parish Pollce Jury Sult. This agency has also flled a lawsul + on 30 Mar

ch 1977 attackling the project. Thelr sult was simliar +o
the Save Our Wetlands sult and was combined with that sult. -

g+ St. Charles Parlish Sult. On 12 April 1977 an un Incorporated assoclation of cltizens and pr
effort to force construction of the St. Charles Parlsh )akefront levee, which Is Indef!inltel
levee Is not bulit, to force the Govermment to purchase lands In St.
Attorney sought dismissal on the grounds that the plalntiffs lacked c
hearing, Judge Charles Schwartz declared that the sult was premature

operty owners flled sult against the project in an
y deferred for environmental reasons, or, In the event the
Charles Parlsh which may otherwise be subject to tidal flooding. The U.S.

ause of actlon upon which rellef couid be granted by the court. At a 17 May 1978
and deferred further cons!deration untjl completion of the revised EIS.

h. Deferred Payment Plan. The modiflcatlon author }zed by the Water Resources Devel
the unpald balance of the cash payment due, wlth Interest, In yearly Instal iments,
payments were recelved from local Interests In FY 1977 and they have expressed thel

opment Act of 1974, whereby local Interests ma
has provided Immed!ate rellef to Jocal Interests.
r appreclatlon of the plan.

Y agree to pay
Inlt}al cash

_.oo:.oﬂa_|mcoa:wmo«+=mt_qomn.oa_:+o..0m+:zn_._=uncoo= expressed with regard to the Barr|er portion of the prgject, the Sub-Comm!t+tee ot
Water Resources for the House Publlc Works and Transportatlon Committee :030:02.-:@_=z¢:9._mm=mo=m ﬂ31=o1<~3m.._.:mnz..nOmmo*;a :mo_,._su

was to obtain Informatlon on the hurricane protect fon plan for the prqject and to glve Interested parties an opportunlty to make thelir views known.
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1 January 1985
A New Orleans Dlstrict
LoDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

‘J» Chalmette Unlt Econonlc Analysls. Since the Chalmette Unlt Is a separate entlty from an englneering, hydrologlical, and econaomic stendpoint,
the court has requlred that a separate economlic reanalysis for this unlt be conducted separate and apart from the Lake Pontchartraln Hurrlcane
Protect lon project econanlc reanalysls.

ke High Level Plan. A public meeting was held In New Orleans on 21 November 1981 to seek publlc comment on the tentatively selected High Level
Plan. The High Level Plan wil| provide for helghtening and strengthening the existing hurricane protectlon levee systems In Orleans Parish, the east
bank of Jefferson Parish, and In St. Bernard Parish; repalring and rehabliltating the Mandevllie Seawal | In St. Tammany Parish; bullding a new
malnline hurricane levee on the east bank of St. Charles Parlsh, just north of US Highway 61 (Alrilne Highway); ralsing and strenthenlng the exlisting
levee which extends along the Jef ferson-St. Charles Parlsh boundary between Lake Pontchartrain and Alrilne Highway; and deferring constructlon of the
proposed Seabrook lock unft) Its feasibllity as a feature of the MIsslssippl! River-Gulf Outlet navigatlon project can be determined. Areas Inclosed
by the levee and floodwal | constructlon wil| be provlded protection against tidal surge flooding resulting fron the Standard Project Hurrlcane
(SPH). The public response Is heavily In favor of the High Level Plan.

The draft Reevaluation Study (Including a draft EVS) recommendlng the High Level Plan was submitted by New Orleans District for higher level review on
15 December 1982. The Reevaluatlon Report was released to the pubjlc and filed with the EPA on 16 December 1983.

A publlc meeting to discuss the High Level Plan was held on 28 June 1984. The final report, EIS, and post authorjzatlon change report recammend!ng

the High Level Plan was forwarded to higher authorlty on 8 August 1984. Under the dlscretlonary authority of the Chief of Englineers, final approval
1s expacted In January 1985.

ENVIRONMENTAL | NFORMATION:

a. Status of Environmental impact Statoment. - The flnal Envirommental Impact Statement was flled with the Councli on Environmental Quallty on 17
Vﬁn:co: 1975. By Court Order dated 30 conoa&o_.. 1977, a revised Environmental Impact Statement was ordered. EEEFPEEE%Q

yirommental [nvestigatio nd : gh_lavet! : a_to orized-Barrler Plan of protection merltsfurther—conside an. A

af+ revised Environmental impact m+n+o_=w=+ for +:o High _.o<o_ Plan and the 1om<o_=o+_o: report whlch documents the proposal to on8+ that plan
[nstead of the Barrler Plan was released to the public and filed with the Environmental Protection Agency on 16 December 1983.
Environmental impact Statement was flled with the Environmental Protection Agency on 7 December 1984.

The final revised

b. Changes In Environmental Impact Statement Schedullng. The schedule for submlsslon of the flnal EIS slipped 4 months (August 1984 to December

1984) from that last submltted to Congress. This silppage results from delay In recelving approval from the ASA to proceed with the EIS and
Reeval uation Report.
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1 Jarwary 1985
New Or leans District
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

e- Save Our Wetiands Sul t.

Save Our Wetlands, tnc., flled sult on 8 December 1975 In Unlted States District Court for the Eastern District of
Loulsliena against the New Orleans District Englneer, the Secretary of the Army, the Admlalstrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, and the
President of the Orleans Levee Board. The Cllo Sportsman's League jolned the sult on 21 June 1976. The sult al leges the following:

(1) that the reglonal cumulative Environmental Impact Statement should be accompllshed prlor to proceeding with the project;
(2) +hat the Corps has not cowplled with the condltlons of flnal approval by the Environmental ®rotect lon Agency of Sectlon 404 requirements
of the Federal Water Poliutlon Control Act;

(3) +su.+ the Corps has not completely eliminated the St. Charles Parlsh lakefront levee as required by the Environmental Protect lon Agency.

The Government moved to dismlss the lawsult based on laches and fhe contentlon that the allegations of the plalntiffs were not llable to trial In a
court of justice under the Natlonal Environmental Policy Act. A hearling was held on 5 November 1976 and the court denlsd the motion on 7 December
1976. In addition, a heering was held on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee District's (a co-defendant) motlon to dismiss Issues regarding
assurances for +he praject. The court denfed the motlon. On 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, of the Federal District Court In New Orleans,

issued an order enjoining any further construction of the Chef Menteur and Rigolets Complexes, New Orleans East Area (East of Par!s Road), and the
Chalmotte Area of the prqject until a new environmental statement Is prepared.

The sult also seeks to have the New Orleans East Lakefront Levee removed and to have three openings for tidal Interchange provided under the Southern

Rallroad embankment. However, on 8, 10, and 27 March 1978 Judge Charles Schwartz |!fted the Injunction on the New Orleans East Arca (East of Parls
Road) and on 10 March 1978 he ilfted the Injunction on the Chaimette Area °lan.

f. St. 4.!!.-3 Parish Pollce Jury Sult. This agency has also flled a lawsul t on 30 March 1977 attacking the project. Thelr sult was simiiar fo
the Save Our Wetlands sult and was combined with that sult.

g+ St. Charles Parish Sult. On 12 Aprli 1977 an unIncorporated assocl ation of cltizens and property owners flled sult against tne project In an
eftort to force construction of the St. Charles Parlsh lakefront levee, which is Indefinltely deferred for environmental reasons, or, In the event the
levee Is not butit, to foros the Govermment to purchase lands In St. Charles Parlsh which may otherwise be subject to tidal fiooding. The U.S.
Attorney sought dismissal on the grounds that the plaintiffs lacked cause of actlon upon which rellef could be granted by the court. At a 17 May 1978
heering, Judge Cherles Schwartz declared that the sult was premature and deferred further conslderation unthi conpletion of the revised EIS.

he Deferred Payment Plan.

The modification authorlzed by the Water Resources Development Act of 1974, whereby local Interests may agree to pay
+he unpald balance of the cash payment due, with Interest, In yearly Instal Iments, has provided Immedlate rellef to local Interests. Inftlal cash
paymants were recelved from local Interests In FY 1977 and they have expressed thelr appreclatlon of the plan.

{. General - Because of the widespread Interest which had been exprossed with regard +o the Barrier portlon of the project, the mca..ngs_++oo. of
Water Resources for the House Publlc Works and Transportation Commlttee held a hearing In New Orleans on 5 February 1978. The purpose of the hearing

was fo obtaln Information on the hurricane protectlon plan for the project and to glve Interested parties an opportunity to make their views known.
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oDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Conttd)

Je Chalmette Unit Economic Analysis. Since the Chaimette Unit is a separate entity from an engineering, hyrdological, and econanic standpoint,
the court has required that a separate economic reanalysis for this unit be conducted separate and apart from the lake fntchartraln Hirricane
Protection project econamic reanalysis,

ke High Levei Plan, A public meeting was held in New Orleans on 21 November to seek public comment on the tentatively selected Hgh lavel
Plan, The High Level Plan wil! provide for heightening and strengthening the existing hurricane protection |evee systems In Qrleans Parish, the east
bank of Jfferson Parish, and in St, Bernard Parish; repairing and rehabilitating the Mandeville Seawal| in St. Tammany Parish; bullding a new
mainiine hurricane |evee on the east bank of St, (harles Parish, .?”4 north of US Highway 61 (Airiine Highway); raising and strengthing the existing
levee which extends along the Jofferson-St, Charles Parish boundary between lake Pontchartrain and Airiine Hghwey; and deferring construction of the
proposed Seabrook lock until its feasibility as a feature of the Mississippl River-Guif Qutlet nav igation project can be determined, Areas inclosed
by the levee and floodwell construction will be provided protection against tidal surge flooding resulting from the Standard Froject Hirricane
(SH), The public response is heavily In favor of the High Level Plan,

The draft Reeval ation Study (Including a draft EIS) recommend ing the High level Plan was submitted by New Orleans District for higher level review
on 15 December 1982, The Reevaluation Report was released to the public and filed with the EPA on 16 December 1983,

A public meeting to discuss the Hgh level Plan was held on 28 June 1984, The final report, EIS, and post authorization change report recommend ing
¥ the High Level Plan was forwarded to higher authority on 8 August 1984 and approved on 7 February 1985,

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMAT{ON:

a, Status of Environmental Impact Statememt, =~ The final Envirommental Impact Statement was flled with the Council on Enviromental Quality on
¥* 17 Januwary 1975, By Cowt Order dated 30 December 1977, a revised Mvironmental Impact Statement was ordered., A draft revised Env ironmental impact
Statement for the High Level Plan and the reevaluation report which documents the proposal to adopt that plan Instead of the Barrier Plan was
released to the public and filed with the Environmental Protection Agency on 16 December 1983, The flinal revised Fv ironmental Impact Statement was
filed with the Envirommental Protection Agency on 7 December 1984,

b. Changes In Environmental |mpact Statement Scheduling. The schedule for submission of the final EIS s!ipped 4 months (August 1984 +o December
1984) from that last submitted to Congress, This silppage results from delay In receiving approval fram the ASA to proceed with the EIS and
Reeval iation Report,
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ENVIRONMENTAL (NFORMATION: (Cont'd)

c¢» Environmental Opposition. -

(1) The known environmental opposlition to the barr|er plan of

protectlon for the Lake Pontchartralin, Loulslana, and Vicinity Hurrlcane
Protection project Is summarlzed below:

(a) The Orleans Audubon Soclety opposes the disposal and pondlng
along the MR-GO and In New Orleans East, and the proposed borrow area on Apple
plans wil| dostroy valuable marshland that Loulslana cannct afford +o lose.
the Barrier Plan be ellminated.

of dredged material In the marshes along the Chef and Rigolets Passes,
Ple Ridge along US Highway 90. They belleve these disposal and borrow
They also recommend that levees be bull+t around populated areas only and

(b) The Loulsiana Wildilfe Federation recommends that the St. Charles Parish segment be eliminated from the praoject plan vo.o..:wm I+ wil)
Investigate further encroachment and deterloration of a rapldly dwindiling and frag!le marsh ecosysteme They feel that the placing of the barrler

structures as proposed on the Rigolets and Chef Menteur Pass may have severe, Irreversible consequences on the dellcate balance which di fferentiates
between the fine iine which constlitutes a fresh and a sallne marsh ecosystem.

(c) The Sferra Club, Delta Chapter, belleves that wetiands represent economic, environmental, and recreatlonal values which are far more
Important to the public¢ Interest than the clalmed beneflts from developing such lands for Increased taxes.

For thls reason they recommend that the
project should be used to protect existing settlement, and not to encourage Intensive develcpment In one of the large flood plains between the
Mlisslssipp! River and the Gulf of Mexico. :

(d) The Bonnet Carre' Rod and Gun Club and the St. Charles Environmental Councl! oppose the lakefront levee In Ste.
tavor a hurrlcane protection lewee generally along Afrline Highway (US Hwy 61) In St. Charles Parish.
environmental ly accepteble and would stii| protect the presently developed areas In St. Charles Parlsh.

Charles Parish. They
They belleve this alinement would be

(e) The Cllo Sportsman's League of New Orleans!' position Is that they favor hurricane protection but oppose the "so called"
unnecessary private land enhancement at the expense of the publlc and the environment.
ponding arees, and accompanying future developments will play a lead) ng rola In the dest
Meurepas, Pontchartrain, Cather!ne and Borgne estuary system.

pollcy of
They oplne that the barrlers with Its borrow, dlsposal and

ruction of Lake Pontchartraln and, eventually, the entire

(f) The St. Tammany Environmental Councli Is of +he opinlon that the acknow
Impact of the Lake Pontchartratn, Loutslana,

of hurricane protect lon.

ledged and potent!al adverse environmental and economlc
and Vicinlty hurrlcane protection plan far outwelghs the beneflts our populatlon may recefve In the form

(g) The St. Tammany Sportsman's League Is opposed to t+he "Floodgates®
between the lake and the marshes which supplles 50 percent of all nutrlents that fe
nutrlents wil) result In the death of the lake," they oplne.

at the Rigolets because they say 1+ wili| desiroy the Interplay
ed the flora and fauna In Lake Pontchartraln. "The loss of these
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> New Orleans District
_"ENVIRONMENTAL |NFORMATION: (Cont'd)

(h) The Environmental Defense Fund has expressed concern regarding the whole project, more spect flcal ly the New Orleans East Area.
conslder the wetlands In the New Orleans East Area are stil) vlable and could be restored +o a hi

of the levees; provislion for t+idal flows and water clrculation; and stringent regulation of dred
the Corps' regulations and wetland pollcy.

They
gh level of productivity glven approprlate redesign
@, TH 1, and dralnage activities In accordance with

(2) Envirommental cppos!tion to the High Level Plan centers on two major Issues. Fourteen groups have expressed concern over the proposal to
locate borrow pits In Lake Pontchartraln near the lJefferson Parish Lakefront. Posslble adverse water quallty Impacts are the primary concern. Ejeven
of these groups have expressed cpposition fo the Inclosure of wetlands by the hurricane protection leves In New Orleans East. Four groups also oppose

the levee allnement In St. Charles Parlsh because the levee would Inclose a wetiand and may subject It to development In the future. To date, there
are no court Injunctlons flied against this pian.

d. Other Environmantal OpInlons.

(1) The US Fish and Wildilfe Service and the National Marine Flsherles Service have fully cooperated In developlng a plan for hurrlcane
protection for the metropolltan area of New Orleans that wil| alleviate, to the fullest extent feasible, any project Impacts on the fish and wlldllIfe

resources In the area. Both have opposed the St. Charles Parlsh |akefront levee and have made specl flc recommendations In the other segments of the
project to help minimize the destructive features of the project.

(2) The Envirommental Protection Agency has also fully cooperated In helplng us to devel
of the statement of findings for the plans for placement of dredged mater!al for this
Into the New Orleans East area unt!l developed areas are threatened.

o an environmental |y feaslble plan. In thelr review
project they stated that t1dal Interchange should be allowed

e. Environmental Studles.

(1) Phase | of the blologlcal transport studles contract entered Into with the Louls)ana State Univers}
scope study based on Phase ! data have been completed.
preference for the high tevel plan.

ty along with a prellminary Phase $1
The remaining portfons of the contract have been terminated at the request of LMVD due to the

(2) The EPA In thelr review of the 404 proceedings have requested us to study whether the dralnege structures In the South Polnt fo Giww
levee can be changed with regards to thelr operation. They would ke to see the structures remaln open during normal tidal conditlons to nourish the
marsh In New Orleans East with the [ake water. The Louls!ana W1ldllfe Federatlon and t+he US Flsh and Wildilfe Service are supportive of this
recommondation. We coordinated thls request with the Orleans Levee Distrlict, the Sewerage and Water Board, the Mosqulto Control Board, and the Clty
Planning Commlssfon and found extensive opposition. As a result of thls opposition and since Fish & WIidilfe Management Is not an authorized federal
program purpose, re-establlshment of tidal exchange Is not recommended In +he Reevaluatlon Report/E\S released to the publlc in December 1983.

(3) The New Orleans Clty Planning Commlsslon has requested us to study the possiblli

ty of purchasing wetlands outslde the protected area to
mitlgate the loss of wetlands Included In the project.

Thls feature Is belng Included In our mitigation report.
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ENV IRONMENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd) .

(4) In addition to the contracts in para e(2) above, the Louislana State University (LSU) and the Unlversity of New Orleans (UND) were
contracted to study tidal transport In the Chef Menteur and Rigolets Passes and at the site of Seabrook Lock. LSU was responsible for physical and
bliotoglcal transport studles and UNO for chemical transport studles. The contracts were broken down Into two phases: Phase |, which Is comp lete,

consisted of study design, and phase [! was to consist of a one year sampling program and data analysis. Prior to Initiation of phase 1) work, the
LSU and UNO contracts were terminated.

f. Status and Impact of Complliance with Section 404, Clean Water Act of 1977. The provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act have been met
by a Statement of Findings signed by the District Engineer on 20 August 1975 for the majority of the project. The provisions of Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act for work after 1 October 1981 have been met for the Chalmette Unit by a Supplemental Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation Report, signed by
the DIstrict Englineer on 15 November 1982; for the New Orleans East Unit by a Supplemental Sectlon 404(b)(1) Evaluation Report signed by the District
Englneer on 18 November 1983; and for the New Orleans West/Mandeviile Unl+ by a Supplemental Sectlon 404(b)(1) Evaluatlion Report on 18 November

1983. A Publlc Notice for the High Level Plan was Issued on 28 March 1984, and certiflcation from the State of Loulslana was recelved on 29 June
1984.
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DATA FOR TESTIFYING OFFICERS ON FY 1986 CIVIL WORKS BUDGET

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINATY

AUTHORIZATI ON:

Authorlzation Documents.

. ' Estimated Cost and
Authorlzations Year of Price Leve)

FC Act of 1965 dated A program for protectlon from hurricane flood levels at New Orleans, $56,235,000 (1961) 1/
27 October 1965 (PL 89-298) LA, and surrounding areas by means of levees, floodwal Is, control -
(HD 231/89/1) siructures, navigation siructures, locks, dams and dralnage
structures. .
Water Resources Devel opment Act A modiflcatlon of the FC Act of 1965 (PL 89- 298) to provide that
of 1974 dated 7 March 1974 non-Federal public bodles may agree to pay the unpaid balance of
(PL 93-251) Sectlon 92 the cash payment due with Interest, In yearly Instal Iments.

1/ This Is net cost to the Federal Government. The gross cost I's $60,185,000. The difference Is $3,950,000, which Is capitalized value at 3 1/8

3181._=+0ﬂ8+o<01_oo<cowm*o...omzo:x.uo_m...mroox::-os_m._.oamoo_.d._oﬁ.& by local Interests and used by the Federal Government for
project construction. .

Monetary Authorization. Full monetary authorization was provided In the Flood Control Act of 27 October 1965.

NEED FOR THE PROJECT: The project Is located In southeastern Loulslana !n the vicInlty of Lake Pontchartraln and
surrounding areass. The praject area Is susceptible fo flooding from wind-driven hurricane tides from Lake Pontch

Mexlico. Hlstorlcal hurrlcanes have produced recorded stages up to 13 feet on the southwest shore of the jake,
at the southeast shore, and 7.7 feet at the north shore.
hurricanes several times In recent years.

Includes the clty of New Orleans and
artraln, Leke Borgne, and the Gulf of

6.2 feet at the south shore, 7.1 fee+
The protect ive works have been overtopped and doveloped areas flooded by surges from

in 1915, +he 7.7 foot stage on the north shore and the I3 foot stage on the southwest shore caused conslders je flooding.

The 1947 hurrlcane caused extenslive 200&.& In Jefferson Parlsh when a jakeshore embankment
the stage was only about 5 feet.

resldential area were flooded.

proved Inadequate to prevent overtopplng, even though
Cons ldersb le overtopping of the New Orleans seawal) occurred during thls storm and about 9 square miles of
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(Cont'd)

NEED FOR THE PROJECT:

tn 1956 the New Orleans seawal| was agaln overtopped, resulting In the flooding of shout 2.5 square miles of resldentlal and commerclal area In
the lakefront area.

Hurricane Betsy In September 1965 caused extenslve floading of urban areas of the New Orleans area fo depths of up fo 10 feet.

Hurrlcane Camille In August 1969 caused flooding of jow lying areas adjacent to the I1HNC.

Although Hurricane Carmen In September 1974 caussed iit+tle fiooding In the project area, 1t was rated by the Natlonal Weather Service as more
dangerous than Hurrlcane Betsy. Had Carmen contlnued Its northerly course or shifted slightly to the east, it would have passed thru the vicinlty of
New Orjeans and would have caused extens lve flooding within the project area.

Wave actlon during moderate to high lake stages has undermined the existing seawal] at Mandev!lle, causing I+ to become _so:mﬁ_nm as a hurricane
protect ive structure.

On ssveral ocoaslons, the area between Lake Pontchariraln and Lake Borgne has been flooded by stages up to 11 feet.

Much of the developed area In New Orleans and In Jefferson Parish Is below normal lake level; some land being as low as 7 feet below nat jona}
gecdetic vertical datum, with a conslders le portion lower than 2 feet below national geodetic vertical detum. Stages stterding a standard project
hurrlcane would cause overtopping of al) exIsting protective works by several feet and ponding as deep as 16 feet In the developed areas and the
pumpl ng system on which removal of all flood waters Is dependent would be Incperable for an extended period of tIme. Thls prolonged Inundatlon would
cause enormous damage to private and publlic property, would create serjous hazards to iife and health, would disrupt business and community |Ife, and
would require an Immense expend]ture of public and private funds for evacuation and subssquent rehabllitation of local resldents.

Prior to constructlon of the Mississippl River-Guif Outlet navigation project, tidal flow between Lake Pontchartraln and Lake Borgne was
jnterchanged through the Rigolets, Chef Menteur Pass, and the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-inner Harbor Navlgation Canal channel. Sallnltles of +he
Incoming tides from Lake Borgne were reduced primarlly by fresh water flows from the Pear) Rlver basin, and from the northern trlbutary Inflow to Lake
Pontchartraln. However, the Mississlppl River-Gulf Outlet project now permits tidal flows from Breton Sound and the Gulf of Mexico to enter Lake

Pontchariralin directly through the !nner Harbor Navlgation Canal via Its enlarged channel.

As a result, salinlties In the lake have Increased
significantly.

Also, Increased current velocltles In the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal caused by the Gulf Outlet navigation project have resulted In
an Increase In navigation difflcultles and the creatlon of major scour problems along exlstlIng bridges and harbor developments.

The restricted
sect jon through the Sesbrook Bridge has enlarged greatly sinoe consiruction of the Gulf Outlet praoject.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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New Orleans District
PLAN OF IMPROVEMENT:

The current recommended plan for protect lon fram hurricane flood levels conslsts of the followlng:

8. A new levee Is to be constructed parellel to and immedlately north of US Highway 61,
boundary and t+he east Bonnet Carre' Spl| Iway gulde levee.

between the levee along the Jefferson-S+. Charles Parlsh
b. A new levee Is to be constructed along the Jefferson Parlsh }akefront.
c+ The New Orleans |akefront levee landward of +he seawal | Is to be enlarged.

d. Enlargement of existing levees, construction of new levees,

and a concrete~capped sheetplle wall are to be constructed along the east and west
levees of the Inner Harbor Navlgation Canal In New Orleans.

e« A new lovee and floodwal | are fo be constructed along the lakefront extending from the floodwal | at +he New Orleans Alrport to South Polnt.

f. The levee from mo.:+= Polnt to the GIWW Is to be enlarged.

g+ The levee along and north of +he Misslsslppl River-Gulf Outlet and Gulf Intracoastal Waterway fram the Inner Harbor Navigatlon Canal to the
beginning of the barrler Is to be enlarged and floodwal Is constructed where necessary.

f. The exlsting Mandev!)le seawall on +he north shore wii} be strengthened at j+s present helght.

J* A new pumping statlon and vertical IIf+ gates for the Florida Avenue Complex are to be consiructed.

Thls wiil complete the protect jon
provided In the inner Harbor Navigation Canal System. (See above.)
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CHANGE IN SCOPE:

Year

1967

1967

1967

Change In Scope since Authoriztion

The authorized allnement of protectlve works In the vicinlty of Chef Menteur Pass was modlfled and the
New Orjeans East Lovee was extended to Chef Menteur Pass under the discretionary authorlty of the Chlef of
Engineers to provlde protection for an addltlonal 1,533 acres. The letter report recommending thls
modi flcatlon was submltted to OCE 28 March 1967.

The project was also modlfled under the discretionary authority of the Chlef of Englneers to delete frop
the Lake Pontchariraln project as a mitlgating measure the cos+ts of protecting a portion of the foreshore
along the Mlssisslppl River-Gulf Outlet project. Construction of the Mississipp] Rlver-Gulf Outlet project
exposed levees of substantlal size and the foreshore between them and the project channel along both banks
of the project navigation canal In the Clty of New Orleans to dlrect attack with resultant damages from
waves generated by seagoing vessels utllizing the waterway. The navigation project should have Included
adequate provislons for protecting these levees and thelr foreshore from damage. The new levees In thlsg
project located adjacent fo the ship channe! wil} also require protectlon. The costs deleted fram +his
project have been added to the Misslissipp! Rlver-Gulf Outlet project. (There are about 6 mlles along the
north bank and 18 mlles along the south bank of the navigation prqject that require protection.) GDM No. 2,
Supplement No. 4, MIssissipp} River-Gulf Outlet, La., Foreshore Protection was submitted to OCE 29 May 1968.

in accordance with the desires of local Interests the project was agaln modifled under the di scretlonary
authorlty of the Chlef of Englneers to provide protection to a larger area In the vicinlty of New Orleans known
as_the Chaimette area. This change Incorporated the need fo Increase levee helghts to accamodate the new
hurrlcane parameters. This modificatlon wil! provide protection for an additlonal 18,800 acres. The letter
report recanmending this modificatlion was submitted to OCE on 12 December 1966.

The Director of Civil Works by letter of 27 November 1967 Informed the Chalrmen of the Committees on
Appropr} ations of the House and Senate that the above changes In scope had been zpproved by the Chilef
of Engineers.

1 January 1985

New Orleans DIstrict

Estimated Cost

$4,775,600

~3,495,000

$12,938,700
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The Offlice, Chlef of Englneers, by letter report dated 17 December 1968, Informed the Bureau of the Budget of an Increase In cost from
$136,200,000 to $166,000,000 In accordance with ER 1165-2-305 dated 25 Sep 68, "Signlflcant Pos t-Authorjzation Changes In Corps of
Englneers Projects". This change was approved by the Offlce of Management and Budget on 25 March 1969.

1984 The Reevaluatlon Study, dated July 1984, recommends the use of the High Level Plan rather than the Barrler Plan. The plan would
provide for Improving the ex!sting hurricane protection levee systems In Orleans Parlsh and the east bank of Jef ferson Parish,
Improving ex!sting levees and consiructIng new ones In St. Bernard Parlsh, repalring and reheb!||tat]

ng the Mandevl]le Seawal| In
St. Temmany Parish, bullding a new malniine hurricane levee on the east bank of St. Charles Parish Immedlately north of US Hlghway 61

(Alrilne Hwy), ralsing and strengthening the exIsting levee which extends al ong the Jef ferson-St. Charles Par]sh boundary between Lake

Pontchartraln and Airline Highway, and deferring construction of +he proposed Seabrook Lock unt!| I+s feasiblilty as a feature of the
MRGO navigation praject can be determined.

| SIGN; .\v
MAJOR_CHANGES IN DE ?ﬁ?@.\/\ .

a. : net grades of al | the protect tve levees and structures, except for the levees and structures adjacent fo the Chef Menteur Pass and the
éts, were revised upward by 1 to 2 feet In accordance with the results of +)dal hydraullc studles utlifzing more severe hurricane paramosters

developed by +he U.S. Weather Bureau subsequent to prgject authortzation.

b. A pumping plant was added to the Florlda Avenue Complex to provide uninterrupted dralnage rellef durlng hurricane condltions.

c. The reevaluation of the project resulted In the recommendation for a design change from the authorlized Ba
Level Plan without barrler structures. Under +he Hlgh Level Plan the design helght of the levees and floodwail |s
be Increasad to contaln the higher lake levels that would occur wlthout the barrler structures.

rrier Plan of protection 4o a High
proposed for the Barrler Plan would

BENEF!T-COST RAT!0:

a- Porlod of Econanlc Analysis. - The econamic Ilfe of the project Is 100 years based on our estimate that
overflow to this area will be needed long beyond the Ilfe of +he project.

protectlon fram hurricane +idal

b. Derivatlon of B/C Ratlo. - The praject functlons Independertly. Preproject levees provide the area a de
tidal overflow and no beneflts are claimed for thls protectlon. Beneflts credited to the total pr
hurricane tidal overflow Including t+hat damage caused by overtopplng oxisting levees.

gree of protectlon from headwater and
oject consist of reductlon of flood damage from

c. Composlte B/C Ratlo. - Although the Chalmette Area Plan wil) function as a separable unlt, the B/C ratlo Is presented for the total project

plan. The benefit-cost ratio was derlved by measuring the total beneflts credited to these hurricane barrier plan camponents agalnst their total
costs.
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STATUS AND SCHEDULE, PLANNING:

a. Deslign Memorandums.

1 Jamnuary 1985
New Orleans District

3 Est % Actual (A)
Comp lete Comp jete or Scheduled (S)
1tem 1 Jan 85 30 Sep 85 Submlssjon Date to LMD
Reevaluatlion Report (draft) 100 100 15 Dec 82 (A)
Revaluation Report (final) 100 100 8 Aug 84 (A)
Mandevi| le Seawal 70 70 Indefintte 1/
GDM No. 13, New Orleans 100 100 30 Nov 84 (A)
Lakefront West of IHNC
GDM No. 14, 100 100 31 Jul 84 (A)
Citrus Lakefront
GDM No. 15, 75 100 Feb 85 (S)
New Orleans East Lakefront Levee
GDM No. 20,
Orleans Parish Outfal | -Canals 35 ) 75 Apr 86 (S)

Y Completlon of report has been delayed
The voters of the town of Mandeville,

untii local Interests can reach a decision as to plan of Improvement to be used for seawal| restorat!on.
LA, voted agalinst the proposal on 22 October 1983.
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STATUS AND SCHEDULE, PLANNING: (Cont'd)
be Plans and Speciflicatlons.
% 4 Actual (A) Schedu jed
Comp lete Comp lete or Scheduled (S) Award (A)
1+em 1 Jan 85 30 Sep 85 Submlssion Date to LMVD Date
NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT
Cltrus Lakefront Levee VHNC-Parls Road FSP 100 100 30 Jul 84 (A) Feb 85
New Orleans Lakefront Levee - London
Ave 1o West End 100 100 Jan 85 Mar 85
New Orleans Lakefront Levee - Floodwall 100 100 N/A L Mar 85
at American Standard Plant
New Orleans Lakefront Levee - Floodwal Is 40 100 nwa Y May 85
at Marc/Topaz
New Orleans East Lakefront Levee - 95 100 Feb 85 Aug 85
Paris Road to Sout Polnt FSP
New Orleans East Back Levee 10 100 Oct 85 May 86
Station 770 to 1007
CHALMETTE UNIT
Statjon 355 to 6& (FInal Enlargement) 95 100 Feb 85 Aug 85

|_..\ Work Items estimated at less than $1,000,000

PHYSICAL DATA:

a. Land Requ!rements.

(1) Scope, Status and Schedule of Acqulsl!+ion:

Interests.

be Recreatlon Facliltles. Not appilcab le.

c. Disposal Areas. Easements for dlsposal areas are the responsibl ity of local Interests.

d. Operator's Quarters. MNone.

Acqul sitlon of lands, easements,

R/M and disposal areas Is the responsiblility of Jocal
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. PONTCHARTRAI N, LA, AND VICINITY

. . 1 January 1985

‘ New Orleans District
JUSTIFICATION:

a- Flood Damages. The duratlon of flooding withln the praject sreas extends up to 2 weeks. Wind driven hurricane waters overtopping the levees
become entrapped behind the levees. If the levee Is serlously eroded, the water will slowly recede with the reductlon In tldes, but must aiso be
pumped; If the levee remalns tntact, portions of 1+ are degraded to facli!tate removal of flood waters along with supplementary pumplng. Depth of
flooding caused by Hurrlcane Betsy of September 1965 varled to a maximum of approximately 10 feet In urban areas; thls storm Is also consldered the
flood of record.

The u..p_mmw. is designed to protect against a huricane with a frequency of sout once In 250 years. The 1965 hurrlcane spproached the design
hurricane In magnltude In part of the areas. The hligh order protectlon was selected because of the urban character of much of the reglon and the
hazard fo |lfe.

Protected by Authorized

Descr Iption of Flood Area Design Flood 1/ Works Agalnst Deslgn Flood
Nunber of Acres: ) (501,780) (501,780)
Res|dent!al . ] 33,530 33,530
Commercl al, Industrial R 14,510 14,510
Open Land (ldle) 28,760 28,760
Woods, Swamp, Marsh 414,010 414,010
Other Developed Land 10,970 10,970
value of Lands and Improvements ($21,481,000,000) 2/ ($21,481,000,000)
Lands 7,327,000,000 7,327,000,000
improvements 14,154,000, 000 14,154,000, 000
Population (1980)
Res iding 815,000
Working (Additlon to Res!ding) 80,000

1/ Based on theoretical design flood which has yet o be experlenced.

W\ Escalated to October 1984 price levels.
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY

JUSTIFICATION:

bs Flood History. Legend: Actual Acres Flooded=(c)-(e); Actual $ Damages=

(f)-th); N.O.= Not Operable.

1 January 1985
New Orleans DIstric+

Area (Acres)

Damages (Dol lars)

Protected Protected : Preventlve at Preventab le Under

Flooded With Project at Time : Time of Floodlng Prevented Present Condltlon
Flood Natural Without In Fuli of : Without With Project In at t+ime with Project In
Date Stage Project Operatjon Flood : Project Full Operation of Flood Ful! Operatlon

$ $ $ $

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) () (h) 1y 2/
(A) Past 5 Fiscal Years: None.
(B) Major Floods Prlor to 5 Flscal Years:
Aug 1969
(Caml| Je) a4 23,000 23,000 22,000 92,500,000 91,500,000 90,000,000 322,800,000
Sep 1965
(Betsy) V4 23,000 23,000 N.O. 85,000,000 85,000,000 N.O. 422,132,000
Sep 1956 )
(Flossy) 1/ 8,000 8,000 N.O. 750,000 750,000 N.O. 3,108,000
Sep 1947 u_ln\ 33,000 33,000 N.O. 5,300,000 5,300,000 N.O. 51,033,000

Lake Pontchartraln at West End
Rigolets Pass near Lake Pontchariraln

2/ October 1984 price levels.

c» Power. Not spplicable.

1/ HIGHEST RECORDED STAGE (N.G.V.D.)

Aug 1969 Sep 1965
5.2 1. 7-6 ft.
9.0 ft. 7.0 ft.

9

Sep 1956 Sep 1947
5.5 ft. 5.46 ft.
6.49 f+. 7.18 ft.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



" _<E PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985

iy New Orieans Dlstrict
LOCAL COOPERATION: _{(October 1984 price levels)

a. Requirements. Prior to construction, local Interests furnished assurances satisfactory to the Secretary of the Army that they wiil, without
cost to the Unlited States:

(1) Provide all lands, easements and rights-of-way, including borrow and spoll disposal areas, necessary for construction of the project;

(2) Accomplish all necessary alterations and relocations to roads, ratlroads, pipelines, cables, wharves, dralnage structures,

and other
facilities made necessary by the construction works;

(3) Hold and save the United States free from damages due to the construction works;

(4) Bear 30 percent of the first cost, a sum presently estimated at $201,000,000, to consist of $86,140,000 for items llsted In
subpararagraphs (1) and (2) above, and a cash contributlon presently estimated at $114,860,000 to be pald elther in a tump sum prior to inftlation of
construction or In Instaliments at least annually In proportion to the federal appropriation prior to start of pertinent work items in accordance with
construction schedules, as required by t+he Chlef of Englneers, or, as a substitute for any part of the cash contribution, accomp!ish, in accordance

with approved construction:schedule, Items of work of equivalent value as determined by the Chlef of Englneers, the final apportionment of costs to be
made after actual costs and values have been determlined.

(5) Provide all Interlor dralnage and pumping plants required for reclamation and development of the protected areas:

(6) Maintain and operate all aou._._.:..m.m of the works In accordance with regulatlons prescribed by the Secretary of the Army,
floodgates and approach channels, dralnage structures, drainage ditches or canals, floodwalls, seawalls,
Rigolets navigation tock and channel and moditfied dua!-purpose Seabrook Lock; and

Including levees,
and stoplog structures, but oxcluding the

(7) Acquire adequate easements or other Interest in land to prevent encroachment on existing ponding areas unless substlitute storage capacity

or equivalent pumping capacity Is provided promptiy. Local Interests are also required to comply with the requirements of the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policles Act of 1970 (PL 91-646), In acquiring real property.

1/ The total non-Federal contributlon Including future reimbursement Is determined as fol lows:
$ Land and Relocations - $86,140,000 + Cash/Equivalent Work Contribution - $114,860,000 + Future Reimbursement - $45,000,000 = $246,000,000.
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY I January 1985

New Orleans Dlstrict
LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

b. Modification to Authorizing Law. Recognizing the increasing burden of providing required matching local funds, the former Representative
F. Edward Hebert sponsored Congressiona! legislation to defer required iocal payments over an extended perlod of time. This legislation was enacted
In February 1974, as Sectlion .oN of the Water Resources Development Act of 1974. This act modifles the authorizing taw by providing that non-Federa!
public bodles may agree to pay the unpald balance of their required cash payment due, with Interest, In annual instaliments in accordance with a
formula specifled by the Act.

¢« Requirements of PL 91-611 and PL 91-646. (1) PL 91-611 = not applicable. Construction started prior to 1 January 1972. (2) PL 91-646 - a
Constitutional Amendment was provided by the Loulslana Legislature on 1 February 1972 allowing local Interests to comply. The estimated cost to local
fnterests Is $45,000.

d. Current Status of Assurances. Assurances are required for the two Independently justified plans authorlzed by Congress; the Chalmette Area
Plan and the Lake Pontchartraln High Level Plan. Revised assurances from the Pontchartraln Levee District and the Jefferson Levee District are
currently under review within COE channels.

(1) Chalmette Area Plan: The basic assurances for this plan have been accepted.

(a) JolInt assurances of the St. Bernard Parish Pollce Jury and the Lake Borgne Basin Levee DIstrict were accepted on 28 September 1966. The
Lake Borgne Basin Levee District and St. Bernard Parish Pollce Jury executed a new Jolnt agreement of assurance covering all requirements of focal

cooperation and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 20 Apri| 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the United States on
7 December 1977.

(b) Assurances from the Board of Commissloners of the Orleans Levee District were accepted on 10 October 1966. The assurances were amended
on 16 September 1971 to reflect an increase In cost participation. These amended assurances, which supersede the 10 October 1966 assurances,
approved on behalf of the United States on 29 March 1974. The orlglnal assurances from the Orleans Levee District dated 10 October 1966 are
conslidered in full effect. This 1966 assurance (for Chalmette Pfan only) was supplemented to Include PL 91-646 on 29 May 1975 and approved on behalf
of the United States on 8 July 1975. The Orleans Levee District executed a new agreement of assurances covering all requirements of local cooperation

and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 30 March 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the United States on 7 December
1977.

were
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_»#”  ATCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 Jaruary 1985

s New Orleans District
-~ LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

de Current Status of Assurances. (Cont'd)

(c) Supplemental assurances providing for Public Law 91-646: The Loulslana Office of Public Works, coord] natIng agency under 5 March 1971
deslgnation by the Governor, was requested to have the St. Bernard Parish Pollce Jury and the Lake Borgne Levee Distrlct execute such supp lemental

ouus..u:ocuaio._o~:+m=vu_oao=+n_omm_-m:owaa+onumﬂoc:_o_Q_o.\mtumwg_éa?g;@a@o:n_&o:aBu..Qwao_.wm:o:o_“+:¢==I¢a States on 17
March 1975.

(2) Loke Pontchartrain Barrler Plan. Basic assurances for the plan were obtalned from the Board of CommIssloners of the Orleans Levee
Distrlct and accepted on 10 October 1966.

(a) The Orleans Levee District requested assistancs In carrying out the assurances due to the rising non-Federal cost of participatlon and
the widespread benefits to be derived by the surrounding parlshes. The Governor of the State of Loulslana, by Executfve Order (5 March 1971 ),
designated the Loulslana Office of Publlc Works as the local coordlinating agency. Through thls procedure, the Pontchartraln Levee DIstrict, the St.
Tammany Parish Pollce Jury, and the Orleans Levee District are the assurers for the Barrler Plan. See B below.

(b) Amended assurances fo provide for an Increase In cost participation were executed by +he Orieans Levee District on 16 September 1971 and
approved on behalf of the Unlted States on 29 March 1974. The amended assurances supersede the 10 October 1966 assurances. Subsequent to the
approval of the 1971 assurance, It became evident that problems existed In obtaining acoeptable assurances from +wo agencles for this plan. For thils
reason, the orlginal assurances from the Orleans Levee District dated 10 October 1966 are considered In full effect. The Orleans Levee Distrlct
executed & new agreement of assurance covering all requirements of local cocperation and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 30
March 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the Unlted States on 7 December 1977. :

(c) Assurances providing for particlpation pursuant fo the actlon of the Governor have been obtalned fram the Pontchartraln Levee District.
Assurances on behalf of the St. Tammany Parlish Pollce Jury were executed by the Governor on 8 May 1972 under Sectlon 81, Title 38, Loulslana Revlsed
Statutes of 1950 as amended. Nelther of the last mentjoned assurances has been acoopted for lack of support ing documents. However, the Pontchartrain
Levee DIsirict executed a new agreement of assurance coverling all requirements of local cooperation and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL
93-251 on 20 September 1976. On 19 October 1976, Governor Edwards executed an instrument des Ignating, among other things, the Loulslana Offlce of
Publlc Works to lend financlal assistance In connectlon with this project. The Loulslana Offlce of Publlc Works executed an act of assurance dated 8
November 1976 agreeing: Yo fulfill all local cooperatlon requlrements for that portlon of the praoject In St. Tammany Parish; and to lend f!nanc] al
assistance after the Pontchartraln Levee Distrlct has contributed $100,000 In cash toward that portlon of the Barrler Pian which Is the responsibl ity
of that levee district. These assurances were #zpproved on behalf of the Unlted States on 7 December 1977.
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™ _ARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
A _AL TION: (Cont'd)

d. Current Status of Assurances, (Cont'd)

(d) Supplemental assurances covering Public Law 91-646;

uthorized by PL 93-251 and PL 91-646 have been executed by these | evee districts

assurances were approved on behal f of the United States on 7 December 1977,

The Water Resources Development Act of 1974, PL 93-251, was enacted on 7 March 1974,

agencies for this project (both plans) could, If they so choose, repay their cash obli

,/\\.
1 Janvary 1985
New Orleans District

This act provided among other things, that |ocal assuring

gation using a deferred payment plan, New >wm=1m:oom have been
were approved by the Secretary of the Amy on

7 December 1977, Local Interests have been maki ng payments under this plan., First payments were received in FY 1977,

(3) High Level Plan: The New Orleans District forwarded proposed amended agreements of Local Cooperation which included the revised cost

estimates contained in the Lake Pontchartrain Reeval

assurances were returned to the New Orleans District for modifications and were resubmitted to IMVD on

The Reeval uation Report contained that local interes
$86, 140,000 for the fair market value of ail lands,

construction of the project; and aill necessary al ter.
facilities made necessary by the construction works,

e, Action Being Taken by Local Interests Toward

wtion Report to higer authority
ts are to bear 30%

ations and relocations to roads,
and a cash contribution present|

Compliance, Local interests have cooperated in all| effort

that all requests for additional cooperation will be

certain Items. They are constructing items of flood protection works at vulnerable locations as work=in=kind

for review and approval on 13 July 1984, These proposed
14 Jan 85 for review and approval,

of the first cost, a sum presently estimated at $201, 000, 000 +o consist of
easeaments, and .._m:,..mloT:!\m. Including borrow and spoll disposal

areas, necessary for
pipel ines, cables, wharves, drainage structures, and other
Yy estimated at $114,860,000, (See para a,(4) above,)

expedited; however, local Interests have delayed granting of rights-of-way as schedul ed on

Interests will be given credit only for the portion meeting Project requirements,

fo Status of Clearances for Relocations or Othe

In lleu of cash contribution, Local

of local interests., Afl negotlations with local own

r Negotiations Affecting Construction, All negotiations for relocations are the responsibility

ers are on schedule,
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\..z. LA, AND VICINITY 1 Januery 1985

New Orleans District
> AOPERATION:  (Cont!d)

 ———————————

#° . g, Repayment Contracts. MNot applicable,

h, Other Current and Anticipated Difficulties, and Proposed Remedial Action, As of 1 January 1979, the State of louisiana formed the Jafferson levee
District and assigned to I+ the responsibility for Jefferson Parish |evees on the east bank of the Mississippl River, These levees were previousiy the
responsibil ity of the Ponfchartrain leves District, Revised assurances are under review for the St, Charles Parish portion of the project (Pontchartraln
Levee District) and for the Jefferson Parish portion of the project (Jefferson Levee District),

SUPPORT AND OPPOS!TION:

a, Interested Senators and Representatives, and Nature and Extent of Support or Opposition,

LOUIS I ANA
Senator J, Bennett Johnston - support Representative Robert L, Livingston, J, (1st Dist) - not known 1/
Senator Fussel! B, long - support Representative Hanson W, Moore (6th Dist) - not known -
Representative Lindy Boggs (2d Dist) - support Representative Billy Tauzin (3d Dist) - not known

1/ tes expressed support for hurricane !..o._.onio: but not necessariiy the barrier plan,

b. Support or Opposition by Local Interests, The loulsiana Office of Public Works, the agency designated to act In such matters in behal f of the
Governor of the State of loulsiana, the Board of levee Commissioners of the Orleans levee District and the Board of Commissioners of the Port of New
Orieans have concurred with the proposed plan of protection and are assisting in the implentation of the authorized plan, The U, S, Fish and Wildilfe
Serv ice has been consul ted on all aspects of the project and wiil continue in coord Inating future features of the project,

In addition, the following louisisna State Senators and Representatives have expressed thelr support or opposition:
Senator Semuel B, Munez, Jr,, District 1 - support (for Chalmette Plan)
Senator Net G, Klefer, District 2 - support
Representative Edward G, Scogin, District 76 ~ opposition
Representative A, Charies Borrello, District 100 - support
Representative Joseph Accardo, Jr,, District 57 - not known
Representative Theodore J, Marchand, District 102 - support
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985

New Orjeans Districe
LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

d. Current Status of Assurances . (Cont'd)

(d) Supplemental assurances coverfing Pub|fc Law 91-646;

I+ Supplemental assurances were executed by the Orleans Levee Distirct on 21 September 1973.
2. Supplemental assurances were executed by Pontchartraln Levee DIstrict on 15 October 1973,
3. St. Tammany ParIsh Pollce Jury-the assurances executed by the Governor on 8 May 1972 Included Pubilc Law 91

The assurances |{sted as Items 2 and 3 above have not been accepted on behalf of the Government due to lack of sup
assurances :..no..vo..oi:m the deferred payment pjan authorized by PL 93-251 and PL 91-646 have been executed by these leves dl stricts. These
assurances were approved on behalf of the United States on 7 December 1977.
The Water Resources Develcpment Act of 1974, pL 93-251, was enacted on 7 March 1974. This st prov{ded among other things, that } ocal assurlng
agencles for thls project (both plans) could, It they so choose, repay thelr cash obllgation usIng a deferred payment plan. New Assurances have been
ex@cuted by loca) Interests _noo..vo..oi:u 8 deferred payment plan and these assurances were pproved by the mmo_‘.o+o1< of the Army on 7 December

1977. Local Interests have been maklng paymants under th!s plan. Flrst payments were recelved In FY 1977,

GVIE:_.Q@_ _u_o..:.:._ozot Orleans District forwarded proposed amended agreements of Locaj Cooperation wh Ich Jnciuded the rev)sed cost
estImates contalned In the Lake Pontchartraln Reevaluatlon Report to higher authority for review and approval on 13 July 1984.

Report contalned that local Interest are +o boar 30f of the tirst cost, a sum presently estimated at $201 $86,140,000 for the
falr market value of all lands, easements, and 1_uz+m..o?.:m<m. :._n::::m borrow and spoll disposal areas, necessary for con, ruction of +he project;

and al ! necessary alterations and relocations +o roads, Pipelines, cab les, wharves, dralnage structures, and other facl | fes made necessary by the
construction works, and a cash contr lbutton presently estimated at n_z.mmo.ooo. (See para a.(4) above.)

The Reeva) uation

e« Actlon Belng Taken by Local Interests Toward Comp i1 ance. Local Interests have cocperated In a
all requests for additlonal Cooperation wli) be expedited; however, jocal Interests have dela
Items. They are constructing |tems of flood protect Jon works at vulnera je locations

rts to date ang have glven assurance that
ranting of rights-of-way as scheduled on certaln
work=In-kind fn }}ey of cash contr Ibut fon. Local Interests

f. m._.ugﬂ Relocatlons or Other Negot lattons Affect Ing Construct jon.
local erests. A}} negotlatlons with local owners are on schedule.

carinin pin ridoand o tht Hew Ondim Qesbioss
Shuot praparak

A}l negot lations for relocatlons are *he respons blilty of
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_#” COCAL_COOPERATION:  (Cont'd)

" CHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985

New Orleans District

g- Repayment Contracts. Not zppllicabie.

he Other Current and Antlicipated Difficultles, and Proposed Remed! al Actlon. As of | January 1979, the State of Loulslana formed the Jefferson
Levee Distrlct and assligned to It the responsiblilty for Jefferson Parlsh levees on the east bank of the Mississippl River. These levees were
previously the responsibility of the Pontchartraln Levee Distrlict. Revised assurances are under review for the St. Charles Parlsh portion of the
project (Pontchartraln Levee District) and for the Jefferson Parlsh portion of the project (Jefferson Levee District).

SUPFORT AND OPPOS!I TION:

a. \nterested Senators and Representatives, and Nature and Extent of Support or Opposition.

LOUVSTANA
Senator J. Bennett Johnston - support Representat!ve Robert L. Livingston, Jr. (1st Dist) - not known 1/
Senator Russe! ] B. Long - support Representative Henson W. Moore (6th Dist) - not known -
Representative LIndy Boggs (2d DIst) - support Representative Blily Tauzin (3d DIst) - not known

P\ Has expressed support for hurricane protection but not necessarlly the barrler plan.

b. Support or Opposition by Local Interests. The Loulslana Offlce of Publlc Works, the agency deslignated to act In such matters In behalf of the
Governor of the State of Loul slana, the Board of Levee Commissioners of the Orleans Levee Distrlct and the Board of Commissloners of the Port of New
Orleans have concurred with the proposed plan of protection and are assisting In the Implementation of the authorlzed plan. The U.S. Flsh and
Wildilfe Service has been consulted on al | aspects of the project and wil| continue In coordlnating future features of the praqject.

in additlon, the following Loulslana State Senators and Representatives have expressed thelr support or opposition:
Senator Samuel B. Nunez, Jr., DIstrict 1 - support (for Chalmette Plan)
Senator Nat G. Klefer, Dlstrict 2 - support
Representative Edward C Scogin, District 76 - opposition
Representative A. Charles Borrello, District 100 - support
Representative Joseph Accardo, Jr., District 57 - not known
Representatlve Theodore J. Marchand, District 102 - support
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985
New Orleans Distrlct
SUPPORT AND OPPOSITION: (Cont'd)

c. Attltude of Affected Property Owners. Most property owners support the plan of protectlon although some minor opposition to speclfic features
of the plan has been encountered.

de Adverse Effects. Approximately 2,100 acres of marsh and swamp wetlands and 900 acres of lake bottom wiil be used for construction of the
hurrlcane protection plan. Loss of this habltant will cause a decrease In wildlife and fisherles In the Lake Pontchartraln area.

Turbld water conditions with assoclated sliting due to dredging, pumping, and levee construction, wil] occur only durling construction perjods.
Temporary turbld water condltlons during construction will decrease the amount of primary productlon in the disturbed area by decreasing the |lght
avallab le 4o phytoplankton and other aquatic plants.
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