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INTRODUCTION

Volume II of the Lafourche Parish report outlines the
.essence of the coastal management effort envisioned by
Lafourche Parish under the state program.

Chapter I 1s a series of excerpts from the Final En-
vironmental Impact Statement for the Louisiana CZM program
and outlines the federal and state CZM DProgram.

Chapter II is an overall summary of the parish CZM
effort.

Chapter III describes in detail hoﬁ permitting and
ﬁermit monitoring, the administrative management tools of
CZM will work.

Chapter IV outlines the description, criteria and
policies for the sixteen Environmental Management Units
of Lafourche Parish. These policies and descriptions pro-
vide the primary guidance for the permitting program.

Chapter V presents the proposed parish CZM Ordinance,
This ordinance adcpts the program described in this report
and briefly establishes the permitting program, sets permit
fees, etc. necessary to implement coastal management in
Lafourche Parish.

Finally, the three appendices provide information on
the technical materials available for CZM in Lafourche
Parish, a description of how the program was formulated as
outlined in the minutes of our CZM Advisory Committee, and

CZM program approval documentation.



It is felt that this program meets all the criteria set
out in the state CZM legislation and as interpreted bv the
Coastal Management Section of the Louisiana Department of
Naturai Resources as well as addresses our local coastal
problems.

It is hoped that this program can be the springboard in
Lafourche Parish to adequately address the pressing problems

that threaten coastal Louisiana and Lafourche Parish.



CHAPTER I
AN OVERVIEW OF TEE FEDERAL AND STATE PROGRAM
Introduction

The following is an outline of the Federal Coastal Zone
Management Act as excerpted from the Final Environmental Im-
pact Statement pertaining to the Louisiana CZM Program, pre-
nared by the Lopisia;a Department of Vatural Resources and the

Federal Office of Coastal Zone Management.

THE FEDERAL CZM PROGRAM

In response to intense pressure, and because of the im=-
portance of coastal areas of the United States, Congress passed
the Coastal Zone Management Act (P.L. 92-583) (CZMA) which was
signed into law on October 27, 1972. The CZMA authorized a
federal grant-in-aid program to be administered by the Secretary
of Commerce, who in turn, delegated this responsibility to the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration's (NOAA) Office
of Coastal Zone Management (OCZM). The Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 was substantially amended on July 26, 1976, (P.L.
94-370). The Act and the 1976 amendments affirm a national
interest in the effective protection and development of the
coastal zone by providing assistance and encouragement O
coastal states in developing and implementing ratiomal programs
for managing their coastal areas.

Broad guidelines and the basic requirements of the CZMA
provide the necessary direction to states for developing
coastal management programs. These guidelines and requirements
for program development and approval are contained in 15 CRF
Part 923, as revised and published March 28, 1979, in the
Federal Register. In summary, the requirements for program
approval are that the state develop a management program that:

h Identifies and evaluates those coastal resources
recognized in the CZMA that require management Or
protection by the state.



2. Re-examines existing policies or develops new
policies to manage these resources. These policies
must be specific, comprehensive and enforceable,
and must provide an adequate degree of predict-
ability as to how coastal resources will be managed.

3= Determines specific uses and specific geographic
areas that are to be subject to the management
program, based on the nature of identified coastal
concerns. Uses and areas to be subiect to manage-
ment should be based on resource capability and
suitability analyses, socioeconomic considerations
and public preferences.

4. Identifies the inland and seaward areas subject to
the management program.

Provides for the consideration of the national
interest in planning for the siting of facilities
that meet more than local requirements.

wn

6. . Includes sufficient legal authorities and oregani-
zational arrangements to implement the program and
to insure conformance to it.

In arriving at these substantive asvects of the manage-
ment program, states are obliged to follow an open process
which involves providing information to, and considering the
interests of, the general public, special interest groups,
local government, and regional, state, interstate and federal
agencles.

Section 305(c) of the CZM Act authorizes a maximum of
four annual grants to develop a coastal management program.
After developing a management program, the state may submit it
to the United .States Secretary of Commerce for approval pursuant
to Section 306 of the CZMA. If apnroved, the state is then
eligible for an annual grant under Section 306 to implement
its management program. If a program has deficiencies which
need to be remedied or has not received approval by the time
Section 305 program development grants have expired, a state
nay be eligible for preliminary approval and additional fund-
ing under Section 305(d). Louisiana was awarded a Section
305(d) grant on May 1, 1979,

Section 307 of the CZMA stipulates that federal agency
actions shall be consistent, to the maximum extent practicable,
with approved state management programs. Section 307 further
provides for mediation by the United States Secretary of
Commerce when a serious disagreement arises between a federal



agency and a coastal state with respect to a federal con-
sistency issue. '

=

Section 308 of the CZMA contains several provisions for
grants and loans to coastal states to enable them to nlan

for response to onshore impacts resulting from coastal energy
activities. To be eligible for assistance under Section 308,
coastal states must be receiving 305 or 306 grants, or, in the
Secretary's view, be developing a management program consSis-
tent with the policies and objectives contained in Section

303 of the CZMA. Section 308 has been important to Louisiana.
The state has received $1,340,288 in planning funds, $43.7
million in grants and $32.1 millionm in loans for financing

new or improved facilities and public services, and S778,000
in funds to help prevent, reduce or ameliorate unavoidable
lesses to valuable zoastal environmental and recreational

resources.

Some of the projects funded with Section 308 monies in-
clude equipment for a hospital in Lafourche Parish, a fresh
water siphon in St. Bernard that will help to retard saltwater
intrusion, and a planning grant for port development in Iberia
Darish.

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) re-
quires that an environmental impact statement be prebared as
part of the review and approval process of major actions by
federal agencies which significantly affect the quality of
the human environment. The action contemplated here is
approval of the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program under
Section 306 of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act of
1972, as amended.

Approval qualified Louisiana for federal matching funds
for use in implementing and administering the coastal manage-
ment program. In addition, the Coastal Zone Management Act
stipulates that federal activities affecting the coastal zone
shall be consistent, to the maximum extent practicable, with
the approved coastal management program.

It is the general policy of the Office of Coastal Zone
Management (OCZM) to .issue a combined final envirommental im-
pact statement (FEIS) and coastal management program document.

For purposes of reviewing the Louisiana program, the im-
portant federal concerns were:

- whether the Louisiana program was consistent with the
objectives and policies of the national legislation

- whether the award of federal funds under Section 306
* of the CZMA will help Louisiana meet those objectives



whether the state's management authorities were ade-

quate to implement the Louisiana Coastal Resources
Program (LCRP); and '

whether there will be a net environmental benefit as
a result of program approval and implementation
The Louisiana program met the objectives and concerns of

the Federal reviewers and has received final approval for

implementation.



LOUISIANA CZM PROGRAM
Introduction

The following explanation of the Louisiana Coastal
Resources Program is excerpted from the Final Environmental
Impact Statement for that program prepared by the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources and the Federal Office of
Coastal Zone Management. The excerpt is intended only to
provide the reader with an overview oflthe state Coastal
Zone Management Program.

For a more complete explanation of that program, the reader

should refer to the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Louisiana's Response - Act 361

Louisiana's response to the pressures and problems of the
coastal zone came in the form of legislative action. The basis
for a comprehensive coastal policy, planning, and management
program became law in Louisiana in the summer of 1978 when Act
361, the State and local Coastal Resources Management Act of
1978, was signed. Despite a tangled legislative battle in which
scme 400 amendments to the bill were proposed, the CZM package
which finally emerged from the Legislature is one which enabled
Louisiana to continue rec¢eiving federal funds under the provisions
of the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972. More importantly,
the Act provided the mechanism by which competing and conflict-
ing coastal uses can be coordinated and balanced by state and
local governments. Act 361 provides for the following:

1. General Policy

Seven broad statements of public policy preface the sub-
stantive provisions of the Act and peoint to the divergent
interests sought to be accommodated by the CZM legislation.
While seeking to protect and, where feasible, restore or
enhance coastal resources, the state also seeks to develop,
suppoert and encourage multiple use of the resources, while
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maintaining and enhancing renewable resources, providing
adequate economic growth and minimizing adverse effects
of one resource use upon another without imposing any un-
due restriction on any user.

Guidelines

In order to implement the general policies, guidelines
developed under the Act are the key to determining the
parameters of the coastal management program. The guide-
lines must be followed in the development of state and
local programs and will serve as the enforceable criteria
for the granting, conditioning, denying, revoking, or
modifying of coastal use permits.

Boundary.

Act 361 also defines the boundary of the coastal zone. The
coastal zone is bounded on the east and west by the re-
spective Mississippi and Texas borders, on the south by
Louisiana's three mile seaward boundary, and on the north
generally by the Intracoastal Waterway running from the
Texas-Louisiana state line then following highways through
Vermilion, Iberia and St. Mary parishes, then dipping
southward following the natural ridges below Houma, then
turning northward to take in Lake Pontchartrain and ending
at the Mississippi-Louisiana border. Recent amendments to
Act 361 expanded the coastal area in certain portions of
Lafourche, St. James, St. Charles, St. John the Baptist,
St. Mary, and Livingston Parishes.

Special Management Areas

Act 361 provides for the establishment of areas of partic-
ular concern and areas for preservation and restoration.
Act 361 states that any person or governmental body can
nominate an area as a special management area if it can
be shown that the area has unique and valuable character-
istics that need special management. Louisiana also has
named two areas of particular concern: the Louisiana
Superport and Marsh Island. The Louisiana Superport was
designated for special management because of its unique
problems and the existence of its environmental protec-
tion program. Marsh Island was chosen because it has an
important role as a wildlife refuge and barrier island.

In 1979 two amendments to Act 361 were passed which relate
to special nanagement areas. One amendment directed the
Secretary of the Department of Transportation and Develop-
ment to identify deteriorating coastal areas and provide
sSteps to protéct them including a pilot program to create



artificial barrier islands. A second amendment calls for
preparation of a state plan for freshwater and sediment
diversion projects to offset land loss and saltwater en-
croachment in coastal wetlands. These two amendments
will further help the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program
(LCRP) enhance. the state's coastal resources.

Authorities and Organization

Act 361 provides the basic authority, organization, and
structure for the state program, Act 361 defines those
uses that are to be managed and provides direction and
goals for development of guidelines that will be used in
making permit decisions and approving local programs.

The organizational structure in Act’ 361 directed the
Secretary of Department of Transportation and Develop-
ment to administer the program and develop the guidelines
in conjunction with the Secretaries of Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries (DWF) and Department of Natural
Resources (DNR).

"On July 6, 1984 Governor Edwin Edwards signed into law
amendments to Act 361. These amendments abolished the
Louisiana Coastal Commission and provided for the creatigp
membership and functions of the Louisiana Coastal Advisory
Council; provided for reconsideration of coastal zone deci-
sions by-the Secretary of the Department of Natural Resources;
and provided for judicial review of the Secretary's final
decision."”

In recent years, the State of Louisiana has undertaken the
cumbersome task of reorganization, TForeseeing the day
when the coastal management program might be subject to
reorganization efforts, Act 361 empowered the Govermor ‘
to transfer authority for the program. Section 213.21 of
the Act provides that the authority originally vested in
the Secretary of the Department of Transportation and
Development might be transferred by the Governor's order
to the Secretary of the Department of Natural Resources

or the Secretary of the Department  of Wildlife and Fish-
eries, e

On July 8, 1980, Governor David C. Treen transferred the
authority for the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program from
the Secretary of Department of Transportation and Develop-
ment (DOTD) to the Secretary of Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) by Executive Order 80-15. The move was
made to consolidate environmental resource responsibilities
within the State and the need to expedite and streamline
the permit process. DNR is now the lead agency for im-
plementation of the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program.



National Interest

The United States Congress, in enacting the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972, found that, ",.. there is a
national interest in the effective management, beneficial
use, protection, and development of the coastal zone."

Ta



The Act further requires that states adequately consider
the national interest in the development and implementation
of approved state coastal management programs. The
Louisiana Coastal Resources Program (LCRP) has utilized
full participation by federal agencies in determining the
national interest in Louisiana's coastal zone. Louisiana
recognizes that coastal issues and concerns reflect a
national interest in national defense, energy and other
facility siting and certain resource protection issues
such as wetlands management and the protection of rare
and endangered species.

Coastal Use Guidelines

The Legislature recognized when it enacted Act 361 that
existing constitutional and statutory provisions were insuf-
ficient to provide the policies and criteria necessary to
guide management decisions in the coastal zone.” The Legis-
lature, therefore, provided for the promulgation of coastal
use guidelines in Section 213.8 of Act 361. It is worth
noting at this point, however, that the guidelines will serve
primarily as the substantive standards and criteria for the
following purposes:

o DNR issuance of coastal use permits for
activities subject to the state coastal
use permit system

o Office of Comservation, Louisiana Department
of Natural Resources issuance of in-lieu per-
mits

o DNR review and approval of local coastal
programs

o} Loéal government issuance of coastal use per-
mits subject to a coastal use permit system
administered pursuant to an approved local plan

o0 Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and in
certain instances gubernatorial review of the
activities of state agencies, local governments
and deep water ports for consistency with the
Louisiana Coastal Resources Program (LCRP)

o DNR gubernatorial review of the consistency of
the actions of federal agencies with the LCRP
pursuant to the federal Coastal Zone Management
Act (CZMA) Section 307, in addition to other
state policies incorporated into the LCERP



Louisiana Coastal Zone Boundaries

The Loulsiana ccastal zone boundary as described by Act
361 and subsequent amendments complies with the requirements
of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA). All is-
lands, beaches, salt marshes, wetlands and areas necessary
to control uses which have direct and significant impacts on
coastal waters are included in the Louisiana coastal zone.
(Section 923.31-923.33, Federal Program Approval Regulationms).
The original boundary as described in Act 3651 has been revised
three times.. The first modification, which was provided for
in the Act, allowed for minor rev1szons in the boundary to
follow corporate limits of municipalities which were originally
divided. The second revision of the coastal zone boundary
came in 1979 when the legislature amended Act 361 to include
all of St. James, St. John the Baptist, St. Charles parishes,
a larger portion of Livingston Parish, and portions of
Lafourche, St. Mary and Assumption parlshes The third re-
vision came in 1980 when the Legislature amended Act 361 to
include a portion of St. Martin Parish, which became effective
as of September 12, 1980.

Inland Boundary

The following is a general description of the inland
boundary based on the boundary defined in Act 361. The inland
boundary for the State of Louisiana contains all or part of
nineteen parishes: 1in general, this boundary begins at the
state line of Texas and Louisiana and in the west and proceeds
easterly through the parishes of Calcasieu and Cameron then
south through Vermilion, Iberia, St. Mary, St. Martin, Assumption,
Terrebonne and Lafourche. The boundary then turns to the north
to include the parishes of St. Charles, St. John the Baptist,

St. James and then east again through Liv1ngst0n Tangipahoa

and St. Tammany parishes to the Mississippi state line. The
only parishes whose boundaries are completely within the coastal
zone are the parishes of Orleans, Jefferson, St. Bernard, St.
John the Baptist, Plaquemines, St James and St. Charles.

Interstate Boundaries

The eastern lateral boundary of the coastal zone for pur-
-poses of this program is the Louisiana-Mississippi state line.
The boundary is as defined by the U.S. Supreme Court decision
rendered in the case of the State of Louisiana vs. the State
of Mississippi, 201 US 1 (1908). -

The western lateral boundary of the coastal area for pur-
poses of this program is the Louisiana-Texas state line as
defined by the U.S. Supreme Court decision rendered in the case
of the State of Texas vs., the State of Louisiana, 431, US 161
(1977).




Coastal Zone Boundaries in AdJjoining States

Neither Texas nor Mississippi currently have approved
coastal zone management pPrograms. The Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS) on the Mississippi Program is
currently being prepared. The Texas program has réceived
preliminary approval under Section 305(d). Under both
these programs, the coastal zone inland boundary would in-
clude the first tier of counties along the coast.

Louisiana has consulted and coordinated with both Texas
and Mississippi over the adjoining boundaries to ensure
that all common resource areas are being managsd compatibly.

Seaward Boundary

The seaward boundary of the coastal area for purposes of
this program is the outer limit of the United States terri-
torial sea. The seaward limits, as defined in this section,
are for purposes of this program only and represent the area
within which the state's management program may be authorized
and financed. These limits are irrespective of any other
claims Louilsiana may have by virtue of the Submerged Lands
Act or any changes that may occur as a result of the operation
of Fisheries Conservation and Management Act o 1976.

Excluded Federzal Laﬁds

In accordance with Section 304(a) of the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972, all federal lands owned, leased, held
in trust or whose use is otherwise subject solely to the dis-
cretion of the federal government are excluded from the
Louisiana coastal zone. However, any activities or projects
which are conducted within these excluded lands that have direct
effects on the lands or water of Louisiana's coastal zone are
subject to the consistency provisions of the federal Coastal
Zone Management Act (CZMA).

Organizational Responsibilities for
Program Implementation

Organizational responsibilities for implementation of
the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program are based on the
authority granted by Act 361. In order to understand the
organizational provisions of the state program, it is necessary
to understand the entities which adminis“er the program and
their relationship to the Department of Natural Resources
(DNR), the state agency designated by the Governor pursuant
to the provision of Section 213.21 of Act 361 to administrate
the LCRP. The following are state and-local organizational
responsibilities as provided for by Act 361.

10



1. The Department of Natural Resources

The major organizational component of Louisiana's Coastal
Resources Program is DNR and its Coastal Management Section
established by Section 213.6 of Act 361. DNR's responsibilities
concerning the development and implementation of the LCRP are
as follows:

Addministration of Federal CZM Programs - DNR is the designated
state agency for administration of Sections 305, 306, 307 and

308 of the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA).  In this capacity,
DNR administers Management Program Development Grants (CZMA,
Section 305), Administrative Grants (CZMA, Section 306), Federal
Consistency (CZMA, Section 307) and the Coastal Energy Impact
‘Program (CEIP) (CZMA, Section 308). The Secretary of DNR deter-
mines which projects, among those eligible, will be funded with
CEIP monies allocated to Louisiana under the federal CEIP pro-
gram.

Development of Coastal Use Guidelines - DNR is responsible, in
conjunction with Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (DWF) and
Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD), for de-
velopment of coastal use guidelines pursuant to Sectlon 213.8
of the Act.

Implementation of Coastal Use Permit Program - Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) will issue permits, monitor permitted
uses to ensure compliance, and recommend enforcement measures
for violations under the state coastal use permitting program.
In this capacity, DNR is required to develop rules and regu-
lations for various permitting functions, including permit
Procedures, Section 213.11(B); emergency actions, Section
- 213.11(F); general permits, Section 213.11(E): and exemptions,
Section 213.15(B) :

Delineation of Uses of State and Local Concern - DNR is respon-
sible, 1in conJunction with the secretaries oI DWF and DOTD, for
the development of rules for the further delineation, classifi-
cation, modification, and change of classification of uses of
state concern and uses of local concern, Section 213.5(C).

Development. and Review of Local Coastal Programs - DNR is re-
sponsible Ior the orderly development, review, approval and
administration of local coastal programs pursuant to Section
213.%(B), (D).

Provision of Assistance to Local Governments - DNR is respon-
sible for providing financial and technical assistance to local
governments to develop, implement, and administer local coastal
management programs pursuant to Section 213.9(J) of the Act.




Designation and Management of Special Areas - DNR is respon-
sible for the development of rules ror the identification,
designation, and utilization of special areas and the esta-
blishmentof guidelines or priorities of uses in each area
pursuant to Section 213,10(B) of the Act. In addition, DNR
is responsible for providing financial and technical assis-
tance to local governments for special projects and special
areas pursuant to Section 213,10(E) of the Act. '

Boundary Delineation - DNR is required to adopt a fully
delineated and mapped coastal zone boundary, including vol-
untary amendments to follow the corporate limits of any
municipality divided by the boundary pursuant to Section )
213.4(D) of the Act. ’

Consistency Determinations - The Secretary is responsible for
maklng determlnations whether permits issued by or activities
“conducted by state and federal agencies are consistent with
the state program and approved local programs pursuant to
Section 213,3(C) of the Act. However, consistency determina-
tions involving activities carried out under the Secretary's
authority shall be made by the Governor,

Review of Deepwater Port Activities - DNR will ensure that the
actilvities of deepwater ports, which do not require a coastal
use permlit, are consistent with the LCRP and affected upproved®
local programs pursuant to Section 213.12 of the Act.

Shoreline Indexing ard Freshwater Diversion Planning - DNR is
responsible for Implementing the critical wetland, coastline
and barrier island indexing system, barrier island projects
and freshwater diversion plans pursuant to Section 213,10(G)
and (F) of the Act,

Development of Coordinated Permit Process - DNR is required to
develcp a coordinated permitting process in cooperation with
other governmental bodies, pursuant to Section 213,14(B) of
the Act,

'

Provision of Staff for the Louisiana Coastal Advisory Council -
DNR 1s TresponSible for providing staZil,rfumctiods Ifor the
Louisiana Coastal Advisory Council pursuant to Section 213.7(A)
of the Act as amended by Act 408 of 1984,

Research and Planning - DNR is to conduct investigations, studies
planning and research pursuant to Section 213.6(B)(2) of tke Act.

2. The Former Louisiana Coastal Commission

The Former Louisiana Coastal Commission (Former LCC or
Former Commission) was established by Act - 361 as an independent
body within the Department of Natural Resources with staff
functions being provided by DNR, The Former LCC was responsible
for a broad range of activities relating to both the development
and implementation of the LCRP.

12



In setting forth the composition of the former LCC, the
Legislature sought to ensure the representation of a broad
range of local government, state agency and private economic
and social interests. The Former LCCwas composed of 23 mem-
bers, one appointed by each of the local governing authorities
of the parishes of Cameron, St. Tammany, Vermilion, Iberia,
St. Mary, Terrebonne, Lafourche, Jefferson, Plaquemines, St.
Bernard, and Orleans. In addition, the Governor appointed 11
members representing the following interests: the oil and
gas industry; agriculture and forestry; commercial fishing
and trapping; sport fishing, hunting and outdocor recreation;
ports, shipping and transportation; preservation and environ-
mental protection; coastal landowners; municipalities:; the
utility industry; producers of solid minerals; and industrial
development., The Secretary of the Department of Wlldllfe and
Fisheries was a voting member.

Of the Governor's appointees, onewas from Calcasieu Parish;
one from St. Charles Parish; one from St. John the Baptist; one
from Tangipahoa Parish; and one from St. James Parish, All
appointments by the Governor to the Former Commission had to be
confirmed by the Senate. Local governments and the Governor
had also appointed an alternate for each of the members that
they appoint, All members of the Former Commission served at. ,
the pleasure of the appcinting authority. Their terms were
for two years. The former LCC was required to meet as often
as necessary to condyct its business, but not less frequently
than once every three months. A quorum consisted of at least
12 members of the former Commission. The primary functioms
of the former Commission were as follows:

Development of Coastal Use Guidelines - The former LCC played
an 1mportant role iIn development of the coastal use guidelines
by having the authority to approve or disapprove guidelines.
Only those guidelines approved by the former LCC, or, follow-
ing rejection by the former LCC, by the Natural Resources
Committees of the Legislature or the Governor pursuant tag the
review and approval process set out in Section 213,8(B) of the
Act, would become part of the LCRP,

Appeals of Permit Decisions Made Under the State Program and
Approved Local Programs - The former LCC was the appeals body
for coastal use permit decisions made by the DNR or local
governments with approved local programs pursuant tc Section
213.7(A) of the Act.

Approval of Loecal Programs - The former LCC was the appeals body
for decisions of the Secretary on the approval of local programs
pursuant to Section 213,7(A) and 213.9(G) of the Act.

Guidelines and Priorities of Uses in Special Areas - The former
ICC reviewed the specific guidelines and priorities of uses for
special areas designated pursuant to Section 213,10(B) of the
Act,




Uses of State and Local Concern - The former LCC was the appeals
body for decisions as to WHEThDer a proposed use was a use of
state or local concern pursuant to Section 213.11(C)(1l) of the
Act. '

Periodic Review of Guidelines - The former LCC could act as a
Teview board to recommend changes in the program guidelines to
insure that the program functioned efficiently and fulfilled the
goals for which it was developed.

Periodic Review of the Program - The former LCC could act as a
Public sounldilig board for review. of the administration of the
LCRP. This could provide for ongoing review of the program to
ensure that it functioned efficiently and: accomplished the goals
of balancing conservation and aevelopment

"The Louisiana Coastal Advisory Council, which replaced the
Louisiana Coastal Commission as of July 6, 1984, is also composed
of twenty-three members. The make-up of the Council is the same
as the LCC-12 parish members and 11 members appointed by the
Governor. The functions of the Council are as follows:

l. Advising the Secretary of his approval of coastal
management guidelines pursuant to Section 213.,8 of
the Act, as amended. o=
2., Advising the Secretary of his approval of the indenti-
fication, designation, and utilization of special
areas and the guidelines or priorities of use for
special areas pursuant to Section 213.10, as amended.

3. Recommending procedures or measures for the reduction
*of overlapping efforts, activities or actions by
various state and local agencies, when requested to do
so by the Secretary.

4. Recommending future coastal management activ1t1es
guidelines, and/or special areas when requested 'to do
so by the Secretary.

S, PrDVldlﬂg advice and/or recommendations upon or support
for any aspect of the coastal management program as
requested by the Secretary.

The Coastal Advisory Council does not have authority to
adopt rules or regulations or issue permits or orders. It has
‘no authority to enforce the aforementioned provisions, nor can
it bring lawsuits on behalf of the state to enforce statutes
or regulations.
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3 Local Governments

Act 361 provides parishes located within the ‘coastal zone
a unique opportunity to play an important role in further
development and implementation of the LCRP, Parishes are
authorized, though not required, to develop local coastal man-
agement programs for approval by DNR pursuant to Section 213.9
of the Act. Once its local program is approved, a parish may
administer the coastal use permitting program for uses of local
concern proposed within the parish and receive implementation
funding from the state on a matching fund basis provided under
Section 213.9(J). State agencies are also required to coordinate
with the local governments with approved programs to assure ’
that their actions affecting the coastal zone are consistent
with the local programs pursuant to Section 213,13(B) of the.
Act, TFederal agencies must also ensure that their actions are
consistent with such programs (Section 307, CZMA), Moreover,
coastal use permits issued by DNR and in-lieu permits issued
by Office of Conservation, Louisiana Department of Natural
Resources (OC/DNR) must also be consistent with approved local
programs. In summary, while local government participatiomn in
the LCRP is not required by Act 361, the participation of most
parishes in the development of the LCRP to date and the benefits
from further participation noted above indicates that mostémé;'
not all, parishes will seek to develop local coastal PTOET .

4, State' Agency Rales

Several state agencies, in addition to the DNR, will play
key roles in the implementation of. the LCRP. These include
new roles for the Department of Transportation and Development
and Wildlife and Fisheries prescribed by Act 361 and pre-exist-
ing responsibilities which have been incorporated into the LCRP
by DNR pursuant to Sectiom 213.13 of Act 361.



Act 361 provides the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
(DWF) and Department of Natural Resources (DNR) with specific
functions in the LCRP development process. The Secretaries of
-DWF and DNR participated with DOTD in the development and re-—
view of the coastal use guidelines pursuan: to Sectiom 213.8(C)
of the Act. DWF and DNR also participated with DOTD in develop-
ing rules for further delineation and modification of the list
of uses of state concern or local concern which will be sub-
ject to the coastal use permit program.

In cooperation with DNR, both DOTD and DWF will partici-
pate in determining whether the activities of, and permits
issued by, certain other state agencies are consistent with
the state program and approved local program, pursuant to
Section 213.12(D) of the Act. The Office of Conservation of
the Department of Natural Resources (OC/DNR) will alsc be
responsible for the issuance of in-lieu permits pursuant to
Section 213.12 of the Act.

Act 361 also provides for inclusion of existing state
regulatory and nonregulatory programs into the LCRP in order
to achieve the overall purposes of the Act. The following are
summaries of existing state agency responsibilities for the
programs ‘that will be included in the LCRP.

Department of Natural Resources (DNR) - DNR has primary re-
sponsibility for the conservation, management, and develop-
ment of water, minerals, timber, and other natural resources
of the state, for the admlnlstratlon and supervision of state
lands and for air and water quality, solid and hazardous
waste management and nuclear energy and radiation control.
Within this department, but retaining independent authority
and control over their functions, are the Commissioner of
Conservation in the Office of Conservatlcn the State Mineral
Board in the Office of Mineral Resources, aud the Environ-
mental Control Commission- in the Office of Environmental
Affairs.

Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) - The
Department of Transportatlon and Development's activities in
the coastal zone include the construction of state highways,
handling of public works projects, setting standards of water
wells and comment authority om pipeline crossings and ob-
Structions of levees,

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (DWF) - In additionm to
the roles and responsibilities provided by Act 381, the De-
partment of Wildlife and Fisheries has primary responsibility
for the control and supervision of the wildlife and fisheries
of the state, including the management, protection, conser-
vation and replenishment of wildlife, fish and aquatic life:




the management of wildlife management areas, refuges and pre-
serves; aquatic weed control: scenic rivers; shell dredging:
and the granting of oyster leases.

Department of Health and Human Resources (DHER) - This de-
partment shall be primarily responsible for the development
and providing of health, medical, and social services for
the prevention of disease and for certain aspects of pro-
tecting the enviromment, including oyster and shell fish
control, sewage disposal, noise, and noxious odors.

Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism (DCRT) - This
department shall have primary responsibility for the develop-
ment, maintenance, and operation of library, park, recreation,
museum, and other cultural facilities; the statewide develop-
ment and implementation of cultural, recreational, and tourism
programs; and planning for future leisure needs. DCRT's
responsibilities for protecting archaeological and historic
sites in the coastal zone will be coordinated with the LCRP.

Department of Public Safety (DPS) - DPS's responsibility for
certain aspects of pipeline.safety will need to be coordinated
with the LCRP.

Methods of Program Implementation
15 The Coastal Use Permit Program

Act 361 provides for the development of the coastal use
permit program as the principal means of implementing the
policies contained in the Act and the coastal use guidelines
developed pursuant to the Act. The coastal use permit program
will be implemented by both DNR and local governments. Ini-
tially, the coastal use permit program will be implemented
entirely by DNR, with local governments assuming a portion of
the permit respon51b111ties as their local coastal programs
are approved by DNR.

In addition to mandating the development of the coastal
use guidelines, Act 361 requires the development of additional
substantive and procedural rules related to, among other things,
the implementation of the coastal use permit program.

Uses Subject to the Coastal Use Permit Program
Act 361 provides guidance as to whether uses are subject to
the coastal use permit process, whether such uses should be uses

of state or local concern, and identifies a set of activities
which are exempt from the coastal use permit process.
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Section 213.(3) of Act 361 defines a "use’" subject to the
coastal permit program as 'any use or activitv within the
coastal zone which has a direct and significant impact on
coastal waters.'” 'Coastal waters” are defined in Section
213.3(3) to include.:

"Bays, lakes, inlets, estuaries, rivers, bayous, and
other bodies of water within the boundaries of the
coastal zone which have measurable seawater content
(under normal weather conditions) over a period of
years."

In order to provide additional guidance to persons under-
taking uses within the coastal area, the DNR has identified
in rules and procedures for coastal use permits, promulgated
pursuant to Section 213.11(B) of the Act, those uses occurring
within the coastal zone boundary which shall require coastal
use permits or in lieu permits from the Nffice of Conservation
of the Department of Natural Resources (OC/DNR) unless exempted
by Act 361 or regulations of DNR. These uses are:

"1l. Dredging Or filling and discharges of dredged or
£fill material.

2. Levee siting, construction, operation and maintenance.

3. Hurricane or flood protection facilities, including
Siting, construction, operation and maintenance of
such facilities.

4., Urban development, including the siting, construction
and operation of residential, commercial, industrial
and governmental structures, and transportation
facilities.

S. Energy development activities including siting, con-
struction and operation of generating, processing and
transmission facilities, pipeline facilities, and
exploration for and production of oil, natural gas,
and geothermal energy.

6. Mining activities, including surface, subsurface,
and underground mining, geothermal energy, sand or
.gravel mining and shell dredging.

7. Wastewater discharges, including point and non-point
sources,

8. Surface water control or consumption, including marsh
management projects.



10.
11.

7.5

13

14,

15.

Shoreline modification projects and harbor Structures,

Waste disposal activities.

Recreation developments, including Siting construction
and operation of public and private recreational fa-
cilities and marinas.

Industrial development including siting, construction
and operation of such facilities.

Any other activities or projects that would require
a permit or consent from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, the Environmental Protection Agency or
the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources.,

Activities which impact barrier islands, salt domes,
cheniers, and beaches.

Drainage projects."

Section 213.15 of the Act provides that the following uses,
which normally do not have direct and significant impact on
cnastal waters, are exempt from the coastal use permit program,
except as provided for below in items (1) and (2): ' :

Hl.

Activities occurring wholly on lands five feet or
more above mean sea level (NG¥D) except when the
Secretary. . finds that the particular activity would
have direct and significant impacts on coastal waters.

Activities occurring within fast lands except when the
secretary finds.that the particular activity would
have direct and significant impacts on coastal waters,

1
Agricultural, forestry, and aquaculture activities on
lands consistently used in the past for such activities.

Hunting, fishing, trapping, and the preservation of
scenic, historic, and scientific areas and wildlife
preserves.

Normal maintenance or repair of existing structures in-
cluding emergency repairs of damage caused by accident,
fire, or the elements.

Uses and activities within the special area established
in Section 213.10(C) which have been permitted by the
Offshore Terminal Authority in keeping with its en-
vironmental protection plan.



7. Construction of a residence or camp.

‘8. Construction and modification of navigational aids
such as channel markers and anchor buoys.'

"Fastlands," on which certain activities would be exempt, are
defined in Sectionm 213.3(2) as:

"Lands surrounded by publicly owned, maintained, or other-
wise validly existing levees, or natural formations, as

of January 1, 1979 or as may be lawfully constructed in
the future, which levees or natural formations would nor-
mally prevent activities, not to include the pumping of
water for drainage purposes, within the surrounded area
from having direct and significant impacts on coastal
waters."

Any use or activity which, prior to the initiation of the
coastal use permit program, has been lawfully commenced in
good faith and for which all required permits have been ob-
tained is consistent with the Coastal Management Program and
no. coastal use permit is required for it. Moreover, such use
or activity shall thereafter be consistent with the program
even if renewals of previously issued permits become necessary
or if new permits are required by other governmental bodies
provided that there is no significant change in the nature,
shape, size, location or impacts of the use or activity. To
be so exempted, a use or activity must have met the follow-
ing requirements prior to the date of the coastal use permit
program:

"1. Actual construction or operation of the use or
activity must have been begun, in good faith; and

2. All permits, licenses and clearances required by
governmental bodies must have been obtained and the
use or activity must be in compliance with them; and

3. No significant change in the nature, size, location
or impacts of the use or activity take place."”

Act 361 also provides guidance as to those uses which are
most appropriiztely managed by either the state or local level
of government through the coastal use permit program. Section
213.13 of the Act defines these two classes of uses as '"uses of
state concern” and ''uses of local concern.'” Until such time
as local coastal programs are approved by DNR pursuant to the
procedures summarized below, DNR will be responsible for per-
mitting both types of uses. Upon approval of its local program,
a local government will be granted the authority to issue per-
mits for uses of local concern. The permitting of uses of state
concern, however, remains the responsibility of DNE regardless
of the status of the local program for the area within which a
use 1s proposed.



"Uses of state concern: Those uses which directly and
significantly affect coastal waters and which are in
need of coastal management and which have impacts of
greater than local significance or which significantly
affect interests of regional, state, or national con-
cern. Uses of state concern shall include, but not be
limited to: -

(a) Any dredge or fill activity which intersects with
morr than one water body.

(b) Projects involving use of state owned lands or
water bottoms. '

.(e)- State publicly funded projects.
(d) National interest projects.
(e) Projects occurring in more than one parish.

(£) All mineral activities, including exploration for
and production of, o0il, gas, and other minerals,
all dredge and fill uses associated therewith,
and rall other associated uses.

(g) All pipelines for the gathering, transportation or
transmission of o0il, gas and other minerals.

(h) Energy facility siting and development. .

.(i) Uses of local concern which may significantly affect
interest of regional, state or national concern."

Uses of local concern are defined and listed in Aect 361,
Section 213.5(A)(2) as:

"Uses of local concern: Those uses which directly and
significantly affect coastal waters and are in need of
coastal management but are not uses of state concern
and which should be regulated primarily at the local
level if the local government has an approved program.
Uses of local concern shall include, but not be limited
tot

(a) Privately funded projects which are not uses of
state concern.

(b) Publicly funded projects which are not uses of
state concern. -

(e¢) Maintenance of uses of local concern,

(d) Jetties or breakwaters.
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(8)
(h)
(1)
(3)

(k)

Dredge or £ill projects not intersecting more than
one water body.

Bulkheads.

Piers. g
Camps and cattlewalks.
Maintenance dredging.

Private water control structures of less than 313,000
in cost.

Uses on cheniers, salt domes, or similar land forms."

In order to provide for the orderly determination of
whether a proposed use is a use of state or local concera in
cases where a use is proposed in a parish with an approved
local program and there is unsufficient guidance contained in
the above statutory languace, Sectien 213.5(C) and 213.11(C)
of the Act provide for the development of rules by DNR setting
forth procedures for the determination as to whether a proposed
use is a use of state or local concern. Pursuant to the leg-
islative policy set forth in Section 213.11(C)(1l), the initial
determination shall be made by the local government, subject to
review and approval of the administrator of the Coastal Manage-
ment Section of DNR, whose determination may be appealed by
the local government to the LCC. Criteria are as follows:

:r(a)

(b)

Cis)

The specific terms of the uses as classified in the
Act,

The relationship of a proposed use to a particular
use classified in the Act,

If a use is not prédominately classified as either
State or local by the Act or the use overlaps the two
classifications, it shall be of local concern.unless

it
l. Is being carried out with state or federal funds,

2. Involves the use of, or has significant impacts
on, state or federal lands, water bottoms or
works

3. Is mineral or energy production and transportation
related ;

4, Involves the use of, or has significant impacts on,
barrier islands or beaches or any other shoreline
which forms part of the baseline for Louisiana's
offshore jurisdictioen,



5. Will result in major changes in the guantity or
quality of water flow and circulation or in
salinity or sediment transport regimes, or

6. Has significant interparish or interstate im-
pacts."

The Local Coastal Management Program Development and Approval
Process

Section 213.9 requires that the DOTD develop and adopt,
after notice and public hearing, rules and procedures for the
development, approval, modification and periodiec review of
local programs. Section 213.9(C) provides that:

The rules and procedufes adopted pursuant to this Section
shall be consistent with the state guidelines and shall pro-
vide particularly, but not exclusively, that:

"1l. Local government, in developing local programs, shall
afford full opportunity for municipalities, state and
local government bodies, and the general public to
participate in the development and implementation of
the local program.

2. A public hearing to receive comments on a proposed
local program shall be held in the area to be sub-
ject to the program by the local government proposing
the program or its duly appointed local committee.

3. A local program developed under this Section shall be
consistent with the state guidelines and with the
policies and objectives of this part and particularly,
but not exclusively, consist of:

(a) A description of the natural resources and the
natural resource users of the coastal zone area
within the parish, the social and economic needs
within particular areas of the coastal zone of
the parish, and the general order or priority
in which those needs which directly and signifi-
cantly affect coastal waters should be met
within the coastal zone of the parish.

(b) Procedures to be used by the local govermment to
regulate uses of local concern.

(c) Special procedures and methods for considering
uses within special areas, uses of greater than
local benefit, and uses affecting the state and
national interest."



The Coastal Use Permit Process

me of the purposes and goals of Act 361 is to expedite
the permitting process by cutting red tape. Most applications
should be processed and the decision upon them rendered within
a 45-day period; those requiring a public hearing and those
the decisions upon which are appealed will take a longer
period. The permit review process is typical of many such pro-
cedures; however, it is to be conducted within a limited time
frame. The following is a brief summary of the permit process.

Permit applications are submitted to DNR or a local govern—
ment with an approved program. If it is submitted to the local
government, a copy is sent to DNR within two (2) days.

Within 10 days of receipt of an application, DNR will give
public notice of the application, distribute copies to appro-
priate state, federal and local agencies and request public
and governmental comment. The decision as to whether a public
hearing should be held will be made during the comment period.
If the application is found to be incomplete or inaccurate
after the review has begun or if additional information from
the applicant is necessary in evaluating the application, the
processing will be stopped until the information is provided., .

The application will then be reviewed for compliance with
the guidelines, the other laws and.regulations incorporated into
the LCRP, relevant local programs and other aspects of the LCRP.
A field inspection may be made. Within 30 days of the publiec
notice or within 15 days after the-public hearing, a decision
to approve or deny the permit must be made. If the permit is
proposed,to be granted, a draft will be sent to the applicant
for his acceptance of the permit conditions. Upon return of
the signed draft and signature by the permitting official, the
permit is issued. Public notice of the decision on the per-
mit is given. :

L]

Within 30 days after public notice of the decision, the
applicant, the Secretary of DNR, any affected local government
or affected local, state, or federal agency, an "aggrieved
person'" or any person adversely affected by a decision may
petition for reconsideration to the Secretary in writing within
ten days following public notice of a final coastal use permit
cr local program approved decision. The Secretary will render
a decision upon the reconsideration within fifteen days of its
receipt. As final recourse, proceedings for review may be
instituted by filing a-petition in the district court of the
parish in which the proposed use is to be situated within thirty
days after mailing of notice of the final decision by the
Secretary or, if a reconsideration is requested, within thirty
days after the decision thereon, The courts must give the case
"preference and priority" and allow trial de novo at the request
of the party. oo



Program Implementation and Monitoring

The DNR is currently refining the administrative mecha-
nisms necessary to implement the coastal use permitting
Process. These efforts include increasing the size of the
staff of the Coastal Management Section of DNR and the
establishment of procedures whereby the Department of Wild-
life and Fisheries (DWF) and Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) staff will assist in program implementation and
monitoring.

The staff of the Coastal Management Section is currently
being expanded with plans calling for a doubling of in-house
professional and clerical staff Prior to program implementa-
tion. Current plans also call for legal assistance to be
provided to the Coastal Management Section by both DNR's
legal section and the LSU Sea Grant Legal Program.

The Secretary of DNR is directed in Section 213.6(B)(3)
of Act 361 to systematically monitor and conduct surveillzance
of permitted uses to ensure that conditions of coastal use
permits are satisfied. To-.aceomplish this, the LCRP has con-
tracted with DWF to develop a process to conduct field
investigations by trained.personnel to determine if the
condilions of the permits have been met. The field personnel * .
in DWF will also do field investigation of selected permit appli-
cations to provide additiogal information on the proposed site,
likely impacts and feasible alternatives, A field investigation
checklist of relevant environmental indicators is being developed
by DWF in conjunction with the technical Support group within
the Coastal Management Section of DNR., The data from these
investigations will be computerized to provide additiomal squrces
of biological and ecological information about the coastal area.

Monitoring will also be accomplished through an agreg-
ment with Office of Conservation of the Department of Natural
Resources (OC/DNR). Presently OC/DNR conducts field investi-
gations at numerous stages of o0il, gas .and mineral exploration,
Production and abandonment activities.. In carrying out their
"in-lieu" permit responsibilities, these field investigations
will assure that these mineral activities are conducted con—
sistently with the guidelines. Coastal Management Section,
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources (CMS/DNR) will also
work with state and federal agencies to coordinate tae use of
high altitude photography as a means to monitor changes in
coastal land use and environmental conditions.

Enforcement and Penalties
Section 213.7(A) of Act 361, requires the Administrator

and each local government with an approved program to initiate
a field surveillance program to ensure enforcement of the
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management program. The LCRP will rely on DWF and OC=-DNR ro
brovide field personnel that will monitor the coastal area
for compliance to the conditions of the coastal use permit
and for non-complying uses.

The Secretary of DNR and each local government with an
approved program has the authority pursuant to Act 361,
Section 213.17(B) to issue cease and desist orders or sus-
pend, revoke, or modify coastal use permits. Also the
Secretary, the Administrator, the Attorney General or local
governments with an approved program, may bring injunctive
or declaratory actions to ensure that no uses are made of
the coastal zone which have not been permitted or do not
comply with the conditions of the coastal use permit.

Section 213.17(E) of Act 361, authorizes the court to
impose civil liability, assess damages, require restoration
Or impose other reasonable sanctions for uses conducted with
the coastal zone that have not received a coastal use pDer-
mit. The court may also impose a fine of not less than one
hundred dollars ($100.00) or not more than five hundred
dollars ($500.00), or imprisonment for not more than ninety
(90) days, or both for violation of any of the rules and
regulations of the LCRP or terms or conditions of the coastal
use permit.

_ Civil Enforcement for the LCRP will be primarily handled
by the Legal Section of DNR. Criminal enforcement will be
handled by the appropriate district attorney's office.

Other State Permits

As indicated above, several other state regulatory pro-
grams have been incorporated into the LCRP. These programs
will continue to implement their own statutory mandates with-
ocut direct reference to the coastal use guicdelines. Since
most major activities requiring a coastal use permit will
also require one or more other state permits, the CMS/DNR will,
however, seek to coordinate the coastal use permit review with
the review procedure of other state permits. This coordination’
will include the sharing procedure of other state permits. This
coordination will include the sharing of information and the
development of the coordinated permit process. The major state
permit programs incorporated in the the LCRP are summarized below.

Qil, Gas and Mineral Operation Permits - Certain aspects of oil,
gas and other mineral activities in the coastal zone will re-
quire a permit from OC/DNR pursuant to its statutory authority.
Permits for these specific activities will be issued in-lieu of
coastal use permits. Because of the state and national interest
in facilitating energzy production while at the same time avoid-
ing or minimizing adverse impacts to coastal resources, these
permits will be closely coordinated with the LCRP at the state
and local level. Where appropriate, joint applications for
state and federal permits applicable to these activities will
be prepared as part of the LCRP. The Secretary of DNR has




signed an MOU with OC/DNR that will facilitate the overall
state permitting process for these activities,

State Lanas Management - The proprietary activities of the
state related to state owned waterbottoms, wetlands, and
other state owned areas often directly affect the coastal
zone., When a state agency conducts its own activities in
the coastal zone, Act 361 requires that it ensure that its
activities are consistent to the maximum extent practicable
with the LCRP and any approved local program through the
coastal use permit program. Private parties will also need
a coastal use permit whenever the use of state lands direct-
ly and significantly impacts coastal waters.

Air and Water Quality Permits - Section 307(f) of the CZMA
requires that the federal and state requirements of the
IFederal Water Pollution Control Act and the Clean Air Act
shall be incorporated into all state coastal management
programs, and shall be the water pollution control and air
pollution control requirements of the state program. The
LCRP incorporates existing state air and water pnrograms as
required. These programs will be the responsibility of the
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ).

.

Lol

Solid, Nuclear, and Hazardous Waste Permits - Because of the
potential adverse impacts from activities related to the
transportation, stordge, and use of waste products on the
coastal zone, the existing state permit programs controlling
these activities have been incorporated into the LCRP, 1In the
future, these permits will also be the responsibility of DEQ.
It is a primary objective of the LCRP that adverse impacts on
coastal resources from these activities will be avoided or
minimized. '

Deepwater Port Activities

. Act 361 provides for special procedures for the manahement
of deepwater port activities. Section 213.13 provides:

"Deepwater port commissions and deepwater port, harbor and
terminal districts, as defined in" Article VI, Sections 43
and 44 of the Louisiana Constitution of 1974, shall not

be required to obtain coastal use permits. Provided, how-
ever, that their activities shall be consistent to the
maximum extent practicable with the state program and
affected approved local programs."

Deepwater port commissions and deepwater port, harbor and
terminal districts are defined in Article VI, Section 44(7) of
the 1974 Constitution as '"those commissions or districts with-
in whecse territorial jurisdiction exist facilities capable pf .
accommodating vessels of at least twenty-five feet of draft and
of engaging in foreign commerce." The only ports in Louisiana
that meet this criteria are: the Port of Lake Charles, the
Port of Greater Baton Rouge, the South Louisiana Port Commission,
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the Port of New Orleans and the Port of Plaquemines. The Port
of Baton Rouge is entirely outside of the coastal zome. All
activities of the South Central Louisiana Port Commission are
on the Mississippi River. While many activities of the Port

of New Orleans are located on the Mississippi River, they .
also conduct extensive activities in the tidewater area, the
Innerharbor Navigation Canal, the Industrial Canal, the
Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet, and the Gulf Intracoastal Water-
way.

The Coastal Resources Program will utilize two methods to
assure that the actions and activities of these deepwater ports
are consistent with the Coastal Resources Program and affected
approved local programs. The first is through the consistency
review procedure provided for in Section 213.13(D), and the
other through memoranda of understanding entered into with
port, harbor and commissions when appropriate.

To implement the first method of assuring consistency of
the deepwater port activities, the LCRP will, on an ongoing
basis, monitor port activities including A-95 materials sub-
mitted by ports, to determine if any port activities have not
previously been coordinated with the Secretary. If some are
found to be inconsistent with the LCRP, the Secretary shall
notify the Secretaries of DNR and DWF, and the affected deep-
water port commission, pursuant to 213.13(D) of the Act.
Section 213.13(D) requires that the port authorities coordinate
with the Secretaries. Comments from the Secretaries must, to
the maximum extent practicable, be incorporated into the action
commented on. If the port authority does not follow these re-
quirements, mandamus would be available.

Because of the location and number of activities of the
Port of New Orleans in coastal areas, an interim memorandum
of understanding has been entered into the Port of New Orleans
until such time as, and if, it is designated as a Special Area.
This Memorandum of Understanding provides that the Port will
coordinate with the LCRP staff on activities at early planning
stages and at least prior to requesting permits from other
governmental agencies.

The utilization of the Special Area designation is being
seriously considered for the Port of New Orleans because of
the nature of the impacts of port development activities and
plans on coastal areas and because of the critical importance
of the port to the economy of the state. If, in the future,
such a designation would be appropriate for other deepwater
ports, full consideration will be given to such a course of
action. )

State and Local Government Activities Directly Affecting the
Coastal Zone

Section 213.13(B) of the Act provides:

"Any governmental body undertaking, conducting, or



supporting activities directly affecting the coastal
zone shall insure that such activities shall be con-
sSistent to the maximum extent practicable with the
state program and any affected approved local program
having geographical jurisdiction over the action."

Coastal use permits are required for governmental actions
having direct and significant impacts on coastal waters, e.g.
development projects, that occur in the coastal zone, thereby
assuring consistency with the program. However, governmental
actions outside the coastal zone and those exempted from the
coastal use permitting process are also to be consistent if
they directly affect the coastal zone. These activities will
generally fall into two categories: (1) the governmental
body carries out a development project outside the coastal -
zone that directly affect the coastal zone, (2) the govern-
mental body funds or plans a development project. Assurance
that these activities are consistent with the LCRP will be
through two methods.

The first method is agency coordination procedures set
forth in memoranda of understandlng between CMS/DNR and other
governmental bodies. -

These MOU's will specify that the other agencies will
conduct their activities consistent with the guidelines and
coordinate with the LCRP at early planning stages to assure
consistency. Ir this regard, it must be pointed out that
other state laws presently require any state agency con-
ducting activities which affect state-owned water bodies to
coorcinate with the Office of Public Works and Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries for engineering suitability and impacts
on wildlife and fishery activities. MOU's with state agencies
will assure that they will coordinate their review with the
Zuidelines and notify the LCRP staff of anv activities that
may directly affect the coastal zone.

The second method will be through a review of U.S. Army
Corps of Engineer permits and A-95 materials to insure that
all construction, funding and planning activities of state
and local -governments are consistent with the Coastal Re-
sources Program if they occur in or directly affect the
coastal zone. Private activities funded by the agencies
which are conducted in the coastal zone will normally re-
quire a coastal use permit, thereby assuring that they are
consistent with the program. The govermental actions are
subject to consistency review pursuant to Section 213.13 B,

C, and D.

Joint State and Corps of Engineers Permitting Process

Upon approval of the LCRP, a joint permit process with
the Corps of Engineers will be established for activities
within the coastal zone. The procedures established will
provide for joint applications, joint public notices, public
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hearings and joint permits. Procedures for the establishment
of a coordinated enforcement program,; including a surveillance
and monitoring program, will also be implemented on approval
of the program. The CMS/DNR and the Corps have tentatively
agreed on a draft memorandum of understanding. The memo-
randum will be completed and signed following federal approval
of the LCRP.

Coordinated Permit Process

Section 213.14(B) of Act 361 directs the Secretary of
DNR, the Administrator, local government and all other rele-
vant governmental bodies to establish a coordinated coastal
permitting process through interagency agreements. DNR will
initiate the development of such a process during the first
vear of program implementation. The objective will be to ex-
pedite and streamline the issuance of coastal use permits and
all other permits or approvals from other govermmental bodies
that have separate regulatory Jjurisdiction or authority over
uses of the coastal zone. The coordinated coastal permitting
process would consist of an application form which contains
sufficient information so that all affected governmental
agencies can carry out their review responsibilities, a 'one
window' system for applications, one public hearing and a
reduction in the period for permit review.

The CMS/DNR will also seek to integrate the coordinated
permitting process with a computerized permit tracking sy-
stem to ensure that the evaluation of each application will
be more effective in terms of time, cost and quality of re-
view.
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CHAPTER II
THE LOCAL PROGRAM: AN OVERVIEW
INTRODUCTION

Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone Management is designed to
fit with the framework of existing State and Federal CZM
Programs yet be flexible and innovative enough to address
local concerns. With this in mind, portions of the.program
address goals, requirements, time frames, etc. built into
the state and federal mandates. However, much of our pro-
gram has beenltailored to address Lafourche Parish's erosion
and saltwater intrusion problems, protect our fishing in-
dustry and combine to pfomote our oil, gﬁs, and suppbrt
facility expansion within our own coastal wetland areas.

| Much work has been done in the last few years by means
of planning grants from the State of Louisiana to utilize
planning consultants and local advisory committees to set up
a local CZM program. Due to changing emphasis at the state
and local level, these efforts have met with only limited
success. Recently, however, the State of Louisiana has
cemented its committment to coastal management by passing
enabling legislation and setting up a functioning staté pro-
gram. Under a grant from the State of Louisiana, the
Lafourche Planning Department and an advisory committee of
concerned citizens within the coastal zone of this parish have

worked successfully inputting together a program to address the
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crucial problems affecting the future of the parish wetlands
and indeed, the very survival of the parish itself. The state
now has a smooth running state program and is ready to acceﬁt
a partnership with coastal parishes who are willing to set up
local programs to jointly protect our local coastal wetlands.
For too long, the parish and the state have been unwilling and/
or unable to regulate what happens in our own wetlands in-
stead relying on spotty federal control mainly under the auspices
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. Now for the 1lst time, Lafourche Parish and the State
of Louisiana have an opportunity to take back authority over
their own land areas by establishing a responsible CZM program
that &ill eventually replace the federal regulating efforts in
our wetlands.

The issues are clear. Lafourche Parish is 84% wetlands
and water. We are losing 3700+ acres of marsh a year, there
is saltwater intrusion that threatens our water supplies, flood-
ing problems are increasing in the parish. There is a program
opportunity designed to give us (in partnership with the state)
the authority and the means to manage our éwn resources and
solve our own problems. OQur participation is voluntary - the
program is Coastéi Zone Management. The following is a des-

cription of our proposals for CZM in Lafourche Parish.

ELEMENTS OF THE LOCAL PROGRAM
There are six major elements to the Lafourche CZM Program,
these are: "
(1) Goals and Objectives Qf the Parish Program

(2) Eavironmental Management Unit Partition and Des-
cription



(3) Objectives and Policies for Management in each F.M.TJ.
(4) Development of a Permit and Permit Monitoring System

(5) Development of Management Coordination Mechanisms
with Surrounding Parishes

(6) Development and Passage of a Legal Implementation
Mechanism for the CZM Program
Goals and Objectives

Based on previous CZM reports, recent information on the
economy, demography, and physical environment of Lafourche
Parish, the expertise of the CZM Advisory Committee, require-
ments of the state CZM Program, and our own parish needs, the
following general goals and objectives have been adopted for

the Lafourche Parish program:

Guals

Geal 1. Reduce land loss due to marsh destruction, shoreline
retreat, and reclamation

Goal 2. Reduce saltwater intrusion.

Goal 3. Preserve and protect estuarine habitat that forms the
basis for the fishing industry from unnecessary destruction from
man-made activities.

Goal 4. Encourage continued coastal development including habi-
tation, commercial, industrial, recreational, transportation in
those areas compatible with this type of development and the
goals and objectives of the CZM program.

Goal 5. Protect unique and fragile habitats within the coastal
zone from degradation and/or destruction

Goal 6. Develop and use a CZM permitting system established for
Lafourche Parish as the primary management tool in the parish C7M
program conforming to all state and local goals and objectives
that govern that program.

Goal 7. For the CZM program manager and the review board to
function as the local implementors of the program in behalf of
the Lafourche Parish Council.
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Goal 8. TFor Lafourche Parish to develop and use a review
procedure .o monitor and comment on coastal uses outside
of the parish jurisdiction that may have an impact on the
coastal wetlands of Lafourche parish and the local czm
administration.

Goal 9. For the local CZM program manager and the parish
CZM review board to use the power of review of all CZM

~activities of ''state concern' to insure that the goals and

objectives of the Lafourche plan are followed when coastal
zone activities not subject to local permitting are per-
formed in Lafourche Parish wetlands.

GENERAL COASTAL ZONE PQLICIES

Policy 1. New oil and gas access canals should have a dam
placed across the canal near to the point where the canal
intersects the water body from which the channel was begun.
This dam shouldbe of sufficient height level to prevent tidal
interchange up to +4 M.S.L. and should be surrounded in front
and back by 50 feet of backfill material deposited to the
former marsh level (100 feet total plus the plug itself).
This activity should be accomplished either after a dry hole
has been completed or after the o0il or gas well has finished
its usefulness and been shut off and/or abandoned.

Poliecy 2. All new pipeline canals should use the push ditch
method of channel construction and shall rackfill the pipeline
channel. Plugs should be placed near the mouth or mouths of
the channel and backfilling to former marsb Tevel fifty feet
in front and to the rear of the channel should be accomplisked
(100 feet total plus plug) as per Policy 1.

Policy 3. Dams, plugs, and spoil banks constructed as a re-
sult of the CZM program should be maintained by the individual,
or company responsible for dredging the area,

Policy 4. Pipelines shouldnot be laid on the marsh. Subsi-
dence and marsh deterioration results in only a partial burial
of the pipe, creating a hazard to navigation. -

Policy 5. Pipelines crossing existing channels should be buried
under such channels to sufficient depth as to avoid being a
hazard to navigation. Burial should be accomplished 100 feet
from the channel on each bank to compensate for channel erosion
which could cause an unburied pipe to be exposed.

Policy 6. Pipeline crossings should be maintained by the indi-
vidual or company responsible for laying the pipe or the owner
of the pipeline, whichever is applicable.



Policy 7. The following policies should apply to all E.M.U.'s
where board roads are used To access o0olil and/or gas drilling
sites.

Board Road Conditions throughout the Unit:

a. Culverts shouldbe placed where streams and sloughs
are crossed by the roadway embankment and at other
locations to promote or maintain sheet flows. The
maximum spacing between culverts should be 500 feet.
The openings of the culverts must be maintained so
as to allow for free flow of water.

b. Contents of mud pits and other drilling residues
should be removed from the site and disposed of
in 2 lawful manner when drilling operations have
been completed.

¢. Ring levees should be degraded by restoring the
material with which they were built into the
areas from which it was removed, and the area
leveled to as near preproject conditions as
practicable after mud pits have been cleaned.

d. Broken boards and other extraneous construction
materials should be removed from the site when
the road is abandoned by the permittee. All
plastic sheeting shourld te removed from n-en~s of
the roadway from which the boards are removed.

e. No hydrocarbons, substances containing hydrocar-
bons, drilling mud, drilling cuttings, and toxic
substances should be allowed to enter adjacent
waterways and wetlands.

f. The road fill placed in wetlands should be dredged
when the location is abandoned. The materials
should be deposited intr the borrow arcas or
ditches, and the area restored to as near pre-
project conditions as practical using the material
available in the road fill.

g. Should changes in the location or the section of
the existing waterways, or in the generally pre-
vailing conditions in the vicinity be required in
the future, in the public interest, the applicant
shouldmake such changes in the project concerned
or in the arrangement thereof as may be necessary
to satisfactorily meet the situation and shall
bear the cost thereof.

These board road conditions ensure that sheet flow and
water circulation are maintained, and that toxic sub-
stances or pollutants are not allowed to enter into
wetland habitats.



Lolicy 8, When mitigation activities are required for a
permit of "local concern'" the following priority shall be
used to define the area where such mitigation will take
place.

Priority 1: 1In the immediate vicinity of the permitted
activity

Priority 2: In the same Environmental Management Unit
Priority 3: 1In the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone

It is further recommended that mitigation for '"uses of state
concern'" follow the same priority system for mitigation where-
ever feasible, ) " o ; -
Policy 9. Where general mitigation, or the specific mitigation
activity required of a CMS permit recipient for uses of local
concern is not feasible, the permit recipient may be required
to contribute a negotiated monetary sum into the Lafourche
Parish CZM trust fund. Monies from this fund are specifically
designated for capital mitigation projects undertaken by
Lafourche Parish within the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone as
designated by the Lafourche Parish Council in consultation with
the CZM Permit Administrator. Monetary sums will only be - .
collected by the Parish for uses of local concern,

Policy 10 Existingfpipeline corridors should be used where-
ever possible throughout the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone to
minimize marshland destruction and-reduce saltwater intrusion.

Policy 11. All pipeline corridors should be kept to the mini-
mum width required to conduct any permitted activity.

Where general policies refer to a '"use of state concern",
the policies are intended only as recommendations to the state
program managers and are not legally binding on the permit

applicant or the state CZM Program. &

. The Permit System and Permit Monitoring
Permifting
.A permittiﬁg system has been selected as the mechanisms
to review activities occurring inh the parish coastal zone., The
system tracks closely the requirements of the state program

yet is unique to Lafourche Parish in its method of activity re-

view, The system is designed to review applications for all



uses within the coastal zone area as defined bv the Loulisiana
Coastal Resources Program as outlined in the state program

synopsis in Chapter 1 of this report.

Permit Monitoring

Taking advantage of the State CZM permitting system, the
local CZM Advisory Committee, the data assembled in the parish
CZM plan and existing technical resources, comments on proposed
coastal uses that fall under the jurisdiction of the State of
Louisiana will be used to:

(1) insure that the integrity of the local CZM plan is
maintained

(2) assist the state in completing its permit review

The permit mechanism thus allows the parish and state to
review most of the activities that could- potentially have im-
pact on our parish or state wetlands with the stated aim of
minimizing such impacts without prohibiting the activity in

the wetlands.

Environmental Management Units
Descriptions, Objectives, and Policies

Lafourche Parish has been divided into 16 Environmental
Management Units (E.M.U.'s) for the purpose of recognizing
environmental differences so as to target specific areas.
- Environmental Management Units have been described in detail
and have had objectives and policies written for them that
recognize“the existing environment,

Permit requests will be evaluated against these policies
as well as the goals and objectives of the local program before

issuing, issuing with modifications, or denving anv request for



activities in the coastal wetlands. These descriptions and
policies are also recommended for uses in the monitoring

process for state permits.

The CZM Ordinance
The ordinance developed for this program refers to this
document as its guidance. The ordinance spells out the per-
mitting procedure in Lafourche Parish and legally establishes
the entire program. This is the essential legal element of

the Lafourche program.

CZM in Surrounding Parishes
As part of the permit monitoring program, all permits in
surrounding parishes that may have an effect on Lafourche Parish
wetlands will be monitored and, if necessary, commented on.
Once local programs are established in the surrcunding parishes,
more formal coordination mechanisms will be established to in-

sure similar program directions.

CONCLUSION
These are the main elements of the Lafourche CZM Program.
The following chapters will, in detail, describe the parameters

that constitute our parish CZM strategy.



CHAPTER ITI
DERMITTING AND PERMIT MONITORING:
THE CZM MANAGEMENT TOOL

Inroduction

The administrative review system selected for the state
and local management of Louisiana's coastal zone is coastal
use permitting. Like other permit programs before it, the
"Coastal Use Permit'" (CUP) as it is referred to in the CZM
program requires that anyorne wishing to undertake an
activity that falls within the jurisdiction of the State CZM
program (See Chapter 1, Page 17) must obtain a permit to
undertake that aztivity. The permit request contains enough
information for tihe reviewer (either state or local) to
determine what is bging requested, where, how long it will
take, and how much it will affect the lands on which it will
be accomplished. Then it is up to the reviewer to ascertain
the effect of the proposed activity and under what conditions
it will be allowed based on the criteria established in the
state and/or local CZM program. This chapter will describe
in detail the permitting process envisioned for the Lafourche

Parish program and how it will work.

Area of Jurisdiction

Act 361 has defined the coastal zone boundary for
Louisiana. Figure 3.1 illustrates the general CZM boundary
across the state. The following is a description of the CZM
boundary as it crosses Lafourche Parish:
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"Thence proceeding easterly to Highway 55, then proceeding
northerly along Highway 55 to its intersection with Highway
665, thence easterly along Highway 665 to Bayou Pointe au Chien,
thence northerly along Bayou Pointe au Chien to Highway 55,
thence northerly along Highway 55 to Highway 24, thence east-
erly along Highway 24 to Highway 308, thence northerly along
Highway 308 to a point of intersection with the northern bank
of the CGulf Intracoastal Waterway, thence northeasterly along
the northern bank of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterwav to a point
of intersection with Canal Tisamond Foret, thence proceeding
northeasterly along the northern bank of the Canal Tisamond
Foret to a point of intersection with a line one hundred yards
inland from the mean high tide line of Lake Salvador, thence
proceeding northerly along the line one hundred yvards inland
from the mean high tide of Lake Salvador to a point of inter-
section with a line one hundred vards from the mean high water
line of Bayou Des Allemands, thence proceeding northwesterly
along the line one hundred yards inland from the western mean
high water line of Bayou Des Allemands and the petit Lac Des
Allemands to a point of intersection with the boundary sepa-
rating Wards 7 and 8 of Lafourche Parish, thence proceeding
southwesterly along said boundary to a point of intersection
with the Midway Canal, thence proceeding northwesterly along
the Midway Canal, and in a northwesterly straight line pro-
longation of said canal, to a point of intersection with U.S.
Highway 90, thence proceeding northeasterly along U.S. Highway
90 to a point of intersection with the line one hundred yards
from the western mean high water line of Baie Des Deux Chenes,
thence proceeding northwesterly along said line one hundred
vards from the western mean high water line of Baie Des Deux
Chenes to a point of intersection with the line one hundred
vards from the mean high water line of Lac Des Allemands,
thence proceeding westerly along said line to a point of inter-
section with a line one hundred yards from the mean high water
line of Bayou Boeuf, thence proceeding southerly along the line
one hundred yards from the mean high water line of Bayou Bouef
to a point of intersection with Highway 307, thence proceeding
westerly along Highway 307 to a point of intersection with High-
way 20, thence proceeding northerly along Highway 20 to a point
of intersection with the boundary separating St. James Parish
and Lafourche Parish, thence proceeding westerly along said
boundary to a point of intersection with the boundary separating
St. James Parish and Assumption.” (Act 361 as amended)

Figure 3.2 illustrates the CZM boundary on a map cf
Lafourche Parish.

It must be noted that only the lower third of Lafourche
Parish falls under the jurisdiction of the CZM program. Wet-
lands outside this legislative boundary are not subject to the
permitting program unless the effect of activities performed
there have a '"'direct and significant impact'" on coastal waters
as defined in Act 361,
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THE LAFOURCHE PERMIT PROGRAM

Introduction

In Chapter 1 of this report uses of local and state con-

cern were defined. (See Page 20). The following describes

the portion of the Lafourche program that involves direct per-

mitting based on the criteria of the Lafourche program as

described in this report.

1.

Permit applicant applies for a Coastal Use Permit
(CUP) to either the Coastal Management Section (CMS)
of the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources
(LaDNR), or the Lafourche Parish Local Coastal Zone
Management (CZM) Administrator. In order to speed
processing, however, permit applicants are encouraged
to file state permits with the Coastal Management
Section and local permits witk Lafourche Parish.

Louisiana Department of Natural Resources or the
Lafourche Parish Local Administrator decide whether
the permit is of local or state concern within two
(2) days of receipt of the permit.

If the permit is of "local concern' it is processed
through the Lafourche Parish Local Administrator's
Office in the following manner:

A. Within ten (10) days after receipt of CUP of
"local concern'", notice will be published in
official journal of the parish.

B. Notice will contain the nature of the proposed
coastal use, the location, and estimated costs.

C. Notice will indicate that all interested persons
may make comments or suggestions to the local ad-
ministrator within the twenty-five (25) day time
limit after publication of notice. '

D. Within the period of comment, the local adminis-
trator will endeavor to seek the comments of the
CZM Review Board and/or Parish Council on the
proposed CUP.

=1

After all the comments are received and after the
twenty-five (25) day period has elapsed, the ad-
ministrator may issue, deny, or issue the permit



The Council may override the local permit decision
if done so in writing, stating the reason why the
administrative decision did not follow the rules
and regulations set forth in the local CZM pro-
gram. Such overrides will be reviewed by the

CczM of LaDNR.

4. During the comment period, it may be determined that
a public hearing is warranted on the CUP by the
Administrator, Parish Council, or any interested
person (in writing) for the reasons enumerated in
the Lafourche Parish CZM Ordinance.

The following procedures shall be followed for public
hearings:

A,

Public notice shall be given at least thirty (30)
days in advance of the public hearing.

Notice of the hearing shall be sent to all per-
sons requesting notices of such hearings and
posted at all governmental bodies having an
interest in the subject matters of such hearing
(notice may be limited in area consistent with
the nature oI the hearing). -

Notice shall contain the tiﬁe, place, néture of
the hearing, and the location of materials avail-
able for public inspection.

Hearing file shall remain open ten (10) days after
the close of the public hearing for submittal of
written comments or other material.

Decisions shall be made by the Local Administrator
in writing in the appropriate time period after
the close of the hearing file.

¥

3. All permit decisions shall be published in the official
journal of the parish within ten (10) days after the
decision has been rendered. All decisions will be made
part of the official record by the Parish Council.

6. All permit decisions may be appealed directly to the
judicial system after the permit decision has been made.
Appeals as to whether a permit should be "local" or
"state'" concern’shall be filed within ten (10) days
of the giving notice to the Parish Council.



The permit program described in this report tracks the
"time frame" requirements set up under the State CZM pro-
gram. (For a complete description, See Chapter V).

Figure 3.3 provides a graphic illustration of the re-
view elements that are required of a "use of local concern"
under the Lafourche CZM program. The program complies with
state law, allows for adeguate review, and hés a well thought
out program to back it up. This portion of the program will
self generate funds which can be used to at least partially
defray the cost of operation. (The CZM Ordinance sets a per-
mit review fee of $50.00 for review per application). Figure
3.4 outlines the entire permit process.

Monitoring Uses of Greater than
Local Concern in Lafourche Parish

As mentioned previously, Act 361 delegates permit authority.
to the state as well as parish. (See Page 20). The parish stiil
plays an important role in that it may review activities re-
quiring a state permit. If the parish has a CZM plan that tracks
the state program, and if an activity requiring a state permit
violates our local plan (which must be consistent witn the state
program) then thié allows the parish a strong argument in the
event it wishes to contest a state permit, an argument the parish
cannot now make under the current exclusive federal mairagement
system of our wetlands. Figure 3.5 illustrates the review
process for state permits that the Lafourche CZM program allows.
It is apparent that the same level of re?iew may be made for
local or state concern permits even though the ﬁarish directly

issues only a portion of the total permit requests.
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Figure 3.3

PERMIT EVALUATION
USES OF LOCAL
CONCERN

LOCAL PROGRAM
GOALS and OBJECTIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL
MANAGEMENT

UNITS
GOALS and OBJECTIVES -

ISSUED

LOCAL
PERMIT

ENVIRONMENTAL
Evaluaied CONDITIONS Results -

Against )
IN .MU. s

e PERMIT

DENIED

REQUEST

OTHER
TECHNICAL INFORMATION

CUMULATIVE
IMPACT




Coastal ent
Section LM S),

| Louisiona Deparfment
of Natural Resources

v

Lafourché Parish
CZM.

Local Adminisirator

¥

FIGURE 3.4

Public Hearing

C.M.S. Permit
Evaluation for
Coastd Use Permits
of "State Concern”

Permit Issued,
Denied or Issued
i ti

) Permit  [ssued, u
3 Dénled or lseved [—>— 5
”
¥ | With Conditions i
\\
F .\\
\P
-
”
”
rg
i\
Appedl o Find
" Judiclai
N Judleiat 3| Permit
g System
. Sysiam Decision
*Local” ’
CUP  Forwdrded
fo Parish
. ~
x h ~
Mo
L
4
i
A 4
b Y
LY
~
ﬂl)

. Permit Declslon A
Lafourche Farish L e by - ——— )
Local Adminlstrator Counc Review o Local Administrator
Review of “Local” > Locdl Concern
and "Staie” C.UP

Y [Cofourche Parish Locol 1 A
Administrator Evaluation

For CUP's of

Local Concern i

i

I

Y _

C.Z.M. Raview Board ! |

Comments ond ﬁ

Recommandations |

N Permlt Declision ﬁ

Parish  Council by |y

c i > rg Local Administrator




Figure 3.5
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Permit Monitoring Outside Parish Roundaries

The review system,'information base, and CZM policies
have been designed to facilitate review of local or state
permit jurisdiction requirements. These features make it
possible to review permit requests in sﬁrrounding.parishes,
or the region as they affect Lafourche Parish. Besides this,
however, there is a need for a coordinating mechanism to
insure a consistent direction for all local programs.
Lafourche Parish needs to know, for example, that policy re-
view of permits on the Terrebonne side of our parish border
will not adversely affect the Lafourche program. The very
fact that all local programs must be consisteﬁt with the
state program provides a unifying factor. However, it re-
mains for parishes themselves té get together to insure a
greater consistency of review.

At the writing of this report, there are not anv func-
tioning local programs. Shortly, however, the parishes of
Terrebonne, Jefferson, and St. Charles will, like Lafourche,
will have functional local CZM programs! To this point there
have been informal contacts between Lafcurchef Terrebonne,
ﬁnd St. Charles regarding local program development. Rather
than rely on an individual approach with each parish,'it is
proposed that monthly meetings be held, at least in the initial
stages of local CZM management under auspices df the particular
planning commission with jurisdiction over parishes in that
area. In our area this means South Central Planning and

Development Commission. At these forums, parishes could



compare programs and policies and work out any rough edges
by negotiating with each other. This should insure maximum
cooperation in the quickest possible time frame after state
approval of all local programs.
Among the items that could be negotiated are:
1. Alteration of E.M.U. boundaries along parish
lines (providing such changes are approved by
the CMS Section of the Louisiana Department of

Natural Resources)

2. Modification of E.M.U. boundary policies at
parish lines

3. Notification of permit requests in one parish
which could affect another

4. Consistency in permit review
Wetlands know no artificial boundaries., It behooves
Lafourche and surrounding parishes to begin a process of
coordination as soon as it is feasible to do so after local

program approval.

CZM Coordination With L.0.0.P.

There exists in Lafourche Pzrish a '"Special Area' not
subject to the locai'or state CZM Program. This area con-
sists of the pipeline corridor and storage facility
associated with the Louisiana Offshore 0il Port, the nation's
only offshore loading and storage facility for oil delivered
by the giant supertankers to the United States.

L.0.0.P. has developed and implemented its own environ-
mental management plan which has béen approved by the State
of Louisiana. Even though this special area is Sutside of the
CZM permit jurisdiction, consistency requires that a coordi-

nation mechanism be established to insure a consistent
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direction of wetlands management. To that end, the following
coordination procedure has been established between L.O.0.P.
and the Lafourche Parish CZM Program.

1. Contact has been made with Mr. A. J. Highcamp, Super-
intendent of Environmental Affairs for L.O0.0.P.

2. We have requested copies of:
- T Thé Environmental Monitoring Plan
b. ©Qil Spill Contingency Plan
c. L.O.0.P. Emergency Manual

3. We have forwarded a copy of our draft plan to Mr.
A. J. Highcamp

4, We have proposed an information exchange whereby
he notified Lafourche Parish of any proposed or
existing activities that involve modification of
wetlands in the L.0.0.P. Special Area. In turn
we notify him of any permit .requests nearby to
the special area that may affect the wetlands
under the [L,.0.0.P. management plan

5. After both parties have received the respective
exchanged plans, a meeting will be set up to "iron
out'" ambiguities and attempt a coordinated effort
at wetlands management involving regular meetings,
if possible, between L.0.0.P. and the Lafourche CZM

~Administrator

We feel that a direct liason between L.O.0.P. and the

Lafourche Parish CZM Program is the best method of eliciting
voluntary cooperation and coordination of the two management

efforts. Negotiations for all of the above itemslare in

"progress at the writing of this report.

CONCLUSION
Permitting will be the mechanism for reviewing what

happens in our parish wetlands. The following chapter will



describe the heart of the CZM program - the delineation,
description and policies of environmental management units,

the elements that will guide the permit decisions in the

Lafourche program.



CEAPTER IV
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT UNITS
INTRODUCTION

The concept of Environmental Management Tnits (E.M.U.'s),
developed as part of the local and State CZM Programs, plays
an important role in the management system envisioned for
Lafourche Parish.

Basically an E.M.U. is a geographic area that is '"different"”
from the surrounding coastal lands. It is separate for reasons
of hydrology, vegetation, geomorrhology, man-made features (such
as levees) or other c;iteria. These differences imply that the
consequences of permitted coastal activities will have different
effects in different E.M.U.'s because the environments (espe-
cially the ability to withstand stresses), are different. What
is perfectly acceptable and harmless in one area may be devas-
tating if attempted elsewhere. Therefore, we must recognize
that there are real areal differences when evaluating or pro-
posing activities for the ecoastal areas of our parish to
minimize any problems that have or will occur in our coastal

zZone.

Functions
E.M.U.'s can serve the following functions in the Lafourche
Parish CZM Program:

(1) They describe and delineate the coastal zone into the



component environments that make it up, thus recog-
nizing differences that exist in the landscape.

(2) Descrintions of these smaller environments serve as
a source of environmental information that can be
used by both CZM program manager and permit appli-
cant in judging the advisability of activities in
different areas due to the differences in stress
tolerance of various environments across the coastal
zone. Thus the CZM program manager is capable of
making informed decisions.,

(3) By monitoring the environments in each E.M.U., the
CZM program manager can bhecome aware of problems
caused by one or more activities in one area, but not
others-. Thus regulations and/or restrictions and/or
projects can be targeted, rather than applied to the
entire coastal zone (for which they may have little
relevance).

(4) Knowing the environments together with a record of
permit activity, can aid in forecasting and/or ame-
liorating the effects of cumulative impact of numerous
small activities in a given E.M.U,

(5) Knowing where the worst effects of a particular problem
are located can help the state and the local program
managers channel resources to the right location to
solve the right problems at the right time.

(6) Certain environments are unique or frasile. Deline-
ating and describing these areas can aid the program
manager in preventing degradation or destruction of

them by developing special management tools and/or
programs to deal with these special areas.

Flexibility

The concept of E.M.U.'s is ;nteuded to be open-ended. The
bouncaries and/or management concepts applied to the units are
not immutable. As information is gained or conditions change,
the boundaries and/or management strategies can be changed to
meet new requirements. Thus, E.M.U.'s are a flexible tool

capable of meeting current as well as future program needs.
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Applicability

E.M.U. policies are recognized as guides, not as hard
and fast rules of procedure. Local policy statements have
been conceived as being open-ended, flexible, to be used as
a guide to both the permit applicant and the parish.

Many parish guidelines reflect policies that involve
"areas of state concern'". Qver 80% of the CZM permits
issued in Lafourche Parish to date have been of state juris-
diction, mainly energy related activities. The CZM program
recognizes that any guidelines proposed to regulate energy
activities or any other use of state concern are recommenda-—
tions only and are not binding on the state program or permit
applicant. However, since many of the deleterious effects in
the Lafourche coastal zone have come ibout directly or in-
directly from these types of activities, there was a need to
provide the state CZM program with local site-specific best
Jjudgment on policies which could be used to émeliorate the
problems caused in large part by these activities. In effect,
when local CZM policies refer to uses of state concern, the
parish is using a highly enhanced form of comment that Lafourche,
like anyone else, is allowed to make on any CZM permit request
applied for under this program.

Local policies covering useé of local concern, because of
parish permitting authority, have de facto more weight, since
the power to permit resides with the same ?ublic body as the
policies. However, the parish recognizes poiiciés covering
"local concern'" as flexible and changeable, should new infor-

mation or conditions warrant. It is in this light that the

E.M.U. policy statements and descriptions are offered.



Table 4.1 lists the environmental management units for
Lafourche Parish. The number of units and some boundaries
have been altered from the initial breakdown provided by
the State of Louisiana in the interest of efficiency and,
based on greater iniformation about the coastal areas covered
by these units.

Table 4.2 lists the environmental management units

classified under the three broad headings of recommended

uses.



TABLE 4.1

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT UNITS
LAFOURCEE PARISH

Bayou Pointe-~Au-Chien
Bully Camp
Caminada

Clovelly

Clovelly Farms
Delta Farms
Fourchon

Golden Meadow
Leeville

North Little Lake
Raccoureci |
South Barataria
South Lafourche A
South Lafourche B
South Lafourche C

Timbalier




TABLE 4.2

CLASSIFICATION OF LAFOURCHE PARISH
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT UNITS

Intensive Development

Limited Development

Soutia Lafourche A

Conservation

South Lafourche B
South Lafourche C
Clovelly Farms
Delta Farms

Bayou Pointe-Au-Chien
Bully Camp
Raccourci

North Little Lake
Clovelly

South Barataria
Leeville

Fourchon
Timbalier
Caminada

Golden Meadow




'LAND USE CLASSIFICATION FOR LAFOURCHE
PARISH ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT UNITS

The Environmental Management Units (F.M.U.'s) of
Lafourche Parish are divided into six general categories
of use. They are:

Intensive Development -
Limited Development

Conservation

Particular Areas

Development Corridors

Special Areas

N N N N S
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Fach E.M.U. has been placed under one of the ahove classi=-
fications. The definitions of the six classifications reflect
to a great extént the carr?ing capacity or use capability of
the land area within each unit. The definitions serve as a
general framework from which goals, objectives, and specific
policies are developed for each E.M.U. that recognize the
development capability of the land area within the unit, as
well as the future of that land area as envisioned under this
'coastal.management program., The Louisiana Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Program DOES NOT categorically prohibit ANY USE in any
area of the Coastal Zone. However, based on the goals, objec=
tives, and policies developed for each unit, and based on
environmental information about the unit, prohibitions,
restrictions, and/or mitigation of activities may be required
on a case by case basis in order to meet the requirements of
the State and Local CZM Program. It is in this framework that

the following definitions-are ojfereda



Intensive Development

Generally includes all types of normal industrial,
commercial, residential activity that would normally be
associated with intensive human habitation of an area.

In the coastal zone of Lafourche Parish, management unifs
classified as "Intensive Develcpment' coincide with those
areas not normallyv subject to permitting under the CZM Pro-
gram. These areas are well developed, reclaimed, and
protected by levees, and as such, can suppért all uses
normally associated with human habitation subject only to
the indirect impact restrictions'(such as water pollution)

specified in the State CZM Plan.
Limited Development

This classification is generally associated with areas
which have been or are modified from their ﬁatural wetland
state for some human use. This classification recognizes
that limited uses are being made of all or portiomns of the
nmanagement units listed under the classification system.
These uses will continue. However, other more intensive uses
other than the current usage of land will be discouraged for
reasons listed with each E.M.U, that receives this classifi-
cation. The goals and objectives of that unit will reflect
the limitations of these E.M.U.'s. Intensive development
uses allowed and/or encouraged in these areas will he spe-

cifically listed for each unit with this classification.



Conservation

These areas ;nclude large acreages of marshes, cheniers,
and somé swamp'forest_ This classification discourages human
habitation or other extensive land uses that would negate or
impede the function of the ecosystem and exacerbgte land loss
and/or saltwater intrusicn. All uses that alter, in any way,
the land cover of the area and/or produce pollutants will be
subject to vigorous examination using the vehicle of the CZM
permitting system to which this area is subject. The objec-
tive of managing land uses in this classification is to avoid
any permanent alteration of or negative impact on the wetlands
included in these management units to the maximum extent prac-
ticable and in keeping with the goals and objectives of this
program. It is recognized that certain narrow corridors of
land that have been or are used for more intensive develop-
ment are included in these units. Thése areas will be reviewed
as to the capacity for certain types of development, historical
uses to which these areas have been subject, and the economic
necessity of those uses along those corridors.

Additional use restrictions that may have de?eIOped are as
foilows:

(1) Restrictions based on the exzstence of a unlque or
fragile or wvaluable habitat

(2) Restrictions based on the severity of land loss in a
given area

(3) Restrictions due to a particularly acute saltwater
intrusion problem in a given area



Development Corridors

It is recognized that, even though, the majority of the
Environmental Management Units within the coastal zone of
Lafourche Parish have been designated “Conservat;on” that
important corridors of transportation and nodes of develop-
ment have existed in the past and still are being used fo
facilitate commerce and access to the coast. These narrow
corridors can and do support more intensive development than
the surrounding wetlands. Therefore, these corridors should
be identified and treated differently regarding the issuing
of permits for activities on these lands.

Figure 4.1 is a listing of these corridors along with what
development uses are extant or proposed in these areas. In
individual E.M.U. description'and policy statements, these
areas are further described and considered by E.M.U. policy

statements.
Particular Areas

Particular areas are areas of land or water within the
coastal zone of Lafourche Parish that have some unique property
that sets them apart and require special management procedures.
These spedial areas may include all or portions of certain
E.M.Ui}s and will have their own set of special guidelines
that may differ from those within the E.M.U. in which they

are located. The particular areas may be associated with
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"intensive development, limited development, or conservation

activities which will be specified in the Particular Areas

description.

Some Possible Particular Areas in Lafourche Parish

(19

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

Port Fourchon - In Fourchon Management Unit -
proposed Ifor limited development use. Industrial
port facility

Caminada Beach Ridge Complex - In Caminada Manage-
ment Unit = proposed to protect and preserve unique
beach ridge, swale area from mining or destruction.
The area is a unique habitat for wildlife and serves
as a source of land for the coastal beach as well as
barrier islands. This area is the first and only
bulwark against ranid land loss as the higher ridges
serve to retard the erosion ¢f marsh by the Gulf of
Mexico.

Delta Farms E.M.U. - (Flooded section) - proposed for
a recreational area. Limited develorment would in-
clude levee repairs and the construction of some
marina facilities, roadways, and probably recreational
camp structures.

Fast Timbalier Island - In the Timbalier E.M.U., this
barrierisland 1s a unique habitat and helns protect
the coastline from erosion. The island is currently
undergoing severe erosion pressures. It 1s nroposed
that physical restoration projects be undertaken to
stabilize or at least retard erosion as well as intro-
duce new sand to help maintain the 1slan-<.

Fourchon Beach - In the Fourchon E.M.I", - nroposed
that limited recreational use be made of this beach.
This would include trash pick-up, some shelters, some
roadway improvements, and policing of what could be

a useable recreational beach area.

Particular Area Selection

No particular areas have been selected at this time by

the Lafourche CZM program. It was felt that the establishment

of the basic program should take precedence over the selection



of Particular Areas. After the program is established, and
subsequent to further study by the CZM program manager and
Parish Council of the-feasibility of establishing particular
areas, one or more of the above areas may be chosen for this

special status.

Special Areas in Lafourche Parish

There 1is only one special area in Lafourche Parish, the
Louisiana Offshore Oil Port Storage Facilities and vipeline
corridor. This is a State Special Area with its own environ-
mental protection plan under the direct jurisdiction of the
Coastal Management Section of the Louisiana Department of

Natural Resources.



ment information for each environmental management unit in

the Lafourche Coastal Zone,

the

The following pages contain descriptions and manage-

DESCRIPTIONS AND POLICIES

following format:

I.

E.M.U. Environmental Description

A,

x

g O

=

fa s S N ]

—

L‘li -

Boundary

Soils

Vegetation

Subsidence Potential if drained
Land Loss Potential

1. Due to Shoreline Retreat

2. Due to Channel Construction
Topographic Features

Flooding Potential

Important Farmlands

Use of Land

Unique Ecological Features

L Géological Features

2. Botanical Features

3. Zoological Features
Recreational Potential
Hydrologic Resources
Historic/Cultural/Archeological

1. Historic Sites

The information is arranged in



2. Cultural Sites
3. Archeological Sites
II. Goals for E.M.U.
III. E.M.U. Policies
A, E.M.U. Capsule Description
B. General E.M.U. Policies
C. Sub-E.M.U. Policies (if any)

IV. Land Cover Statisties (Based on Land Cover Analvsis
using Landsat Satellite data - April, 1976,
September, 1980)

V. Land Cover Change Sfatistics (Based on Landsat irames
April, 1876, Septembgr, 1980)

In addition to this information, the following grapaic
E.M.U. data is available at the Lafourche Parish Planning De-
partment Offices.

1. E.M.U. tracing overlays of basic land zover categories

;:;;acted from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Habitat

2. High altitude infra-red aerial photo mosaic 1:20,000
of the Lafourche Coastal Zone with E.M.U. boundaries

3. Color reproduction of Landsat Land Cover Maps - 1976,
1980 of the Lafourche Coastal Zone with E.M.U. bound-
aries
The E.M.U. information that follows has been derived from
previous coastal management reports, a variety of research
publications, aerial surveys of the coastal area ind the above

three map sources as well as extensive research conducted bv

the Planning Department and the Lafourche CZM Advisory Committee.

The E.M.U. policy recommendations are based on these information
sources. as well as the persbnal knowledge of the Planning Depart-

ment and the Lafourche CZM Advisory Committee. The policies
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represent our best_judgment on how to best manage the coastal
wétlands to fulfill the goals of this parish program and the
goals and objectives of the State of Louisiana. (See ¥igure
4.2 for location of Environmental Management Units in the
Lafourche Coastal Zone). In all cases, the goals, objectiveé,
and policies of the Lafourche Coastal Zone Management Program
are consistent with Act 361 and the guidelines promulgated
under that act as contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Statement for the Louisiana Program.

Table 4.1 lists the environmental management units for
Lafoﬁrche Parish. The number of units and some boundaries
have been altered from the initial breakdown provided by the
State of Louisiana in the interest of efficiency and, based
on greater information about the coastal areas éovered by
these units.

Table 4.2 lists the environmental management units

‘classified under the three broad headings of recommended uses.
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DELTA FARMS

LOCATION: The Delta Farms E.M.U. is bordered by the west, south,
and east by its own levee system. On the north, the boundary is
the Intracoastal Waterway.

SOIIS: Fresh - intermediate marshes and shallow water bodies pre-
Jominate. A unique fresh - intermediate wacter lake created by
recent flooding of a previously drained and leveed farmland exists
in the southern part of the unit.

VEGETATION: Modified wetland vegetation dominates the area.
Vegetation ranges from fresh marsh in the western portion of the
unit to the dominant intermediate marshes and to brackish marshes
fringing Bayou Perot, Little Lake, and Clovelly Canal. Along the
canals dug for reclamation and mineral extraction in the northern
portion of the unit, spoil bank brushy vegetation can be found on
the higher banks.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED:. The study unit has a Very High
subsidence potential, over 72 inches in 60 years has been recorded
in the southern section.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL:

4. Land Loss Due to Channelization: Land loss potential due
to saltwater intrusion, channelization, and wave action.

B. Land Loss Due to Reclamation: This area was originally

marshland reclaimed for agricultural purposes. Loss of
protective levees along the Intracoastal Waterway has
created a new ecological feature; a new fresh - inter-

mediate lake.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The Study Unit is bounded on the west and
north bV the lntracoastal Canal, Bayou Perot on the east and Little
Lake, Clovelly Canal, and Bayou Lafourche ridege on the south.
Location canals and other drainage canals are found throughout the
unit. Dixie Delta Canals runs east - west, cutting the unit
approximately in half. The Delta Farms area was drained and leveed
(land was protected by a 4 foot leve=) for agricultural purposes

in 1910. Elevations in the unit are now minus five (-3) feet MSL.
The loss in elevation is due to subsidence from draining marshland,
saltwater intrusion, channelization, and wave action. A new lake
created by flooding of the unit in 1971 now has an average depth

of 6 feet. (Falgout, 1978).

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire unit is flood prone.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None.
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USE

OF LAND:

The

and trapping. TT
estuary system ar
recreationally in

The unit has

Several major pir

the
Gas
way

unit include
Field,
bordering the

and B:

Caﬁps are the

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAI

unit is an excellent area for fishing, hunting,
area contributes directly to the Barataria Basin
is a nursery ground for many commercial and
ortant fisheries species.

been heavily used by the o0il and gas industries.
lines cross the unit and oil and gas fields in
est Delta Farms 0il Field, Little Temple Qil and
ou Poignard Gas Field. The Intracoastal Water-
unit is a major transportation route.

only dwellings found on Delta Farms.

FEATURES :

A,

B.

Cis

Geologice

Features: Delta Farms is open to the Intra-

coastal ¥
connects
Intracoas
Delta Far
poor qual
coastal ¢
has been
on the we
and sport
High turt
aguatic v
the canal
levee nas

terway on the west and, through several canals,

o Little Lake on the east. The breach in the

al Waterway levee has resulted in flooding of

1S, creating a new brackish lake. Turbid and

ty waters entering this lake, via the Intra-

terway flow into Little Lake. No research

one to assess the effects of the new water flow

er quality of Little Lake, but both commercial
fishermen report a change in Little Lake waters.
dity of the Intracoastal Waterway water prevents
getation from being established and wave wash from
has led to land loss. The breach in the canal
also created a new path for saltwater intrusion into

RECREATIONAL POTE

in the Delta rarn

previous]l fresh marshes (Falgout, 1978).
Botanical Features: None.
Biologics Features: Part of the Barataria Basin
‘TIAL: Fishing, hunting, and trapping are excellent
UnitT.
'ES: The hyvdrology of the Delta Farms Unit has

HYDROLOGIC RESOUL

uncergone drastic
Intracoastal Wate
and resultant flc
of water in this

changes with the introduction of water from the
way . Once an area of fresh marsh, reclamation
ding have changed both the salinity and quality
.rea. :

HISTORIC/CULTURAI ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historic ites: Delta Farms was an agricultural reclamation
project U dertaken in 1910. Flooding of the area occurred
in 1971 1 'sulting in a new lake.

B. Cultural: None.

C. Archeolog: :al Sites:

LF 77 ~nown Shell Midden on Intracoastal Waterway
LF 78 nown Shell Midden on Intracoastal Waterway
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GOALS

Halt saltwater intrusion into Delta Farms Lake

Improve recreational facilities to provide greater access
to Delta Farms Lake

Maintain the integrity of the existing levee system’
surrounding the flooded portion of the E.M.U.

Maintain the integrity of the relatively undisturbed fresh
marsh area north of Delta Farms Lake by imposing mitigation
conditions on any dredge and fill permits issued in this
area that retard marsh erosion

Halt the spread of Lake Salvador into the Delta Farms fresh
marsh area
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POLICIES

Delta Farm E.M.U. is a unique area within the Lafourche coastal zone.
Once a wetland area drained and farmed for sugar cane, a levee break
in 1971 resulted in the flooding of the southern part of the E.M.U.
This lake is almost fresh and processes very good fishing.

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub-E.M.U.
policies stated in this E.M.U, policy statement.

POLICY 2. Existing canals should be used whenever feasible to access
new drilling sites in the Larose 0il Field area within the . M.U., as
indicated on the land cover map. New dredging should bhe kept to an
absolute minimum here and subject to conditions stated elsewhere in
the policies.

POLICY 3. All canals dredged for any purpose throughout the E.M.U.
should be plugged with earth or rip rap after abandonment to reduce
the effects of saltwater intrusion as per Lafourche Coastal Zone
General Pclicies 2 and 3. This especially applies to canals emanating
from the Intracoastal Waterway into the Larose Oil Field Area.

POLICY 4. No attempt should be made to redrain the flooded portion of
Delta Farms E.M.U. until recreational potential of Delta Farms Lake
can be assessed and a plan developed to utilize the area,.

POLICY 5. The existing boat launch into Delta Farms shall be cleared
of trash and improved so as to provide greater access to Delta Farms
Lake. This may be accomplished by applying conditions of mitigation

on permitted activities that would include undertaking all or portion
of these activities.

POLICY 6. If a successful arrangement can be negotiated with the owners
of Delta Farms, an attempt will be made to repair the levee that washed
out along the Intracocastal Waterway, flooding Delta Farms. The aim

of the rebuilding will be to preserve Delta Farms as a recreational
freshwater lake. This work will not be undertaken until a comprehensive
plan can be developed for the area.

POLICY 7. North of Delta Farms Lake, the fresh marsh is in relatively
undisturbed condition. It is E.M.U. policy to keep dredge and fill
activities here to an absolute minimum by means of policies stated
elsewhere in this section and by requiring that:

(1) Dredged materials in any excavation be spread out in
priority areas of marsh deterioration so as to create
new marsh sites as close as possible to the area (to
be determined by local administrator) disturbed.



(2) Canals connected to the Intracoastal Waterway shall have
spoil placed continuously along their outside banizs to
retard the spread of saltwater into the freshmarsh area.

POLICY 8. Any dredging along the Intracoastal Waterway should require
That spcil be placed on the northern and southern bank along the north
and northwest perimeter of this E.M.U., to reduce erosion and saltwater
intrusion.

POLICY 9. The existing levees surrounding the flooded portion of
Delta Farms shall not be degraded in any way. If it is necessary to
traverse the levees with pipelines, canals, etc., the levee will be
rebuilt and revegetated after the activity 1is completed.

POLICY 10. The major oil and gas access canal indicated on the Delta
Farms E.M.U. Land Cover Map should be plugged to retard saltwater
intrusion as per Lafourche Coastal Zone General Policies 2 and 3.

Any permits issued for dredge and fill activities in the vicinity of
this canal may require participation in this construction as a
mitigation measure pending approval from the landowner.

POLICY 11. Expansion of Lake Salvador into the Delta Farms E.M.U.
should be. retarded by the placing of spoil on the north and south

banks of the Intracoastal Waterway and possibly the vegetating of

these spoil banks to retard erosion from the lake. Mitigation measures
on other permits issued in the vicinity may require the placement of
soil in this area to combat erosion.

POLICY 12. There shall UbLe no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
liquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites
shall follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal of
wastes from mud pits, well construction, etc.

POLICY 13. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discouraged
throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding potential from storms,
and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any permits as-
sociated with recreational or any other type of permanent dwellings
shall require adequate on site sewerage and proof of compliance with
solid waste disposal and collection regulations of Lafourche Parish.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in the
F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall apply
to this E.M.1U.

Wherg E.M.U. policies refer to a '"'use of state concern'', the policies
are 1lntended only as recommendations to the state program managers and

are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
Program.
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NORTH LITTLE LAKE

LOCATION: Upper portion of the coastal zone on the east side of
Bayou Lafourche. Discrete boundaries include Bayou Perot on the
east, Lake Salvador on the north, the Delta Farms levee and the
South Lafourche levee system to the west and Clovelly E.M.U. and
the Clovellv Farms and Scully Canal to the south.

SOILS: Organic wetland soils underlay the entire management unit.
Under the brackish marsh areas are organic layers of peat under-
lain by clay. The same is true for the fresh marsh developed soils.

VEGETATION: Vegetation ranges from brackish marsh through most of
the south and east portions of the unit to fresh marsh in the north-
western section. Some spoil bank vegetation, primarily shrub and
woody succession vegetation has grown up along the older spoil banks
in the intensively channeled areas.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: The entire study unit has a Very
High subsidence potential (greater than 51 inches).

. LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: High,'due to the
nature of the soils. A large acreage of land in the northeast
corner along Bazyou Perot has been lost to channelization.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATUES: The North Little Lake Study Unit is a low
lying (less than 1 foot MSL) marshland. Spoil deposits add relief
along canals in the Delta Farms and West Delta Farms 0Qil Field, and
the Little Temple Oil and Gas Field in the eastern part of the study
unit. Several pipeline canals cross the study unit from the Cut

Off 0il and Gas Fields, and the Bayou Poignard Gas Field to Little
Lake and the Intracoastal Canal. The largest area of channeling is
along Bayou Perot in the Delta Farms and West Delta Farms Petroleum
Fields. x

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire area is flood prone.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None

USE OF LAND: The area is wetland in a semi-altered state. Much of
the land has been devoted to mineral extraction. The Intracoastal
Waterwav, forming the northern boundary of the study unit, is an
important interstate shipping link. The entire Little Lake area is
important for its trapping and fisheries resources. Land is primar-
ily brackish marsh in a semi-altered state. Some fresh marsh area
occurs in the northwest portion of the unit. The West Delta Farms,
Little Temple, and Cut Off 0il and Cas Field areas have been chan-
nelized extensively and the marsh is undergoing deterioration. The
marsh immediately east of Delta Farms is in fairly good condition.
There are extensive spoil banks along the Intrscoastal Waterway and
in the o0il and gas fields. Some of these banks have been colonized
with brushy or shrub vegetation. Flevations in the unit are at or
near sea level.
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UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES:

A,
B.

¢

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL:

Geological Features:

Botanical Features:

Zoological Features:

1. Mid-Barataria Basin:

None

None

This area is a large land and

water mass in Lafourche and Jefferson Parish. Flood
protection levees and east-west channeling have added
to land loss and saltwater intrusion problems. The
Barataria Basin represents a tvpical nursery ground

for many of the important commercial fisheries' species,

included menhaden,

- area for hunting,
through the study unit.

fishing,

shrimp,

and blue crab.

Little Lake is considered an excellent

and trapping.

Camps are found scattered

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: Freshwater grades down to saltwater at vary-
ing depths of one-hundred (100) to four-hundred (400) feet. Water

is excellent for fish,
secondary contact recreation.

shellf

ish, and wildlife propagation and

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEQOLCGICAL:

A.
B,

C.

Historic Sites:

Cultural Sites:

None

None

Archeological Sites:
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GOALS

Slow down the rate of saltwater intrusion into the north-
western portion of the E.M.U.

Maintain the integrity of the relatively undisturbed fresh/
brackish marsh area in the central portion of the E.M.U. by
imposing mitigation conditions on any dredge and fill per-
mits issued in this area that retard marsh deterioration

Reduce erosion and new channelization in the Little Temnle,
West Delta Farms, and Cut Off Oil and Gas Fields

Rebuild marshland in the o0il fields mentioned in Goal 3
whenever fe2asible by mitigation conditions applied to new
CUP permits issued in these areas

Utilize the Intracoastal Waterway as a barrier to further
saltwater intrusion to the north of the E.M.1T,



POLICIES

This E.M.U. is exclusively wetland, primarily fresh-brackish marshland.
The North Little Lake area 1is suffering problems of saltwater intrusion
and land deterioration along its north, east, and southern flank in

4 areas:

West Delta Farms 0Oil and Gas Field
Little Temple 0il and Gas Field
Cut Off 0Oil and Gas Field

Gulf Intracoastal Waterway

W0 B e

Several of the following policies deal with halting or at least re-
ducing land loss and saltwater intrusion problems into the interior
portion of this unit (which is not as extensively channelized.)

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
apply in this E.M.U., unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub=-E.M.U.
policies statad in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. Along the Intracoastal Waterway, permits for dredging should
require that any spoil be placed continuously on the north side of this
canal to retard saltwater intrusion north of this area.

POLICY 3. In the West Delta Farms Oil and Gas Field, Little Temple
01l and Gas Field, and Cut Off Oil and Gas Field as outlined on the
E.M.U. Land Cover Map, any permits for dredging and filling activities
should require that dredged materials shall be spread so as to create
new marsh sites whenever possible instead of placing spoil on adjacent
wetlands. This means placing spoil in eroding wetlands sg as to
create new sites for marsh regeneration.

POLICY 4. Along the north, west, and southern portion of the West Delta
Farms 0il and Gas Field, the north and west perimeter of the Little
Temple 0il and Gas Field and the east perimeter of the Cut Q0ff Cil and
Gas Field, permits issued for dredge and fill activities should require
that spoil banks be placed continuously along the outside banks of any
new canals dredged on the perimeter of these three fields so as to
retard the spread of marsh erosion and saltwater intrusion into the
central portion of the E.M.U. (see land cover map).

POLICY 5. Within the portion of the Little Lake E.M.U. outside of the
three major o0il and gas fields, permits for dredge and fill activities
should require that spoil be spread ocut so as not to form a spoil bank
but instead to serve as a base for new marsh growth in areas suffering
erosion. - '

POLICY 6. Along or near the perimeter specified in Policy 4, outside

the 01l and gas areas, the same conditions should apply in Policy 4
regarding the creation of spoil banks to retard saltwater intrusion.
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POLICY 7. Existing canals should be used wherever possible to azaccess
new drilling sites in the three oil fields occurring in this E.M.U.
New dredging should be kept to an absolute minimum here and subject
to conditions stated elsewhere in these policies.

POLICY 8. All canals dredged for any purposes throughout the E.M.U.
should be plugged with earth or rip rap after abandomment to reduce

the effects of saltwater intrusion as per Lafourche Coastal Zone Genersa
Policies 2 and 3. This especially applies to canals emanating from

the south and east pertion of the E.M.U.

POLICY 3. Any additional reclamation activities in the fresh or
brackish marsh areas adjacent to existing reclaimed areas should be
discouraged due to poor soil conditions.

POLICY 10. Several canals are recommended for earthen dams or plugs
as rer General Policy 2 and 3 of the Lafourche Coastal Zone Program
as indicated on the E.M.U. overlay map:

Any new major permits issued nearby to this area should require as
part of all of the mitigation requirements the participation in

the construction of dams on one or more of the proposed dam sites as
indicated on the E.M.U. map overlay. '

POLITY 11. There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
liquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites
shall follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal
of wastes from mud pits, well construction, etc.

POLICY 12. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discouraged
throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding potential from storms,
and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any permits as-
sociated with recreational or any other type of permanent dwellings
shall require adequate on site sewerage and proof of compliance with
solid waste disposal and collection regulations of Lafourche Parish.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in the
F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall apply
to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers and
are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
program,

80



Figure 4.4

BAYCU POINTE AU CHIEN

§ SCUTH
~—_ ™. LAFOURC
= 'c

+ina

N {i RACCOURG EM.U. g
. BULLY CAMP

| Q I 2 3 ——




BAYOU POINTE-AU-CHIEN

LOCATION: Upper portion of coastal zone on the west side of Bayou
Lafourche. Discrete boundaries include Louisiana 24 on the north
and Bayou Pointe-au-Chien on the west and southwest. The eastern
boundary is contigucus with the Bully Camp E.M.U. and the Raccourci
E.M.U.

SOILS: Along the Bayou Pointe-au-Chien natural ridge, soils range
from Commerce-Mhoon Association soils to swamp soils. Commerce-
Mhoon Association soils are found adjacent to the upper portion of
Bayou Pointe-au-Chien and Bayou Blue. These soils are gray silt
loam surface soils underlain by gray silty clay loam. Sharkey-
Tunica Association soils are gray clayey soils underlain by gray
clay subsoils. These soils are found next to Commerce-Mhoon soils
along Bayou Pointe-au-Chien and along Highway 24 and Bayou RBlue.
Swamp soils, organic surfaces underlain by gray clay, are found in
a narrow band from the lower portion of Bayou Pointe-au-Chien and
Bavou Blue, where the swamp spreads out along Highway 24. The rest
of the land in this study unit is mostly freshwater marshland.
These soils are organic materials underlain by gray silty clay or
clay. When flooded, the organic layer will separate from the clay
and float.

VEGETATION: Vegetation along the Bayou Pointe-au-Chien and Rayou
Blue ridges is alluvial hardwoods (oak) grading into swamp (tupelo-
gum, cypress) vegetation. .Fresh to brackish marsh plants predominant
in the unit between alluvial soils and Grand Bayou. (See land cover
map )

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Directly adjacent to the Bayou
Blue and Bayou Pointe-au-Chien ridges, subsidence potential is none;
- moderate subsidence potential is associated with those areas having
swamp soils along the bayou ridges: very high subsidence potential.
for the freshwater marsh areas.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TN CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: Land loss potential
is low to medium along bayou ridges grading into swamp; high land
loss protential for all marsh areas.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The majority of the study unit is low lying
marsh areas. Higher natural ridges as high as 5 feet are found
along tie north western portions of Bayou Blue and Bayou Pointe-au-
Chien. A road extends from below Klondyke, along the Terrebonne-
Lafourche Parish boundary (Bayou Pointe-au-Chien) to the Pointe-au-
Chien Community (Highway 665). St. Louis Canal roughly parallels
the road at a distance of about 1 to 2 miles, eventually converging
with Bayou Pointe-au-Chien. Two large pipeline canals cross the
study unit at an angle from the St. Louis Canal to Grand Rayou Canal.
Several other location canals cross the unit, notably two large
canals enter Grand Bayvou. '
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The Pointe-au-Chien road extends as far as Cut Off Canal. Al-
though the road is technically in Terrebonne Parish, it does
provide access to numerous homes and camps on the Lafourche side
of Bayou Pointe-au-Chien. Access is provided by several bridges
and unimproved roads deviate from the Pointe-au-Chien road and
Highway 24 to oil and gas well locations and to areas used as
residential or camp sites.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The majority of the area is flood prone.
Land along the higher natural levees have little flood problems
and excellent drainage.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: Soils classified as Prime farmland quality
are found along the Bayou Blue and Bayou Pointe-au-Chien roads.
These areas are of limited extent.

USES OF LAND: The majority of the study unit is wetland. Trapping
and commercial and sports fishing are excellent throughout the unit.
Residential and commercial areas are small and clustered along

Bayou Pointe-au-Chien near Grandbois. Most of the unit is part of
Pointe-au-Chien Wildlife Management Area, composed of approximately
28,000 acres. The area is fairly unique in that extensive channeli-
zation of the fresh marsh and swamp area has not occurred.

UNIQUE ECOLCGICAL FEATURES: The area is part of the Pointe-au-Chien
Wildlife Management Area (approximately 28,000 acres). Marshlands
are ideal for production of waterfowl food (widgeon grass, southern
najas, three-cornered grass) and waterfowl game species and fur-
bearing animals are found throughout the unit.

RECREATIONAT, POTENTIAL: The area is excellent for freshwater and
brackish water fishing and for waterfowl hunting.

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: The area has little or no potable drinking
water, except occasional lenses of freshwater floating on salt-
water. Water table is at the surface for most of the area.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historiec Sites: None.

B. Cultural Sites: The community of Pointe-au-Chien is in

' both Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes. The actual name
of the community Fas been disputed for some time. Most
literature and maps and numerous inhabitants record the
name as Pointe-au-Chien (Point-of-the Nogs). Fowever,
many people of the community claim oral tradition has
taught them the name as Pointe-Aux-Chenes (Point-of-the
Oaks).

The land surrounding the Pointe-au-Chien community has been under
dispute for many years. While many residents live in Lafourche
Parish, they depend upon Terrebonne Parish for services. The only
roads into the area originate in Terrebonne. Other questions of
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ownership of the land have been raised in the past by members of
the Houmas Indian Tribe. Tribal members claim all .of the land in.
+he Pointe-au-Chien area, as well as most of the coastal areas
from Terrebonne to Plaguemines.

C. Archeglogical Sites:

LF 32 Known Prehistoric Indian Mound on Bayou Blue
LF 31 Known Shell Midden on Bayou Rlue

PROBLEMS :

1. Saltwater intrusion up Grand Bayou through trenass Tl into
freshwater causing land deterioration

2. General brackish marsh deterioration south of United Gas
Pipeline Canal



GOALS

Reduce saltwater intrusion into this unit

Protect the fragile freshwater habitats within the E.M.U.
from degradation and/or destruction

Preserve the integrity of those wetland areas not yet ex-
tensively channelized in this E.M.U.

Protect those areas set aside as wildlife area (Pointe=au-
Chien Area)

Construct saltwater barriers across known channels causing
saltwater intrusion

Impose mitigation condition upon dredge and fill permits so
as to use spoil to create new marshland and/or retard salt-

water intrusion in this unit
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POLICIES FOR BAYOU POINTE-AU-CHIEN

Most of the Pointe-au-Chien E.M.U. has been relatively free of channel-
ization and marsh deterioration, i.e., the area is still very much
intact except in the extreme southern portion. The Pointe-au-Chien
Wildlife Management Area covers much of the unit. Since this area is
utilized for wildlife management, is relatively intact and has a large
fresh marsh buffer between the swamp and the brackish area, it is
recommended that the area be maintained in the present condition as
much as possible. To that end, the following specific policies shall
apply to implement the goals and objectives and general policy for the
management of this area.

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
epply in this E.M.U., unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub-E.M.U.
policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. Within the brackish marsh area indicated on the Pointe-au-
Chien Land Cover Map (red) permits for dredging and fill activities
should require that any spoil be placed continuously on the side of
the canal or boat slip, so as to retard saltwater intrusion.

POLICY 3. South of the canal labeled South Coast Gas Pipeline Canal
on the Land Cover Map of the Pointe-au-Chien E.M.U., dredged materials
should be spread so as to create new marsh sites whenever possible
instead of merely spreading spoil on adjacent wetlands. This means
Placing spoil in eroding wetlands so as to create new sites for marsh
regeneration,.

POLICY 4. Any spoil dredged from South Coast Gas Pipeline Canal as
indicated on the Land Cover Map should be placed on the northern bank
to retard the spread of brackish marsh and more saline water into the
fresher areas of the E.M. U.

POLICY 5. Existing pipeline corridors and canals primarily the South
Coast and United Gas Pipeline Canals should be used to the maximum
extent practicable throughout the E.M.U., when conducting activities
that would result in dredging and wetland destruction if this procedure
is not followed.

POLICY 6. North of South Coast Gas Pipeline Canal dredged materials
should be spread out so as to create minimal disturbance of the natural
drainage and nutrient exchange.

POLICY 7. All canals dredged for any purpose should be plugged with
earth or rip rap after abandonment to reduce the effects of saltwater
intrusions. This especially applies to all canals running in a north-
south direction and also any canals south of South Coast Gas Pipeline
as per the Lafourche Coastal Zone General Policies 2 and 3.
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POLICY 8. Within the boundary of the Pointe-au-Chien Wildlife
Management Area, any wetlands altered or destroyed should be required
to be replaced by means of spoil placement and revegetation of this
spoil as close to the disturbed site as possible and within the
management area.

POLICY 9. Any additional reclamation activities in the swamp forest,
freshwater or brackish marsh areas adjacent to the Pointe-au-=Chien
and Bayou Blue natural levee ridges should be discouraged due to poor
soil conditions and propensity of the areas to flood.

POLICY 10. There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
liguid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites shall
follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana Depart-
ment of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal of wastes
from mud pits, well construction, etc.

POLICY 11. Human habitation on the non-wetland portion of the Bayou
Blue natural levee should not be discouraged provided all solid waste
and sewerage requirements of the parish and state are met and pre-
cautions against flooding required by the Parish Development Permit
Officer for the Federal Flood Insurance Program are met.

STRUCTURAL MODIFICATION POLICIES

1. There is a saltwater intrusion problem nor:h of the 3outh Coast
Gas Pipeline Canal along canal Tl, (An old trenass that has widened
due to erosion). Marsh deterioration die-hack is progressing
rapidly on both sides of this canal from Grand Bayou. It is rec-
ommended that an earthen plug be placed across this canal to halt
the deterioration as per the Lafourche Coastal Zone General Policies
2 and 3. Any permits issued for dredge and fill activities nearby
to this area should include as part of any mitigation requirement,
the placement of materials at the mouth of this trenass canal to
retard the saltwater intrusion problem hers.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in the
F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall apply
to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers and
are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
program.
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BULLY CAMP

LOCATION: The northern boundary of Bully Camp is Bayou Blue, the
castern boundary of Bully Camp is the South Lafourche levee system.
The southern boundary is a series of oil and gas access canals and
the Raccourci E.M.U. The western boundary of the E.M.TU. is Grand
Bayou and the Pointe-au-Chien E.M.U. -

SOILS: Vast area of fresh to slightly brackish marsh soils. These
are organic layers underlain by gray silty clay or clay. If flooded,
organic layers will separate and float. There is a narrow strip of
alluvial soils along the Bayou Blue levee ridge. Soils on the levee
are Commerce-Mhoon Association soils grading into Sharkey-Tunica
Association solls.

VEGETATION: Alluvial and swamp vegetation (oak, cypress, tupelo-
gum) grade into freshwater marsh vegetation, 1.e. cattail, alli-
gator weed and maiden cane.) Marshes become brackish due to tidal
fluectuations and saltwater intrusion. Woody vegetation has also
begun to grow along oil and gas canal spoil banks.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Moderate along Highwav 24, Very
High due to the nature of the soils in the marsh lands. Subsi-
dence has been 4 to 5 feet due to mineral extraction, especially
sulphur extraction.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: FHigh for marsh
lands, Medium to Low along levee ridges.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: Highway 24 forms the northern boundary of
the unit. Elevations are 2 to 4 feet MSL along the Bayou Blue
levee ridge grading down to lower lying marsh lands. Several
major bayous and canals cross the unit including Grand Rayou,
Grand Bayou Canal, Bayou Blue and Bayou Rouillon. Numerous
location canals cross the Bully Camp 0il and Gas Field.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire study unit is flood prone.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: Soils classified as Prime Farmland are found
along Highway 24.

USE OF LAND: A large tract of land is devoted to mineral extrac-
tion at the Bully Camp Oil and Gas Field. It is one of the most
heavily impacted areas due to mineral extraction, especially sul-
phur mining. The sulphur mine, located in this F.M.U., is a unique
-economic resource, one of the few onshore sulphur mines in the
coastal areas of Louisiana. The land is also part of the Pointe-
au-Chien Wildlife Management Area, an important wildlife habitat.
The area is used for both commercial and recreational hunting and
trapping. -




UNIQUE ECQOLOGICAL FEATURES: The Pointe-au-Chien Wildlife Manage-
ment Area, an important wildlife habitat consisting of approximately
28,000 acres, 1s partially within this study unit.

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Excellent area for hunting and for fishing.
At one time the area was known for deer hunting. However, subsi-
dence of the land has removed most of the deer habitat. The area

is a tremendous recreational resource, attracting people from all
over the state.

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: The area has little or no potable fresh water
other than occasional lenses of fresh water floatine on salt water.
The water table is at the surface.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historic Sites:

1. The Lake Bully Camp Sulphur Mine,

B. Cultural Sites: None

C. Archeological Sites:

LF 31 Known Shell Midden on Eighway 24

PROBLEMS NOTED:

1. 'Very high subsidence potential in marsh lards if drained

2. High land loss potential throughout the marsh lands due
to channel construction

3. Flood hazard potential throughout the area

4. Loss of excellent wildlife habitats and recreational areas
due to loss of land from channel construction and mineral
extraction

=1 Saltwater intrusion into fresh water marshes
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2

GOALS

To protect the remaining fresh marsh in this E.M.U. from
erosion and saltwater intrusion

To contain the large open water area (Area A) from spreading
any further

Reduce saltwater intrusion by use of spoil and dams in south-
ern portion of the T.M.U.
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POLICIES FOR BULLY CAMP

The Bully Camp E.M.U. exhibits a varied environment. The extreme
northern section contains some of the only remaining swamp forest in
the Lafourche Coastal Zone as well as fresh marsh. The southern
sectlon 1s highly eroded due to the effects of subsidence and erosion
from mineral extraction activities. Two sub areas have been identified
in this E.M.U.

Area A - The southern portion of the E.M.U. categorized
by 0il and gas access canals and large areas
of open water caused by subsidence associated
with the Bully Camp Sulphur Mine.

Area B - Largely intact brackish and fresh marsh ar=a with
small patches of swamp forest and natural levee
in the extreme northern portion.

GENERAL POLICIES

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
apply 1n this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub-E.M.U.
policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
liquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites shall
follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana Depart-
ment of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal of wastes
from mud pits, well construction, etc.

POLICIES FOR AREA A

The object of policies for this area is to contain the water area in
the south as well as preserve the intact area immediately north of this
water area, (See Area C of Raccourci for Policies to contain the water
area in the south.)

POLICY 3. All new east - west canals should have spoil banks placed
on their south side to retard the spread of the water area in Bully Camp

POLICY 4. No canals should be connected, unless there is no other
economically feasible alternative to accomplish the requested activity.
Both ends of the connector should be plugged and the canal backfilled
after the activity is complete.

POLICY 5. Any dredging in the Grand Canal should require that spoil
be placed continuously along the east bank to retard saltwater intrusion.

POLICY 6. At least one dam should be placed on Bayou Blue as indicated
on the E.M.U. map, to retard saltwater intrusion into the freshwater
zones, Construction of this dam shall be accomplished by imposing
mitigation conditions on permits in the area.

87



POLICY 7. Existing canals should be used wherever possible and
new canals into the relatively intact brackish water marsh in the
northern part of Area A should be kept to the minimum number and
length necessary to accomplish the activity and subject to the
Lafourche General Policies.

POLICY 8. The series of existing o0il and gas access canals in the
eastern portion of Area A near the South Lafourche Levee should
have a dam placed near the mouth of the main canal as indicated

on the Bully Camp E.M.U. Construction of this dam should be
accomplished by imposing mitigation conditions on permits in the
area of this proposed construction.

POLICY 9. A dam shcould be constructed along the Grand Canal to
slow down saltwater intrusion from the south into the area as in-
dicated on the E.M.U. map. The construction of this dam shall be
accomplished as per the method outlined in Policy 7.

POLICY 10. In suitable areas, spoil from dredging activities may
be required to be spread out in ponding areas to encourage new
marsh growth.

AREA B

Area B contains the only fresh marsh remaining in the Lafourche
Coastal Zone on the west side of Bayou Lafourche. It also contains
one of the few swamp forest areas.

POLICY 11. Board roads are possible in this area. As such they are
subject to the Lafourche General Policies.

POLICY 12. A dam should be placed on the Grand Canal to retard the
northward spread of saltwater as indicated on the E.M.U. map. Con-
struction of this dam should be accomplished as stated in Policy 7
of this E.M.U.

POLICY 13. North - south canals should he avoided, especiallv those
that connect with water bodies to the south. If these canals are
necessary, they should be plugged at both ends and backfilled as per
the Lafourche General Policies.

POLICY 14. Any additional reclamation activities in the swamp
forest, fresh water or brackish marsh areas adjacent to the Bayou
Blue natural levee ridges will be discouraged due to poor soil con-
ditions and propensity of the areas to flood.

POLICY 15. Any east - west canals in the southern portion of this
area shouldhave spoil placed on their southern bank to retard erosion’
.and saltwater intrusion.



POLICY 16. 1In suitable areas, spoil from dredging activity may
be required to be spread ocut in ponding areas to encourage new
“marsh growth, especially in the ponded fresh marsh area adjacent
to the Bayou Blue natural levee.

POLICY 17. Dredging on Grand Canal should require that spoil be
placed continuously on both banks to retard erosion and saltwater
intrusion.

POLICY 18. Human habitation on the non-wetland portion of the

Bayou BRlue natural levee should not be discouraged provided all
solid waste and sewerage requirements of the parish and state are
met and precautions against flooding required by the Parish Develop-
ment Permit Officer for the Federal Flood Insurance Program are

met .

POLICY 19. No solid waste or hazardous waste shall be disposed of
on the natural levee, non-wetland areas, unless solid waste dis-
posal regulations are met by the disposal site.

Besides these gﬁidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

'Wherg E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers and

are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
program.



SOUTH LAFOURCHE A, B, C

LOCATION: South Lafourche A encompasses all the land covered by
the new South Lafourche levee currently under construction. The
northern boundary of this E.M.U. is the Intracoastal Waterway.
The eastern boundary is the levee, basically at the 40 Arpent
Line and the Environmental Management Unit of North Little Lake,
Clovelly, Clovelly Farms and South Barataria. The western
houndaries are the levee and Environmental Management Units of
Golden Meadow, Raccourci, and Bully Camp. South Lafourche B and
C are currently drained by small protection levees and used main-
ly for agricultural purposes. They may be included in the new
levee system but basically have a similar envircnment.

South Lafourche B is bordered on the north and east by the Clovelly
Environmental Management Unit, on the south by the South Barataria
Environmental Management Unit, and on the west by the South
Lafourche A Environmental Management Unit.

South Lafourche C Environmental Management Unit is bordered on the
north, south, and west by the Bully Camp Environmental Management
Unit, and on the east by the South Lafourche A Environmental Manage-
ment Unit and the South Lafourche Levee.

SOILS: Drained, and brackish freshwater marsh consisting of or-
ganic material several feet thick and underlain by gray clay. A
minor part of the land has a thin organic surface layer underlain
by a gray clay. Soil has slow permeability and, thus, is subject
to flooding. Along Bayou Lafourche, Sharkey-Tunica Association
soils are found. These are alkaline soils, poorly drained and sub-
Jject to flooding.

VEGETATION: Modified wetlands. Surface features ‘and hydrology
have been altered such that natural marsh vegetation (freshwater
and brackish marsh) no longer grows. Land between Delta Farms and
Clovelly Farms is altered fresh water marsh. Most of the area is
shrub and pasture. Wooded areas are found south to Galliano along
the bayou. Scattered stands of cypress stands can be found in the
southern tip of the unit in the drained section.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Moderate on drained freshwater
and brackish marsh soils. None on mineral soils that have no or-
ganic layers. These are the alluvial soils along Barou Lafourche.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: Medium along
Bayou Lafourche. High between Delta and Clovelly Farus.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The entire ‘area is mainly flat, some areas
having subsided below sea level after this E.M.U. was drained and
leveed. Elevations are generally less than +1 MSL. Land directly
adjacent to Bavou Lafourche along the small natural levee varies
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from slightly above +5 feet. MSL above Belle Amie to +1 to 2 feet
ISL at the southern end of the natural levee near Golden Meadow.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The area is within the new protection levee
being constructed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. This new
levee will be as high as 14 feet and will protect the area from
hurricane floods. The net grade elevation of the levee will be
13 feet MSL at its southern end (Golden Meadow) and 8.5 feet MSL
at the northern end (Larose). Floodgates will cross Lafourche at
the Town of Golden Meadow and at Larose, The navigation width of
each gate will be 56 feet. The protection levee will roughly
follow the 40 Arpent Canal through most of this unit.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: Prime farmlands are located directlv ad-
jacent to Bayou Lafourche. Farmlands of statewide importance can
be found throughout the study unit near Bayou Lafourche.

USE OF LAND. Strip residential and commercial development are

the dominating uses along the bank of Bayou Lafourche. Louisiana
Highways 1 and 308 are the major land transportation arteries.

The two highways are connected by bridges at Larose, Cut Off,
Golden Meadow, and Galliano. Bayou Lafourche is' a major water
transportation artery. Principal tonnage items include shells,
sulphur, water, drilling mud, crude oil, cement, and steel. Shrimp
and oyster tonnage is smaller but of a higher value. A large
amount of the shipping traffic occurs in the portion of the bayou
between the Gulf of Mexico and the Intracoastal Waterway at Larose.

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES: None.

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Access to hunting and fishing areas is
available via Bayou Lafourche and Louisiana Highways 308% and 1 in-
to the adjacent swamp and marsh lands.

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: Normal tidal effects in Bayou Lafourche are
observable as far inland as Breton Canal, north of Golden Meadow.
The major source of inflow into Bayou Lafourche is rainfall runoff
and controlled diversion (260 cubic feet per second) at Donaldson-
ville. Freshwater is found to a depth of 300 feet from Larose to
below Clovelly Farms. However, this water is not fit for human
consumption. Residents are served by water pumped from the Missi-
ssippi River at Donaldsonville.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A, Historic Sites:

1. Petit Caporal: Shrimp boat on permanent display in
Golden Meadow: built around 1854, oldest existing

shrimp boat known in Louisiana

B. Cultural Sites: The east banks of Bayou. Lafourche are
largely residential and scattered commercial development.
Housing along the bavou is closely spaced due to a lack
of develovable high land and a preference to live on the
bayou and the major transportation routes.
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Golden Meadow is the first high land from the Gulf of
Mexico. Incorporated in 1950, the town was populated
by people from Grand Isle and Leeville fleeing disas-
trous storms. Originally a fishing, agricultural
community; o0il and gas development brought in more
people” from other parts of Lafourche Parish, Louisiana,
Texas, and other states. Golden Meadow is also the
site of the "Golden Meadow International Tarpon Rodeo'.
Other large communities in this study unit include
Larose, Cut 0Off and Galliano. Two large festivals are
held each summer in Galliano - the '"Louisiana Ovster

Festival” and the "Cajun Festival". Annual Rlessing
of the Shrimp Fleet occur in both Calliano and Golden
Meadow.

C. Archeological Sites: None.

PROBLEMS NOQTED:

1. Stress on environment due to population demand for more
land : '

2. Low subsidence potential and medium .land loss awav from
Bayou Lafourche

3. Sewage disposal nroblems due to high water table and low
permeability of soils in the inhabited areas of the study
unit

4. Saltwater intrusion
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GOALS

Encourage continued development of commercial, industrial,
and residential development

For South Lafourche B and C, encourage existing uses until,

or if new South Lafourche levee system surrounds the area
and makes it fit for more intensive human habitation
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POLICIES FOR SOUTH LAFOURCHE A, B, C

DOLICIES FOR SOUTH LAFOURCHE A

South Lafourche "A" contains almost all of the population in the
Lafourche Coastal Zone. It is protected from flooding by a series
of small levees and the incompleted South Lafourche lLevee and
 Floodgate system. Upon completion of the new levee system with
its increaséd levee heights, floodgates, and a svstem of pumping
stations, the area will be afforded significantly greater pro-
tection from storm flooding and will offer the only reasonably
safe place to live within the Lafourche Coastal Zone.

POLICY 1. The General Policies of the Lafourche Coastal Zone
will not apply to this E.M.U. since the former wetland areas have
already been drained and altered for human habitation.

POLICY 2. Permanent human habitation is encouraged here due to
the large areas of open space still available and protected by the
levee system.

POLICY 3. Industrial and commercial development is encouraged
throughout this E.M.U. as long as these activities do not signifi-
cantly add to water pollution in the surrounding wetland areas.

POLICY 4. Due to poor foundation conditions inherent in drained
wetland soils, especially organic marsh soils, careful attention
should be paid to requiring adequate foundations for homes, busi-
nesses, roads, etc. built on these soils. Use of flexible
‘connectors for gas lines, and other innovative materials and tech-
niques will avoid costly maintenance and dangerous conditions in
these areas.

POLICY 5. The water table should be maintained relatively high
in drained wetland areas by the use of the '"wet system" of
drainage. This will minimize the subsidence of the land and
allow easier forced drainage.

POLICY 6. Development of the area inclosed by the South Lafourche
"A" levee should be closely coordinated with the Lafourche Parish
Water District #1, the only water sourc2 for the entire region.

POLICY 7. Recreational access to wetlands, lakes and bayous
surrounding the South Lafourche levee system should be maintained
and expanded through the parish and state recreation programs.
This includes construction of boat ramps and/or marina areas to
facilitate access to the wetland recreational resources.

POLICY 8. The Bayou Lafourche clean-out campaign initiated by the
Greater Lafourche Port Commission should be encouraged to continue
to remove hazards to navigation as well as unsightly trash and
debris.
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POLICY 9. The construction of relocated Highway 1 should be com-
rleted as quickly as possible to allow proper evacuation of the
lower coastal zone into this area, as well as alleviate traffic
congestion along current Highway 1.

POLICY 10. Solid waste and hazardous waste dumping prohibitions
should be strictly enforced by the coastal zone program as well as
other applicable programs. Disposal of wastes should be accom-
plished here as per parish health and sanitary regulations.
Anti-litter laws should be strictly enforced.

POLICY 11. Bulkheading along Bayou Lafourche should be maintained
in good condition to prohibit erosion from boat wakes onto Highwayv
1l or 308, or the residential, commercial, or industrial establish-
ments along the bavou.

POLICIES FOR SOUTH LAFOURCHE B AND C

It is undecided at this time whether all or parts of the areas
protected by these levee systems are to be included in the new
South Lafourche Levee System. Currently the area is drained and
only minimally protected from flooding. Current land uses are
mainly agricultural.

DOLICY 12. If the South Lafourche Levee System encompasses all
or parts of these two E.M.U.'s, those parts protected by the new
levee will have South Lafourche Policies 1 - 11 applied to them.

POLICY 13. Drained areas in South Lafourche B and C not protected
by the new levee system should have land uses consistent with those
currently in effect, (i.e. agricultural or pasture uses.) Human
habitation should be discouraged here due to flooding damage po-
tential from storms and inadequate druinage.

POLIC7 14. The Reneral policies of the Lafourche Coastal Zone
will not apply to these E.M.U.'s, since the former wetland areas
. have already been drained and altered for human habitation.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a "use of state concern'', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
program.
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CLOVELLY FARMS E.M.U.

SOILS: The entire study unit is drained freshwater marsh. Soils
consist of organic layers that are underlain by clavs. The land
has been leveed and drained by numps. Organic layers may separate
and float if flooded.

LOCATION: The E.M.U. is bordered on the north by the Scully Canal
and North Little Lake E.M.U., on the east and south by the Clovelly
E.M.T7., on the west by the South Lafourche levee and the South
Lafourche "A" E.M.TU.

VEGETATION: Modified wetland vegetation is found throughout the
area where land is not cultivated. .

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Area has already been drained and
has undergone subsidence to minus five (-5) feet in some localities.
Slow continual subsidence is to be expected over time as organic
layers continue to oxidize.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: Medium, due to
the nature of soils. Because of the subsidence of the land, the
area would become a lake if waters breached the protective levees,

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The study unit is surrounded by a seven (7)
to nine (9) foot MSL levee and has been drained by pumps. There
are approximately 2,400 acres of reclaimed land. Scully Canal
provided boat access to the unit at one time. The canal is now
too shallow for navigation. An airstrip is located on the canal
at the study unit boundary. Elevations of minus five (-3) feet
are located within the study unit. The unit is divided into

plots of agricultural land by drainage ditches.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: Clovelly Farms is a flood prone area. It is
surrounded by a levee system and will be protected by the new 13
foot hurricane protection levee.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: Sugarcane farmlands of Statewide Importance
are found at Clovelly.

USE OF LAND: The land was developed for the purpose of sugarcane
farming and most is still used for this purpose. Some land is
pasture land, used for cattle grazing. O0il and gas extraction is
not a prominent use in the study unit, but extraction takes place
on a larger scale in the land surrcunding the unit. The land is
privately owned.

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES: None.
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RECREATIONAL'POTENTIAL: The study unit is privately owned and
probably would not be open to public recreation use.

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: Freshwater extends to a depth of three-
hundred (300) feet in the study unit.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL: None.

PROBLEMS NOTED:

1. Slow subsidence of land coupled with the ravid initial
subsidence that accompanied reclamation has resulted in
extensive artificial drainage and flood protection
measures. These include:

a. Pumps to get water out due to low elevation of the
interior

b. A levee of plus seven (7) to nine (9) feet MSL to keep
water out

2. The area presents a flood hazard during major storms should
the levees be breached

3. Land has been permanently taken out of the wetlands eco-
system

GOAL

1, Maintain agricultural production in Clovelly Farms
POLICIES
POLICY 1. Maintain the reclaimed areas as a sugarcane plantation.

POLICY 2. Discourage any urban development, commercial, industrial,
or residential due to low elevation and poor foundation conditions
unless flood protection is improved significantly.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guideiineé as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state

CZM program.
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CLOVELLY

LOCATION: The E.M.U. is bordered on the north bv the Scully Canal,
on the west by Clovelly Farms and the South Lafourche levee, on the
southwest bv the channel of Bayou L'Ours, on the west again by the
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Canal, on the south by unnamed pipeline canal,
on the east bv a series of o0il field access canals to Little Lake,
then ,along the Lafourche-Jefferson Parish border through Little Lake.

LAND COVER: To be determined by Landsat analysis,

SOILS: Generally undrained, brackish marshland consisting of organic
layers of various thicknesses, underlain by soft dispersed saline

and mucky clays. When flooded, organic layers may separate and float.
Along Bayou L'Ours an extensive natural levee system has created a
long narrow finger of Sharkey-Tunica Association soils. Soils are
dark gray with a clay surface and poorly drained. These soils are
poor for use as building sites but firm enough to support bottom-
land hardwocds in the upper sections of the distributary and very
small swamp areas also at the upper end of the distributary channel.

VEGETATION: Vegetation is almost exclusively brackish water marsh.
Along extensive spoil banks, spoil bank succession upland brushy
vegetation has developed. Along the upper portions of Bayou L'Qurs,
a very thin Cypress-Tupelo Gum swamp and a thinner strip of bottom-
land hardwoods, mainly cak still survive. Most of the swamp has
been lost due to saltwater intrusion and natural levee subsidence.
The vegetation 1s changing rapidly to marshland as the trees die
off due to the above mentioned problems.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTTIAL IF DRAINED: Natural levee soils along Bayou
L'Ours would have a low subsidence potential if drained due to their
mineral nature. However, geologically, the natural levee ridge is
subsiding back into the marsh. The rest of the unit is brackish
marsh with a very high potential for subsidence (31"+) if drained.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL:

A. Due to Channel Construction: High everywhere in the unit.
Land loss rates exceeding 400 acres per year occur in the
southern portion of the E.M.U.

B. Due to reclamation: N/A

C.  Due to saltwater intrusion: Marshlands are changing in
character toward saline. Primary destruction comes from
subsidence and channel construction.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The area of the E.M.U. is almost exclusive
marshland at or near sea level. Elevations approaching +5 feet MSL
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occur on spoil banks and along a thin strip of remnant natural
levee associated with Bayou L'Ours in the unper vortion of the
distributary.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire area is flooded permanently. The
upper portion of low alluvial ridges of Bayou L'Ours would only
flood during storm periods.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None,

USE OF LAND: Predominant use of land is for the extraction of oil
and gas. Oil fields include the Clovelly 0il and Cas Fields in
several areas and portions of the Coffee Bay, Kings Ridge, and
East Golden Meadow Oil and Gas Field. Along the Clovelly Salt
Dome is the Louisiana 0il Port Storage and pump facility. The
L.O.0.P. pipeline also runs throughout this E.M.U. At the Clovelly
Salt Dome, crude oil is stored in underground caverns leached out
of the salt jome. Fresh water from the Breton Canal is injected
below the surface to leach out the brine. There is also a '""Brine
Storage Reserrvoir" of 200 acres used to displace o0il out of the
salt dome and into the pipeline transportation networks. The
total operation at the salt dome occupies about G600 acres,

UNIQUE ECOLOSICAL FEATURES:

A. Geological: Clovelly salt dome. The top of this dome is
approximately 1,200 feet below the surface.

B. Geomorpbological: The Bayou L'Ours natural levee and
distributary provides a low ridge along the southwest
boundary of the E.M.U.

C. Botaniqg}: None.

L. Waging Bird Rookery north of Bayou L'QOurs 29016'N
90713'W (approximate)

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Hunting and fishing. Long narrow alluvial
ridges provide potentlal access deep into wetland areas.

HYDROLOGICAL RESOURCES: Base of ground water table varies from no
Ireshwater to 300 feet. Even where freshwater is available, it
must be piped at a very low rate. Below and sometimes above, water
rapidly becomes brackish or saline.

HISTCRIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A, Historic Sites: None.

B. Cultural: None.



Archeclogical:

1

LF 1 Known Shell Midden West fork of Bayou L'Curs
LF 22 Known Shell Midden Little Lake and Scully Canal
LF 23 Known Shell Midden Shoreline of Little Lake
LF 24 Known Shell Midden Shoreline of Little Lake
LF 25 Known Shell Midden Shoreline of Little Lake
LF 26 RKnown Shell Midden Shoreline of Little Lake
LF 27 Known Shell Midden Shoreline of Little Lake

PROBLEMS NOTED:

2

Rapid deterioration of marshland on both sides of Bayou L'Ours
southeast section of E.M.U.

Retreat of shoreline along Little Lake
Erosion of oil and gas access canals in oil fields

Potential water pollution and erosion caused by L.0.0.P.
facilities

Saltwater intrusion into the area
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CLOVELLY

GOALS

Slow down rate of saltwater intrusion into E.M.U.

Maintain the integritv of the relatively undisturbed brackish
marsh area in the north and northeast section of the E.M.U. by
imposing mitigation conditions on anv dredge and fill permits
issued in this area that retard marsh deterioration

Reduce erosion of strip of land between Little Lake and eroded
wetlands north of Bayvou L'Ours

Reduce erosion of strip of natural levee of Bayou L'Ours run-
ning east - west between two rapidly eroding wetland areas

Maintain activities of L.0.0.P. and coordinate and suopport any
mitigation plans developed for the area under their jurisdiction
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CLOVELLY

This E.M.U. is almost exclusively wetland, primarily brackish marsh.
The E.M.U. is varied in its marsh condition, erosion rates, and man-
made activity stresses. The Louisiana Offshore (Oil Port Clovelly
Dome Storage Terminal as well as the L.0.0.,P, and L.0.C.A.P. lines
run through this E.M.U. These areas are covered as a ''special area'
with their own environmental management plan. The Bayou L-Ours
natural levee system forms a narrow barrier with firmer soils be-
tween two of the most rapidly eroding areas in the Lafourche coastal
zone. The brackish marsh in the northern portion of the E.M.U. is in
relatively good condition. In order to specifv policies that re-
flect the different conditions extant throughout this F.» . U., the
following areas have been sectioned off on the Fabitat Map Overlay
for special policy statements:

1. The LOOP "Special Area" 1including the Clovelly Terminal
and pipeline designation: Area A

o

The southern subsided Bavou L'Qurs strip of natural levee
between the two bisecting canals: Area R

3. Marsh buffer between the large open water area north of
Bayou L'Ours. Little Lake on the north, bordered bv the
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Canal on the west and an oil and
gas access canal on the east: Area C

118

The rapidly sroding and largely water areas north and south
of the subsided section of Bayou L'Ours (B). The northern
area 1s bordered by Area C to the north, oil and gas access
canals to the east, the Tennessee Gas Pipeline (Canal to the
west . and the Bayou L'0Ours natural levee Area B to the
south: Area D ‘

The southern area is bounded on the north by Bayou L'Ours
(B), a series of o0il and gas canals on the east, the
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Canal to the west and the brackish
marsh zone on the E.M.U. border to the south: Area E.

5. The brackish marsh separating Rayou L'Ours on Little Lake
from Brusle Lake and bounded on the east and west by pipe-
line carals (Tennessee Gas Pipeline to the west, Breton
Canal to the east). Area F

6. The area north of a line running along the north bank of
the Breton Canal from Little Lake to the Clovelly Dome and
circumscribing the north boundary of the Clovelly Dome and
then northwest along Superior Pipeline Canal to Clovelly
Farms then along the farm levee to the E.M.U. border. OCn
the north, the E.M.U. boundary forms the boundary (Scully
Canal). Little Lake marks the eastern boundary: Area G.

7. The area from the channel of Bayvou L'Curs (E.M.U. boundary)
to the end of the natural levee north to the Clovelly Dome
and south to the north - south canal and the boundary of
Area B. This area circumscribes the remnant natural levee
forest and brushy vegetation where the ridge still extends
above the marshland forming a barrier: Area H
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POLICIES FOR THE CLOVELLY E.M.U.

CLOVELLY E.M.U. GENERAL POLICIES

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone Sshall
apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub=E.M.U.
policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. Where not specified, spoil from new pipeline canals or oil
and gas access canals should be spread out in ponding areas so as to
create new marsh sites as a part of mitigation conditions for permits.

POLICY 3. There shall bs no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
liquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites shall
follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana Depart-
ment of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal of wastes
from mud pits, well pits, well construction, etec.

POLICY 4. Coordination mechanisms shall be established between L.0.0.I
and the Parish CZM Program to monitor waste discharge from the facility.

POLICY 5. Contiguous E.M.U.'s to Clovelly that border on sub-area as
Indicated in these policies shall be subject to those same policies
and borders s hall be constructed within respective E.M.U.'s within
which those same policies should apply.

POLICY 6. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discouraged
throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding potential from storms,
and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any »Jermits as-
sociated with recreational or any other type of permanent dwellings
snall require adequate on site sewerage and proof of compliance with
solid waste disposal and collection regulations of Lafourche Parish.

AREA A

POLICY 7. In Area A (L.0.0.P., Special Area) coordinaticn mechanisms
should be set up by the parish and L.0.0.P., so as to make maximum use
of any mitigation or permitting measures attempted by either the parish
or L.O.O.P. in or near the Special Area. -

POLICY 8. In Area A the maintenance of spoil around all existing pipe-
line and 0il and gas access canals should be encouraged of L.0.0.P. to
retard erosion and saltwater into the relatively intact marshes north
and east of the pipeline corridor north of the Clovelly Dome facility.
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AREA G

POLICY 8. In Area G, all oil and gas access canals open to Little
Lake (running basically east - west) should have continuous spoil
banks without openings placed and maintained by companies dredging
the canal and/or owning the well.

POLICY 10. 1In Area G all existing pipeline canals should have a
plug and be backfilled to marsh level as ver General Policy 2 of
the Lafourche Coastal Zone.

POLICY 1L In Area G, the Tennessee Gas and Texas Eastern Pipeline
canals bisecting the Clovelly E.M.U. and intersecting Little Lake
siould have dams and backfilling placed across them near to where
they intersect Little Lake in the manner described in Policy 1
General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone. Spoil for this
project should come from mitigation measures imposed on dredging
activities in or near the two channels and close to Little Lake.
Maintenance of the structuresshould be as stated in Lafourche
Coastal Zone General Policy 3.

POLICY 12. 1In Area G, all oil and gas access canals running north -
south (or parallel to Little Lake) should place and maintain spoil
banks as maintenance dredging takes place as per General Policy 3

of the Lafourche Coastal Zone.

POLICY 13. In Area G, the Superior Canal north from the Clovelly
Dome should have a dam placed across it to retard saltwater intru-
sion into the marsh north of the dome. Methods outlined in General
Policy 2 of the Lafourche Coastal Zone can be used to have this dam
constructed.

POLICY 14. At the point at which the extension of Bayou Francois
Lasseigne has been cut through the Bayou L'Ours Natural Levee (TI1S8S,
R22E, Section 58), a dam placed across the channel to retard salt-
water intrusion has been broken. This dam should be rebuilt and
spoil backfilled on either side as specified for pipeline canals in .
the General Policies to discourage such activities. Spoil may be
obtained as elsewhere in these policies from mitigation conditions
imposed on permits in the area.

AREA F

POLICY 15, In this area a thin strip of brackish marsh separates
Brusle Lake from Little Lake at Bayou L'Curs. To retard the ex-
pansion of Little Lake into Brusle Lake, north - south canals for
0il and gas extraction should be avoided wherever possible. If
canals must be built, then they should not cut completely through
the marshlands to elther Brusle Lake or vice versa to Little Lake.
Canals from either lake should have spoil banks continously placed
on both outside banks. Dams should also be placed and maintained
at canal mouths to retard erosion as described in E.M.T. Policy 4.

POLICY 16. Existing pipeline canals bisecting the marsh in Area F
should be dammed and backfilled on both ends as per the method des-
cribed in Lafourche Coastal Zone General Policy 2.




PCLICY 17. Any dredging in both canals that form the boundary of
Area F (Breton Canazal and Tennessee Gas) should place spoil on the
bank closest to this area. Dams and backfilling if possible should
also be constructed on each canal in the manner outlined in
Lafourche Coastal Zone General Policy 2.

AREA C

POLICY 18. Area C is much like Area F. A strip of brackish marsh
land separates the large open water area north of Bayou L'Ours from
Little Lake. Erosion of this area would cause the shoreline of
Little Lake to expand to Bayou L'QOurs. In order to reduce erosion
potential, no o0il and gas access canals should be dredged that
completely bisect the area. Spoil from canals dredged from either
side of this area should be placed continuouslv on both sides of the
channel to retard erosion of this buffer strip.

POLICY 19. Existing pipeline canals through Area C should be dammed
and backfilled using the same mitigation technigues as listed in
Lafourche Coastal Zone General Policy 2.

POLICY 20. Along the Tennessee Gas Canal that forms the border for
Areas F and C spoil should be placed on the east bank of the channel
when the channel is dredged. The canal should also be plugged at
Little Lake (Bayou L'Ours) and at the southwest border of Area C

as indicated on the habitat overlay as described in Lafourche
Coastal Zone General Policy 2.

AREAS D, E, B

POLICY 21, Areas D and E are the most rapidly eroding areas of the
Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone with rates exceeding 400 acres. The
marshlands in both areas have largely disintegrated and/or subsided
becoming mostly shallow open water north and south of Bayou L'Ours.
The subsided levee system of the bayou provided the only firm soils,
that could act as a barrier to protect what is left of the marsh-
land from joining with Little Lake. If this barrier is destroyed,
waters of the Barataria Basin will impinge on Bayou Raphael or on
the man-made South Lafourche Levee System itself. Therefore, it is
recommended that no o0il and gas access canals should be dredged
across this strip of subsided levee delineated as Area B. If it is
necessary to dredge a canal, it should not cut all the way through
the levee, should be plugged at its mouth, and be backfilled with
silts and clays taken ir the dredging of the levee.

POLICY 22. Any dredging within a reasonable distance from the

Bayou L'QOurs Natural levee strip (Area B) in the open water Zzones

of Area D and E should place spoil in any oil and gas backfilled
canals dug under Policy 19 or along the levee strip itself to the
maximum extent: practicable to help the strip maintain its 1ntegr1tv
as a buffer agalnst erosion. '
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BOLIQY 23. Any dredging of the o0il and gas access canals marking
the southeast Bboundary of Area E should require that spoil be placed
on the west and northwest bank of the canal (i.e. the bank nearest
the open water area of E to retard the spread of the water area to
the southeast).

POLICY 24. Any dredging in or near the canal on the eastern
boundary of Bayou L'Ours that breaches the natural levee svstem
(Area B) should require backfilling of this area, as well as dams

on both sides of the levee ridge across the canal, as stated in
E.M.U. Pplicy 9. Material for the dams could be obtained from
maintenance dredging or from mitigation techniques imposed on otheéer
permits in the area as stated in E.M.U. Policy 9.

AREA H

POLICY 25. Area H is the upper portion of the west fork of Bayou
L'Ours. The natural levee is high enough to act as a real barrier
to water as well as support a thin strip of bottomland hardwood and
upland brushy vegetation. This remnant levee ridge, along with
Bayou Raphael to the west forms a barrier that protects the new
South Lafourche levee system from the erosion progressing from
Little Lake. To protect this barrier, oil and gas canals should

. not breach this ridge for any reason where tree vegetation exists.
Board roads should be used to access any well sites on or near the
levee system. Conditions for roads shall he as stated in General
Policy 7 for the Lafourche Coastal Zone.

POLICY 26. If pipeline canals must cross the Bayou L'Ours ridge,
the canal should be backfilled with original materials dredged from
the levee. The backfilled area should match former elevations and
the area should be revegetated. A preferable plpellne laying would
involve burial, not the dredglng of a canal.

POLICY 27, The Tennessee Gas Canal which forms the western bound-
ary of Area E and the eastern boundary of Area H should have spoil
placed on the east bank of the canal when dredging takes place in
+he canal. The spoil should be in a continuous bank to serve as an
erosion barrier. Any other dredge and fill activities that break
the canal spoil bank should require that the bank be reconstituted
after the activities. :

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit appllcant or the state

CZM program.
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RACCOUERCI

BOUNDARY: This E.M.U. is bordered on the north by the Bully Camp
E.M.U. and Grand Bayou (Bayou Pointe-au-Chien E.M.U.), on the west
by the Terrebonne-Lafourche parish boundary, and the natural levee
of Bayou Pointe-au-Chien (northern half of E.M.U.). On the south,
the boundary is the Timbalier E.M.U. - a line running from Belle
Pass through Timbalier Bay Jjust north of Casse-Tete Island west-
ward to the Terrebonne-Lafourche border. On the east, the E.M.U.
is bordered by Bavou Lafourche (Fourchon E.M.U.), 2 series of oil
and gas canals (Leeville E.M.U.) Bayou Lafourche again to the
southern part of Golden Meadow, then a series of oil and gas canals
and the east boundary of Catfish Lake and another o0il and gas canal
until an intersection with the South Lafourche levee (Golden Meadow
E.M.U.) then north along the Socuth Lafourche levee to the boundary
of the Bully Camp E.M.U.

SOILS: Soils range from brackish to saltwater marsh types. Organic
lavers of varving thicknesses are underlain by gray siltv clays or
saline and mucky clays. When flooded the organic layers separate
from the clays and float.

VEGETATION: Marsh vegetation ranges from brackish and saline marsh.
Vegetation types include wire-grass, three-cornered grass and salt-
grass in the brackish areas; and oyster grass, blackrush and salt-
grass in the saline areas. Scrub woody vegetation grows on some
canal spoil banks. Some natural levee vegetation still exists on
the raised portions of the old Pointe-au-Chien natural levee in the
northwest portion of this E.M.U. A few patches of Black Mangrove
grow on the islands in Timbalier Bay at the extreme southern portion
of this E.M.U.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Very high throughout the Managemrent
Unit due to the high organic content and wetness of the soils. Sub-
sidence may exceed 31 inches in the brackish water zones.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL:

A. Due to Shoreline Retreat: The average measured rate of
shoreline retreat is up to 100 feet per year along the Gulf
shoreline of Lafourche Parish.

g. Due to Channel Construction: High throughout the study unit.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The E.M.U. is composed of low lying marsh

lands and shallow lakes and bays open to the Gulf; including Bay
Courant, Deep Lake and Lake Raccourci. Bayous forming natural
drainage flows are numerous, as are pipeline, location and navi-
gation canals. In large Lake Raccourci, oil and gas wells are

113



numerous and there are numerous marsh islands - Philo Brice Islands,
Northwest Island, and those in Jacko Camp Bay). Depths in Lake
Raccourci are generally 3 to 7 feet with shallower, sand bar or
tidal flat areas. The area is pa:t of the Terrebonne Drainage Basin.
The study unit is cut by numerous canals, lakes and bayous; in-
cluding Grand Bayou, Grand Bayou Blue, Bayou Blue, Bayou Faleau,
Bayou Monnaie, Bayou Sevin, Catfish Lake, Bay Sevin, Laurier Bay,
Laurier Bayou, and Bayou Pierre et Lee. Numerous o0il and gas field
location canals also cross the unit. Louisiana Highway 1 and spoil
deposits along location canals have elevations of 2 to 4 feet MSL.
0il and gas wells are scattered throughout the unit, especially
around Catfish Lake (part of the Golden Meadow 0il and Gas Field).
Pointe-au-Chien Wildlife Management area extends into the extreme
northwestern portion of the unit.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire area is flood prone.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None.

USE OF LAND: Large amounts of mineral extraction occur around Cat-
fish Lake (the Golden Meadow 0il and Gas Field) and in the northern
portion the unit around Lake Bully Camp 0Qil and Gas Field as well as
in Lake Raccourci and Timbalier Bay. Most of the unit is semi-
natural and altered marshland. Camps are scattered throughout the
north and central portions of the study unit. Recreation, hunting,
and fishing are other major uses. Tranping lands are found in the
northern portion of the study uait. One small Indian community,
Fala, survives on the northern shore of Catfish Lake.

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES:

A. Geological Features: None

B. Botanical Features:

1. Black Mangrove Areas: found on Philo Brice Islands and
- Northeast Island in Lake Raccourci, and on surrounding
islands

2. Woodlands and shrubs found on Felicity Island at the
end of Bayou Pointe-au-Chien

C. Zoological Features:

1. Seabird colonies and wading bird rookeries

a. Ea%t of 0ld Lady Lake - Lati*ude 29° 14' Longitude
90~ 24

b. Felicity Latitude 29° 18' Longitude 90° 17’

c. NW of Pierle Bay Latitude 29° 10' Longitude 90° 17
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d. Wegt of Pierle Bay Latitude 25° 10° Longitude
g0~ 17’

2. Primarv fish and shellfish nursery grounds: found
throughout the area; part of the Terrebonne RBasin
(includes croaker, menhaden, brown and white shrimp,
blue crab, etc.)

3. Oyster lease grounds found above Lake Baccourci (private
leased oyster beds) '

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Area is suitable for hunting, trapping, and
fishing with access from Golden Meadow, Leeville and numerous hayous

HYDROLOGIC RESQURCES: The water - table is at the surface. There is

little or no potable fresh water, except for occasional lenses float-
ing upon saltwater.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A.

B

Historic Sites: None.

Cultural Sites: One small Indian'community remains on the

northern shore of Catfish Lake, a reminder of when such
villages were scattered throurshout South Louisiana's marsh
and swamplands. The settlement, known as Fala consists

of five families; all of which exist as fishers and trappers.

Archeological Sites:

LF 41 Known Shell Midden near Catfish Lake
LF 32 Prehistoric Indian Mound Pointe-zu-Chien

LF 39 Known Shell Midden Grand Bayou

LF 40 Known Shell Midden Grand Bavou

LF 41 Known Shell Midden Grand Bayou

LF 43 Known Shell Midden near Laurier Bay
LF 49 Known Shell Midden near Laurier Bay

-—= Known Shell Midden Philo Brice Islands
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GOALS

Reduce saltwater intrusion into the E.M.U.
Reduce erosion in Area B and C (as indicated on E.M.U. map)
Reduce erosion in Area D (as indicated on E.M.U. map)

Reduce expansion of canals west and southwest of Catfish Lake
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RACCOURCI

This E.M.U. consists mainly of salt and brackish marshes and large
open bays in the southern portion of the area. The only high ground
are isolated remnants of the Pointe-au-Chien and South Lafourche
levee system and a few spoil banks. Erosion 1s a problem here al-
though the rates are significantly slower than for Clovelly and
South Barataria. The marshes are somewhat less cut up here than

in the Barataria Basin E.M.U.'s east of Bayou Lafourche.

There are four areas within the E.M.U. where specialized policies
should be implemented. These are:

Area A - 0il and gas canal area west and southwest of Catfish
Lake including the lake.

Area B -~ Brackish marsh area in the northwest portion of the
unit experiencing significant ponding and saltwater intrusion

Area C - Brackish marsh area in the northeast portion of the
E.M.U. experiencing the same stresses as Area B

Area D - Saltmarsh area on the east portion of Raccourci
northwest of the Leeville E.M.U. experiencing ponding

GENERAL RACCOURCI POLICIES

POLICY 1. All general policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub E.M.U.
policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement. :

POLICY 2. No canals should cut through the spoil banks associated
with the Columbia Gas/United Gas Twin pipeline canals running east -
west through the E.M.U., If a canal or pipeline must break the spoil
bank, dams should be constructed as per the general policies or the
spoil bank should be restored to its original conditions to help
retard saltwater intrusion inland.

POLICY 3. There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
1iquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites
shall follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal
of wastes from mud pits, well construction, etc.

POLICY 4. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discour-
aged throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding potential from.
storms, and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any
permits associated with recreational or any other type of permanent
dwellings shall require adequate on site sewerage and proof of
compliance with solid waste disposal and collection regulations of
Lafourche Parish,.
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POLICY 5. The spoil banks on both sides of the twin pipeline canals
(Policy 2) should be maintained as a barrier to saltwater intrusion.
Mitigation conditions for dredge and fill permits in the immediate
area may require that spoil be deposited along these banks so as to
maintain them as wviable intrusion barriers.

SUB EMU POLICIES
AREA A

Area A is a transition zone between brackish and saline marshes.

It is also traversed by the Grand Bayou-Bayou Scully-Bayou Blue
drainage system - a major conduit of saline waters along with canals
into the Pointe-au-Chien and Bully Camp E.M.U. There are also num-
erous oil and gas access canals in this area (Golden Meadow 0il
Field) as well as Catfish Take. The area immediately to the ezst
(Golden Meadow E.M.U.) has undergone significant deterioration cue

to oil and gas access canals.

POLICY 6. Existing channels should be used wherever possible to
access new oil and gas well sites. If a new channel is to be dug,
it should be incumbent upon the permit applicant toc demonstrate that
no feasible alternative exists to carry out the activity.

POLICY 7. North - south canals connecting the many oil and gas
access canalsshould be disccuraged due to their exacerbation of
saltwater intrusion problems and erosion.

AREA B

Area B is an area gf deteriorating brackish marsh similar to the
Clovelly E.M.U. Saltwater intrusion has caused extensive ponding
here as well as in the southern portions of the Pointe-au-Chien E.M.U.

POLICY 8. All canals dredged in this section of the Raccourci E.M.U.

should place spoil on the outside bank (the one opposite the ponding
areas) to help retard the spread of the water areas.

POLICY 9. Spcil banks along Bayou Bouillonshould be maintained as
per the method outlined in Policy 5 of this E.M.U.

POLICY .10. Consideration should be given to additional dams or
weirs along Bayou Salle and Bayou Bouillon to retard saltwater
intrusion to the north. Financing for these projects could be
either through a parish mitigation fund and/or mitigation conditions
imposed on permits in the vicinitv of these proposed proiects.

AREA C

Area C is must like Area B: the only difference is that much more
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extensive deterioration has occurred in the marshes o
E.M.U. to the north.
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POLICY 11, All channels running north - south, especially the
Tennessee Gas Pipeline and Bayou Blue should have weirs or dams
placed across them to slow down the rate of saltwater intrusion
into the brackish and freshwater areas to the north. The method
for constructing these facilities should be as stated in Policy
10.

POLICY 12. The spoil banks along the Tennessee Gas Pipeline Canal
should be maintained as a deterrent to further enlargement of the

ponding area in this part of the E.M.U. Maintenance of the spoil

bank shouldbe accomplished as per Policy 5 of this E.M.U.

POLICY 13. Any dredging of the channel that forms the southern
boundary of Area C should require that spoil be placed along the
northern bank to retard saltwater intrusion.

AREA D

Area D is a deteriorating saltmarsh area in the southeastern part
of the E.M.U. Some of this deterioration appears to be natural
but activity in the area has exacerbated the erosion prcoblem.

POLICY 14, Whenever feasible,'spoil obtained from maintenance
dredging of existing canals should be snread so as to create new
marsh sites in the general area of the dredged activity.

POLICY 15. Existing pipeline corridors should be used for any new
pipeline construction unless it can be demonstrated that it is ab-
solutely necessary that a new canal be dredged. If a2 new canal is
dug, conditions stated elsewhere for this E.M.U. should apply to
spoil deposition from canal construction.

POLICY 16. If new canals are to be dredged in the wetland portion
of this E.M.U., it should be demonstrated that no altzrnative utili-
zing existing waterways is possible and/or it is economically not
feasible to use techniques such as directional drilling to avoid
unnecessary destruction of marshland.

POLICY 17. If new oil and gas access canals are dredged, spoil
should be deposited along their outer banks in relation to the
ponding areas to retard the expansion of the ponds.

POLICY 18. No ''through'" canals should be dredged without dams

through this area north - south or east - west.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the nolicies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers

and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
program.
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GOLDEN MEADOW

LOCATION: The eastern boundary of this E.M.U. is the South
Lafourche Levee system. The southern, western, and northern
boundaries of the E.M.U. are a series of canals and the Raccoureci
E.M.U. boundary.

SOILS: Generally brackish marsh soils havine organic lavers of
various thicknesses subject to very high subsidence and flooding.

VEGETATION: That typical of brackish marshes.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Very High due to the nature of
the soil. Subsidence has also occurred to a large extent as a
result of water and mineral extraction.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: Hich. Intensive
channelization projects related to the oil and gas industries have
resulted in widening of canals over time. Erosion and land loss of
marsh land can be traced to current and wave wash created by boat
traffic and greater tidal influence. A study by N. J. Craig and

J. W. Day, Jr. (1977) showed total canal area for three vears:

_zgiz Total Acres
1240 58.2
1953 80..6
1969 119.6

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: Orizinal marsh lands altered by numerous
canals related to the Golden Meadow 0il and Gas Field. The area
has a levee four (4) feet in height separating it from the Town of
Golden Meadow. Spoil banks are found along some canals. Trails
and shell roads two to four feet high lead to numerous oil and gas
wells. In general, the land has an elevation less than one foot
~MSL. At one time this land was higher, but it has subsided.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire area is flood prone.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None.

USE OF LAND: The area is entirely devoted to resource extraction.

DATA ON GOLDEN MEADOW OIL FIELD: First oil well drilled - 1938
Texaco 0il Company: Number of o0il wells drilled - 637
0il Production Peaked - _1967



Life of well - Liquids 9.6 vears:
Gas 8.7 years
More drilling is anticinated in

- the next few years

The extreme channelization of the marshlands and natural levee in
this unit, accompanied by saltwater intrusion, has led to the
development of a new estuarine system. The area is now a very
productive nursery for various aquatic species.

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES: None.

RECREATIONAL POTENTTIAL: Fishing, and other secondary contact
recreation is good. Some road access 1s located alone o0il and gas
company roads. Boat launches are available in the Golden Meadow
area.

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: No potable water. Water uses are limited to
fish and wildlife propagation. Saltwater intrusion into former
freshwater areas resulting from rapid exchange of water is an in-
creasing problem. The increased exchange is due to channelization.

. HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historic Sites: The Golden Meadow 0Oil and Gas Field was
one of the first developed in this area in 1938. 0Oil
production in this field peaked in 1967.

B. Cultural: None.

C. Archeological Sites: None.
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GOALS

Reduce erosion by protecting Catfish Lake from enlarging into
Golden Meadow marshes

Protect new South Lafourche levee system bv use of spoil to
reduce erosion and saltwater intrusion

Encourage the creation of new marsh with spoil dredged for
new canals

Encourage use of existing waterways to avoid cutting up the
area any further
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POLICIES FOR GCLDEN MEADOW

The Golden Meadow E.M.U. is a severely deteriorated brackish -
saline marsh now largely water due to the numerous oil and gas
access canals dug in the past in the area. The South Lafourche
levee provides an eastern barrier to expansion of the water area.
To the west is Catfish Lake and Area "A'" of Raccourci E.M.TT,
Policies there are aimed at containing this eroded area.

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone
shall apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U.
or sub E.M.U. policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. All canals intersecting with the Plaisance Canal
should have plugs placed near their mouths as per the Lafourche
General Policies by imposing mitigation conditions on permits
near the area.

POLICY 3. All north - south- canals dredged in this E.M.U. should
have spoil placed on the east bank so as to retard the spreading
eroding area of access canals.

POLICY 4. No connections between existing canals should be made
unless these connections are plugged at both ends after activities
are completed. These connections must also be justified as the
only economically feasible way of accomplishing the requested per- .
mit activity task.

POLICY 5. All canals except the Plaisance Canal should be sealed
off from Catfish Lake with dams as per the Lafourche General
Policies. These dams should be constructed by imposing mitigation
conditions on permit applicants nearby to the dam sites.

"POLICY 6. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discour-
~aged throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding potential from
storms and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any
permits associated with recreational or any other type of per-
manent dwellings shall require adequate on site sewerage and proof
of compliance with solid waste disposal and collection regulations
of Lafourche Parish. ’

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"'use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers

and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state CZM
program, ;
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SOUTH BARATARIA

LOCATION: The South Barataria E.M.U. is bordered on the east by the
Jefferson Parish boundary line running through Caminada Bayv, Bayv

Des Ilette, West Champagne Bay, Crecle Bay, Hackberry Bay and Grand
Bayou. On the north the boundarv runs through Little Lake and
follows the Jefferson Parish line. On the west, the Clovelly E.M.U.
forms the western boundary south to the South Lafourche A Boundary
(levee) south to the Louisiana 1 Highway embankment and natural
levee (Raccourci E.M.U. boundary) to the Leeville E.M.U. to Louisiana
1 embankment (Fourchon E.M.U. boundary). The southern boundaryv
consists of the Louisiana 1 embankment and chenier (Caminada E.M.U.
boundary).

LAND COVER: To be determined by Parish Landsat analvsis

SOILS: Along Bayou L'Ours east and west fork an extensive natural
levee system has created long narrow fingers of Sharkey-Tunica
Association soils. Soils are dark gray with a clay surface and
poorly drained. Within this zone there are buried deposits of
Commerce silty soils. Although these soils are of the firmer min-
eral variety, the natural levee system has subsided to the point
where virtually all of this system is at o near sea level. A few
isolated areas have maintained remnant swamp forest until recently,
but these trees have been killed by saltwater intrusion.

The same condition exists along Bayou Lafourche south of the Lee-
ville E.M.U. The highest natural ground exists on the southern E.M.U.
border where silts from a chenier ridge result in firmer soils with
some upland brush and a few trees. The only other high ground is

on extensive spoil banks. Soils occurring here are clays and crganics.

Throughout the rest of the E.M.U. soils are mainly organic layers

of peat of various thicknesses underlain by soft dispersed saline

clays and mucky clays. The E.M.U. contains soils developed under

both saline and brackish water conditions. When flooded, some or-
ganic layers separate from the clay substrate and tloat.

VEGETATION: Except for brushland, spoil bank succession vegetation
and a few spots of trees along Highway 1 on the chenier ridge, the
area is exclusively brackish and saline marshland. Saltwater in-
trusion and subsidence has killed the former swamp forest along

the 0ld channel of Bayou L'Ours.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL: The natural levee of Bayou L'Ours is sub-

siding rapidly. There appears to be subsidence on both sides of
the levee system. The rest of the E.M.U. (except the chenier area)
would subside greatly if drained. Rates exceeding 51" would occur
in the brackish marsh areas.
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LAND LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: High throughout
the E.M.U.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: Chenier ridge along the southern boundary
of the E.M.U. with elevations up to +5 MSL, buried natural levee
along Bayou L'Ours and Bayou Lafourche at or slightly above sea
level, and man-made spoil banks along ' o0il and gas access pine-
line canals. Otherwise, the area is flooded marsh at or near sea
level.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire area is flood prone.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None

USE OF LAND: Other than the Highway 1 transportation corridor,

the predominant use of land is for mineral extraction, hunting,
trapping, and fishing (commercial and recreational).

HISTORICAL/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

1. Historic Sites: None

2. Cultural Sites: None

3. Archeological Sites:

LF 11 Known Shell Midden on Bayou Renfleur
LF 12 Known Shell Midden on Bayou Renfleur

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES:

1. Private and public oyster seed grounds along Hackberry Bay
to Bay Tambour and Caminada Bay.

2. Prime fish and shellfish nursery grounds adjacent to oyster
leases (to the east).

3. Major wading bird rookery in Bavou Tambour.

4. Black Mangrove Area (Fringes on Bayou Tambour and Caminada
Bay)

PROBLEMS NOTED:

1. Severe land loss greater than 400 acres per yvear near Bayvou
L'Qurs

2. Severe land loss east of Golden Meadow

3. Erosion from the east via the bays of the Barataria Basin

126



ui

GOALS

Protect the oyster grounds in this E.M.U.

Encourage the retention of stable marsh areas under the
subsided natural levees as a bulwark against erosion

Preserve the mangrove islands

- Preserve the barrier ridge by not dredging it for sand

Contain the highly eroded marshland in Area B (see map )
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SOUTH .BARATARIA

South Barataria is almost exclusively a saltmarsh wetland area.
There is a chenier ridge on the southern bouniary, a low alluvial
ridge along Bayvou Lafourche and some buried natural levee deposits
along Bayou L'Ours and Bayou Raphael. This area has already made
the transition to saltmarsh and generally is not eroding quite as
fast as the Clovelly area except in Area B northeast of the Lee-
ville E.M.U.

General Policies

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone
shall apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or
sub E.M.U. policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. No canals should be cut through the relatively solid
marshlands from Caminada Bay to Area B to avoid exacerbating the
deteriorating conditions there. If new canals must be dug, they
should be backfilled and dammed at both ends, as per General Pclicy 7
of the Lafourche Coastal Zone. -

POLICY 3. - There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of any
liquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well sites
shall follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources regarding the storing and disposal
of wastes from mud pits, well construction, etc.

POLICY 4. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discour-
aged throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding potential from
storms, and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any
permits associated with recreational or any other type of perma-
nent dwellings shall require adequate on site sewerage and proof
of compliance with solid waste disposal and collection regulations
of Lafourche Parish.

Besides the general policies, specific policies shall apply to the
following areas delineated in the South Barataria E.M.U,

Area A - Bayou Lafourche Natural Levee

Area B - Highly eroded marshland northeast of Leeville E.M.U.

Area C - Brackish water marsh in the northwest corner of the
E.M.U.

Area D - Brackish water marsh in the northeast sec:ion of the
E.M.U. fronting on Little Lake

Area E - Lower subsided portion of the Bayou L'Ours Natural
Levee System

Area F - South Barataria portion of the Highway 1 chenier ridge

) embankment bordering on the Caminada E.M.U.
Area G - Mangrove islands fronting on Caminada Bay
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AREA A

Area A includes the subsided natural levee on the east side of Bayou
Lafourche. Some patchy strips of hardwoods still exist along the
higher portions of the ridge. Soils are silts and clays, firmer

and more resistent to erosion.

POLICY 5. 1If pipeline canals must cross the Bayou Lafourche ridege,
the canals should be backfilled with original materials dredged
from the levee. The backfilled area should match former elevations
and the area 'should be revegetated. A preferable pipeline laying
would involve burial, not the dredging of a canal.

POTICY 8 The Twin Canal (as indicated on the E.M.U. map) should
have a dam placed across it in the manner described in General
Policy 1 for the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone where it intersects
with the Lafourche natural levee. The construction of this dam
should be accomplished by imposing mitigation conditions on other
permits in the general area of the proposed dam.

AREA B

Area B is a continuation of the deteriorated marshland of the Lee-
ville E.M.U. The area is eroding rapidly and all additional
destruction of marshland should be avoided whenewver possible here.

POLICY 7. Where not specified, spoil from new pipeline canals or
011 and gas access canals should be spread out in ponding areas so
as to create new marsh sites as a part of mitigation conditions
for permits.

POLICY 8. If new canals must be dredged in Area B, itshould be
demonstrated that no alternative exists utilizing existing water-
ways and/or it is economically not feasible to use techniques
such as directional drilling to avecid unnecessary destruction of
wetlands here.

POLICY 9. Canals along the perimeter of Area B should place spoil
on the bank closest to Caminada Bay in the east along the lake on
the north perimeter as indicated on the E.M.U. Overlay.

AREA C

Area C is a small strip of remaining brackish mersh in the north-
west portion of the E.M.U. This serves as a buffer between the
South Lafourche levee and rapidly changing area to the north and
saltmarsh to the south.

POLICY 10. Dams as described in General Policy 7 should be placed

on the Tennessee Gas Pipeline canal as indicated on the E.M.U. map
to retard saltwater intrusion into the Clovelly E.M.U.
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POLICY 11. Dams as described in General Policy 7 should be placed
on the east - west and north - south canals west and east of the
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Canal as indicated on the E.M.U. map. Dams
such as this shall be constructed from imposing mit.gation condi-
tions on permits in the general area of the proposed dam site for
Poliecy 11 and 12.

POLICY 12. Spoil from any east - west trending canals in Area C

should place spoil in the south bank to retard saltwater intrusion
into the area.

POLICY 13. No new canals should be dredsed through this area

connecting the saltmarsh to the south with the lake area to the
north unless dams as specified in General Policy 7 are constructed
and maintained.

AREA D

Area D like Area C is the remaining portion of brackish marsh ex-
tant in this E.M.U. in the northeast portion of the unit.

POLICY 14. Spoil from any north - south trending canals dredged in

this E.M.U. should have spoil placed on the east bank to retard
erosion and saltwater intrusion into the Clovelly E.M.TU.

POLICY 15. No througH canals should be dredged to Area D of Clovelly

frrom Little Lake. If canals must be dredged. dams as stated in
General Poli~y 7 should be placed and maintained on these canals at
both ends. '

POLICY 16. Dams should be placed at areas indicated on the E.M.U.

‘map. Construction of these dams should be accomplished by imposing
mitigation conditions on permits in the general area of the dam
sites. '

"AREA E

This area is the submerged southern portion of the Bayou L'Oirs
natural levee system. Marshland here should be more resistent to
erosion than marsh developed on an organic base.

POLICY 17. No canals should be dug through this area. If canals

must bisect the area, dams and backfilling with original materials
should be required to protect the value of this area as a buifer
to erosion. '

AREA F

Highway 1 embankment and chenier ridge on the southern border of
South Barataria E.M.U.
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POLICY 18. Open pit mining for sand for various uses within this
E.M.U. currently occurs 1in the ''swale'" area between ridges near
Louisiana Highway 1. These mines should only be continued to meet
existing demands. No new permits for commercial sand dredging or
mining should be issued anywhere in this E.M.U. on the north side
of Louisiana 1.

POLICY 19. New pipeline crossings of the chenier ridge and LA 1
embankment should be discouraged. If it can be demonstrated by the
permit applicant that there is no feasible alternative to crossing
a chenier ridge, then the permit should require that the ridge be
graded up to its former elevation and revegetated after the pipe-
line crossing is completed.

AREA G

Area G encompasses the mangrove fringe islands surrounding Caminada
Bay as indicated on the E.M.U. map.

POLICY 20. Mangrove islands should not be destroyed for any reason.
If canals must be dredged through any island, the area should be
returned to grade and revegetated.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Vhere E.M.U. policies refer to a '""use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state

CZM program.
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LEEVILLE

LOCATION: The E.M.U. encompasses the Leeville 0il Field and is
bounded on the north and the east by the South Barataria E.M.U.,

on the south by the South Barataria, Fourchon, and Raccourci E.M.U.,
and on the west by the Raccourci E.M.U. Bayou Lafourche bisects
this E.M.U,

SCILS: Most of the E.M.U. has soils similar to other southerly
units. Soils are highly organic with layers of peat of varying
thicknesses underlain by soft, dispersed saline clays and mucky
clays. When flooded, some organic layers separate from the clay
substrate and float. Immediately along Bayou Lafourche, a rem-
nant low natural levee exists with somewhat better soils,
including silts and clays. In the southerly part of the study
unit. levee soils may be buried under marsh deposits.

VEGETATION: Almost exclusively salt marsh. Areas of woody

vegetation occur along the natural levee and along spoil banks
that parallel numerous canals in the study unit.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: Very High (51 inches plus) for

all of the area except a small strip along Bayou Lafourche.

LAND 1LOSS POTENTIAL DUE TO CHANNEL CONSTRUCTION: High. Soils in

the area have properties which make them highly susceptible to
erosion due to channel construction. . Most channel construction in
the area has been due to mineral extraction. The area is now laced
with canals mainly associated with the Leeville 0il Field.

DATA ON LEEVILLE OIL FIELD: First oil well drilled 1921

Number of o0il wells drilled 442
0il Production peaked 1967

Life of wells - Liquids 16.9 vears
Gas 8.7 years

More drilling anticipated in the
next few years

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: Area is mainly salt marsh. The only relief

occurs as artificial embankments and fill near Highway 1, the low
natural levee in the northern end of the study unit, and some spoil
banks along rig access canals in the Leeville 0il Field. Highest
marked elevation is plus six (6) feet MSL on a spoil bank in the
unit. The land in the rest of the study unit is below plus five (5)
feet MSL and most is at or near sea-level.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: Entire area is subject to flood tides from the

Gulf of Mexico during storms. Since there are no extensive levees,
the entire study unit is subject to wind and water damage.
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IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None.

USE OF LAND: 0il and gas extraction is the principle use of the area.
Wetlands have been severely altered due to dredging for energy activi-
ties. Most structures along Highway 1 are directly associated with
0il and gas activities. The Leeville area is a permanent resident
settlement. There are also some hunting and fishing camps found in
the unit. Leeville provides an important staging area for supply. of
necessary equipment to OCS activities. It also serves as an impor-
tant evacuation area during hurricanes. '

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES: None. -

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Hunting and fishing occur in area. High-
way 1 and canals provide access into marshlands, and to the Gulf
for hunting and fishing. Crabbing and fishing are also popular
along the highway. . :

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: There is no readily available supply of fresh
drinking water for Leeville. Residents rely on pumpage of water
into Bayou Lafourche from the Mississippi River.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historic Sites: Leeville is of historic interest. At one
time, in the early part of the century, the area was popu-
lated by people moving up from Grand Isle and Chenier
Caminada after disastrous hurricanss. Later storms drove
many of Leeville's settlers further up the coast to Golden
Meadow. A cemetery of historic interest is located at
Leeville. Other old cemeteries along Bayou Lafourche are
being washed away.

B. Cultural: At one time, orange groves were found in the
area around Leeville along Bayou Lafourche. These groves
disappeared as the soil subsided.

C. Archeological Sites:

LF 50 Known Shell Midden on Bayou Lafourche
LF 52 Known Shell Midden on Bayou Lafourche
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GOALS

Reduce erosion and new channelization in the entire E.M.U.
Rebuild marshland in the wetlands of the E.M.U. wherever
feasible by mitigation conditions applied to new Coastal
Use Permits issued in these areas

Use spoil for maintenance dredging in rebuilding marshlands
of this E.M.U.

Discourage new dredging that destroys marshland whenever
possible in this E.M.U.

Encourage continued industrial concentration in the Leeville
ares :
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This E.M.U. is almost exclusively wetland, salt marsh. The only
high ground is the strip along Louisiana Highway 1 and fill areas
" in and near Leeville. The entire E.M.U. 1s severely cut up with
0il and gas canals and is eroding badly. The Hackberry Bay 0il
Field covers the entire E.M.U.

POLICIES FOR LEEVILLE E.M.U.

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone
shall apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or
sub=E.M.U. policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. In the entire E.M.U. exclusive of the high strip of
Louisiana Highway 1 and Leeville all permits for dredging and
filling activities should require that dredged materials shall
be spread so as to create new marsh sites whenever possible
instead of placing spoil on-adjacent wetlands unless otherwise
stated. This means placing spoil in eroding wetlands so as to
create new sites for marsh regeneration.

POLICY 3. - Existing canals should be used wherever possible to
access new drilling in the oil fields occurring in this E.M.U.
New drilling should be kept to am absolute minimum and subject
to conditions stated elsewhere in these policies.

POLICY 4. If new canals are to be dredged in the wetland portion
of this E.M.U., it shouldbe demonstrated that no alternative utili-
Zzing existing waterways is possible and/or it is economically not
feasible to use techniques such as directional drilling to avoid
unnecessary destruction of marshland. '

POLICY 5. Whenever feasible, spoil obtained from maintenance
dredging of existing canals should he spread so as to create new

marsh sites in the genéral area of the dredging activity.

POLICY 6. In sdme cases, where large amounts of dredging create
new channels, spreading and revegetation of new spoil areas may be
required of permit applicants after completion of dredging projects.

POLICY 7. Permanent human residential habitation should be discour-
aged throughout this E.M.U. due to problems of storm flooding, wind
damage, and lack of adequate public utilities. Recreational camps
are encouraged provided provision is made for adequate disposal of
solid waste and sewerage effluent as per parish and state health
regulations.

POLICY 8. Existing reclaimed sites along Bayou Lafourche should
continue to be utilized for industrial expansion. Concentration of
support activities is desirable due to the greater ease of providing
public services to an area such as Leeville. Industrial expansion
should only be undertaken 1f provision is made for adequate solid
waste, sewerage, and any industrial waste is provided for as per
parish and state regulation. : : -
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POLICY 9. Further reclamation for the purpose of industrial ex~
pansion should be discouraged if alternate sites are available

on already reclaimed areas. If reclamation is necessary, then
mitigation measures such as spoil spreading and marsh revegetation
should be undertaken by the permit applicant in other areas as
determined by the Permit Administrator and State CZM Program.

POLICY 10. As a possible mitigation measure for permit appli-
cants the dismantling and cleaning of Bayou Lafourche of pilings,
support platforms, sunken boats, etc. shall be considered so as
to maximize use of Bayou Lafourche as a wvaluable navigation
channel.

POLICY 11. There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. of

any liquid or solid waste. Existing tank storage sites and well
sites shall follow all applicable guidelines as specified by the
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources regarding the storing and
disposal of wastes from mud pits, well construction, etc.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelinés as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U. ; '

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a "use of state concern', the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit apvlicant or the state

CZM program.
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Figure 4.8
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TIMBALIER

LOCATION: South western portion of Lafourche Parish. The E.M.U.
is open water with the exception of the Casse-Tete, the Calumet,
and East Timbalier Islands. The E.M.U. is bordered on the north
by the Raccourci E.M.U., on the east by Fourchoen E.M.U., on the
south by the Gulf of Mexico and on the west by the Terrebonne
Parish line. :

SOILS: Soils 1in the eastern part of the E.M.U. Casse-Tete, Bull,
Calumet Islands and Devils Islands are typical soils developed
under salt marsh similar to salt marsh areas of Bay Champagne

and Caminada. Exposed sand occur along the coastal Barrier Is-
land Beach System. In this E.M.U., these soils occur on East
Timbalier Island extending onto the barrier beach near Bay
Marchand.

VEGETATION: Primarily salt marsh with its attendant salt tolerant
vegetation. Some dunal vegetation 1is found on East Timbalier Is-
land. Dunal vegetation includes baccharis, wax myrtle and rattle
box. Calumet and Casse-Tete Islands were at one time almost com-—
pletely covered with mangroves. For the most part, black mangroves -
have disappeared from the Barrier Islands. Pelicans are most
successful in roosting in Black Mangroves.

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: All land areas in the E.M.U. ex-
cept East Timbalier Island have a high subsidence potential.
Timbalier Island with mostly mineral soils and firm substrate, has
little or no subsidence potential.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL:

A. Shoreline Retreat: Retreat in this E.M.U. is comparable to
the other E.M.U.'s in the Late Lafourche Delta. Grand Terre
has high erosion rates which are comparable to East Timbalier.
Grand Terre between 1960-1972 has lost 18% of its acreage, or
118 acres/year.

B. Land Loss Potential Due to Channel Construction: . High in the
study unit.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: East Timbalier Island (337 acres) has a low
barrier beach on the Gulf side. Maximum elevations are at, or
slightly above, plus five (5) feet MSL. The rest of the study unit
is either marsh, mangrove or open water.

FLOODING POTENTIAL: The entire study unit is flood prone and part-
icularly susceptible to the actions of tidal storm surges.

IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None.
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USE OF LAND: Most of the study unit is open water. There are
numerous o1l well platforms and storage tanks on and near East
Timbalier Island. Many pipelines lace the area. There are no
roadways within the study unit. East Timbalier Island is a
National Wildlife Refuge. The area is suited for wildlife habi-
tat and recreation.

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES:

A. Geological Features:

1. Beach Ridge: Barrier Island complex along the coast,
including the Timbalier Islands.

2. Deep Migratory Tidal Pass: Little Pass, Timbalier.
Such a pass is unique for their depth (50 to 100 feet)
and volume of water movement. Ecologically, these
passes provide important migratory links connecting the
Gulf with estuaries. Nutrients, detritus, and sediment,
as well as fish and shellfish species, migrate throucgh
the pass.

B. Botanical Features:

1. Submerged grass beds: Found on the Bay of East Tim-
balier Island and the northeastern shore of Timbalier
Bay. These beds of marine grasses are very important
to the ecology of the area. For the most part, the
beds have disappeared due to dredging activities.

2. Black Mangrove Area: Calumet Island is an important
seabird nesting area and is essentially natural. The
island has three distinct habitat zones: black mangrove,
sand beach and submergent grass beds.

C. Zoological Features:

1. Seabird/wading bird rookeries:

Devils Island Rookery Lat. 29° 09' N, 90° 16' W
RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Barrier Island beaches offer swimming and
sunbathing and other outdoor recreation, for the most part, by boat
only. East Timbalier Natural Wildlife Refuge occupies 337 acres on
and near the island.

HYDROLOGIC RESOURCES: The unit contains little or no freshwater
except for occasional lenses floating on salt water.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historic Sites: East Timbalier Island ié a National Wild-
life Refuge; part of the Timbalier Barrier Island Chain.

B. Cultural: None.

C. Archeological Sites: None.
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GOALS FOR TIMBALIER

Reduce or eliminate erosion of East Timbalier Island

Promote beach restoration and/or other means of Barrier
Island rejuvenation

Protect important bird rookeries of Casse-Tete and Calumet
Islands 2



POLICIES FOR TIMBALIER

This E.M.U. contains some of the most fragile and important areas
in the coastal zone. East Timbalier Island is part of the Barrier
Island Complex that forms much of the coastal front in southeast
Louisiana. The island functions as a storm buffer and habitat

for birds. Calumet and Casse-Tete Island have large strands of
mangrove utilized for bird rookeries.

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub
E.M.U. policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. No channels shall be cut through any islands in this
E.MN.U. for any purpose.

POLICY 3. Linear features involving dredging shall not traverse or
adversely affect East Timbalier Island.

POLICY 4. Experimental beach nourishment, dune building, and re-
vegetation projects as mitigation for any CZM permits issued in
this area shall be encouraged.

POLICY §. The rapid execution of the sand nourishment beach
stabilization prcjects contemplated under the State Barrier Island
Protection Program should be accomplished as soon as possible.

POLICY 6. No future permanent habitation for residential, commer-
cial or industrial purposes should be allowed on East Timbalier,
Casse-Tete, or Calumet Islands. Existing facilities should be
allowed to remain until their activities have terminated. Temporary
marine research facilities should be allowed as long as no permanent
structures are built. Gulf 0il Company currently operates a major
base on East Timbalier Island and should be allowed to remain at
that location. Any expansion of that facility should not be detri- .
mental to the island and should be approved by the CZM program.

POLICY 7. Any Barrier Island protection, enhancement, or stabi-
lization project should have complete feasibility studies completed
before undertaking such projects. In addition, project monitoring
should be accomplished both by the project initiator and an inde-
pendent mcnitor knowledgeable in marine biology, and/or coastal
processes. The effects of the project after completion should also
be monitored by the Coastal Management Section of the Department

of Natural Resources to assess viability of various alternative
strategies for protecting the barrier islands.
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POLICY 8. Groins, jetties, and seawalls should be discouraged
on East Timbalier unless it can be reasonably demonstrated that
the construction of such structures will probably not adversely
affect coastal deposition processes ''down current' from these
devices. Currently, Gulf Oil Company maintains such barriers
on East Timbalier to stabilize the erosion of the island. This
attempt at erosion control should be encouraged to continue as
long as it does not adversely affect the island.

POLICY 9. East Timbalier, Casse-Tete, and Calumet Island should
be declared a state special area or part of a larger state special
area encompassing the entire Barrier Island chain.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program
shall apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '"use of state concern', the poli-
cies are intended only as recommendations to the state program
managers and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or
the state CZIM program.
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FQURCHON

LOCATION: This unit is bordered on the east by Louisiana Highway
1 and Louisiana Highway 3090, on the south bv the Gulf of Mexico
and on the west by Bayou Lafourche and Relle Pass.

SOILS: Mainly organic layvers of peat of various thicknesses
underlain by soft dispersed saline clays and mucky clays. When
flooded, some organic lavers separate from clay substrate and
float. Exposed silts and sands on Barrier Beach ridges and im-
mediately along Bayou Lafourche.

VEGETATION: Almost exclusively salt marsh. Some woody vegetation
in upper section on low alluvial ridges along Bavou Lafourche and
artificial spoil banks. Small patches of Black Mangrove immediste-
ly behind beach ridges immediately along the CGulf. Extensive
reclamation of the area immediately adjacent to Pass Fourchon near
the junction of Bayou Lafourche, immediately behind the beach ridge
(Chevron, Gulf, and Tenneco Qil Companies) and elsewhere near the
coast has resulted in much spoil bank succession vegetation.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL:

A. Shoreline Retreat: Measured rate of shoreline retreat
(average) 1s 62.0 feet per year along the gulf shoreline
of Lafourche Parish.

B. Land Loss Due to Channel Construction: High., because of
the nature of soils in the area.

TOPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: Low natural levee along Bayou Lafourche
gradually disappearing into the marsh. Louisiana "ighway 1 and
Louisiana Highway 3090 are built on an artificial embankment along
the eastern edge of the study unit. Along the coast, a low beach
ridge separates the Gulf of Mexico from the protected marshlands

to the rear. There is also a reclamation project associated with
Port Fourchon of about 3,600 acres immediately behind the beach ridge
complex along the shore. Activities in the area include light in-
dustry and recreation. This area, artificially built up, appears to
be the only land above five (5) feet MSL. Most of the land lies
below plus two (2) feet MSL. The Nicholls State University Marire
Biology Laboratory is located at Fourchon. Chevron 0il Company also
has 0il storage tanks in this study unit.

FLOODING POTENTI:#L: The entire area is flood prone. For example,

the Hurricane of 1965 (Betsy) which was a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Project Storm produced a storm tide of 8.8 feet at Grand Isle (the
nearest accurate tide record).” However, this storm generated tides

up to plus twelve (12) feet MSL further east of this area.
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USE OF LAND: The northern portion of this unit is in a semi-
altered natural state. The area around Port Fourchon and marsh
of Fourchon Island is drained and filled for industrial or marine
support facilities. Many pipelines cross the area transpcocrting
petroleum products. Louisiana Highway 1 and Louisiana Fighway
3090 are the only major roadways and evacuation routes in the
area. PRayou Lafourche is the principle waterway of cormmerce for
shipping. Wisner Wildlife Management Area covers portions of

the southern part of the study unit surrounding Port Fourchon.
Currently attempts are underway to develoo Fourchon Island further
and also to stabilize the retreating coastline.

/_ A study entitled "Development Potential Study Fourchon Is-
land"” by Burk and Associates and UNO Center for Economic Development
has detailed parameter for the Fourchon Island section of this

E.M.UL/
UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES :

A. Geological Features:

1. Beach ridge along coast
2. Deep migratory tidal passes (Belie Pass)

B. Botanical Features:

1. Black Mangrove Area

C. Zoological Features:

1. Seabird/Wading Bird Rookgries: 5
Bay Marchand Latitude 29~ 07' Longitude 90~ 13'

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: The Fourchon area offers potential camping,

picnicking, swimming, and has the only sand beach in Lafourche Parish
in the Gulf. Hunting, crabbing and fishing are popular along the
Fourchon Road.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A. Historic Sites: None

B. Cultural Sites: None

C. Archeological Sites:

7 Known Shell Midden Pass Fourchon

8 Known Shell Midden Bay Marchand

34 Known Shell Midden on Bayou Lafourche
82 Known Shell Midden near RBelle Pass

84 Known Shell Midden near Belle Pass

85 Known Shell Midden near Belle Pass

86 Known Shell Midden near Belle Pass
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PROBLEMS NOTED:

1

2.

Shoreline retreat and loss of barrier'beaches
Erosion of marshland due to channelization
Flood hazards to Port Fourchon area

Problems of secondary development in high hazard areas of
marshland behind Fourchon

Possibility of industrial waste pollution from the Port
Fourchon development and pumping of bilge tanks by ships

Damage to estuarine value of marsh due to channelization
and pollution

Increasing competition for the same resources (commercial
fisheries vs. sports fisheries) and for different resources
in the same area (o0il and gas vs. fisheries)

Subsidence problems if land is drained
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GOALS

Promote continued development- of Port Fourchon

Provide sufficient levels of services to Port Fourchon so as
to eliminate or minimize any environmental degradation caused
by the facility

Protect and maintain the remainder of the E.M .U, in its
present state by discouraging development involving reclama-
tion in areas other than Port Fourchon

Reduce shoreline erosion rate

Promote recreational access to beach and the Gulf of Mexico
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POLICIES FOR PORT FOURCHON

This E.M.U., like Caminada, contains a barrier beach. Immediately
behind this beach are stands of Black Mangrove. On and near
Fourchon Island lies Port Fourchon, an oil and gas industry ser-
vice port as well as other o0il related industries, The northern
part of the unit is primarily saltmarsh with numerous lakes.
Concentrated development like the Port are beneficial to coastal
zone management in that they minimize areal damage to the environ-
ment and they facilitate the provision of water, sewer, and solid
waste collection to one concentrated area, thus cutting down
pollution. The Port area is already reclaimed, so it is antici-
pated that little additional destruction of wetland enviromment
will occur. Some erosion preventicn has been attempted with the
construction of the Fourchon Jetty at the mouth of Bayou Lafourche
(Belle Pass). Several proposals have been outlined for develop-
ment and erosion protection in this area (Burk and Associates,
(1980): Development Potential Study, Fourchon Island).

POLICY 1, All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone
shall apply in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or
sub E.M.U. policies stated in this E.M.U. policy statement,

POLICY 2. Continue the orderly development of Port Fourchon with-
in the bounds of the project description as outlined in the Port
Fourchon Development Plan.

POLICY 3. Maintain and improve Highway 3090 all the way to the
beach to facilitate recreational access to the beach and Gulf of
Mexico.

POLICY 4., Promote a cooperative effort of Port Fourchon, the Parish
of Lafourche, and local industries to clean up the Fourchon Beach of
trash and other debris.

POLICY 5. Channels should not be cut through the Barrier Beach.

If it is deemed necessarvy to breach the barrier beach with a channel,
the channel shall be sealed after activity completion and the beach
restored to its original elevation and contour and revegetated to

its original conditions as much as possible.

POLICY 6. Pipelines cut through the barrier beach are not generally
acceptable. If it is deemed necessary to breach the barrier island

with a pipeline, the pipeline should be covered after activity com-

pletion and the beach restored to its original elevation and contour
and revegetated to its original conditions as much as possible.

POLICY 7. Channels dredged for any purpose should be plugged after
activities have ceased and spoil spread so as to mitigate the marsh
destruction caused by the channels, as per the Lafourche Coastal
Zone General Policy 2 and maintained as per General Policy 3. Re-=
vegetation of spoil may be required in individual circumstances,
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POLICY 8. Spoil of a silty or sandy nature may, depending on indi-
vidual circumstances be required to be hauled to the barrier beach
for deposition there as part of mitigation procedures associated
with channel construction in this E.M.U. - )

POLICY 9. Black Mangrove areas should be protected from destruction
from any permitted activity. These plants help stabilize the areas
immediately behind the coastal beach ridge and are important in

the retardation of erosion. No pipelines or channels should traverse
these areas unless the disturbed zone is refilled and revegetated
after completion of the permitted activity.

POLICY 10. Existing channels and lakes should be used to access any
0oil and gas exploration sites as much as possible to avoid unnec-
essary channelization through marshlands.

POLICY 11. Recreational facilities should be developed along the
Fourchon Beach to manage its recreational potential. This includes
the installing of shelters, tables, trash receptacles as well as
regular trash pick-ups and sanitary facilities.

POLICY 12. Permanent human habitation or recreational dwellings
should be discouraged on Fourchon Island or anywhere near the
beach. The area is eroding and is quite fragile. There is a lack
of water, solid waste, and sewerage facilities and the area is sub-
ject to severe wind and storm surge potential in the event of
tropical storms or hurricanes.

POLICY 13. Recreational dwellings and facilities élong Louisizna

Highway 1 and Louisiana Highway 3090 are acceptable, as long as a
method - for sewerage treatment and solid waste disposal is available.

POLICY 14. Open pit mining for sand should not be permitted near
the barrier beach due to the value this area has as a buffer against
storms.

Besides these guidelines, all coastal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a '""use of state concern'”, the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state

CZM program.
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‘CAMINADA

LOCATION: Boundaries of this unit include lLouisiana Highway 1
on the north, the Jefferson Parish line to the east, BHighway
3090 and Pass Fourchon to the west, and the Gulf of Mexico to
the south.

SOILS: Mainly organic lavers of peat of varying thicknesses
underlain by soft dispersed saline clays and mucky clavs. When'
flooded, some organic layers separate from the clay substrate

and float. Some silts and sands are found on old beach ridges that
parallel the coast from the current shore ridge to the boundary

of the management unit.

VEGETATION: Salt marsh covers most the area. Along the fossil
beach ridges, woody bottomland hardwood vegetation occurs in-
cluding live oaks. Immediately behind the coastline small patches
of black mangrove occur. Some dunal vegetation exists on the
current beach ‘ridge along the Gulf. ‘

SUBSIDENCE POTENTIAL IF DRAINED: High in the southern half of the
study unit area. Very Figh in the northeyn half of the area. The
exceptions to this are the fossil beach ridges which have little
or no subsidence.

LAND LOSS POTENTIAL IF DRAINED:

A. Shoreline Retreat: The average shoreline retreat along the
Lafourche Parish Gulf Coast is about 62.0 feet per vear.
The loss of land along the coast of Louisiana may be tied
to two factors - first, the Mississippi River is not build-
ing any new land to replace that lost through wave action
and storm erosion. Secondly, the entire Gulf Coast is
geologically subsiding. Dredging activities hasten both
of these two factors.

B. Land Loss Due to Channel Construction: High, due to the
nature of the soils in the area.

TCPOGRAPHIC FEATURES: The area is mainly salt marsh,with long
narrow lakes trending northeast - southwest. RBetween these lakes
lie the relict beach ridges, many of which have trees on them.
Elevations on these ridges approach plus five (5) feet MSL. Other
than these ridges the only high ground exists as the embankment
for Highway 1 on the north border of this study unit and a few low
spoil bank areas along canals.

FLOODING.POTENTIAL: The entire area is flood prone.

- IMPORTANT FARMLANDS: None
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USE OF LAND: The area has been somewhat altered by the construction

of Louisiana 1 and at least two pipeliné canals. Sand is excavated
along the ridges and from pits in swale areas for use in highway
construction. Excavation pits have been developed for fishing.
Louisiana Highway 1, which crosses the unit prcvides the onlyv road
link to Grand Isle for transportation and evacuation. Some fishing
camps are found along the chenier near Grand Chenier. A U.S.
weather station is also located in the study unit.

UNIQUE ECOLOGICAL FEATURES:

A, Geologic Features:

1. Coastal beach ridges

2. Chenier Caminada Beach Pidges. This is a series of
ridges running parallel to the coast and veg=tated by
oaks and other smaller shrubs, representing ancient-
coastlines of the Gulf. These are unique geological
features that act as storm buffers and resting areas
for migratory birds. Recommended by Rurk and Associates
(1977a) as a '"Potential Preservation and Restoration
Area'.

B. Botanical Features:

1. Black mangrove area

C. Zoological Features: The area serves as an important rest-
ing spot for birds migrating across the Gulf of Mexico.

RECREATIONAL POTENTIAL: Wisner Wildlife Management Area covers part

of the western end of the study unit. Hunting and fishing occur off
of Louisiana 1 or in adjacent ‘marshes. Boat ramps provide access to
both marshes and the Gulf. The. Elmer's Island road is the only road
access to the Gulf. The road and island are private property re-
quiring tolls for entrance.

H?DROLOGIC RESQURCES : Little or no freshwater, save occasional

lenses of freshwater floating on saltwater.

HISTORIC/CULTURAL/ARCHEOLOGICAL:

A, Historic Sites:. Caminada Chenier

B. Cultural Sites: None

C. Archeological Sites:

LF 10 Known Shell Midden Caminada Chenier
~==-= Shell Midden on Bayou Moreau
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GCALS

Reduce shoreline erosion rate

Protect chenier ridges from degradation by:
A, Channelization through ridges

B, Mining of sand

C. Clearing of forest

Preserve the integrity of the swale areas between ridges from
further channelization

Control all development in E.M.U. due to fragility of environ-
ment and flood danger from storms

Promote recreational access to swale lakes along Louisiana
Highway 1



POLICIES FOR CAMINADNA

This E.M.U. contains a unique series of relict of beach ridges
that roughly parallels the coast. Extensive deposits of sand

on the ridges as well as between them provide source materials

for the existing beach and the nearby barrier island complexes

as the shoreline erodes inland. The high chenier ridges support
some forest and provide habitat for many species of animals,
especially birds migrating across the Gulf of Mexico. The ridges
themselves serve as barriers to storms, waves, and tidal surges.
This area is unique and valuable to the parish as a buffer against
erosion. It is under consideration as a possible "particular area”
in the local CZM Plan.

POLICY 1. All General Policies for the Lafourche Coastal Zone shall
apply 1in this E.M.U. unless modified by specific E.M.U. or sub
E.M.U. policies stated in this EﬁM.U. policy statement.

POLICY 2. Open pit mining for sand for various uses within this
E.M.U. currently occurs in the ''swale" area between ridges near.
Louisiana Highway 1. These mines should only be continued to meet
existing demands. No new permits for commercial sand dredging or
mining should be issued anywhere in this E.M.U.

POLICY 3. Chenier ridges will not be leveled or mined for any pur-
pose whatsoever. _

PCLICY 4. The forested ridges shall not be disturbed to the maximum

extent practicable. If this vegetation is destroyed for any nec-—

essary permitted activity, it shall be replaced.

POLICY 5. New pipeline crossings of chenier ridges should be dis-
couraged. If it can be demonstrated by the permit applicant that
there is no feasible alternative to crossing a chenier ridee, then
the permit should require that the ridge be graded up to its former
elevation and revegetated after the pipeline crossing is completed.

POLICY 6. Permanent human habitation dwellings should be discouraged

throughout this E.M.U. due to severe flooding votential from storms,
and lack of adequate water and sewerage facilities. Any permits
associated with recreational or anv other tvpe of permanent dwellings
shall require adequate on site sewerage and proof of compliance with
solid waste disposal and collection regulations of Lafourche Pezrish.

POLICY 7. There shall be no illegal dumping in this E.M.U. Existing

dumps shall be closed or phased out as approved landfills become
available in other areas.

POLICY 8. QRecreational boat launches and public facilities should be

developed along Louisiana Highway 1, to provide recreational access
to swale lakes and sand borrow lakes in the area.
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DOLICY 9, The construction of board roads, aggregate or hard
surface roads connecting Highway 1 with the cheniers shall be
discouraged. If built, however, they shall meet General Policy
Guidelines established for the Lafourche Coastal Zone.

POLICY 10. No channels should be cut through cheniers for any
purpose.

POLICY 11. Channels dredged for any purpose Should be plugged
after activities have ceased, as per the General Policies of the
Lafourche Coastal Zone and spoil spread so as to mitigate the
marsh destruction caused by the channels. Revegetation of spoil
may be required subject to individual circumstances.

POLICY 12. Channels through the barrier beach into the swale
wetlands shall be discouraged. If it is deemed necessarv to
breach the barrier beach with a channel, the channel shall be
sealed after activitv completion and the beach restorec and re-
vegetated to its original condition as much as possible.

POLICY 13. Existing channels and lakes should be used to access
0il and gas exploration sites as much as possible to avoid cutting
any channels through the barrier beach.

POLICY 14. Black mangrove areas should be protected from des-
truction from any permitted activities. These plants help stabilize
the areas immediately behind the coastal beach ridge and are
important in the retardation of erosion. No vipelines or channels
should traverse these areas, unless the area is refilled and vegeta-
tion is restored after the activity is completed.

Besides these guidelines, all cohstal use guidelines as stated in
the F.E.I.S. of the Louisiana Coastal Zone Management Program shall
apply to this E.M.U.

Where E.M.U. policies refer to a ''use of state concern", the policies
are intended only as recommendations to the state program managers
and are not legally binding on the permit applicant or the state

CZM program,
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RESCOURCES, RESCURCE USERS, AND CONFLICTS
Introduction

The breceding Environmental Management Unit descriptions
and policy statements have described many problem areas in
various parts of the Coastal Zone of Lafourche-ﬁarish. The
E.M.U. problem areas and conflicts as described were site
specific. The following is a summarv description of the
major Coastal Zone resource uses, who uses them, the location
of -these uses, and conflicts ' with the environment or other
users. A few of the resource conflicts described here are
outside the scope of CZM in Lafourche Parish but most of these
conflicts can and will be addressed by this management pro- s
gram. (For "site—-specific'" problem areas, please refer to

individual E.M.U. descriptions and policy statements).

Resource: Dry Land

Resource Use: Land for human habitation

Resource User: Residents of the Coastal Zone of Lafourche
i Parish

Location: Larose to Golden Meadow

Tdentified
Conflict: None

Approximately 27,000 people live and work in the coastal
zone of Lafourche Parish. Almost all of the residents live on
land along the low alluvial ridges associated with Bayou
Lafourche and its distributaries, or on land which has been
reclaimed, drained, and pumped out artificially. Levees have
long protected large tracts of land in the coastal zone. With
the completion of the new South Lafourche Levee System (See
Volume I, Page 113) with its attendant higher protection levees
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and lock and pumping system, the peoprle who live in the coastal
zone will be afforded excellent protection against flooding.

Although much of the land within the new levee system was
formerly wetland, it was reclaimed long ago. There is signifi-
cant open space left for any future development that mav occur
here. Due to the high cost of reclamation, flooding hazards,
restrictions of flood insurance and a stable coastal zone
population, it is highly unlikely that any additional pressure
would be placed on wetlands for reclamation purposes.

Resource: Drv Land

Resource Use: Reclamation for development

1. Port Fourchon - industrial port development

2. Wisner Foundation - residential and industrial
development of Fourchon Island

Resource User: Port Fourchon, ¥Wisner Foundation

Location: mouth of Bayou Lafourche, barrier beaches and
salt marsh of Fourchon Island

Identified

Conflict: None for Port Fourchon, possible future con-
flict about Fourchon Island; alteration of
fragile barrier beach/mangrove area

Port Fourchon (as described in Volume I, Page 111) is
located in the highly unstable coastal area near the mouth of
Bayou Lafourche. The port has already reclaimed all the land
it needs and has taken care of sewerage, water, other utilities.
This project already has received needed permits to operate and
has plenty of vacant land available for future development with-
out the need to reclaim any wetlands. Centralizing of facilities
actually preserves wetlands by allowing the provision of water,
utilities, and sewerage to a central location.

Fourchon Island is a proposed multi-use concept for the
island formed by Belle Pass, Pass Fourchon, and -he Gulf of
Mexico at the mouth of Bayvou Lafourche. This area contains the
rapidly eroding barrier beach, mangrove areas and salt marsh.
This is a fragile area that should not be open to further devel-
opment dué to its importance as a barrier to erosion (See
Fourchon and Caminada E.M.U. descriptions and policies).

It is unlikely that any further extensive development will
occur on the island due to rapid erosion, environmental re-
straints (including CZM) and high development and maintenance
costs. This area should be maintained to insure that it remains
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largely as it is now so as not to exacerbate the severe problems
extant in the area any further.

Figures 4.9 and 4.10 illnstrate existing land covef and
projected erosion rates for the Fourchon Island Area.

(Note: A complete description of proposals for this area is
available in-the report titled: Development Potential
Study Fourchon Island (1980) by Burk and Associates)

Resource: Land (Barrier cheniers)

Resource Use: Fill for lots, land, road construction

Resource User: Sandfill operators

Location: Fossil barrier beach rideges south of US 1 from
Highway 3199 to Grand Isle

Identified

Conflict: Destruction of barrier beach ridges or erosion
caused by lakes in between ridges weakening the
barrier to erosion. PRemoval of sand from these’
ridges ultimately diminishes the sand supply
available for the barrier beach and the barrier
islands as natural erosion pushes back the shore-
line.

In policy statements for Caminada and Fourchon, this
activity is discouraged due to the long term adverse effects
to the fragile ecosystems of the chenier ridges, and the ultimate
loss of land and sand vital to showing erosion and maintaining
sand transfer to barrier islands.

(A full discussion of one such sand dredging operation is avail-
able in the F.E.I.S. titled "Sand Dredging Operations in
Lafourche Parish near Leeville, Louisiana, April, 1982" by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.)

Resource: Marshlands, mineral resources

Resource Use: O0il and gas exploration, and production;
: pipelines for oil and gas

Resource User: O0il and gas exploration and production
companies; pipeline companies

Location: Throughout coastal zone
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FIGURE 4.9

Projected Shoreline Retreat 1980-2030
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Exiracted from US. Department of Commerce, 1978
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FIGURE 410
Major Vegetative Communities of Fourchon Island
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Identified )

Conflicts: Destruction of marsh directly by canal con-
struction, indirectlv bv continued erosion
of canal banks

Saltwater intrusion causing marsh deterioration
and erosion

Destruction or alteration of nurserv areas
. for shrimp and finfish and other shellfish
thus adversely affecting fishing industry

Increased pressures on leveed off areas due
to open water pressure on the levees caused
by erosion of marshlands

0il and gas activity occurs throughout the coastal zone.
Policies in E.M.U.'s that are affected by this activity are
geared to the particular environment and particular problems
caused by channelization and erosion. E.M.TT.'s suffering
particularly from environmental change caused by canals and
saltwater are: South Barataria, (Clovellv, Raccourci, CGolden
Meadow. and lLeeville E.M.U.'s.

It is anticipated thaf the CZM program will make signi-
ficant progress in ameliorating or in some cases negating
damage caused by these activities.

Resourﬁe: Renewable shellfish and finfish

Resource Use: Harvesting renewable fisheries resources

Resource User: Recreational/commercial fishermen

Location: Throughout coastal zone

Identified
Conflict: Fishing methods, inequities in regulations

This conflict is more of a regulatorv rather than environ-
mental problem. Conflicts regarding the definitions of
recreational vs. commercial shrimp harvesting, types of nets used
to fish (gill nets, for example) have caused complaints among
commercial fishermen that '""recreational” fishing is eating into
their supply of fish and shellfish.

If coastal deterioration continues, this problem should
get more acute as the resource base dwindles making competition
more intense for the decreasing resource. Continuous monitor-
ing of rules and regulations regarding fisheries will aid in
fair administration and apportionment of resources to both
groups. CZM should help to stabilize the wetland nursery areas
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that help generate the fisheries resource utilized bv both
recreational and commercial fishermen.

Resource: Freshwater

Resource Use: Potable water for human use

Resource User: Coastal zone residents

Location: Throughout coastal zone

Identified

Conflict: Saltwater intrusion caused bv natural and man-
made processes threaten to invade freshwater
supplies for coastal residents

There is no freshwater available from the water table in
the coastal zone of the parish. The Intracoastal Waterway blocks
freshwater from Bayou Lafourche from reaching south of Larose.
Freshwater is obtained from a water plant at Lockport (outside
of the coastal zone) pumped from Bayou Lafourche. This plant
has already experienced limited saltwater intrusion on occasion
into the water supply used for purification. Continued coastal
deterioration and saltwater intrusion will exacerhate this
problem and may eventually result in an unusable water supply
at this point.

No easy solution exists for this problem. CZM would help
to slow down saltwater intrusion but the real long term solu-
tions involve either increased freshwater flow down Bayou
Lafourche or plant relocation further north or both.
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CHAPTER V
THE CZM ORDINANCE -
INTRODUCTION

This chapter contains the text of a proposed Coastal
Zone Management Ordinance for_Lafourche Parish. This
ordinance has been reviewed by the Louisiana Department of
Natural Rescurces, the LSU Sea Grant Legal Section, and the
Lafourche Parish District Attorney. It meets all state and
local requirements for an ordinance of this type.

The ordinance accomplishes 4 main objectives.

(1) Legally establishes the CZM Program

(2) Establishes a permitting system

(3) Establishes a permit administrator position to

manage the CZM program
(4) Provides for enforcement penalties
Passage of this ordinance automatically passes the entire

program as outlined in this report and referred in the ordinance.

The following is the text of that ordinance.
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ARTICLE 1 - PURPOSE

Section 1.

The Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone Management Ordinance
is hereby enacted for the purposes of:

(1) Ensuring sound management of uses in the coastal
zone in order to:

(a) protect, restore, and enhance the resources of
the coastal zone for the benefit and enjoyment
of present and future generations;

(b) ensure the maintenance, continued protection and
prudent use of the natural resources, renewable
and nonrenewable, therein;

(¢c) promote public safety, health and welfare;

(d) protect wildlife, fisheries, aquatic life, wet-
lands, estuaries and waterways; and

(e) preserve and protect the remaining scenic and
historic resources of the coastal zone;

(2) promoting coordinated development within the coastal
zone by promoting procedures and practices that
resolve conflicts among competing uses within the
coastal zone in accordance with the purposes of this
ordinance and the simplification of administrative
procedures; and

(3) striving to maintain a balance between conservation
and development in the coastal zone of Lafourche
Parish; and

(4) implementing the goals, objectives, and poliéies
pursuant to the local coastal zone management program..
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ARTICLE 2 - TITLE

Section 1.

This Ordinance shall be known, referred to, and cited
as ""The Coastal Zone Management Ordinance of Lafourche

- Parish'".
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ARTICLE 3 = DEFINITIONS

Local Administrator shall mean the administrator of

the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone Management Program
or designated permit officer or agent appointed by
the Lafourche Parish Council.

Building shall mean any Structure designed or built

for the support, enclosure, shelter, or protection of
a person, an animal, a chattel, or promerty of any
kind.

Coastal Zone shall mean the coastal waters and ad-
jacent shorelands within the boundaries of the

coastal zone established in Section 213.4 of Act 361,
the State and Local Coastal Resources Management Act
of 1978, which are strongly influenced by each other,
and in proximity to the shorelines, and uses of which
have a - direct and significant impact on coastal waters.

Coastal, Zone Review Board (also known as Coastal Zone
Advisory Committee) shall mean an independent committee
appointed by the Lafourche Parish Council. It shall
function as an advisory body for decisions regarding
coastal zone use permits and the Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Ordinance of Lafourche Farish. This committee
shall also assist in the implementation of the local
program; assist in the development of special management
programs affecting special areas (if needed); and report
progress or problems in the implementation of the local
program as well as convey ideas and suggestions to the
local government and the administrator.

Fastlands are lands surrounded by publicly owned, main-
tained, or otherwise wvalidly existing levees, or natural
formations, as of the effective date of this Part or as
may be lawfully constructed in the future, which levees '’
or natural formations would normally prevent activities,
not to include the pumping of water for drainage purposes,
within the surrounded area from having direct and signi-
ficant impacts on coastal waters.

Non-conforming Use shall mean any use or structure which
does not conform to a provision or requirement of this
ordinance but was lawfully established 'prior to the
effective date of this ordinance.
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12.

14.

Permitted Use shall mean any use specifically listed in
this ordinance as a use occurring within the Lafourche
Parish Coastal Zone not requiring a coastal zone use
permit.

Person shall mean an individual, corporation, partner-
ship, association, municipality or political subdivision
of local or state government.

Single Family Residence shall mean any building designed
for or occupied exclusively by one (1) family for resi-
dential purposes.

Structure shall mean any building, road, flum., conduit,
siphon, aqueduct, flare, o0il well, telephone line,
electrical power line, bridge., bulkhead., dike, jetty
pier, popier. airstrip, parking facility., or any other
construction or erection.

Variance shall mean a modification of the literal
provisions of the ordinance granted when strict enforce-
ment of the ordinance would cause undue hardship owing
to circumstances unique to the property on which the
variance is sought. A variance shall not be granted
except where (a) undue hardship-and (b) unique circum-
stances are directly connected to the property.

Watercourse/Waterway shall mean any body of water,

navigable or not, including lakes, rivers, streams, canals,
bayous, lagoons, bays, or any body of water which is
located in the Parish of Lafourche.

Wetland shall mean any lowlands which are generally covered
with measurable amounts of water, such as marshes, swamps,
wet meadows, sloughs, and river overflow land, and are
characterized by wetland vegetation.

Use of State Concern shall mean those uses which directly
and significantly affect coastal waters. K and which are in
need of coastal management and which have impacts of greater
than local significance or which significantly affect
interests of regional, state, or national concern.

Uses of state concern shall include, but not be limited
to:

(a) Any dredge or £fill activity which intersects with
more than one water body.

(b) Projects involving use of state owned land or
water bottoms.
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13.

(¢c) State publicly funded projects.

(d) National interest projects.

(e) Projects occurring in more than one pérish,

(f) All mineral activities, including explorationm
for, and production of, ©0il, gas, and other
minerals, all dredge and fill uses associated
therewith, and all other associated uses.,

(g) All pipelines for the gathering, transportation,
or transmission of o0il, gas, and other minerals.

(h) Energy facility siting and development.

(i) Uses of local concern which may significantly
affect interests of regional, state, or mational
ccncern.

Uses bf local concern shall mean those uses which directly

and significantly affect coastal waters and are in need

of coastal management but are not uses of state concern
and which should be regulated primarily at the local level
if the locel government has an approved program. Uses of
ilocal concern shall include, but not be limited to:

(a) Privately funded projects which are not uses of
state concern.

(b) Publicly funded projects which are not uses of
state concern.

(c) Maintenance of uses of local concern.
(d) Jetties or breakwaters.

(e) Dredge or fill projects not intersecting more
than one water body.

(f) Bulkheads.

(g) Piers.

(h) Camps and cattlewalks.
(i) Maintenance dredging.

(j) Private water control structures of less than
315,000 in cost.

(k) Uses on cheniers, salt domes, or similar land
forms.



16. Joastal Waters shall mean those bayous. lakes 1inlets;
estuaries, rivers, bayous, and other hodies of water
within the boundaries of the coastal zone which have
measurable seawater content (under normal weather
conditions over a period of years).

17.. Coastal Use Permits shall mean a permit required by
Section 213.11 of the State and Local Coastal Resources
Management Act of 1978 as amended in 1979 and 1980 and
this crdinance.

18. Use shall mean any use or activity within the coastal
zone which has a direct and significant impact on
coastal waters.

19. Maximum extent practicable shall mean the greatest degree
- 0f'compliance attainable given environmental. economic,
and/or legal constraints on a coastal use permit applicant.
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ARTICLE 4 - PERMITTED USES

Section 1.

The following activities within the Lafourche Parish
Coastal Zone do not require a coastal use permit except
when the activity would have direct and significant impact
on coastal waters.

(1)

(2)
(3)

L

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

Activities occurring wholly on lands five feet
above mean sea level,

Activities occurring within fastlands;

Agricultural, forestry and aquaculture activities
on lands consistently used in the past for such
activities;

Hunting, fishing, trapping, and the preservation
of scenic, historic, and scientific areas and
wildlife preserves;

Normal maintenance or repair of existing structures
including emergency repairs of damage caused by
accident, fire or the elements;

Uses and activities within the special area which

have been permitted by the Offshore Terminal

Authority in keeping with its Environmental Protection
Plan:

Construction of a single family residence or camp
for the use of a natural person or his family
provided the residence or camp has a waste disposal
system approved by the Local Administrator

Construction and modification of navigational aids
such as channel markers and anchor buoys;

Construction, maintenance, repair, or normal use of
any dwelling, apartment complex, hotel, motel,
restaurant, service station, garage, repair shop,
school, hospital, church, office building, store,
amusement park, sign, driveway, sidewalk, parking
lot, fence or utility pole or line, when these
activities occur wholly on lands five feet or more
above mean sea level or on fastlands.



(10) Emergency construction necessary to protect life
or property from damage by the elements.

(11) Non-conforming uses established prior to the enact-
ment of this ordinance.
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ARTICLE 5 - ADMINISTRATION

Section 1.

The Lafourche Parish Council shall appoint the local
administrator to administer the local Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Program and issue permits based upon the criteria
established by the local Coastal Zone Management Plan for
Lafourche Parish as adopted by the Parish Council, and in
conformance with the State and Local Coastal Resources Act
of 1978 and the Rules and Regulations for the Louisiana
Coastal Zone Program established pursuant to that act.

There shall exist a Coastal Zone Management Review Board
composed of nine (9) members appointed by the Parish Council.
All members shall serve at the pleasure of the Parish Council.

Section 2.

The Coastal Zone Management Review RBoard shall perform
the following duties:

(1) To review and comment to the Parish Council on any
rules and regulations relative to coastal zone manage-
ment, whenever it is felt by the Review Roard or the
Council that review or comment is necessary.

(2) To review and recommend to the Parish Council any
modifications to the Parish Coastal Zone Management
Ordinance.

(3) To assist the local administrator whenever possible
in the review and comment procedures on coastal use
permits of '"State Concern” and in the issuance of
coastal use permits of "Local Concern'” (as defined
in the rules and regulations for the Louisiana
Coastal Zone Management Program).

Section 3.

The primary rolz of the parish Coastal Zone Management
Review Board is that of assisting in the establishment and
implementation of a local Coastal Zone Management Program.
Their expertise will he used by the local administrator to
assist with permit evaluations. The Parish Council may
dissolve, restructure, or alter the duties of this committee
at any time to meet the needs of the Local Coastal Zone
Management Program.



Section 4.

The local administrator shall have the following

(L

(2)

(3)

(4)

~ enumerated authority:

To issue, deny, or modify coastal use permits _
consistent with the State Coastal Zone Management
Legislation and Guidelines and this ordinance.

To adopt any rules and regulations which are con-
sistent with the comstitution and laws of the State
of Louisiana, State Coastal Zone Management Program
Legislation and Guidelines and the local Coastal
Zone Management Plan and are reasonable and nec-
essary to carry out the purpose of this ordinance.
Such rules shall be in conformance with the
generally established procedures for the Lafourche
Parish Council and may be reviewed by them for
concurrence with established parish policy.

To conduct any investigation necessary to comply
with the purposes of this ordinance;

To notify the New Orleans District of the T.S.

"~ Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Functions Branch;

(5)

adjacent communities; and other appropriate agencies
prior to any alteration or relocation of a water-
course; and

To review and comment on all "Uses of State Concern"
Permit Requests for Lafourche Parish.

Section S.

It shall be the duty of the'administrator to enforce
this ordinance.
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ARTICLE 6 - PERMIT PROCEDURE AND FORMAL REQUIREMENTS

Section 1.

Any person seeking to perform any activity or use
within the coastal zone must first obtain a permit from the
Parish Council through its local administrator authorizing
such activity or use, unless such use is a '"'permitted use"
as set forth in this ordinance or the permit request is a
"use :0f State concern” (in which case an applicant must
obtain a coastal use permit from the Coastal Management -
Section of the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources).

Section 2.

The following procedure shall be followed in applying
for a coastal zone use permit:

(1) All applications shall be made on the form(s)
prescribed by the Parish Council or the local
admiristrator.

(2) All applications shall be submitted to the local
administrator at the facility designated by the
Parish Council in the coastal zone or the Coastal
Management Section of the Louisiana Department of
Natural Resources.

(2) All applications shall be accompanied by:

(a) an application fee of 8$50.00 asssessed to
cover permit processing, and publishing of
required not.ces for permit applications of
"Local Concern' as defined by the state and
local Coastal Zone Management Program;

(b) maps showing the actual location, size, and
dimensions of the property on which the use
is to take pl:ce; :

(¢) plans showing the exact location, size, and
height of any tuilding or structures to be
developed;

(d) a list of all applications, approvals, and
denials already made concerning the activity
by federal, state, or local agencies;

(e) a description of the extent to which any water-

course or natural drainage will be altered or

relocated as a result of the proposed activity;



(f) If the development involves dredging, a
description of:

(i) the type, compusition, and quantity
of the material to be dredged;

(ii) the method of dredging; and
(iii) the dredged material disposal site: and

(g) any additional information which the local
administration requests.

(h) If it is determined that activity applied
for is a '"use of state concern'" and the
applicant has paid a fee to the parish said
fee will be returned to the applicant within
15 days of said determination.

(i) If an applicant applies for a local use permit
at the state level with the application and fee
said application and fee will be sent to the
local administrator within 5 days of determi-
nation of a use of local concern,

175



ARTICLE 7 - PERMIT PROCEDURE AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION
Section 1.

An application shall be deemed received only when and
if it is in proper form and upon receipt of any additional
information requested by the local administrator.

Within two (2) days of receipt of an application for a
coastal use permit, the local administrator will make a
determination as to whether the permit is of state or local
concern. Within ten (10) days of receipt of an application
for a coastal use permit, the local administrator shall
publish notice of such application in the official journal
of the parish, stating the nature of the proposed use, the
location where such work is proposed, and its estimated costs.
Said notice shall indicate that all interested persons may
make comments or suggestions to the local administrator on
said application within twenty-five (25) days of publication,.

SOTE: Final administrative authority to determine whether
an application is of local or state concern rests with the
state administrator, This authority can only be overruled
by the judicial system. :

Section 2.

The local administrator shall make the determination based
upon the state requirements of whether the proposed use is of
state or local concern, within two (2) days of receipt of the
application and within the tem (10) day limit of Section 1,

The administrator's decision concerning the proposed use deter-
mination must be sent to DNR within the two day time period.

(1) If the local administrator determines that the pro-
posed use is of state concern, the Coastal Zone
Management Review Board and the Parish Council shall
be notified and given information on the proposed use
to provide the opportunity for comments and a recom-
mendation to the state agency.issuing the permit.

(2) If the proposed use is determined to be of '"local
concern" the local administrator will issue, deny,
or issue with conditions the permit based on the
criteria established in the Coastal Use Guidelines,
State and Local Coastal Resources Management Act of
1978, as amended, State regulations pursuant to that
act and the Lafourche CZM Program.

(3) The local Coastal Zone Management Review Board and the

Parish Council will be provided with all information
on cocastal use permits "of local concern' in order
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(4)

(5)

to seek their advice, concurrence and comments on
the direction of the permit program. Permit
applications will also be available for any
interested person or organization to review and
comment on within the designated time period.

The Parish Council may override a coastal use
permit recommendation by the local administrator
on "uses of local concern" if, based on all avail-
able information provided to the Council by the
local administrator, the Coastal Zone Management
Review Board, or any interested person or organi-
zation, the permit decision can be proven with
clear and convincing proof to be inconsistent with
the local program. The "override'" decision shall
be in writing, along with the reasons for the
decision, and shall be forwarded to the Coastal
Management Section of the Louisiana Department of
Natural Resources by the Secretary-Treasurer of the
Parish Council. This override decision must be
made within the time period specified for comment
in Article 7 Section 1.

The Parish Council may also override a decision
made by the local administrator on whether a
coastal use permit applicatiom is of "state' or
"local'" concern if, based on all available infor-
mation provided to the Council by the local
administrator, the decision can be proven to be
in error beyond a reasonable doubt. The "over-
ride" decision shall be in writing, along with the

. reasons for the decisions and shall be forwarded

to the Coastal Management Section of the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources by the Secretary-
Treasurer of the Parish Council. Such decisions
shall be made in the appropriate time period for
jurisdiction determination as specified in Section
1 of Article 7 of this ordinance.

Section 3.

A public hearing on a coastal use permit application

(1)

shall be held if:

Any person makes a request in writing within the
comment period specified in the public notice that
a public hearing be held to consider material or
materials at issue in a permit application. The
request for public hearing shall state any and all
factors which indicate that a substantial issue
exists and that there is a wvalid public interest
to be served in holding a public hearing.
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(2) Public hearings may also be held when there is
significant public opposition to a proposed use,
or there have been requests from legislators,
from the Parish Council or other local authority,
or in controversial cases involving significant
economic, social, or environmental issues. The
local administrator or Parish Council has the
discretion to require hearings in any particular
case subject to the limits of this ordinance.

(3) Public notice shall be given at least thirty (30)
days in advance of any public hearing. Notice shall
be sent to all persons reguesting notices of public
hearings and shall be posted in all governmental
bodies having an interest in the subject matter of
the hearing. Such notice may be limited in area
consistent with the nature of the hearing.

(4) The notice shall contain the time, place, and nature
of the hearing, and the location of materials avail-
able for public 'inspection.

(5) The hearing file shall remain -open for a period of
ten (10) days after the close of the public hearing
for submission of written comments or other material.
This time period may be extended for good cause by
the administrator or Parish Council.

Section 4.

The local administrator shall render a decision to grant,
deny or grant with modifications the coastal use permit based
on the criteria established in the State and Local Coastal
Resources Management Act of 1978 (Act 361) as amended, the
state regulations pursuant to that act, and the Lafourche
Parish CZM Program. Such decisions shall be made in the
appropriate time period given the-individual circumstances
of the permit. The decisions shall be in writing, stating
the reasons for the granting, denying, or the modification of
the requested coastal use permit. .

Section 5.

The local administrator shall be directed by the Parish
Council to issue the coastal use permit or notify the appli-
cant of the denial or modification of the requested coastal
use permit.. All decisions made pursuant to this ordinance
shall be published in the official journal of the parish
within ten (10) days after .said decision has been rendered,
and all decisions shall be made part of the official record
by the -Parish Council. '
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Section 6.
Coastal use permits issued pursuant

shall be available for public inspection
hours in the QOffice of the Administrator.
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ARTICLE 8 -~ TERM OF PERMIT

Section 1.

A coastal use permit within the coastal zone shall
remain in effect for the length of time specified in the
permit.

Section 2.

1f no term is specified, the permit shall expire one
(1) year from date of issuance. If work is not completed
within the term of the permit, the applicant shall notify
the local administrator and request an extension of time
on the permit pursuant to Section 3 of this article.

Section 3.

A coastal use permit may be renewed if the loeal
administrator finds that substantial progress has been
made on said development or that the permittee has been
precluded from acting by litigation, material shortages,
labor problems, or other events beyond the permittee’'s
control. 1In no .case shall a coastal use permit be renewed
for more than one (1) year past the time specified in the
original coastal use permit. ’
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ARTICLE 9 -~ VARIANCE

Section 1.

The local administrator may be directed bv the Parish
Council to issue a permit for uses of local concern
in variance of the provisions of this ordinance, if the
enforcement of such provisions would cause undue hardship
owing to circumstances unique to the individual property
on which the variance is sought. Such a permit shall not be
issued unless the Parish Council makes written findings
that:

(1) exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or
conditions apply to the subject property which
do not apply generally to other properties with-
in the coastal zone and

(2) the variance will not be materially detrimental
to the coastal management program or neighboring
landowner's rights and does not contribute to
adverse cumulative impacts.

(3) the variance is approved by the Coastal Management
Section of the Louisiana Department of Natural
Resources.

Section 2.

The decision whether or not to issue a variance shall
be made within the appropriate time period for comment as
specified in Article 7 Section 1 of this ordinance.
Section 3.

A public notice of the proposed variance snall be
published in the offiecial journal of the parish. Such
notice shall contain the time,.place, and nature of the
hearing and the location of materials available for publi
inspection. '
Section 4.

A permit issued under this section shall not take effect
until fourteen (14) days after issuance thereof.
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ARTICLE 10 - EMERGENCY USES

Section 1.

Emergency. An emergency is a grave situation that
poses an immediate danger to life, health, or property.
An emergency situation cannot await one of the other
permit processes. Coastal use permits are not required
in advance for conducting uses necessary to correct
emergency situations.

Section 2.

Emergency situations are those brought about by
natural or man-made causes, such as storms, floods, fires,
wrecks, explosions, spills, which would result in hazard
to life,.  loss of property, or damage to the environment if
immediate corrective action were not taken. This exemption
applies only to those corrective actions which are immediately
required for the protection of lives, property or the en-
vironment necessitated by the emergency situation.

Section 3.

Prior to undertaking such emergency uses, or as soon
as possible thereafter, the person carrying out the use shall
notify the local administrator and the Parish Council and
give a brief description of the emergency use and the
necessity for carrying it out without a coastal use permit.

Section 4.

As soon as possible or within sixty (60) days whichever
is sooner, after the emergency situation arises, any person who
has conducted an emergency use shall report on the emergency
use to the local administrator. A determination shall be
made as to whether the emergency use will continue to have
direct and significant impacts on coastal waters. If so, the
user shall apply for an after-the-fact permit.

Section 5.

An "after-the-fact'" coastal use permit application will
be treated in exactly the same manner as a normal permit
application as described in prior sections of this ordinance.
The coastal use permit may be issued, issued with conditions,
or be denied. If it is issued with conditions, the permit
applicant may be required to fulfill the conditions stated
in the nermit even though the permit activity has already
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taken place. If the coastal use permit is denied, the permit
applicant may be required to undo what was done under the
"emergencyv'' situation and restore the area to its prior
condition to the maximum extent practicable.
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ARTICLE 11 - APPEALS

Section 1.

All permit decisions regarding coastal use permité
"of local concern'" and ''state concern' may be appealed
directly to the district court of the Parish of Lafourche.

Section 2.

All appeals must be filed within thirty (30) days of
the giving of public notice regarding the decision at issue,
except that appeals regarding the State Administrator's
decisions as to whether uses are of state or local concern,
shall be filed within ten (10) days of- the giving of notice
to the Parish Council.

Section 3.

A petition for appeal must be filed with the lLouisiana
Coastal Commission and service made on the applicant, the
State Administrator and the Parish Council and local admin-
istrator.

Section 4.

nJudicial review shall be pursuant to the Louisiana
Administrative Procedures Act., Cases will be tried with
preference and priority, Trial. de novo shall be held upon
request by any party."™
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ARTICLE 12 - MODIFIC&TIONS, SUSPENSIONS,
: AND REVOCATIONS i

Section 1.

The terms and conditions of a permit may be modified
by the local administrator or coastal use permit applicant
to allow changes in the permitted use, in the plans and
specifications for that use, in the methods by which the
use 1is being implemented, or to assure that the permitted
use will be in conformity with the coastal management
program. Changes which would significantly increase the
impacts of a permitted activity shall be processed as new
applications for permits not as a modification.

Section 2.

A coastal use permit may be modified upon request of
the permit recipient:

(1) if mutual agreement can be reached on a modification,
written notice of the modification will be given to
the permittee.

(2) if mutual agreement cannot be reached, a permittee’'s
- request for a modification shall be considered
denied.

Section 3.

The local administrator and/or Parish Council may sus-
pend a coastal use permit upon finding that:

(1) the permittee has failed or refuses to comply with
the terms and conditions of the permit or any
modifications thereof, or

(2) the permittee has submitted false or incomplete
information in his application or otherwise, or

(3) the permittee has failed or refused to comply with
any lawful order or directive of the local admin-
istrator, State Administrator or Parish Council.

Section 4.
The Parish Council shall notify the permittee in writing

that the coastal use permit has been suspended and the reasons
therefor and order the permittee to cease immediately all
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previously authorized activities. The notice shall also
advise the permittee that he will be given, upon request
made within ten (10) days of receipt of the notice, an
opportunity to respond to the reasons given for the
suspension. This response shall be in writing stating
the Jjustification for violation of permit conditions or
refuting that the permit conditions were violated.

The permittee may also be allowed to state a case at a
hearing before the Parish Council if he chooses to do so
as long as the request is in writing within the tem (10)
day period of Section 4.

Section 5.

After consideration of the permittee's written response

by the local administrator or after consideration of the

response given at a hearing before the Council, a decision

shall be rendered by the administrator in the case of a
written response or the Council in the case of a publie
hearing to reinstate, modify or revoke the coastal use

nermit. If no response is forthcoming from the permittee,
within thirty (30) days of issuance of notice of suspension,

the administrator shall reinstate, modify or revoke the

coastal use permit. In all cases, the administrator shall

notify the permittee of the action taken.
Section 6.
If, after compliance with the suspension procedures,

the local administrator or Parish Council determines that
revocation or modification of the coastal use permit is

warranted, written notice of the revocation or modification

shall be given to the permittee.

186



ARTICLE 13 - PENALTY

Section 1.

Violation or failure to comply with the provisions
of this wrdinance shall be punishable by a fine of not
less than one-=hundred ($100.00) and not more than five-
hundred ($500.00) or by imprisonment for not more than
ninety (90) days, or by both.

Section 2.

Each days violations or failure to comply shall be
considered as constituting a separate offense.

Section 3.
A person found in violation of or failing to comply

with the provisions of this c¢rdinance may be required by
the local administrator to restore to the maximum extent

practicable, the affected area to its condition prior to

the development. 'Maximum extent practicable' as it per-
tains to restoration will be determined by the administrator
based on the degree of restoration possible given the en-
vironmental conditions of the area in question; the economic
ability of the permit holder to accomplish the restoration,
and any legal constraints applying to restoration and the
particular needs within the management unit as defined by

the Lafourche Parish CZM Program.
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ARTICLE 14 - AMENDMENT

Section 1.

The Lafourche Parish Council may amend the Lafourche
Parish Coastal Zone Munagement Ordinance by a simple
majority of its members. '

Section 2.

The "Lafourche Pecrish Coastal Management Ordinance'
may be amended for the following enumerated purposes:

(1) A section or sections of the ordinance is judged
unconstitutional or invalid,

[\]

(2) A section or sections of the ordinance is deemed
inadequate to implement the Lafourche CZM Program
by the local administrator or Parish Council or

the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources.

(3) A section or sections of the ordinance are deemed
superfluous in the implementation of the local
program by the administrator or the Parish Council.

(4) The State Coastal Zone Management Program is amended
changing the role of the Lafourche Parish Coastal
Zone Management Program.

Section 3.

Petitions for amendments of this ordinance may be sub-
mitted to the Council by its own membership, the local
administrator, the CZM Review Board or the Louisiana Depart-
ment of Natural Resources. Such petitions shall be in writing
stating the section(s) to be amended. the reasons for the
amendment will have on the local Coastal Zone Management Plan.
Such amendment petitions will also be filed with the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources for their review and approval.
No alterations or modifications to this ordinance shall become
effective until approved by the Secretary of the Louisiana De=
partment of Notural Resources.
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Section 4.

Public notice of the proposed ordinance amendment shall
be given within ten (10) days of the filing petition of
amendment., Said notice will indicate that all interested
persons may make comments or suggestions to the local admin-
istrator or Parish Council within twenty five (25) days of the
publication of the notice.

Section S.

A public hearing on all proposed ordinance amendments
shall be held. Any person may make a request in writing
within the comment period specified in the public notice that
a public hearing be held to consider material or materials at
issue in a proposed amendment.

(1) Public notice shall be given at least thirty (30)
days in advance of any public hearing. Notice shall
be sent to all persons requesting notices of public
hearings and shall be posted in all governmental
bodies having an interest in the subject matter of
the hearing. Such notice may be limited in area
consistent with the nature of the hearing.

(2) The notice shall contain the time, place, nature of
the hearing, and the location of materials available
for public inspection.

(3) The hearing file shall remain open for a period of
ten (10) days after the close of the public hearing
for submission of written comments or other material.
This time period may be extended for good cause.

Section 6.
The Parish Council shall, after the considerations of all

available information, adopt or reject proposed amendments to
the local Coastal Zone Management Ordinance.
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ARTICLE 15 - SEVERARILITY

Section 1.

This ordinance and the various parts, sections, sub-
sections and clauses therecf, are hereby declared to be
severable. If any part, sentence, paragraph, subsection,
section, clause is adjudged unconstitutional or invalid,
it is hereby provided that the remainder of the Ordinance
shall not be affected thereby.
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ARTICLE 16 - CCNSISTENCY

Section 1.

The Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone Management Ordinance
will be consistent with the state guidelines, the State and
Local Coastal Resources Management Act of 1978 as amended
in 1979 and 1980, and the state regulations promulgated under
that act and the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone Management
Program which this ordinance implements.
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ARTICLE 17 - ANNUAL REPORT

Section 1.

An annual report on the activities of the Lafourc
Parish local program shall be submitted to the Secret:
each yvear and shall include:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

(8)

The number, type, and characteristics of the
applications for coastal use and other permi-

The number, type, and characteristics of coas
use and other permits granted, conditioned, ¢
and withdrawn.

The number .  type, and characteristics of perr
appealed to the Coastal Commission or the co

Results of any appeals.
A record of all variances granted.
A record of ary enforcement actions taken.

A description of any problem areas within th«
or local program and proposed solutions to a
problems.

Proposed changes in the state or local progr

Section 2.

al
nied

ts

TS,

state

* such

1.

The first annual report éhould be submitted to t @
Secretary twelve months following the implementation
of the local program.
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ARTICLE 18 - EFFECTIVE DATE

Section 1.

This ordinance shall be effective ninety (90) days
after final publication by the Lafourche Parish Council
and final approval by the Secretary of the Louisiana
Department of Natural Resources. :
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VOLUME II

Appendix 1

INFORMATION RASE FOR CZM PROGRAM

The following is a listing of technical environmental
information, mainly maps and photographs, available for use
in the Lafourche Parish CZM Program.

In addition to this, the Landsat Demonstration Project
and numerous technical reports concerning CZM are available
in the parish planning library.

17.S. Fish and Wildlife Service habitat maps were our-
chased and simplified using colored tracing overlays of
groupings of enviromments. These tracing overlays were used
to set E.M.U.'nolicies and are available at the Lafourche
Parish Planning Department.

Color view-graph slides of E.M.U. land cover from the
Landsat Project are also available at thé Planning Department

Office.
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MAPS FOR LAFOQURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

TITLE: Official Map of Louisiana Coastal Zone Boundary

DATE: 1980 Edition
SCALE: 1/6" = 1 mile

AREA COVERED: State of Louisiana

PREPARER: Department of Transportation and Development, Planning
Division .

FEATURES ;

ILLUSTRATED: U.S. Highways, Interstate Highwavs, State Highways,
National and State Forests, Parish Boundaries, State
Boundaries, State Institutions, Corporate Towns and

- Cities, Highlands, Marsh cr swamp lands, Game reserves,
Wildlife Refuges, Military Bases, Fish Huatcheries,
Levees, State Parks, U.S. Army Cantonments; Soundings
in feet, Civil Airports, Coastal Zone Becundary

TITLE: Lafourche Parish West, South, and East Sections

DATE: August, 1977

SCALE: 1' = 125,000°

AREA COVERED: Lafourche Parish (in 3 sections)

PREPARER: Louisiana State Planning Office

- FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: Church, school, airport, quarry, mine, marsh, canal,
bayou, major waterway, gas and cil field, unimproved

road, hard surface road, 4 lane hard surface road,
levee, and railroads

TITLE: Lafourche Parish (8% x 14)

DATE: No Date Given

SCALE : 1" =5 milés - Planning purposes only
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MAPS IN LAFOURCHE CZM PROGRAM

AREA COVERED: Lafourche Parish

PREPARER: South Central Planning and Development Commission

FEATURES
ILLUSTRATED: U.S. Highways, State Highways, Parish Boundaries

TITLE: Timbalier (EM.U.)

DATE: 1978
SCALE: 1" = 24,000

AREA COVERED: The area is bordered on the north by the Raccourci
E.M.U., on the east by the Fourchon E.M.T., on the
south by the Gulf of Mexico, and on the west by the
Terrebonne Parish Line.

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-
ment

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: Spoil bank, salt marsh, upland, beach, water, mud
flats, land under water, mangrove

TITLE: ERaccourci (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978

SCALE: 1" = 24,000’

AREA COVERED: The area is bordered on the north by the Bully Camp
E.M.U. and Grand Bayou (Bayou Pointe-au-chien E.M.U.),
on the west by the Terrebonne-Lafourche Parish Bound-
ary, and the natural levee of Bayou Pointe-au-Chien
(northern half of E,M.U.). On the south, the bound-
ary is the Timbalier E.M.U. - a line running from
Belle Pass through Timbalier Bay just north of Casse-
Tete Island westward to the Terrebonne-Lafourche
border. On the east, the E.M.U. is bordered by
Bavou Lafourche (Fourchon E.M.U.), a series of oil
and gas canals (Leeville E.M.U.), Bayou Lafourche
again to the southern part of Golden Meadow, then a
series of oil and gas canals and the east boundary
of Catfish Lake and another oil and gas canal until
an intersection with the South Lafourche levee
(Golden Meadow E.M.U.) then north along the South
Lafourche Levee to the boundary of the Bully Camp
E.M.U.
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MAPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

FREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-=
ment

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: United Gas Pipeline, Columbia Gas Pipeline, Tennessee
Gas Pipeline, spoil banks, uplands, water, brackish
marsh, salt marsh, mangrove, beach

TITLE: South Barataria (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978
SCALE: 1" = 24,000’

AREA COVERED: The area is bordered on the east by the Jefferson
Parish boundary line running throueh Caminada PRay,
Bay Des Ilette, West Champagne Bay, Crecle Bay,
Hackberry Bay and Grand Bavou. On the north the
boundary runs through Little Lake and follows the
Jefferson Parish line. On the west, the Clovelly
E.M.U. forms the western boundarv south to the
South Lafourche A Boundary (levee) south to the

LA 1 Highway embankment and natural levee (Raccourci
E.M.U.) boundary to the Leeville E.M.U. boundary

to LA 1 embankment (Fourchon E.M.U. boundary). The
southern boundary consists of the LA 1.embankment
and chenier (Caminada E.M.U. boundary)..

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council; Plannineg Depart-
ment

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: Tennessee Pipeline, Southwest Louisiana Canal, L.O.0Q.P.

Pipeline, spoil banks, uplands, swamp, brackish marsh,
salt marsh, water, mangrove

TITLE: Bayou Pointe-au-=Chien (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978
SCALE: 1" = 24,000

AREA COVERED:° The upper portion of the coastal zone is on the west
side of Bayou Lafourche. Discrete boundaries include
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MAPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

LA 24 on the north and Bayou Pointe-au-Chien on
the west and southwest. The eastern boundary is
contiguous with the Bullv Camp E.M.U. and the
Raccourci E . M.TT.

PREPAREE: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-
ment

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: South Coast Gas Pipeline, United fas Pipeline,
Louisiana Highway 24, spoil banks, uplands, swamp,
fresh marsh, brackish marsh, water

TITLE: North Little Lake (E.M.U.) and Delta Farms (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978
SCALE: 1" = 24,000

AREA COVERED: Narth Little Lake (E.M.U.) - The upper portion of
the coastal zone is on the east side of Bavou
Lafourche. Discrete boundaries include Bayou
Perot on the east, Lake Salvador on the north,
the Delta Farms levee and the South Lafourche o
Levee system to the west and the Clovelly E.M.U.
and Clovelly Farms E.M.U. and Scully Canal to the
south. '

Delta Farms (E.M.U.) - The Delta Farms E.M.U. is
bordered by the west, south, and east by its own
levee system. On the north, the boundary is the
Intracoastal Waterway.

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond. Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-
ment

FEATURES : '
ILLUSTRATED: United Gas Pipeline, Scouthern Natural Gas Line, spoil
banks, uplands, swamp, fresh marsh, brackish marsh,
water, beach

TITLE: Leeville (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978

SCALE: 1" = 24,000
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MAPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

AREA COVERED: The Leeville E.M.U. encompasses the Leeville 0il
Field and is bounded on the north and the east by
the South Barataria E.M.,U., on the south by the
South Barataria, Fourchon, and Raccourci E . M.U.'s
and on the west by the Raccourci E.M.U. Bayou
Lafourche bisects the area. :

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning De-
partment

FEATURES
TLLUSTRATED: Bayou Lafourche, Southwestern Louisiana Canal, spoil
. banks, uplands, water, salt marsh

TITLE: Fourchon (E.M.U.) and Caminada (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978
SCALE: 1" = 24,000°

AREA COVERED: Fourchon (E.M.U.) - This unit is bordered on the
east by Louisiana Highway 1 and 3090, on the south
by the Gulf of Mexico and on the west by Bayou
Lafourche and Belle Pass.

Caminada (E.M.U.) - Boundaries on this unit include
Louisiana Highway 1 on the north, the Jefferson
Parish line to the east, Highway 3090 and Pass
Fourchon to the west, and the Gulf of Mexico to the
south.

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-

ment

FEATURES
ILLUSTRATED: Highway 1, Highway 3090, spoil banks, uplands, man-
grove, salt marsh, beach, water

TITLE: South Lafourche "A'" (E.M.U.), Bully Camp (E.M.U.). Golden
Meadow (E.M.U.), and the South Lafourche "C" (E.M.U.)

DATE: 1978
SCALE: 1" = 24,000’
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MADPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

AREA COVERED: South Lafourche "A' encompasses all the land covered
by the new South Lafourche levee currently under con=
struction. The northern boundarv of this E.M.U. is
the Intracoastal Waterway. The eastern boundary is
the levee, basically at the 40 Arpent Line and the
Environmental Management Unit of North Little Lake,
Clovelly, Clovelly Farms, and South Barataria. The
western boundary is the levee and Environmental
Management Units of Golden Meadow, Raccourci, and
Bully Camp.

Bully Camp (E.M.U.) - The northern boundary of

Bullv Camp is Bayou Blue, the eastern boundary of
Bully Camp is the South Lafourche levee system. The
southern boundarv is a series of oil and gas access
canals and the Raccourci E.M.U. The western boundary
of the E.M.U. is Grand Bavou and the Pointe-au-Chien
EM.U.

Golden Meadow (E.M.U.) - The eastern boundary of this
E.M.U. is the South Lafourche levee system. The
southern, western, and northern boundaries of the
E.M.U. are a series of canals and the Raccourci E.M.U.
boundary.

South Lafourche "C'" (E.M.U.) - The E.M.U. is bordered
on the north, south, and west by the Bully Camp E.M.U.
and on the east by the South Lafourche A" E.M.U. and
the South Lafourche levee.

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-
: ment

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: Scully Canal, Breton Canal, Yankee Canal, South Lafourche
i levee, brackish marsh, water, spoil banks, salt marsh,

upland development, pastures, and fresh marsh

TITLE: Clovellvy (E.M.U.), Clovelly Farms (E.M.U.), and South Lafourche
"B" (E.M.U.)

DATE: 19738

SCALE: 1" = 24,000’

AREA COVERED: Clovelly E.M.U. - The E.M.U, is bordered on the north
by the Scully Canal, on the west by Clovelly Farms
and the South Lafourche levee, on the southwest by
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the channel of Bayou L'Ours, on the west again by
the Tennessee Gas Pipeline canal, on the south by
unnamed pipeline canal, on the east by a series

of oil field access canals to Little Lake, then
along the Lafourche-Jefferson Parish border through
Little Lake.

Clovelly Farms E.M.U. - The E.M.U. is bordered on
the north by the Scully Canal and North Little

Lake E.M.U., on the east and the south by the
Clovelly E.M.U., on the west by the South Lafourche
levee and the South Lafourche "A" E.M.U.

South Lafourche "B" EM.U. - The E.M.U. is bordered
on the north by the Clovelly E.M.U., on the east by
the Clovelly E.M.U., on the south by the South
Barataria E.M.U., and on the west by the South
Lafourche "A" E.M.U.

PREPARER: Sandi Aymond, Lafourche Parish Council, Planning Depart-

FEATURES
LU

ment

TED: L.0.0.P. Clovelly Dome Storage Facility, L.0.0.P,

TITLE:

Pipeline Corridor, Scully Canal, Jefferson-Lafourche
Parish line, spoil banks, brackish marsh, water, up-
land, swamp, fresh marsh, non-wetland are=a

Mississippl Deltaic Plain Region Habitat Map: individual

maps have various titles as follows: (1978) Golden Meadow,
Bay Courant, Mink Bayou, Larose, Lake Bully Camp, Golden

Meadow Farms, Cut Off, Belle Pass, Calumet Islands., Pelican
Pass, Jacko Bay, Timbalier Island, Leeville, Lake Felicitv,
Caminada Pass, Bay Tambour, Bay Dosgris, Bay L'Ours, Houma,
Montegut, Bourg, Catahoula Bay, Barataria (1956) Barataria,

.Cut Off, Houma, Jacko Bay, Pelican Pass, Timbalier Island,

Calumet Island, Leeville, Montegut, Bay Dosgris, Bay Tambour,

Lake Bully Camp, Golden Meadow, Lake Felicity, Bay Courant,

Belle Pass, Bourg, Bay L'Ours, Catahoula Bay, Larose, Golden

Meadow Farms, Caminada Pass, Mink Bayou

DATE: 1980

SCALE:

1" = 24,000

- AREA COVERED: Coastal Zone Area of Lafourche Parish
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MAPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

Service

PREPARER:

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED:

TITLE
0039
0041
0043
0044
0046
0048
0050

DATE:

SCALE:

AREA COVERED:

PREPARER:

FEATURES
ILLUSTRATED:

Habitats and water salinity for 1954 and 1978.

Coastal Environments,

Inc.

for the U.S.

lays for USGS 7.5 minute quadrangles.

Aerial Photographs,

0735
0757
0757
0761
0870
0872
0874

18274 and 1978

1:60,000

Entire Parish

NASA/NSTL

False Color Infra-red

0876
0913
0915
0917
0919
0953
0955

0957
0959
0996
0998
9957
9961
9963

9965
9967
9975
9977
9979
9981
1000

Tish and Wildlife

Over-

Land use, vegetation, waterbodies, etc.

Jacko Bay
Timbalier Island
Catahoula Bay

Gray

Barataria

Gibson

Bay Dosgris
Pelican Pass
Savoie
Kraemer

Des Allemands
Gheens
Labadieville
Bay Tambour
Lake Felicity

Lake Point

Lower Vacherie

Amelia

Lac Des Allemands

Caminada Pass

" Montegut

Bayou L'OQOurs
Bourg

Bay Courant
Houma

Grand Isle
Golden Meadow
Belle Pass

Calumet Island

Bavou Bouef
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MAPS . A LAFOURCHE PARISE CZM PROGRAM

DATE: 1974 and older (Photo revised, 1979)

SCALE 17" = 24,000

AREA WERED: Entire Parish

PREPA (R: USGS

FEATU S _

ILLUS ATED: Topographic, geographic features, oil and gas field
locations, waterbodies, urban areas, ridees, marsh,
barrier islands, mines, transportation routes, etc.

TITLE Vegetation Map, Locap/L.0.0.P., Pineline (Plate I, II, IIT,

Iv)

DATE: October, 1978

SCALE 1" = 4,000

AREA « WERED: St. James, Louisiana to Bay Champagne

PREPA. .R: Diane Baker, CGary Peterson, Charles Sasser and Bobbie

Young of the Center for Wetland Resources

FEATU. S

ILLUS ‘ATED: Salt marsh, brackish marsh, intermediate marsh, fresh
marsh, open water, swamp forest, shrubs, agriculture,
urban, spoil, pipeline/powerline

TITLE Larose to Golden Meadow Hurricane Protection Project

DATE: October, 1978

SCALE 1" = 24 000"

AREA ( ‘VERED: Larose to Golden Meadow

PREPAl R: South Lafourche Levee District

FEATUl S )

TLILUS® ATED: G.P.M. Levee Alignment

TITLE Projected Shoreline Retreat 1980 - 2030
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MAPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM DPROGRAM

DATE: 1978

SCALE: 3/4" = 400

AREA COVERED: Fourchon Island

PREPARER: Burk and Associates, Inc.

FEATURES
TLLUSTRATED: Shoreline Retreat from 1980 - 2030

TITLE: Vegetation Map, Clovellv Marshes

DATE: 1980

SCALE: 2%" = 1 mile

AREA COVERED: Clovelly Marshes - :

PREPARER: D. Baker, M. Canatella, G. Peterson, C. Sasser,
M. Robertson, Center for Wetland Resources, L.S.U.,
Baton Rouge, Louisiana

FEATURES
TED: Intermediate marsh, transition marsh, intermediate
marsh, shrubs, trees, agriculture, snoil banks, pipe-
line route and brine storage area

TITLE: Louisiana Coastal Resources Atlas, Lafourche Parish
DATE: 1978

SCALE: 1:125,000 or 1" = 2 miles

AREA COVERED: Lafourche Parish

PREPARER: Burk and Associates, Incorporated, Engineers, Planners,

and Environmental Scientists

FEATURES
ILLUSTRATED: Biophysical and Cultural Resources of the coastal
region
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MAPS IN A LAFOURCHE PARISH CZM PROGRAM

TITLE: Offshore Louisiana 0Oil and Gas Map
DATE: July, 1981
SCALE: 1" = 6 miles

AREA COVERED: Qffshore Louisiana

PREPARER: Department of Natural Resources. Louisiana Geological
Survey

FEATURES

ILLUSTRATED: O0il and gas production, oil and gas production - area
not delineated, depleted o0il and gas areas, well field,
non-producing salt dome, o0il and gas pipeline, proven
salt dome, structure other than proven salt dome,
secondary recovery and/or pressure maintenance plant

TITLE: 0il and Gas Map of Louisiana
DATE: July, 1981
SCALE: 1" = 6 miles

AREA COVERED: Louisiana

PREPARER: Department of Natural Resources, Louisiana Geological
Survey

FEATURES

TCLUSTRATED: 0il and Gas Production, o0il and gas production - area
not delineated, depleted oil and gas areas, non-pro-
ducing salt dome, structure other than proven salt
dome, proven salt dome, o0il and gas piveline, product
pipeline, well field, gasoline plant, refinery, carbon
black plant, secondarv recoveryv and/or pressure maine
tenance plant
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LafQUACEE CIM ADVIZORY -COMMITTEE
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amril 29,

ae Teeting was un-

=
in J. Durabb.

The Lafsurche CIZM Adviscry Cammits
officially callied to ardar bHv Zdw

Seven (7)) memners wers prasent,

PRESENT ABSINT
Ted Faigou:n Zobert Juul (Ixcusad)
Horace Thibodaux Gregorv Terrebonne
Gerald BorZelon Ecea 3aliwin

Perry Zisclair
Wendell Curoclas

Carol Adams

Ermest "Lou" Maoralss

Also present was Zdwin J. Durabb-Lafcurshe Planning Jent.

Members that were a0t prasent at the Sirst meet=ing which
was unoslicial, duer o lack of guorum, wers civen CIM
folders.

Introduction

Zdwin J. Durabb passed out copies of the Laiourche
Coastal Zone Reports of 1979 and 1%80. 2lsoc passed ous
were copies of che State of Louisiana Final Envirommenexzl
Impact Status (T.Z.I.S.) of the Coastal Zone program, =
membershis list of the Loudsians Coastal Commissicn, anc
a list of work completed to cate on the Coastal Zone
progran by the ZPlanning Departzentz. )

Zdwin J. Durabb ineroduced himself and spoke brieflv to
the committes.

Mz. Durabb spoke cn the historr of the CIM Advisory Com-
mittee and the continuing problam of t4e lack of gueormn at
the meetings. Mz, Durabb also spoke of =he 2nlice Jurv's
Past cisinterest inm the CZM 2évisorv Commis=ee anc aboucs
the lack of expertise in Coastal matters. ’

Zdwin J. Durabb then advised the committee menmbers thaz it
is important to attend meetings necause -hev are on the
commictee to advise the marish and to aéd infermazion and
recommend actions in the development of =he prog-sam.

Ar. Durabb then mentisned =hat =he Zuturs role of =he
committes is unclear but, mav be =hat of an official
appeals board Ior the Srogram of implamentation onee she
Police Jury has reviewed and adcpted a CZM Ordinznee.

Mr. Durabk stated that the committee should beccme ac=ive
in presanzing their work =0 the Police Jurv. He alse
advised the committee that one of iss members shouls =aka
the presentation %o the Police Jury, not the ?lanning
Depar<ment. '

Mr. Durabb advised 2hat the ssmmiz<se should ttempt o
stick c2 its agenda and =hat =he Zirst origricy of zhe
CIM Adviscry Committse should ze = set up a manadement
slan.
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Committee Drganl

.2n 4 mo=ion v e anded av Wendell Cuzzls,
dorace Thilodaux Tears Zainc
0 Spposition, 12 Was

On a motion v Horace Thibodauwx seconced v Ted Falgout,
Serald Sordalon was nominatad Ior Vige-=Chairman. Thears
Zeing no oppasisisn, na was electad unanimcusly.

NDiscussed was txe 20ssisle meeting datas Zor monzthly
meetings. Zdwin 5. Durabh ramiaded zha committsss chaz

thay, under tie CI!M Jontrack, must meet montialy.  dora
Thibedaux sugses=2ad the 4th Wednesdav cif =ach meonth ats
ts

7:00 2.M. as tha 29fZicial meeting date. It was acdoptad
unanimously. I= was suggastad that the lst Wednesdav
2@ an altarnaca meecing data. It was also adootad

ananimously.

Zorace Thibeodaux suggestad =hat the meetings ze neld at
thae Port Commissicon 3uilding. This site was adoptad
unanimously. Garzld 3crdelon suggested that 1is nouse

Se used as an al:tsrnace Teeting site in the avent ths
Port Commission 2uilding was not awvailablsa., This altarnate
siss was adooted unanisouslv. Horace Thizeodaux asked Tad
falgout to maka sure taat the Port Commission 2uilding
was available Zor the idvisorv Commitcee Meecings.

Horace Thibeodaux suggasted that the meetings e limitsd
to two (2) hours in length. After discussion =he com-
mitzee acdcptad this ruls unanimously.

dorace Thibodaux proposed a mandatory attandancs rulza as
suggestad by Edwin J. Durzbb: A member missing =hzsze (3)
meetings during the vear or two (2) consecutive meetings,
without a legitimats excuse, shall te dropted Irom the
Advisory Committea. 2fzar discussion, the motion was
adopted unanimously.

Horace Thikbodaux esntertained a mction =9 set 2 guozum

for adoption and recindéing of motions. After discussion,
it was moved by Gerald 3ordelon seconded Lv Wendell
Curcle, that the zucrum Zor adoption of a motion oI six
(6) members and Zor rscinding a2 motion saven (7) members.

Advisorvy Committese Siractivas

AZter a general 2lscussion on the Coastal Zone ?rogram

the Chaizman directed Edwin J. Durabb to write :th

following lettars =0 the Department cZ Yatural 2=

ZIM Section:

1) a letter to DNR ascertaining the status of a contract
axtension due t3 the =xcessively lata start aof the CIM
program.

2)  a letter to DVR reguesting copies of the Sub Contracmeor
scope 2% work Zor the state program Iz 2dvisory
Committae Raview.

hat =he advisorsy

The Chairman, Horace Thisodaux, recuastad tha
2 CIM zudget Iox

comrmitese be Zurnished wikh a copy of =h
Lafourche Parish for <he coming vear.

Sublic Awarsness

The Chairman ot =he committ=ase 2discussed =he need Iar Public
Information dissemination of tihs CIM program. =Zgwin J. Turakb
agreed o expand =ha meating notilication list and g2t 2 Dress
ralease =—omplatad and distributed about tia 2irst meeting af
M meeting

the adviscery committse. 2Persons anctifisd cf the CI
will include +he Zollowing:

- All 2% Advisorvy Commizi=e Mesmbers

- All Police Jursrs and Parisn Administrztion

- The Zaily Comex

209




- Lafcurche Zzzezze

= The Houma Courisr

= La, DNR CIM Section {Mr, Jchm Zlenn)
= Radioc Scatiosns, XTI3 and Zi=3 -

Minuszes of all CIM Citizen 2dvisory Committse Meetings will
e sent to the Police Jurors of Lafourche Parish as well as
the CIM Adviscry Commistae.

& discussion was held abour the reports =o the “olice

Jury. Zéwin J. Durakb announced that, in the sopérace is
mentions that the cormittee should orallv rasert 2o the

folrce Jury. Mr. Durabb suggested “hat “4is he dcone ar

least every three months. This report will be given 97
the Chairman or nis designated reorasentz+ive. Iéwin .
Durabb will provide guarterlv reporzs =0 DNR, that

document evervthing the C€2M Advisory Cormittee is daing,

commitiee that minutes

It was cdiscussed and decidaed oy th
!

=
be typed and transcribed bv the Lafourche Plannin Separemant

and cobies will be forwarded to the membersh:ip.

Elements of the £2ZM Program
A Glscussion was nell dealing wish permits. Zéwin J. Durabkb

explained that the state has a computer svstem and will se
able to give Lafourche Parish or anv parish the number of
permits, whers thev z2re by songitude and latitude ané class
of activity. The svstem will be able to cluster ==am an 2

' map so one can actuallv have a complete racord on cumulative

impact on a comtinual basis. The C2ZM Advisorv Commicttee
w#ill chen have access to this data at pericdic intervals.

A discussion was held on assembling the goals and chijsctives
of ¢he CIM Advisorv Committee, the Derfscting of a Permis
Program and how to run it, Snvironmental Managament: and
where and what is to be done, specizl aress the committae
may want to designate, and assembly of all information in

a package to bring before the Police Jurv £ elecit their
comments, criticisms etc.

Cther Business

A discussion was held on the extension af the CIM sontrace
and it wag decided that Eéwin J. Durabb will write sz Latter
asking for an exteasion of the contract dara.

Zdwin J. Durabb gave. 3 brief raport on the Lafour=he LANDSAT
?rofject anéd how it interphases wi<h C2ZM. A discussian
followed,

It was mentioned that the Lafsurche Parisn Sresh Water
District would like %0 sell water =9 various hodieg =-a+
beleng to the district and a discussion on this topic
followed. '

A discussion was held on the Atchafalava 3asin olans and
2ocw they could impact Lafourche.

Seing that there was no additional business <c discuss i+
was motiocned bv Ted Falgout and seconded v Wendell Curols,
that the meeting be adjcurned.

Ly — 5
Ty o~ -
5 !// ot ;9,525;'
ZDWIN'J. DURAZB

Secretary
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LACQURCEE £ZM ADVISCRY ZTOMMITTEZ

MRY 27, 1381

THe sacond mee=ing of =ha Laicurcne CIM Advisorv
Commisza=s was callad =o orZfar oy Lzs chair-man, Horaca
Thincdaux.

[}

ix |5) members wers 2rasant.

PRESENT AQSELT
Tad Talgous ) Srsgory Tarrazonns (a2xcusead)
“grace Thizodaux Zdaa 32liwin
Garald 3ordelon Zrmest "Lou" Moralas
Par=v Gisclairs Wendall Curals(axcused)

Carrol aAdams
Ropbert Juul

Alse orasanc was Zdwin J. Durapd = Lalourzshe Planning .
Sesartmens, Jahn Davis - Chaizman a3f the Tarrsdonns CIM
Adv;;orv Commise2e and Vince Gillorv - Louisiana WildliZs

and Fisheriess.

dn a motion 5y Tad Falgout, sacsondad by Zarald 3ordelon,
tha Agril 29, 1381, minutas of zhe laf :ur:.e CZM 2drisorv
Commitcee meecing were approvad and accspuad

metian carrisd Sy a voecz o §-0. 2

John Davis spoke sriefly on the Tarrzbonne CIM Advisory
Committae. Their meetinss ar= usually reld in hhe Couzte-
house annex at +:30 2.m. Al afour ne CZH Aav-sor" Com-
miz=2e memders and otiher act
invitad =c aittend the Tarrce
meetings.

Jiscussad was the sroposalil I3r 2
ardinasor seing drafzad o e srasencad

An informal discussion was then held dealing wita zZas
continuation of stata Iunding Iox zhe JIM Program.

4 discussion was hald csgardiag the non-atctendancs and
=asume submittal 27 cez=zin IIM Adviscorv Commistas Members.
™e Chairman, Horace Thiscdaux, Zirzscted Idwin J. Duraab
=0 drafs a lag=ar o Zrnesz "Lou’ = ra

Tarrabonn —=qLes_;nP chat zasv 2

Lafourche Parish Council commi
Also, Mr. Durabb is =2 dralt 2
Moralas, Gregery Tarrazonana and
=hat thay actand meetiings.

Zdwin J. Durabpb zhen passed ous 32 serises Of s=2guest lattars
wris=an =3 Joha Gla=mn, CIM ONR Jaordinasor, since Mazch, 1381,
implamenting =She chairman's Tsaguest 2t the April 2%, 1831
neesing.

Zéwia J. Durakbh prasantad =22 Invironmen=zl Manageamanz
Iniz (2. M. U.) soneesst. A Ziscussisn :cll:wed. on =2
notian av Serald 2ordalzsn, secondad Ty Ferry Sisclal
<he zoncest 9L Envizsnmencal Hanagement S:L:E an_ ::e
classificarion 2% lavels < i
=iv72s and =-asaeline Zzca zafzs
Sy the Committae,
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~
a discussion was 12.d rscarding the Zsveslsooment 25 Zoals
and sbiectives Ior the Parish CIM program. Sdwin J.
Suras: sassed ous 3 1isT of Goals and Dbiacuivaes af

ke 224 Advisory Commictaa program 2svelcped v the
2lznning De;a:.nen: for =he Sommittse.  He <hen sholke
abou= them and advised the sommitsee that the goals

and objectives "--aﬂ ara not definitea. Mr. Dursabb
would like zhe aAdvisory lommizzae =0 look =var the zoals
and abjectives and comment on them. A Iinal dacisico
would =e mada on =hem at ths next meeting.

Sawin J. Durasb also advised the Advisorv Commi
£hat at =he next meeting ne would have a drals
sroposed Ordinance »rasparsd Ior thelr raview,

L]

[ &
(61 ]
LWL

A arisf Aiscussion was neld sn various bills a
neing opreoared on sarriesr islands to Bbe fresent
~efore the House Merzhant Marines Committee that ailght
affec+t Lafourche Parish.

Horace Thibodaux presenzed 2 copy of an informative
newslet+tar to the commitctse and directed Idwin J. Durazb
=0 con=ac= Deloras Clark, whe is with the Oifiizes o
Coastal Zone Management in Washington, and advis e ner
shat the CTIM Advisorv Commicta2e members would 1L

se placed on their mailing list 22T tie :ewsla::e:.

Zéwin J. Durabb thean spoka briafly on the YACID workshop
and =hat Lafourche Parish will be writsesn up in the

NACO newslettar Zor marticipating in it wiz the Landsat
demonstration project for cthe Coastzl 2Zone 2f whe Pazish.

Mr . Durabb also sxplained thaz =he Parish would soon De
recaiviag "U.S. FTish a2ad Wildlife Service nabitat mans

of =he Coastal Zone of Lafourche Parisn. These maps will
be of grea: help in establishing saseline information and
Goals and Obsjectives Zar the Parish Invironment:l Manaae-
ment Uniss.

3eincs that there was no acditional business o discuss
it was motioned bv Ted falcout and seconded by Gara.d
Bordelon, =hat tie neeting be adiourned.
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LASCURCHE CIZM ADVISORY IZOMMITTEE

1981

Tulv 29,

The thizd oeeting

miseaa was zalled

Thibcdaux.

3aven (7) members warza BDrasantc.

AZSENT
rry CGisclairs

=
dea 3aliwin

SFRESZNT
med Talgounz S
Horace Thizodaux =
Sarald 3ordelon
Zarrol Adams
Roberts Juul
Zragory Tarrshonne
Windell Curclsa

Also prasent was =& Durabp - Lafourche 2lanning Cept.

On a motiosa 5y Windell Cursle and secended bv Tad Falgout,
tae May 27, L1381 minutes of the Lafourche CIM advisory
~ammi==se meeting were approved ind accepted. The motion
zarriad sy a vots of 7-0.

Tha commit=se) formallv acceptad Lou Morales rssisnazion
from the C2ZM Advisory Commit=zse.

An 2 moriom bv Tad Falgout and seconded 3V Garald 2o
Tiaa 3aldwin was voe=ad o£f the committee DY i vOIa 3 =Y.
mvis move was made Adue ko lack of attandance and interest.

i
s
~b i
e
O O
]

Gerald Borcéelon mads a moticn wnich was secondad

v Tad
Talgout to take undar advisament the c2plagemenz 27 Lou
Mmaralas and Sdea Baldwin. The motion carzrisd by 2 wote

af 7=0.

A motion was made bv 3Icber= Juul and secondad bv Tad
Talgout =0 nominats 2s i raplacsment Tince Zuillorv 22
Wildlifa and Tisheries and 2ls0, Skip Hadider. These
nomineas are =0 be adviseé =o susmit a rssume 3 =R
rivisory Commiszee Zzr fozwarding to ci sommissee Ior
bwoard apoointzants. The mozion carTisd v 2 7ots af 7

=@ Jurabs dismsibu=ad an arszicla from che Morning Advocats
and =4e latast coastal use szazus rapeort (July 1 shrough
<he 13) far zhe commiz:ise’s Teviaw.

Du=ash displaved habisaz maps overlay axtIacts af
Darish Land loss develaped bv the 2lanning Department Zrom
the 7. 3. Tish and Wildlifas Sarvice 2abiszat maps and ax-
slained =shat ae would 1ave 2 complats land cover map oy
Jovember from the landsat Frogram.

The adeption of “he goals and 23jacTives statamenc sresantad
=s =Ha sommit=se a= =h= May meating was <iscussed. Cn 2
motion av Jerald Sordslon and seconded SV Tad Talgouz, =ae
commiszse agraed =2 includs mitigatizn In the i1ist of zoals
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é alsgc =2 zdopt the goals and oojsctives,
ad by a woze 2I 7-0.

4 Durabb informed =he commictzse 2I The allocztion 2
Stata funds Zor =he Planning Depar=ment =2 deve.o? 2 model
computar base permit svstam in addicion to the Landsat
Demonse=ration Project already in progrTess.

3 lanct=hy discussion was neld on "mitigazicn"” as sart of
tha csoastal zone pLan. Specifically, there was concern
with =he sffsctiveness of zurhidicy cur+tains o protect
Jvster 3eds. Also, discussed was whether or not =he com-
mittee agrees with State polisziss on mitication. Ed
Durabkh wa&s reguested bv the committee to writs a lettar
=5 &he St=ats JIM Coordinator recussting information on
program. Also, tha commitzee asks that «als latter con
several guestions on mitigacion.

My, Juracb stz+<ed that the state leqal stafif from the

Ceparzment of Natural Rescurses will give their reviaw

of the Lafourche CIM draft osrdinance shortly. Mz. Durabo
axplained that he snould have this review at the next
meating. The -ommitiee was asksd bv Mr. Durabb -o raviaw
mhe JIM Zrafs ordinance with them szection v section at th
aext meeting.

Td Durabb stated that he will have prepared 2 chart to
show the permit process and time line Zfor permits under
~he proposed ordinancs.

Twe nex= wopic of discussion was the sand dredging apera-
cions Eavizonmental Impact Statement that propesed sand
zining in the FTourchon area. The committee considered:

1. Whether or not sand dredging operations should be
allowad in the area.

2. thther or not sand dradging should be allowed on
eme Cheniere ridges where it has taken place praviously
ag an altarnative to Zredging in the marshes.

1. Hhether or not sand miaing should be allowed on other
cheniere ridges in the area.

4. The enviconmental and sconomics consegquences of taking
large amounts of sand Irom this area as o-posed to
crucking it Srom Hahnville,

5. The wvalue of the cheniere ridges in the CIM program.

On 2 motion by Gerzld Bordelen and seconded bv Gregory
Tarreponne, the committee decided to Zirec= Zd NDurazbh =o
compose 2 letter addressed 2o the Lafourche Parish Council
making =hem aware of the problams =hat =2xist concerniac
dradging sand in the Chenierse area, bewween Grznd Isle

and Per+ Tourshon and asking =heir corment on the issue.
This mo+=ion zsarried bv a wvote of T-7,

3eing =hat= there was no additional business to discuss,
it was motiocned bv Ted -Falgout and seconded by Windell
Curole, that =he meetizng bs adjourmned.
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M NEZTES
LACCURCZZT ZIZM ADVISCRY COMMITTEZ MEITING
Aucust 29, 1331

The Fifsa meersing 2f =he Lafsurche CIM | Advisory Jommit:tze
was =alled =o order bDv i1ts chairman, Horacs Thibodaux.
Thera wars five (3] Tmembers arssent:

ZRESENT A3SENT
Perrv Gisclair Tad Talgouz = Zxcusad
Horace Thaibodaux Garald Scrdalon - Ixcusad
Zarall Adams Bobert Juul
Gragory Terrabonna
Windall Curzola
Also prasent atc this meexing 3 Suzabp - Laizurche

waIlz2
o

Parish Planning Departmenct and lMarcisse Maver.

QLD 3USINESS: MINUTES

dn 2 mction bv Perrv Sisclaiz, seconded 2y Windell Curole

=ae minutss of =he July meeting of zhe Lafguscshe CIM Advisory
Cammistee meerting wera acceptad unanimousiv.

LETTER CM SAND DREDGING

An inquiry was mada by Perrzy Gisclair as ¢35 the disposition
of the lestar of atvan:ion 2n the dradging operations nears
Port Fou-zhon. EdJ Durabb stated that thes lattar to the

Council as aporoved by the Advisorv Cormitz2e was saat out
to the Council as per the instructions Irom tha Advisory

Committee. 2lso, Mr. Durabb stacsad that nis departmant
had issued comments on shat laster £ ka2 Parisn President
upon his recuest.

DIRECTIVES TO SECZETARY:

The chairman, Hdorace Thaibodaux reguestsd that in the Zfuture,
sersons who have zallad in with a -eq-_ina_e axcuse as 2

why =hey cannot attand 2 meecing be LI 325 =2xcused on zhe
afficial minutas =£ that meeting. Zd Bu:&:b stated that
=his change would appear in the gZficial minuces 3 the

AUgust meeting.
MEMBERSHIZ DISCUSSION:

=d Durabb r=spor=ad =0 the sommitt2e :that he had recaivac a

sasume “rom Viace Guillory resgarding che Iilling 9% one of

she vacancias on =he CZM commistae as a results S the 4ropzing
of Edesa 3aldwin and the resignation oI Lou Moralsas. Mz,
Durasb statadé that he had sent the rasume as well as 3 latzers

of exzlana=ion %o =he Council Commit:se on 30arx< 2ppointmencs
for their considsration,

==at ariginally,
::unc-ize“ Irom che

Jarzy 4zsc;a;* remindad £he committase
Parish Council had allowed indiviiual

South Lafgurche ar2a tc nominate advisory committes nembars.

Za sugges=zed thas Id Durabp notiliy tie councilmen of rracanciss

S0 that thev may nominate new members LI tney wish o serva

an =he zommistse. =& Durakd zapliad zhat he had ssokan witn
213



the zssuncilmen ZIrsm Scuth Lafsurche and §
they were inls £o submic naw names Ior tne

Sregory Tervebonne 5rousht =c the sommittee's atiantion thas
thers was &n 2zror Lo the membersiip tally mailad 20 the
commit=ae in their last packet. I2 Durabb indicated that

zhe change would be made Ior the next meetiag.

NEW SUSINESS: FEVIZVW CF NEW ADDITICNS I0 TEEZ 3CAL3 AND
0BJZCTIVES

h2 changes i1n the Parisgh 3o0z2ls and

¢ made =o the sommitsze Ior their review.
4 3ections on mitigation and one naw

ar: slockad o7 Zor =asy Locasian in

£2 Durabb presented
Objectires that he
These changes iLnaclod
soals. All changes w
zne packeat.

Horace Thibodaux bSroucht up 2 zuestion ragariing the
function of the adviscry commitee as stated Ln the joal

i 0
u
2

objectives. IZ Durabb stated that the advisory committse
should have a role 28 2 review as well as advisory commictes.
Mr. Curasb said cthat he fesls <chact "the committss can play 2

role in all Zunctions 25 the CIM Permit process.

Horace Thibodaux pointed out a disezepancy in the use of the
cerm "advisorv committee” and "review board". Tha committae
decided that =he proper name should probably be "CTIM Review
3mars”. A Zinal decision was not made of this nowever.

Mr, Durabb zalled the cormittse’'s atzention o the zew gSoal
statemernt recently addad t5 the Parish goals and obiactives
mackage. He explaines the CIM requirements that leé zo the

addition 2 this statement o the Sommittse.

referring =2 the new goal, Horace Thidodaux brought up the
problem of consistency =f£ the Lafoursne CIM Program wissl
adjoining parishes as reguire< under %this pragram. od
Durabb responded that ne has made initial contacss with
the adjoining parishes, 5ut that it will be 2iffizult &2
ageabhlish consistency provisions until the other parishes
substancially ccmplete their plans.

After further discussion on zoal #8, the committse Zgcided
=2 table its acceptance to 2llow sveryona& mors ctime L3
review and absord its implicagiosnas to the parish program.
The commiztee 2id, however, szccept the changes made by

Id Durabb in the rest of =he S92ls and Chlectives packacge
unanimously.

PARISH CZM ORDINANCE: 3TATT REVIZW

Ed Durabb opresentsd the zommittee wizh copies 22 the official
Staze review of the Lafour-che 22ZM Ordinance. Copias 53 the
revised ordinance (in response to e Statz reviaw) ware
alsc presentad £o the commiztse. Mr, Durabb ds2talilsd some of

che changes that 12 made in the oréinances in tarminology.
additions ané delations of sactions, and the adjustmen:t of
the Zfse scheduls Zar permit reviesw. The oroklam oI compen-
sation for reviaw of permiss of "state concarn” was discussed
extensively by the committee. The Statze Z0es not now allow

“ne parisn t=o charge a Z2e for this reviaw. Only usas oI
"local concern” are amenable to permit Ises ciharged Dy the
parish. The committee dSiscussed severzl zlizrnatives to

r2coup some axpenses Zor revisw of uses of state concarn as
well as local concern. =4 Durabb stressad the Dpoint :hat in
uses of state concern, the sxpense of permit investigaticn
would fall upon the st2ts. The parish procram with its
particular gozls z2nd cbjectives and pollicies Z2r the area in
guestion would Sdictats sarish comments as tO the advisabiliszy
5f zhe proisct and the mitigation raguirsd.
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Zag SEass af X
The Iommissae

e racommends 10 cshance

ARTICLZ

T -
ARTICLE 2 = Committae racommends 10 Shangs
ARTICIE ] - Definition 2] - Zoracs Thidodaux ommand

-=
=na2t the commiztse rCeguest the State T3 lat
the Darish xnow axactly wiarss o ZZM4 =ouadarvy
in Lafourche Parish Ls
Dafinition 24 - Chang=s =2 "Csastal Ione

Raviaw 3oard" Zrom CIM Afvisory Jommitoes

ARTICLZ + - Committase racommends no < Z=. A Juestion
was raisad as =g the 2afipisian 2Z "singls

family residence” or "cam =

axplained the State position 2n zamp <onstIuction

ARTICLI 5 - cThangs "idvisory Commitise” zo "Reviaw 3card”
Changa "2 vear zs2rzn” o "at the Pleasuse of
«ma Parisa Council” when rafarzing 20 The 2778
2f the advisory Commizt=se i{n Sec=zion 1

Saction 2 - change "Advisorv Commits=e
"raviaw ooard

Sec=ign 2 - Change "Advisory Zommiztee” =2
"raviaw 3

Section 4 - 3add “lacal Coastal Ione Manage-
ment Plan on =2

Delata #3 bSecause <°f legal problems associatad
Wwith 3ccess to sublic Sropes-ty

Redefine "watarcourse" in definitions section

Section 5 = Horace Thibodaux ziised tha guestion
af anforcamen=. I3 Durabb axplained that the

cerm "aniforced” d4id not applv 1o actual arrast
sowers but mersly to the requirsment 22 compliance
with =he provisions 2f. =he ardinancs. Coomliti=se
racommends no change.

APTICLZ 5 -~ Saction L - Committae racommends 1o changs

Secztion 2 - %2 Change domicile 2f Parish
Administzator o "the facility Zasignatsd by
the Parish Council in the Zoas=al Icne”, to
indicate zhe Adviscry Committse's wishes as T2
whers the CIM ofiices se locazzd

Sesztion J - Commitiae ra=cormends o change

23 Durabb ra2commended to tSha committas fhat ths 2ntirsa naxc
meecing ce Zevotad =o tha crdinance. Horaces Thisodaux
racuested that a f£ilow chazt he Zdeveloped %o shcw the commitzas
20w :the parmit process works.

It was moved by Percv Gisclair, saccnded by Windell Cuxols that
the meeting se adjourmed. The motion sarriad unanizously.

Ll ) il
s

Zdwin J. Duraz:
Secrazary
217




<
L ]
I
Ttk Zgestal Zone Hlzmagements :
. ~ ¥
Advigsory Zommizoee Yizutes
=¥
Septexmpar 32, L3233 {
=
in = lgzut ac=iag
zasi
Trhe
=%
H
o 3
W Txcusad
Ixcused -

7
;

B0 U e
L)
L 3

ed
bl

Hembershiz Discussicn

i £
The firgt item of Susiness was tThe Ilntroducticn Tharamise, =k
<he new 22} Advisory Lommitrtee member. The aPDO v, Zing
cheramle was madas 3y 2vris "lav" Zheramie, Jr., ¥ resent =y
To mare Nr. Cheramie's Introductiomr. MYr. Dizo ° suesti
:Gn;-.-i1§ nis emzloyment and the location 2f nis residence. Mr. T
Zheranmie informed the zommittae that he 15 emploved at nis In
2% Zelden Yezdsw znd that Le re2sides In Zallliano,
The next item for diszussion was in refersence =o willer
zand nis appsiz<ment <z +he commitTae. In this dissus zroyr G
zuesticned wha< stef:z nad been taken in regards <t ary.
224 CZurabr informed <The zommitrtee That he R2i zant »v's resuse =y
z2leng with a letter =o th2 Tommittee cf 2oard i: e Terry &
Ziselair vsld the commiztee thnat he had avvended =t lommiTTae of b
Jeari Appointments meeting and was confused as To WhY TWo resumses
were submitved far cne :saning. T2 DTurabk tald <the commivTee ThET Tsan s
seople were on tThe committee and tThat eivther of Twe eztions could ke |
taker = The Zouncil could hominacts anethar tevrses ~ze commitees cr i
the committee could drop tha total number <To 1in mber wWas iz
lefz 2t <en, there would be two oza2niags on Ths g SUuzalbd
told the committee that he had Leen notifiad of ginTmant S
*a The 2ZM committee By the Zouncil Zcmmirttae fo cinTomen<Ts. ’

wasg anlv
“hepre was 2o v

My, Pearry Giselair
onie vacancy That 2x
=antisn of Hr. Lou

e
Mn, Pervy Zisclalir slso sald that zccording +o the 2 lettar
would ba zent To My, sy Zherami T2 Durzib was i+ Feomy
Zilselzir <zt there was no lezte to H», avw TE
Yp. I3 ITurskk infcrmed the commitTee that The leTTsr nad Teen se2mT TS il
Tthe Zommit=wae of 3Ipard Azrointmencts, and <That ke n2f sToxen T a2y
Cherzmis jarscnally concerning the zppolntment =f scmecne o Ths -
semmicree. Id Curabbh teld the commitrae thay ha nad Informed Jav
Cheramie tThaet 2 vacancy d41d exist and wgld Hr. Cheramia <hat he szull il
make 2n 2trelntment.
e, T Tursill szTzted thas g ’f
55 Sesr:i dzoolgrment, dr s e
] . fri 7 .t . . o
LRty lawvaw, 4 =ade a8 N Zel.
o
-
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-~eramis was zsked o T liar:
oTY wark sa ar e =culd become 2 conIr
neeting.

sopr discussion was the reviaw snd aczsepd

Tha next itam

minuzas 27 The augustT meeting. i1l memiers wers asks

addirians or carrsctions ta the minutes of <The lastT 7

-avad that the miznutas be appravad. The moTisn was ma

mumals ané sacandad 2y Ferry 3isclzir. ~he motion was

acecacTed,

T4e repert o the slznning department 2o =mambarsnhip 3nd a2tTencialcs
rgster cRhanges Was nexT far discussion. Tad FTalgout asked LF Z4 DJurakk
nzd any=hing Surther to add on =na membship roster. I Jurarzh reminded
~he committee of Horace ~winedaux's reguest tThat it De imdicated on the
ainutaes wnen zeople called In with an excuse. dr., Td Turakbd sointed
aut e the committees tThat it nad seen done. E=d Zurakbbk 3lso said that
+he arvor was correctad on Tae arcendance naster a2nd That The next
pas=er would reflascT fhess caanges.

CZH Program feguirsments

=4 Surabb rald zthe coemmictee tTha+w, as 7arcT af sur C2Z¥ zvogram <ocumen-

~arvion, ths committee needs to document state and fadaral aztivities
in =ne 2oastal zomne. The maior faderal and/or state acrivities In
-ne Lafourche Coastzl Zone are: Sert Tourchon, South Lafourzie Lavae

jiseriez, and the Louisiana 3f%shore 2il Port.

7d Jurabs stated Thats igformation is needed om the sTatus of the lavee
srojects. E< Surahk is in parzicular aead of maps t> ZavTermine

~he lavee aliznnent.

¢ Surabbh also statad that The same inSoomation 15 needed o= the Part
Tourenon area. Si Surakb Teld -he committee That he 1as The daveloD-
ment plam For 137%, but That is all =he information he has. £4 Curiabd
told =he csommittes he is looking for in“ormaticn om what is tThers,
<ra® is crososed Sor the nexT vear 3T S50 apdéd alsc for a mEp af =he

area.

mad Talgoutr informed d furak> that 2e has the information su FIrT
Taurehen om a plat. Ié DJurabb =ald the committem that He will assemble
a1l the Znformation provided To him on +he 2ort Tourchon, and South
Lafcurche Levee svstem in ordar to document Thos current aand Tuture
sratus o <hase projeetzs for the cZ¥ alan. :

Té surabb then asked who could Se contactad at LCOP to get scme
iaforma<ion on the sroiects. Juestions wWers srough 2P as to whit
inZormation would se needed. Ed Durabb iaSormed the ccmmittees that
4e neads izformatien on fagilities, what 12CP Iatends to suild in the
futurs, basically a deseripzion of the sroject itseld - that is,
what L3 ia place now. =3 Jurabb was told that Re zould Dassizly

ge= in =ouch wi=w ¥p, Dan %eatie, Zut that +hae operation wWas separatad
inte =wo or threa offizes. Jne of these o fices Is located in fYerz
Fourchon. The main office is lacated in Harvey.

z4 2Jura>h was told the call the ~J0F 2perations Canter and find ou<T
who eould se of assisvance. ZId nurabt asked for the memlers O mail
wha=aver infarmation they have on the projects within 3 mom=. 50 he
would -e 2ls t2 assemble vhe infcrmation into & conc-sse Zgpmat Sar
the IIE Zrogram.

+==gp 3Zusinass

T4 Turaz: told the comnltTee that JSoha Slann wh charge of
Ssipiss >rograms has taken amotiaer 92 and i=igm has net
“aapn Zill2é, 3efore his derarturse, ae znd ise 2

22 was 2Lamniszz =3 2o wizh tThe program, 2 évi g

cas igciag. -chaz Gleaxn recommended ThaT I sui

~=yurse regirsizz tTha Zoals and czi i-ras an

-asis =23t tThe commitTIee saculd =o 2 e
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AT nvirsnmentsl Unit Zescr

== z2nd smiecvTives for aac

c9 =a3l% abaut The 2ellcses

Hr cracaeded <o disTribute Sahfn Zlann
=5 sntizl poiicies Thart ssul noour 223

T % paminded the commitTee That They §ad Zirected

nim enn zuestions. Thois latTer 2lsg answared juesTisns
so t=22 regardling oSTher mEniisment selicles which nac
te uEly

Salaved Lrililnsznces to Tas Fyazzan

T4 Juwzhh told the commitTee That ne Tsoikad =—amough The Lafourcse code
~% A=dinances z2ndé circled scme 2XISTIDE Parish Jriinances Thav nad
some relz=icon Te the CI¥ Frogram = basicalls thev included The Fioed
:meurance Trogram and the solid was<e ragulations. The infzrma=ion
szt was disTributed to the commitTae summarizes what is curremtly -3
farce in <wne parish.

s0als znd Jbiectives

Td Dura:d ¢ -he commitTee could approve the goals and otdac-
tivas =iaus a2ll the 2ollcies anzi, &% the pext meering he would Ering
in some I.4.U. descristions, Aans, ané leork at each one of Them Ta see
where iT is, what is There, and make 2 iecision as T3 wha: kind of
policies are needs

o Sdpdl ncnc-

comnizree that =hanges were mads Lmozhe
1 = 5 at =he last mweting and alse

3 -y

the corves=ians were imeluded Im The

S W

HING

= correcred copies of Articles 1'- B with
e ~ae nad agreed udom 3T e las< ‘etti?:.

4 fupakb informed the cammitIee That The memainder of The meeting
4ould be devoted To the srdinances ip order To filnish the diseussicn
and make anv shanges that the cammitree Taels are necessary and ¢
chow Sow The permit system is dasigned T3 flow.
i Durabt informed the commitIae <azT te discussing tne oviinance
~har discussion would be held on tha Derw ing svstem. Ed Jusskb
«hen Troceeded to Zistribute 3 permiztei ow ahart. i Iuras:
Informed the committee that an exIra sheel wae ipnecluded in the Tackel
v shew the Time Srames for these Zrocesses. 24 ZJurazbb hegan the
axplanation as o how the -cermit process woulsd work in regards o
"izgues of local concern” as <ell as "issues of st&te conceral.
“yrabbt exrlained the 2rocesses involwed in determining whether =
permiz is =% local cr stats concern To The final ternmit lacisiaon.
steps i=n

3
T4 Surzhb also discussed The vime Swmamas Sor each of the
babad

T fwam fpr 2iscussion was the review cf tThe

o nsastal Zcme Yanagement Jrdinancs Ayr=<islas

by +hs sommiteie that zhey had been mallisd

=1 dinance.

zd Turabb proceeded T Z15TuSS -he ordimzncs <o Zztermine 1T =0V
shanges nseded o be :ads Iz T2 zonTaxT.

“ha

nz is a list of changes =2 mada Im =he IZI¥ Irdlinance:

allow

ireigle ¥II - Seswicn 1 -
Sectisan 2 - i cmmicees T2
Y
F
= Cammlit=as =3

220

%



ac
- 2 ar
= s w 3
i shanze T
o ¥ z zoasztzl
Cauneil ma
razommends
= (%) ange
) ride 5 coz
et Souasil na
racsmmendar
=
Sez=ion 3 - =g changs
i 3ectTisn + - ne chanse
Section 3 - no chanz=2
- Sacticn & - 1o change

I
[a]
i
H
[0
o

i
1

~n=icls - Sasg<isan 1 = Taward =9 iadicate thatT The %
' “ouncil will Zssue special zermit
; 2 = zo changs
:
¥ irvicla IX - oo changss
i articis X - 5o shanzes

ipzicla I - 1o =2nangas

Artizls (II - 3 changses
¥ irticla ¥TIT -Sasczion 1 - 10 changes

sprizla IV - Section 1 - ne shangas

Seection 2 - no changes
® Smctian 3 - =hzmge -C¥ idvisory lommictTas o asiacte

1
i Jaview Joard
[ : ekmange "such petizion

L]

setitions snhail
- Isetion 4 - =7ange "in no case sksulli I9
1 case shall”
d ireicls XY - 20 chanzes
- arsizls 4VT no =zhangas
eeicl °

i .

1 Ths

] .

i £ in
Ssnart
next

! e

53 y The e T Prozr

2e a¥ 1] zhar == Is goa on

. A T nce srmaticn 15 gatiared

= mazi i3 * wi=h carcisa Figures

iu darTa. zi oL miceese ThET is =za

mazisn T W 25 zhang infar

The laniscags St flla inera

Ea seeunmed, LE 32 =z 2
L e é =3 wi =
23 T Tea v
A lT.ES b vl =
% ads s wha cksra in
i; TT=2e 1L TEen 2 22 ari
s well 25 ssciszl sns 2oonze




p— e P
' 1 | I | 1 ﬁ

LRH
Mg

R - it
1 boe g ¥ s
in
o
ko
LR i

———

i

¢

—
i

-
i

i
¥

4

C

222



-

Ty

wINUTTS
s i mip T A m e pmme s
AT LD TRV TOMMITTEES HEROLNG

The eaighth meetl 0Ff the Zoastal Zone fanagement Advisory
cammirtae was =3llad %o ordsr by its Chalrman, Horace Thibodaux.

“he Zsllowiag memizers ware la attendance for this meetiag:

Zrasent iisent
Ted Falgout Gerald 3Sordeleon - Zxcusead
Jerace Thilsodaux 2ebert Juul
“indell Cu-ole Gregery Tarrsbonne

Perry Gisclai
Mine :heram;e
Taroll aAdaczs

also present for this meevting was Ed Durakb of the Lafourche
Sarish Planning Decartment z2nd Colley Charpentier of the Jaily
Zomet.

The First em oF business for discussion was the review and
acceprance of the nminutes of the last CZIY¥ Meeting. -

Horace Thiteodaux entertaized 3 moviom tTo accedt the minutes o ¥
meeting of September 30, l98L. !Ur. Perry Gisclair noved <hat the
miautes be accepted. 4r. Ted Falgout seconded the metion. The
motion carried unanimously. )

The next i=em For discussion was the rabort to the CIY¥ Committee on
rhe vacancy on the CZY Committee. Id Durabk Informed the committeae
that he had sent a memo to =ae Committee of 3ocard ippointments,
which ineluded Vinsce Zuillery's resume.

up, Papry Gisclair informed the zommittae that the memo alang with
«4a resune had been received and that ¥r. Suillory's arpointment
4as scheduled =o appear on the next Committee of 3card Aippointments
agenda.

Vax= for discussion was the Sinal acceptance of irticles 7 - L7 of
the C2Z4 Ordinance. Ed Surabb rsmiaded the committee that they nacd
gone through these Articles at the last CIH Meesting. Ed Zurabb

also distributad revised copies of Articles 1 - & of the CIX
Opdinance and also the copies of Aprvicles 7 - 17, with the reduestac
changes, to the CIM idvisory Committee Tembers.

2d Durabb asked if 2l. commitzee memkers decide that the ordinance.
is satisfacrory, that the comrmittee use 1T as aan initial draf+, and
send this draft To the 4LS:“1¢‘ Aztorney's 2ffice and also Ic the

Louisiana Depar<ment of Natural Iesources zo get final approval o
insure <hat the ordizance meets all lecal and state reguirements.
The membars askad if they 2ad any questicas or cZomments Ty zake
regzrding the ordinance.

There being no furcther discussisn or changes In the ordinance,
Zorace Thibodaux made a motion TS accent Articles 7 --17 of the
coastal Zone Macagement Ordismance. The mct‘an Ta accepT Was
seconded by Ted Talgout. With no discussion, the metion carriad
unanimously.

The next lLtem “or discussioz was the Sinal ascepzance of the
antire CZY Spdizanse. =I& Duraip remianded the conmitTse that arxicles
1 - § had already bSeen accapted at the Zrevicus meeting.
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~nibodaux entertainesd =z mctioam to accept the
nance. Ted Falgout moved to accept The Lafourch
stal Zone Yanagement Ordinznce - third draf: as presented
<he idvisory Committee. The motiom ta accedt =he ordinance
v Windell Cuwrols. There -eing no discussion,
+he motTion carried unanimously.
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4 Yurabbh informed the committee that his next meve is <o submit
raft copy to Loulsiana Department oFf MNatural Resources ancd
6 to the District Attorney. Ze told the commitTtee ThHat he
1d include a letter of transmittal with the ordizance Huvt
1d deliver the ordinance personzlly.

Under new bHusiness, the first item for discussion was the
introduction %o The Goals and Jbjectives For the CIY Program and
now they relate =o the EInvirenmental Management Units.

Td Durab: informed the committTee that ne nhad nand-outs which would

be maiied to 2ll members within a Jfew Jays.

fiscussion then Sollowed in regards to meetings between Jonm Glenn
and L& Durabb inm referemce to goals zand objsetives, Inm which M=,

Jonn Glenn suggested setrting policies for each IZ.¥.J. Thus tallering
the specific policies far specific areas of the Environmental Maniage-
ment Uait pather than atrtempiing to draft policies "parisn-wide'.

Td Durabb informed the committee that he had recrafted goals and
obhjeetives and how +he goals and objectives relate to the Z.X.U.
concept.

Ed Durabb informed the committee that he had began wark on the
Painte-Au=Chien Z.%.Y. and was providing descrisvive information,

whish had ceme from previous 02! reports, that he had derived =woals aad

skjeectives and pelicies specifically for the Pointe-Au=CHien Z.M.U.

?d Durabb then sroceeded to present extensive information on the
Pointe-Au-Chien Wildlife Management irea in relation to what areas
require CZ¥ permits, ip relatiom to saltwater Iatrusion, and zlso
in relation to color coding of land cover Zrom habitat =aps.

24 Durabh asked that, as members review his suggested policies, that
=hey point out to the committee i they see how informaticn iIn tThe
poligies can be improved. ‘

General discussion continued with Ed Durabk telling committee membars
that they would see similar izformation Sor every I.M.U. at future

meetings.

*d Durabb infsrmed +*he committee thet he had included goals and ob-
‘ectives, and policies for the Pointe-iu-Chienm E.X.U. and then
reviswed them. He alss Z2istribured information packets om this E.¥.U.
to the committee,

Td Durazbb asked that all members read the information which had been
digemibutaed to them and make any comments necessary te laprove tThe
management pollicies.

=d Durabb iaformed the committee that 2o Final decision was needed
at the mee=ing tonight and that he would like all members o review
information and adopt *he report at the next CIM meeting.

niscsussion then comtinued cn <he location of
the Poin+te-iu-Chien Wildlife Yaznagement Area.
and Southern Fipeline lznals were icentifled
Committee, and I4 Durabk indicated that he wo
cover map accordingly.

Ted Talgout showed <he commit=ee zarial 2hotographs chat illustrzted
marsh Ze=ericration im the Fsimte-Au-Chien Wildlife Management area.
Windell Zursle informed the zommizsee That he would send informatiecn
2s =o =he names 2% =he variocus canzls, That were shewa on habiwst
aaps, To I3 Durasd

I



T2 Zurakbd informed the commitrTas that ne fad Lncluded cil aznd
zas board road zcuditions asz policiss, wilich ars the actual
zonditiosns That the Loulsiana Tervartment of Naturazl Fessurces
suts on sgard roads for drilling actiwvitiss.

Ti Surabk askad members o s2ad stacific 3
araas to him on <he Z.M.U. 1f thev coulsd <

Zxtansive discussiaen then begzn on the allocatiga of 333 =illlon
dollars =y the Louisiana State legislature for the various
sarishes in the coastal zone for the Jundiang of frojesTs o
ssmizt coastal srosien.

mittee that e would lixs to work with

om
erson “arishes To build Flood zates along the
av

sSs in the Barararia 3asian. This oroiect was not
in the cropcsals to the lagislature,
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water antaer into the 3arataria 3asiz as 3 measure to
la
2

Taricus members of the committee axtressed their concerns as to
whether the projezts to e funded under the state coastal arcsion
srogram would prove to be the most teneflcilal to The coastal areas.
Id Curabb informed the committee that there was no coordinated
effgrt to derermine how the money was to be allocated for Sunding
Ly tThe starte legislature as Tar as he Xnew.

Commivtes members asked If a latrter could be Srafted to the senators,
representatives, to the 3overncr, and also to the Terrekonne Parish
oM Committee iz order to inferm these ;ersons as to the views aof
t4e Lafourche Tarish Coastal Zone Yanagement Adviscry Committee

in reference to the allocation ¢f maoney -y the state legislature for
the funding of orojects to zombat coastal erosion.

Fur<her discussion was seld relative to potential proiects that would
- f : - 7 = 5 h
52 ineludad iz the State Coastal erosionm 3ill in Lafourche Parish.

igrzce Thibodaux a2sked Ed Durabb to write a3 letter to tHe senatars,
presentatives, iand to the Govermor sn behalZ of the idvisory
mmistee.

e
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24 Durabb infcrmed the committee that he would send draft lattars
t2 committae members, for their approval.

Serzce Thibodaux informed the commiztse that he would probably

Le going o 3atcn Rouge to attsand the sessions and would give Iapuc
into allscations For funding of proiects.

Thare heing no Surther business, Windell Curols moved to adjourm

-ie meeting. The motion was seconded by Ted Falgour. The meoticn
carriad unaninously.

ffﬁf 4 . %
iel .. ) Al .

Td Duratck, .ClLanning Jireccar
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WMINUTES
LAFOURCHE CZM ADVISCORY COMMITTEE MEETING
January 20, 1982
The first meeting of 1982 was called to order by its chairman,
Horace Thibodaux.

The following members were in attendance:

Present Absent !
Horace Thibodaux Dino Cheramie
Ted Falgout Gerald Bordelon (called in)
Windell Curole Robert Juul (resigned)
Perry Gisclair. Gregory Terrebonne (resigned)

Caroll Adams

Also present were Betty Haw representing the Sierra Club; Ed Durabb
of the Lafourche Parish Council; and Kim Scott from Radio Statiom
KLEB. ; -

The first order of business was the acceptance of the minutes of
the October 28, 1981 meeting of the CZY Advisory Committee.

Horace Thibodaux entertained a motion to accept the minutes of the
October 28, 1981 meeting of the CZM idvisory Committee. The motion
was made by Perry Gisclair and seconded by Ted Falgout. ‘lotiom carried.

Ed Durabb informed the committee that the whole meeting would be
devoted to Environmentali Management Units.

The first management unit for discussion was the Pointe-au-chien
Tildlife Management Unit.

Ed Durabb informed members that once the Pointe-au-chien E.M.T.

can be reviewed and adopted, them the parish can begin to comment

on Coastal Management Section permits with more validity. Ed Turabb
reminded the committee that even though the parish does not have

a2 coastal zonme program, the parish will still have some voice in
reference to comments for coastal use permits.

Ted Falgout moved that the committee approve the Pointe-au-=-chien
Wildlife Management Unit. The motiom was seconded by Caroll Adams.
The motion carried. i

Ted Falgout asked if Ed Durabb had superimposed on maps where the
wildlife management unit areas would be located. Ed NDurabb informed
the committee members that the wildlife management areas were nqt
included on the maps as of yet, but would be included on the maps

in the future. ’

Ed Durabbt informed the committee members that he would zet the
boundaries for the wildlife management units drawn on the maps as
soon as he gets the information.

Ed Durabb informed the committee members that the informa+tion would
be included on the map for the next meeting.

Ed Durabb then informed the committee members that he had two other
E.M.U.'s, Delta Farms and North Little Lake, which had not bheen
approved as of vet by the committee members. Ue informed the committee
members that he had infra-red photographs of the areas which the
committee could study.
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The first of these T.M.U.'s for discussion was YNorth Little Lake.

In reference to this E.M.U., Ed Durabb informed the commitTee
members that this area was not terriblv cut up as of ret, accord-
ing ta the habitat map of 1978. Ed Durabb pointed out and sectioned
off areas which had experienced intensive cil and gas activity.

He informed committee members that he had set specific policies

for this area in order to minimize the effects of channelization.

Fd Durabb informed the committee members that these policies have
been sent to the state to Joel Lindsey's people and they were
pleased with the information and wanted to know when the plan would
he completed.

Ed Durabb reminded the committee that they won't have control over
many of the Coastal Management Sectiocn permits but would have
comment power that would serve as back-up for the State.

The next E.M.U. for discussion was Delta Farms. Ed Durabb informed
the committee members about the make-up of this E.M.T. and his
recommendations emphasizing recreation potential in the N T

Ed Durabb asked the committee members for feedback on the suggested
policies or other information which had beem given to the committee
members on the E.M.U.'s

General discussion was held by the committee  members in reference to
the Delta Farms E.M.U., particularly in reference to the environ--
mental make-up of this E.M.TU.

Discussion was held in reference to the major pipelines and some
of the locations of pipelines and canmals in the Delta Farms E.¥.C.

Committee members identified the Texas Eastern Pipeline on the map
of the Delta Farms E.M.U.

Ed Durabb informed the committee members that Windell Curole has
a list of pipelines that cross the levees and the list should in-
clude many of the pipelines in the E.M.U. that were up for discussiom.

Viemhers asked that all pipelines be identified on the map of the
E.M.T.'s.

Horace Thibodaux siid. in reference to waterways, that it may be

a project to consider doing research to try to make a determination
to put names on particular waterways on maps for documentation
purposes for the future.

Horace Thibodaux entertainmed a motion to accept the ¥orth Little
Lake and Delta Farms E.N.T.'s. The motion was made by Ted Falgout
and seconded by Vindell Curole. The motion carried unanimously.

Ed Durabb then informed the committee members that he had two other
E.M.U.'s for the committee's discussion.

Ed Durabb presented information on the make=up of the Fourchom E.M.T.

‘and identified color shadings of various land cover of Fourchon.

T4 Durabb informed the committee members that this area has mare
stringent policies and descriptions because of the environmental .
sensitivity and importamce of this E.M.U.

The next item for discussion was Caminada E.M.T. Ed Durabb informed
the committee members that he especially wanted them to study this
E.M.U. because it was more restrictive than other E.M.T.'s.

Discussion was held in relation to pipeline corridors in the E.XN.T.
Members expressed the need to have the pipelines labeled in this
E.N.T.

After this discussion., committee members asked if they could delay

on the approval of the Caminada and Fourchon Z.M.T.'s Zor Zurther
study of this ianformaticn.
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Ed Durabb informed the committee members that he would go through
maps from the Z.M.U.'s that have been approved by the committee
and label all the pipelines.

Ted Falgout informed the committee members that he would like to
look into the sand dredging operations in the Caminada E.M.T. to
see if they are approved operations.

The committee discussed the extent and validity of sand dredging
operations as well as what types of uses would fall under state
or local jurisdiction in this E.M.U. )

In general discussion of the E.M.T.'s under study, Horace Thibodaux
felt that a general statement should be included in the palicies
about the requirements of sewerage and solid waste disposal in

the E.M.U.'s.

Generasl discussion by the committee members was then held on other
policies of the Caminada E.M.U.

The next item for discussion was the replacement of two members on
the CZM committee. Ed Durabb informed the committee members that
Vince Guillory had submitted a resume to the committee but that

he was unaware of the disposition of the appointment of Mr. fGuillory.

\lembers of the committee asked Ed Durabb to check on the status of
the resume and resubmit it to the Committee of Board Appointments.

Perry Gisclair informed committee members that he felt that it would
be common courtesy to submit a letter to the juror of the district
and ask him to submit a name for the vacancy on the CZM Committee.

Geperal discussion continued on this matter. Perry Gisclair in-
formed the committee members of the status of Vince Guillory's resume,
to the best of his knowledge.

Next for discussion was the possibility of the permit committee re—
viewing coastal use permits. Ed Durabb informed the committee of
the difficulty of instituting Coastal Management permit review
before the program is in place. Toward the end of program develop=-
ment, the committee will be informed and be brought into the process.

Horace Thibodaux also informed the committee that they need coordi-

nation with local adjoining parishes on the CZM Program. Zd Durabb

said that he would be meeting with Martha Landry next week to deter-
mine the status of their CZM program in Terrebonne Parish.

On another matter Horace Thibodaux felt that the situation with

Vinece Suillory needs to be checked intoc. Perry Gisclair informed the
committee that he will check on Vince Guillory to determine if he is
still interested in being on the committee.

The committee can then check to see if someone can fill the vacancy
of CGregory Terrebonne.

The next meeting was set for Wednesday, February 17, 1982 at 7:00 p.m.
in Galliano at the Port Commission Building.

There being no further business, the motion to adjourn was made oy
Perry Gisclair and seconded by Caroll Adams. The motion carried.

I/ % %
.. ; . B
., - ‘/ P ; x;

¥4 Durabb
Planning Director
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CZM ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

Tebruary 17, 1982

The second meeting of 1982 was called to order by Ted Falgout.

The following members were in attendance:

Dresent Absent
Caroll Adams % Bobert Juul (resigaed)
Ted Falgout Gerald Sordelon
¥indell Curole Perry Gisclair (exzused)
Dino Cheramie Horace Thibodaux (excused)

Gregory Terrehonne (resigned)

ilso in attendance were Betty Haw of the Sierra Club, Mark Daire,
and Ed Durabb of the Lafourche Parish Council. i %

Under old business, the first item for discussion was the accep-
tance of the minutes of the Januarvy 20, 1982 meeting of the CZIM
Advisory Committee Meeting. & e

windell Curole moved that the committee accept the minutes of the
January 20, 1982 meeting of the Coastal Zone “anagement idvisory
Committee meeting. The motion was seconded by Ted Falgout. The
motion carried.

Ed Durabb introduced Mark Daire to the Advisory Committze. Mr.
Zd ™urabb asked Yr. Daire if he had contacted his councilman in
reference to submitting a resume to fill the vacancy that existed
on the committee. Mark Daire informed thez committee that he had
sent a letter and resume to his councilman, Joseph Saia.

& Nurabb informed the committee thot Sid Ordovne, Assistant
District Attorney, had completed his: review of the C7I Ordinance.
Ed Durabbr told committee members that he would have r. Ordoyne's
comments or the CZY Ordinance at the next meeting.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that they had received, in
the mail, information on projects recommended to the CMI of DNP
pursuant to the Coastal Fnvironmental Protection Trust Fund. Mr.
Turabb informed committee members that this information was in
relation to the four projects that were going to he recommended
for the imitial pilot efforts to reduce erosion along the coast.
Ed Durabb gave committee members background informatiom on the
four projects.

Td Durabb informed committee members that the State 7} program
personnel have volunteered to come to a Council meeting to explain
these projects in detail. Ye informed committee memhers that he
would comsult with Dick Egle to determine wher the Stare C7M
personnel could atteand the meeting.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that he had met with “r.
Windell Curcle in order to label pipelines and canals on the Z.M.™.
maps.

Ed Durabb informed committee that 2 canals had been identi!ied on
the Yorth Little Lake E.M.TU. These 2 canals were identified as
the Tnited and Southern Yatural Gas pipeline canals.

General discussion was held in relation to the names of pipelines

on the E.M.7. maps. The Tennessee Cas Pipeline was also ildentified
on the Clovelly E.M.T. map.



=d Durabb informed committee members that the Louisiana Geological
Survey is developing a more cdetailed state map that may show some
of the major nipelines in the area and that this information would
perhaps be helpful in labeling other pipelines in the T.M.7.'s.

Fd Durabb also informed committee members that he had contacted

2 large landowners in the coastal zone - Wisner Toundation and the
Louisiana Land and Exploration Company. Ye informed committee
members that Louisianz Land and Exploration had semt a map of their
land holdings in Louisiana. HYe informed committee members that

the area shown in yellow identified the Lafourche holdinegs.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that a map will be drawn to
show major landholdings by ccmpanies in the coastal zome. Mr.
Carcoll Adams informed Ed Durabb that Tenneco-LaTerre had some large
landholdings in the area and informed Ed Nurabb of whom he could
contact for more information.

Ed Durabb reminded committee members that they had adopted ? Z.M.T.'s
at the last meeting and had left the Caminada ans Fourchon E.M.T.'s
open for further discussion.

Ed Durabb suggested that the committee continue discussion on other
E.M.U".'s. He informed committee members that he had the Clovelly,
Clovelly Farms, and the Leeville E.M.TU.'s for their review.

In reference to the Clovelly E. M. U'., Ed Durabh informed cormmittee
members that he was mainly interested in the goals and policies of
the E.M.U., in which he identified various areas of the Clovelly
E.¥.U. Extensive discussion began on the policies of the Fnviron-
mental Management Units.

After much discussion on the T.M.T. the committee decided to
inclucde another policy in Area G in order to prevent saltwater
intrusion caused by alluvial ridges that were destroved or damaged.

in reference to Policy 4, committee members asked that a statement
be included as to the maintenance of the area.

Ted Palgout asked if any policies had been designated for digging
0il field canals -and, if a dry hole was found, if provision would
be made for damming the canal. . Ted Falgout asked if a poliey to
this effect could be 'included in 21l E.M.U.'s.

Fd Durabb informed cormmittee members that he would review policies
relating to oil and gas access canals and include in the policies
that "if the project is finished or a dry hole is found that the
canal would be dammed”. He informed committee members that he
would researcn information and include a footage requirement for
backfilling the canal.

In reference to Area F, Ed Durabb informed committee members that
he would add a policy regarding a cut through Bavou L'Qurs.

Fd Durabb informed the committee members that he would write up
a general policy statement regarding pipeline canals.

After more discussion on pipelines, Ed Durabb asked memhers if they
wanted a general policy to state "Pinelines laving on the surface
of the marsh shall be discouraged”. The committee concurred.

Ted Falgout informed committee members that the Port Commission has
tried to include a provision in a letter of no objection to state
-"When crossing canals with pipelines, that the company bury line at
least 100 feet inland on the levee bank and maintain it.
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Z4d Durabb informed committee members that this infeormaticon
could be used as a general nolicy and that this was the tyvpe of
informaticon that could he used as hackground when it comes to
reviewing coastal use permits.

Txtensive discussion continued in reference to the nolicies of
the Clovelily E.N.T.

In reference to general policies, Ed Nurabb informed cormittee
members that he would specify information on backfilling, damming
of canals, etc. and use this information as general policies Ior
all E.M.U.'s

Members asked if general policies could be done to pertain tTo all
E.i1.T.'s. Ed Nurabb indicated that he would begin to do this.

Extensive discussion was held in reference to making a presentation
to educate the public on the problems of coastal eroding in Lafourche
Parish.

Discussion was held in relatiom to having a planaing meeting in
order to determine the strategy to be used in making the presentation.

Ed Durabb suggested that the committee members come up with some
ideas for the next meeting.

Jetty Haw of the Sierra Club suggested that she and 'fark Daire get
together before the next meeting to come up with some idezs to
present to the committee at the next CIY meeting.

The next meeting was set for March 31, 1932 ar 7:00 p.m. at the
Port Commission Ruilding in Galliano, Louisiana.

Ed Durabb informed the committee thit he would speak to Nick Egle
and notify the committee as to when the state ) personnel would
be attending the Council meeting.

Ed Durabb informed the committee members that he would incorporate
the committee’s suggestions into the Clovelly E.'.T". and try to
have this information ready to approve at the next meeting.

There being no further business, the motion to adjourn was made by
Caroll Adams and seconded by Dinc Cheramie. The motion carried.

Ed Duraob
Planning TMepartment
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MINUTES
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
March 31, 1882

The Coastal Zone Management Advisorv Committee Meeting was called
to order by its chairman, Horace Thibodaux.

The following members were in attendance:

Present Absent
Caroll Adams Ted Falgout (excused)
Perry Gisclair Gerald Bordelon (excused)
Windell Curole -Dine Cheramie (excused)

HEorace Thibodaux

Alsc present were Ed Durabb of the Lafourche Parish Council, Ms.
Betty Haw of the Sierra Club, and 2 reporters from the South
Lafourche Media.

The first item of business was the acceptance of the minutes of
the February 17, 1982 meeting of the Coastal Zone Management
Advisory Committee. I

Berry Gisclair moved that the committee accept the minutes of the
previous meeting. The motion was seconded by Windell Curocle. The
motion carried unanimously.

Discussion then began on “he Environmental Management Units.

Ed Durabb informed the committee that he had reworked the Clovelly
E.M.U. based on the discussion at the last meeting. He alsc told
committee members that he had added a series of general opolicies,
which would take care of many of Ted Falgout's guestions about what
he would like to see in the coastal zone policies.

EE Durabb also informed committee members that he had named
additional pipeline canals on the E.M.U. maps. He also informed
the committee that he had found the dam area and named the section,
township, range and section as well as what the committee would
like to do there.

Regarding the General Policies, E& Durabb informed committee mem-

bers that the information requested Ly Ted Falgout was included.

PA Durabb teld the committee that this information was to be applied
to the entire coastal zone, except where indicated bv particular

E.M.U. policies. Be also said that he had tried to incnrparate

med Falgout and Windell Curocle's suggestions into the General Policies.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that one of the biggest problems
was the long-term maintenance of construction of a dam or spoil bank
as a mitigation condition for a permit.

Committee members asked Ed Durabb contact Dave Fruce at the Lafayette
0f<ice of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to get additional inZor-
matien on subsidence potential of Lafourche Parish. Horace Thibodaux
suggested that they might have information that we could use.

Ed Durabb reﬁindad committee members that at the last meeting, they
had gone over Clovelly E.M.U. thoroughly.

General ciscussion was held in reference to problems caused by the
L.0.Q.P. pipeline.

[}
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General discussicn was helé in referencs to the locaticn of the
L.C.0.P. piveline, the ¥Wisner Foundation land holdings, and the
Clovelly E.M.U.

Regarding the adéressing of problems with L.0.0.P., E& Durabb
informed committee members that they have no ccnt“ol over any=hing
that was done belore the Coastal Zone ﬂanagement Act was passed.

He also informed the committee that L.0.0.P. was a special area

ané that the committee has nc control over ~his area. He told =he
committee that they can make recormendations to the state, however.

Discussion continued on the relationship of the L.0.0.P. arema to the
State Coastal “anagement Section. General discussicon was held as

to the parallelism and censistency cf management programs with
L.0.0.F. and the Lafourche Parish CIZIM Program.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that he would find out whose
jurisdiction the L.0.0.P. project would fall under in relatien o
management programs of the State and the Parish for the nex+
meeting.

Ed Durabb told committee members that he was uncertain as +o how
much control the Coastal Management Section had over the L.0.0.P.
Project.

A brief discussion was held on what the State CZM Program and the
local program had jurisdiction of and how the Lafourche Program
would interface with the State. Ed& Durabb alsc made the suggestion
that it might be possible to work directly with several large
landowners since they have good management plans for tgfir wet-
lands a.lri:ady. _ =

Horace Thﬁbodaux suggested that in the permit application for
permits of "local concern® it be specified that mitigation be per-
formed asirtlose to the area disturbed as possible if not immecdiately
adjacent to the area disturbed, and that mitigation shaculd at least
‘be .performed in the parish where the permit is being ispued.

3
Ed Dl.I.rau:xb‘g nformed committee members that thev have alraady sent a
letter expressing this opinion to the State Coastal Management
Section of the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources.

Ed Durabb suggested that the committee add a policy to the General
Policies to state that "if a permitted activity takes place in
Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone, mitigation will occur in that same
area using the following hierarchv of criteria:

Priority of (1) area where permit is taking place
mitigation: (2) E.M.U. in which permit is taking place
(3) parish . .

Perry Gisclair made a motion to adopt this nierarchy of criteria
as a general policy. The motion was seconded by Windell Curole.
The motion carriec unanimously.

In reference “o the Clovelly E.M.U., Carcll Adams made a motion to
accept the Clovelly EZ.M.U. The motion was seconded by Windell Curocle.
The motion carried unanimously.

In reference to the Caminada E.M.U., E4d Durabb informed committee
members that the board road conditicns would be extracted from these
policies and included in the General Policies.

Ed Durabb also informed the commit<ee that if the L.0.0.P. pipeline
goes through this E.M.U., he may aéd another policy at a later date
in reference to the pipeline.

Discussion then began in reference to the response of major land
owners in the coastal zone as to recuests for infcrmation.
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24 Durabb informed committee members that he had received
mitigation activities, contracts, atec. from Mr. Caroll Rdams
in reference to the land holdings of the Scully Family in the
Clovelly E.M.U.

E& Durabb told committee that he would like to see a cooperative
agreement with the land owners and the Parish CZIM Program. This
would make management activities considerably easier.

EE Du=abb told committee members that he would write another
let+er = the land owners he kad not vet contacted.

Windell Curole informed E& Durabb that he had a list of the other
major land owners in the coastal zone and would send him the
information.

General discussion continued in reference to land holdings.

Horace Thibodaux asked Ed Durabb about the status of sand dredging
eperations. Ed Durabb told the committee that he had spoken to
Joel Lindsev in reference to this information. Mr. Lindsey
informed Mr. Durabb that they were opposed to the operations and
would recommend thev not approve it. Ed Durabb told the cormittee
that this position was as of a couple of months ago.

There being no further discussion on the Caminada E.M.U., Ar.
Windell Curole made the motion to accept the Caminada =.M.U. The
motion was seconded by Perry Gisclair. The motion carried unanimously.

E4 Durabb informed committee that he had a listing of all oil wells
that have been drilled in Lafourche Parish. He informed the committes
that he had received the information from the Department of Natural
Resources. ’

Ed Durabb t6ld the committee that he was cbtaining blue-line copies
of maps from the Wildlife 'and Fisheries Office of the oyster leases
in the state. '

In reference to the Leeville E.M.U., ‘Perry Gisclair macde a motion
+to accept the Leeville E.M.U. The moticn was seconded by Horace
Thikodaux. The motion carried unanimously. :

Discussion began on the South Barataria F.M.U. Fd Durabb gave an
explanation to the committee as to +he breakdown of policies into
zones. Ed Durabb identified some of the various aspects of the area
as outlined on the E.M.U. maps and described in the policies.

General discussion was held in reference to pipelines and canals.
Fd Durabb identified the Tennessee Gas Pipeline and the Southwest
Louisiana Canal. .

Committee members identified the Tidewater Canal and Plaisance Lake.

Windell Curcle said that in the adjacent E.M.U. that it was vervy
important to keep the edge of the bayou intact for when the levee
comes across, that they can't do any pumping in the area for the
South Lafourche levee unless it is blocked off completely from the
bayou.

Ed Durabb told the committee that he suggested dams be placed to
keep out saltwater. :

Discussion was held in reference to the Bayou L'Ours area of South
Barataria.

Comparisons were made of land less rates in Lafourche Parish in
comparison to other parishes in the coastal zone.
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Committee members identified the Yankee Canal inm South Barataria.

ngeral discussion continued in reference to the general condition
of the South Barataria E.M.U. marshes.

£d Durabb asked that members review the information on the E.M.U. :
ané have additions or deletions ready to discuss at the next meeting,
so. that the Z.M.U. can be approved.

©d Durabb informed the committee that he will have the Racgourci
Environmental Management Unit ready to discuss for the next meeting.

Commistse members asked how many E.X.0.'s gstill needed toc be
discussed. Ed Durabbh gave the committee indications as to which
E.M.U.'s remained.

Discussion was held in reference to the CZM boundary near Lake Des
Allemands, north of the Intracoastal Waterway. Ed Durabb informed
rhe committee that the boundary line is 100 feet inland from the
lake bottem and shoreline all the way along the St. Charles and
St. James Parish lines to north of Thibodaux.

Horace Thibodaux asked if the lands encompassed by this strip

should be divided into Z.M.U.'s with policy statements as was done faor
the rest of the Coastal Zone. Ed Durabb informed the committee

that the boundary was marked off and that he would bring maps to
indicate the boundary. He gave the committee a brief explanation

of the soil characteristics of the area. FRorace Thibodaux

asked that EQ Durabb address these areas. Ed Durabb said that he
would address these areas after the existing E.M.U.'s were completed
covering the majority of the Coastal Zone.

fn another matter, Ed Durabb informed the committee that the Coastal
Management Section of the Department of Natural Resources will make
a presentation to the Parish Cauncil on May 12, 1982 on "Beach
Erosion and Stabilization Projects". Ed Durabb informed the
committee that he had spcken to Horace Thibodaux about the possi-
bility of having the CIM meeting in conjunction with the presentation
to the Council and perhaps inviting Irv Mendelsschn from the Center
for Wetland Resources toc make a presentation of the efforts of the
LSO Center for Wetland Rescurces in the area of beach stabilization.

Horace Thibodaux informed the committee that he would like to have
the meeting in Thibodaux.

©d Durabb said he would like to show the commit-ae the CIM mosaic
and other maps he uses as resource materials in the CIM Program.

EE Durabb informed the committee that khey could view the p;esentation
and then move into the conference room to have the CIM Meeting.

Horace Thibodaux asked that when the minutes are sent out that =
small note be included asking that members consider this passibility.

©d¢ Durabb asked that the committee review =he CIM General Policies
he had developed. He informed the committee that he would be adding
a policy about mitigatiom and that =he ccmmittee would receive iz in
the mail.

In reference to public information efforts in the cocastal zone, 4s.
Betty Haw informed the committse that there should be an educational
program on CZM open to the public. Betty Haw informed the commictee
t+hat she and Mark Daire had discussed the possibility and that he
was going to make some phone calls to trv anéd set scomething.

Discussion then began on the status of the Mark Daire resume and

his possible appointment to the C7M committee to £ill one of the
vacancies that exists. tSd Durabb informed the committee zhat he

had informed Mr. Daire that he should call his councilman. He
informed the committee that ¥r. Daire had sent in a resume and that
Mr. Saia was to int>oduce him at the Committee af Board Appointments
meeting. Perry Gisclair asked that E& Durabb send him a copy of the
resume.



In reference to the review of the CIM Ordinance bv the District
Attorney's 0ffice, E& Durabb informed the committee that he would
make the indicated changes in the ordinance and bring that infor-
mation to the committee. Ed Durabb gave the committee examzles
of some of the items that needed changes.

Ed Durabb 2lso informed the committee that they should review
+he ordinance with the suggested changes.

Commiittee members asked if a meeting would be heléd in which the
comments that were made bv the District Attornev's 0ffice could
be discussed. Ed Durabb indicated that this would oeccur at the
next meeting.

There being no further business, the motion to adjourn was made
by Perrv Gisclair and seccnded by Carocll Adams. The motion carried

unanimously.

- -~ "
i
3. i&‘q—w'a h':--‘
Ed Durabb
Planning Department
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MINUTES
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
May 12, 1982
The Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone Management Advisory Committee
meeting was called to order by its chairman, Horace Thibodaux.

The following members were in attendance:

Present Absent
Horace Thibodaux Gerald Sordelon (excused)
Mark Daire Caroll Adams (excused)
Ted Falgout Perry Gisclair

Windell Curole Dino Cheramie

Also in attendance were Ed Durabb of the Lafourche Parish Council,
Dr. Irv Mendelsschn of the Center for Wetland Resources at L.S5.T.,
Patrice Hines of the Houma Courier, and a representative of Channel
5 -« T.V.

Horace Thibodaux welcomed Mark Daire, who was appointed to the
(Coastal Zone Management Committee. TYe also welcomed the news media
to the meeting.

The meeting was then turﬁed over to Ed Durabb, who had some announce-
ments.

Ed Durabb reminded committee members of the Yay 13, 1982 meeting of
the Govermor's Task Forve on Coastal Erosiom for 7:00 p.m. at the
Port Commissiom Building in Galliamo. The presentatiom was to be
made by Vernon Behrhorst.

Ed Durabb told committee members that he had received the Environ-
mental Impact Assessment for introducing freshwater ilato the
Barataria Basin and informed committee members that a public meeting
will be held on Tuesday, June 1, 1982 at 2:00 p.m. at the River=—

gate in Yew Orleans. Ye alsc informed committee members that he
would be attending this hearing and welcomed any comments from the
members.

Horace Thibodaux asked that a reminder of this public hearing be
sent to committee members with the next meeting notice.

Torace Thibodaux informed committee members that the final draft
Tnvironmental Impact Statement on sand dredging operations had teen
released.

Under old business, Horace Thibodaux entertained z motion to adopt
the minutes of the March 31, 1982 meeting. The motion was made by
Windell Curole to accept the minutes. The motion was ‘seconded by
Ted Falgout. The motion carried unanimously.

Next for discussicn was the final review and adoption of the Fourchon
and South Barataria E.M.T.'s. '

Discussion was held in reference to this material. Forace Tauibodaux
stated that he didn't object to the material im South Barataria AT,
but stated that he did want comments from the last meeting to 'he im-
cluded in the E.M.T.



Tor the committee's review, Ed Durabb distributed the final copy
of the South Barataria E.M.U., with the comments imcluded, to the
committee members. He alsc distributed a copv of the General
Pplicies, with the suggested additions included.

Ted Falgout asked about the status of the Fourchom E.!.U. He was
informed that no significant changes were made in the EZ.M.T. and
that the information he requested was included in the General
Policies, with the main emphasis being on mitigatiom parts.

Horace Thibodaux asked if the South Barataria and Fourchon E.I.U.'s
had to be approved at this meeting or if they could be postponed and
addressed at the next meeting. Ed Durabb said that it was alright
to approve all three at the next meeting.

Horace Thibodaux informed Ted Falgout that in discussions of the
General Policies, committee members included spoil banks and dams

in the General Policies so z2s to apply to all of the E.¥.U.'s because
the activities occur in all areas.

NMext for discussion was the L.0.0.P. memo. Ed Durabb asked if any
one wished to comment on the memc. Windell Curcle informed the
committee members that he had checked into this matter and that the
state was satisfied with what was done at the beach, but there was
still discussion with the landowners.

Windell Curole told committee members that he had spoken to Jim Tebb,
Assistant Director of the Louisiana Offshore Terminal Authority,

and he said that he would take slides when flying over the ares and
present this information to the committee members.

'"he committee members decided that it would be interesting to have
this presentation for the next meeting, if possible.

Discussion then hegan on the possibility of establishing a mitigation
trust fund to mitigate damages in the coastal zone. lu reference to
this, Fd Durabb distributed a copy of a2 letter from the U.S. Depart-
men™ of the Interior - Fish and Wildlife Service that was sent to the
Terrebonne Parish Police Jury dated April 14, 1982 inviting the panel
to set up such a fund and outlining one which had been set up in
Cameron Parish.

Fd Durabb told committee memhers that the parish could have a miti-
gation trust fund and as damage was done to parish wetlands, money

would be deposited in this fund to be used for capital projects in

the parish coastal zone instead of direct mitigation by the permit

holder.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that he had spoken to the
Secretary - Treasurer of the Cameron Parish Police Jury and that he
was going to semd a copy of the legal agreement for their trust
fund, but that it was not executed as of yet.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that he had no problem with the
concept and that he felt that this would be a good idea for parishes
to have funds to use in case of damages, but that he was not sure of
how this would work or the legality of it.

Horace Thibodaux explained to the committee members the circumstances
under wiich the mitigatiom trust fund came into existence under the
State Coastal Zone Plan.

After giving background information on the origins of this ceoncept.
Horace Thibodaux told members that he felt that the concept was good
but that he has a problem with the system of setting it up. He also
said that he felt that this needed to be studied further.

Horace Thibodaux reminded the committee that this problem had been
discussed in the committee and the concept had heen adopted by the
group in their general policies.that:

If mitigation takes place, it takes place in the parish preferably
around the site where the activity is actually occurring
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.

If it can't talke place on the site where the activity 1is occcurring,

at least in the vicinity or within the E.M.U.

If it can't be done there, then at least in the parish, and then
after all of these are exhausted, then go outside the parish

Horace Thibodaux told committee memhers that the problem with this
is that the small people applying for permits may not have the funds
to actually mitigate, therefore the comcept of a mitigatiom trust
fund. He stated that he was concerned that the state and federal
agencies are actually pushing very hard for mitigatiom and that
concerns him because when state and federal agencies push this,
there is usually a reason behind it.

Horace Thibodaux informed committee members that he would like to

see this (mitigatiom trust fund) in Lafourche Parish, but he also
feels that this could get out of hand and the funds could be mis-
used by state and federal agencies, so as not to provide the benefits
to parishes it was designed to provide. -

Yindell Curcle stated that he understood the committee's biggest con-
cern to be that the state and federal agencies want to control the
funds rather than the local people.

Horace Thibodaux informed committee members that the r.'l'zow" and "when”
the trust fund money  will be expended will have to be approved by the
federal or state agency involved in the mitigatiom.

Rorace Thibodaux alsc told members that the problem he kas with this
is that the state doesn't really know exactly what kind of problems
are in existence in the area. He alsc told committee members that he
was concerned that somecne could possibly be trying to make a slush
fund to supplement money they: can't get in their budget to do the

" work, He informed committee members that he disliked being the vehicle

or the media toc try to benefit one particular agency.

Ed: Durabb informed the committee that he had spoken to someocne at the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and that their concerm was that when
the money goes to the parish that it will be used for capital zon-
struction projects that are coastal zone related.

Ed Durabb told the committee that he feels that the trust fund concept
is a good idea and should be followed more closely. Yhen Cameron
Parish gets their fund set up perhaps the committee can make comments
or a recommendatior to the Council.

Horace Thibodaux told members that he felt that they should not jump
into thHe mitigation trust fund vet, but that they should keep abreast
of it.

Vark Daire asked about the feasibility of getting the money and estab-
lishing the fund and determining how to spend it at a later date.

Horace Thibodaux told members that there was a liability as well as
legality problem with the placement of money into the trust fund. Ee
told members of the liability problems that could occur with the
establishment of the fund.

Forace Thibodaux told committee members that another of his conceras
was that the big push for this mitigation trust fund is being made

by state and federal agencies, but when he asked these persoas why
they didn't establish a mitigation trust fund under their agency. the
response was that it was not legal. He felt that they wanted to use
a local agency as a vehicle, but they want to have control over that
venicle. :

After further discussion. the committee Adecided to wait until receiving
information ?rom Cameron Parish to determine what steps would be taken
in reference to the establishment of a mitigation trust fund in the
parish. ;
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Discussion then began on the Paccourci E.MN.TU. Zd Durazbb identifled
the various environments in the .M. 7. FHe also identified the
various colors on the E.M.TU. habitat map and designated what the
colors represented.

Ed Durabb informed committee members that he had sectioned off 4
areas and explained what the areas consisted of and why they were
singled out for 3pecial Management.

Ed Durabb described the make-up of this Z.M.U. and informed committee
members that separate policies had been established for the area
because it was undergoing more rapid erosion. He told committee
members of the marsh condition of the E.M.T. in comparison to the
South Barataria and Clovelly E.M.T.'s.

Ed Durabb asked that members keep in mind the fact that the General
Pelicies for the Lafourche Coastal 7one are in effect for all E.M.T.'s
unless specifically contradicted or modified by specific Z.M.T.
policies.

Ed Durabb asked that members review the Raccourci Z.¥.T. and invited
them to comment or make suggestions in reference to the EM.E.

Ed Durabb told committee members that after this E.M.T. was completed,
theyre would be 4 other E.M.U.'s of consequence left to write policies
for - Timbalier, South Lafourche C, Bully Camp, and Golden Meadow.

Ed Durabb also told members that he should be getting land cover
statistics from the Landsat program by the end of the month and

that these would be by Z.M.U. and would help in determining policies
for the program.

Dr. Irving Mendelssohn of the L.S.U. Center for Wetland Resources
began his presentation on Beach Erosion and Stabilization in Louisiana.

Dr. Mendelssohn informed members that in the last 3 years he has be-
come involved in projects to trv to understand how Barrier Island
vegetation, specifically dunal vegetation might be helpful in reducing
the rate of periodic erosion of these important features.

He told members of his three project obiectives for the Louisiana
Barrier Islands. These objectives are as follows:

1. Assess the magnitude of Rarrier Island erosicn problem
2. Understand the controlling factors toward erosion

3. Develop the use of coastal vegetation as a2 means of reducing
Barrier Island erosion. :

Dr. Mendelssohn then showed slides which imdicated levels of erosion
by color representations around the coastal areas.

He also told committee members of the 2 reasons for the coastline
erosion problems - one being natural causes because of rising sea
level and subsidence and the other being man - made causes.

Members asked what portioms of the coastal erosion are due to natural
causes and wh.t proportions are due to the man-made causes. In ref=
erence to this, Dr. Irv Mendelssohn informed members that Gene Turner
of the L.S.T. Center for Wetland Resources has been locking at canals
and marshes trying to relate the amount of canal within a certain

area to the amcunt of land loss in the area. Mr. Turner indicates

that subsidence affect may only account for 10% of the total marsh

1oss and that the canals may account as much as 90% of marsh loss
(speculative at this point). %

Dr. Irv Mendelssohn explained to the committee what changes have
taken place in the coastal areas around Grand Terre, Grand Isle,
Caminada, and Belle Pass areas in relation-to erosion, sand trans-—
portation, and sand accumulatioen.

Dr. Mendelssokn identified some of the natural and man-made problems
that are causing erosiocn in the Zast Timbalier and Grand Terre Islands.
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Dr. Irv Mendelssohn then showed a slide representing the Zast
mfmhalier Island sea wall and explained some of the problems that
nave occurred because of the 2xistence of the sea wall.'

Dr. Mendelssohn informed committee members of some of the ways to
possibly approach the erosion problems (beach nourishment, sand
nourishment to the beach, and the use of vegetation tc keep sand
on the beach). ’

Dr. Mendelssohn them stated that there are viable ways to slow down
erosion rates by using sand nourishment to the heach, by building
up the beach. and by then keeping sand in place by vegetation. He
stared that he felt that this was ‘the only economical, sound way of
approaching the Barrier Island erosion problem in Louisiana.

Dr. Mendelssohn explained the benefits of sand dunes in relation to
coastal erosion and explained how sand dunes can serve as a barrier
to coastal erosion. He also explainmed how sand can be lost to the
islands. Se informed members of how vegetation can play a role in
the creation of sand dunes and dune systems along the coast.

Dr. lendelssobn told committee members +hat information had come out
about 10 vears agoc to indicate that man-made sand dunes can cause TOTeS
erosion. ZHe also stated that studies have been done and that there
seems ToO be no evidence that this information is true. Ye informed
members that the Louisiana Department of Y¥ildlife and Fisheries has
come out with a film explaining coastal erosion problems in Louisiana.

Dr. Mendelssohn then showed a comparison cost chart for beach stabi-
lization per 1000 feet. He .gave cost comparisons for beach nourish-
ment, vegetation stabilizationm, rock rip rap, sea wall construction,
and groin fields. He also compared the amount oI area that would %e
covered by the various amounts of money.

In conclLusion, he stated that he felt that Louisiapma has a manageable
Barrier Island situation, even with the high erosion rates, hut that
the erosion rates can be slowed with the proper management techniques.
He informed committee members: that this area can he mznaged with heach
nourishment and the state is going to be trying this with cthe Coastal
Trust Fund. The State will be trying to find sand sources that can

be used and pucping it onto the beach to build dunes and extend the
beach. -

Geperal discussion continued in reference tO cgastal erosion problems.

Irv Mendelssohn informed cormittee members that in the Fourchon Zeach
area near the Chevron Tank Farm there w11l definitely be a pilot
project which will be a beach stabilization project which is a result
of the fact that a couple of oil companies will be doing some dredging
in the marsh areas. 4As part o their mitigation. the Coastal Manage-
ment Sectiom has asked that they do something on Barrier beach to
reduce coastal erosion and they have agreed to do this oo Fourchon
Beach areas.

Dr. Mendelssohn informed committee members that in surveying Pourchon
Tank Farm areas that last year it eroded back 120 feet.

Windell Curole asked what was the latest information con sea level
rise. He informed committee members that he had heard that there was
a report from the Uaniversity of Miami saying that there was a theory
that because of the increased fossil fuel burniag that the sea level
was increasing. General discussion continued in raference to the sez
level changes that have occurred in the past centuries.

Horace Thibodaux thanked Dr. Irv vande lssoha for making his presen-
cation to the committee members. Dr. Vendelssohn informed the
committee that he was impressed on how serious the committee wWas
taking the erosion problem in the parish.
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There being no further business, the motian to adjourn was made by
Ted Falgout, and seconded by Windell Curcle. The motion carried.

:/w" ¥ i
- L0 -
zd Durabb

Planning Director
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MINUTES
COASTAL ZOXKE HANAGEﬂENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
September 1, 1982

The Coastal Zone Management Advisory Committee meeting was called
to order by its chairman, Horace Thibodaux, with the following:

Present Absent
Caroll Adams Gerald Bordelcn
Windell Curole Mark Daire (excused)
Horace Thibodaux Vince Guillory (excused)
Ted Falgout Perry Gisclair (excused)
Vacancy

Also present were Ed Durabb and Phil Pittman.

Horace Thibodaux entertained a motion to accept the minutes of the

May 12, 1982 meeting of the Coastal Zone Management Advisory Committee.
Ted Falgout made the motion to accept the minutes of the Coastal Zone
Management Advisory Committee. The motion was seconded by Windell
Curole. The motion carried.

The meeting was them turned over to Ed Durabb. He informed committee
members of the E.M.U.'s which needed to be approved.

The Fourchon E.M.U. was the first E.M.U. up for approval. Ted Falgout,
referring to the-E.M.U. description, told Ed Durabb that Chevron was
not the only oil company that had tanks on Fourchon Island. He stated
that Gulf and Tenneco also have tanks on the island. Ed Durabb said
that he would change the E.M.U. description tTo reflect this.

Ted Falgout made the motion to adopt the Fourchon Environmental Manage-
ment Unit. The motion was seconded by Caroll idams. Tae motion
carried.

The next E.M.U. for discussion was Timbalier. Ted Falgout stated that
according to the policies, the committee should discourage any shore-
line stabilizatriom with rocks. Ted Falgout also stated that if chis
was included in the policies, it would hurt the Timbalier Island Com=-
plex since the island was nearly all rocks now, and if anyone wants to
do any repairs, it would be contrary to the recommendations. He
stated that since it was nearly all rocks it should not be stated that
the company shouldn't do any shoreline erosiom control. He further
said that Gulf has its main Timbalier field complex at this locationm
and that Gulf is going to be there and they are putting an invest-
ment to protect the shoreline of the island. Mr. Falgout stated that
some persons like Irv Mendelssohn feel that the rocks are notT doing
their job, but Mr. Falgout stated that he disagreed.

In reference to Policy 8, Ed Durabb stated that pnerkaps the Gulf com=
plex should be kept open for a test facility.

Horace Thibodaux asked if the committee would ®ant to prohibit any new
habitation on the island or just allow what is there to remain. r.
Falgout stated that if any facility needs to be added, it should be
done on this island.

Ed Durabb agreed to make changes in the Timbalier E.M.U. policies te
reflect the wishes of the committee to encourage what Gulf O0il Company,
was doing on Timbalier Island.

Ted Falgout stated that he had heard a statement from Irv Mendelssohn
that the area was deteriorating because of the jetties at Port Fourchon
and That the sand transfer was not taking place and that the Port
Commission should consider providing a sand transfer capability. He
disagreed with Irv lMendelssohn's conclusions about East Timbalier and
the Fourchon Jetty.



Horace Thibodaux asked Ted Falgout for his suggestion in reference

to permanent habitation. Ted Falgout felt +hat perhaps the committee
Should not go so strong and mavbe still give the committee or the
group that 1s managing the situatrion the abilizty to object to
specific projects. He stated that we should not categorically

rule out this fron the aresa.

Ed Durabb stated that as he understood it, the committee wanted to
make Z changes: to recognize the existence of Gulf and to state
that Gulf 0il remain there.

Ed Durabb stated that the committee could add some gqualifying
language to be put in Policy 6 of the Timbalier E.M.U.

In reference to Poliev 8, Ed Durabb stated that be would add a
portion to read "can be reasonably shown” rather than '"can be shown' .

Ted Falgout made the motion to accept the Timbalier E.M.U., with the
changes. The motion was seconded by Windell Curcle. The motion
carried.

Next for discussion was the Raccourci E.}.U. Horace Thibodaux asked
Ed Durabb what was considered as Permanent human habitation dwellings
and if a camp would fall under this classification. Ed Durabb stated
that this section pertained to development of subdivisions, etec.
Horace Thibodaux suggested that Ed Durabt clarify what was meant as
Permanent habitation dwellings.

Ed Durabb stated that he could perhaps put in a definition section and
. include “"permanent human habitation dwellings"” in the section.

Ed Durabb reminded members that in the state plans, camps have a
general permit. He stated that perhaps it would be good to peint this
out somewhere in the ordinance.

Horace Thibodaux made the motion to accept the Raccoureci E.M.U. The
motion was seconded by Caroil Adams. The motion carried.

The next E.M.U. for discussiou was the South Barataria E.M.U. There
was no discussion on this E.M.T. Ted Falgout made the motion to
accept the South Barataria E.M.U. The motion was seconded bv Vindell
Curcle. The motion carried,

Ted Falgout asked Ed Durabb if he had found the name of the unidenti-
fied lake. Ed Durabb stated that he had been unable to find the name
but would includg the range and township lines.

Under old business, Horace Thibodaux informed members that he had
received from the Corps of Engineers a copy of the reply to his
questions he had raised at the public bearing for the Lafourche
Coastal Study on freshwater diversion. He stated that he would dis-
tribute a copy for the committee's review.

Under new business, the first E.M.U. for discussion was the South
Lafourche "A”. Ed Durabb stated that this information had been
mailed to committee members. Mr. Durabb identified South Lafourche
“"A" and "B" on the land cover map on display at the meeting.

Members asked if the Clovelly E..I.U. would be within the levee. Mr.
Windell Curole stated that it would not be included within the levee.
Ed Durabb stated that in his statements he was assuming that Clovellyw
would be in the levee.

Ed Durabb stated that the reason he separated it in the description
was that if the levee was built around Clovelly, fine, but if it was
not in the levee, we have to keep Clovelly the way it was in the
policies.

Ed Durabb said that he had included the South Lafourche Levee on <the
Clovelly E.m.U.

Ed Durabb showed 1980 Landsat photos of South Lafourche A" and
stated that we should be receivinz land use statisties for each E.M.T.
in the Coastal Zone.



Ed- Durabb showed '"change maps™” for 1976 to 1980 and explained what
color codings represented. He stated that he would have “"change
maps'" for each E.N.CU.

Ed Durabb asked if members had any cbjections to accevting the
South Lafourche A, "B, and "C" E.M.U.'s. FEe also asked if therv
cbjected to accepting the GColden Meadow and Bully Camp E.M.U.'s.

There being no discussion on the South Lafourche "A"™ E.M.U., YMr,
Windell Curole made the motion to accept the South Lafourche "A”
E.M.U. The motion was sé&conded byv Caroll Adams. The motion carried.

There being no objection, the motion to accept the South Larfourche
"B" E.M.U. was made by Ted Falgout and seconded bv Vindell Curocle.
The motiom carried. =

There being no objection, Caroll Adams made The motion to accept
the South Lafourche '"'C” E.M.U." The motion was seconded by Tindell
Curole. The motion carried.

There being no discussion on the Bully Camp E.M.U., Caroll Adams
made the motion to accept the Bully Camp E.M.U. The motion was
seconded by Horace Thibodaux. The motion carried.

There being no objection to the Golden Meadow E.M.U., Ted Falgout
made the motion to accept the Golden Meadow E.M.U. The motion was
seconded by Caroll Adams. The motion carried.

Ed Durabb them distributed additional Landsat information showing
land and water areas of the parish for the committee's review, Dis-
cussion was held in reierence to this informatiom.

Ed Durabb continued to brief members as to what data was shown on
the Landsat frames.

Mr. Durabb stated that he would be going to Batom Rouge on the follow-
ing Friday and that he should have some products ready by the end of
September. He also stated that he would be doing a demonstration at
LSU on Friday, October 1, 1982. He invited members to attend and in-
formed them that written invitations would be sent out.

Ed Durabb stated one of the problems with Landsat information was that
this has never become an operatiocnal system because money was never

in it. He stated that the Defense Department was the prime user of this
informatiomn. :

Ed Durabb informed members at thdt at the next meeting he hoped to
have all the economic, demographic, and land cover information written
up for committee review.

Ed Durabb stated that he had distributed to the committee a draft of
an introductory chapter on E.M.C.'s. He stated that the suggestion
of including a definition section was a good one. He said that he
would probably include definition section and asked that committee
members review the information they had.

Ed Durabb said that he wanted to discuss what sort of procedure
should be made to present the program to the Council.

Ed Durabb stated that Sandi Aymond would te preparing craphics of
the permitting system, what are uses of local concerns, and simpli-
fy the program and that he would try to call a special meeting to
discuss the proposed ordinance.

Discussion continued in reference to the submittal of the ordinance
ro the Parish Council. Ed Durabb said thar ne would be lookiag to
present the program to the Council at one of the regular meetings
in Octcber. The program would be presented for approval and sub-
mitted to the Coastal Management Section of the Department of
Natural Resources.

Ed Durabb stated that the committee has the ordinance. E.M.TU.'s. land
cover information. Jde stated that ae was awaliting nopulation pro-
jection information from UNO. He further said that most of the
population in the coastal zone was protected by the levee and that



there was very little impact except with activities domne in the wet-
lands and with water pollution.

£Zd Durabb said that almost evervthing ip the program with the excep-
tion of some of the graphics, should be ready to go to the Council,
and the resolution the Council has to produce would be completed.

He stated that the report would not be completed but that he could
review it and then send the information to the committee members

as he completed it.

Members asked if the Council would have to approve the ordinance.
Ed Durabb stated that thev would have to pass a resolution tO accepnt
the ordipance and the program.

Discussion continued in reference to public hearings being held and
the acceptance c¢I the ordinance by the Council and the state.

Ed Durapb stated that the Council would review the ordinance, pass a
resolution supporting the program, and then submit the oprogram to
the state. He stated that after the state approves the ordinance
the Council can pass the cordinance and the public hearing can be
held.

Ed Durabb said that he wanted to get the prograr before the Council
some time in October. =T

Phil Pittman commented that the CZM contract with the Department of
Natural Resources will end on December 31, 1982.

Ed Durabb asked Phil Pittman if the public hearing should be held
before or after the draft was sent to the Department of Natural
Resources. Phil Pittman responded that the public hearing should be
held after the draft was sent. After this time, a review would be
help that would take approximately 1 to 13} weeks.

Phil Fittman further stated that some program received to date have
a2 problem with explaining the permitting process with uses of state
and local concern.

Ed Durabb stated that the parish has a schematic already drawn and
will co & permitting punch list to eliminate confusion.

Discussion was held in reference to forms to be used with the report.
Discussion was also held in reference to fees being charged for the
review of permits of local concern. In reference to this information,
Phil Pittman stated that New Orleans and Jefferson Parishes use 2
scale to determine the cost for reviewing permits.

Horace Thibodaux stated that before submitting the draft that the .
committee needs to g0 over the appeals process. Discussion continued
in reference to appeals. Discussion was also held in reference to
confliects of interest.

x >

The next meeting was scheduled for Wednesday, September 29, 1982.

With no further discussion, the motion to adjourn was made by Caroll
Adams and seconded by Ted Falgout.

£
-
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WINTUTES
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
. Januarv 26, 1983
The meeting of the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zone lanagement Advisory

Committee was called to order by the acting chairman, Ted Falgout,
with the following: .

Present f ibsent
Mark Daire ' Cerald Bordelon
Ted Falgout Aorace Thibodaux

Carcll Adams
Perrv Gisclair
¥indell Curole
Gerald Louviere
Vince CGuillory

Also present were Ed Durabb of the Lafourche Parish Council, Phil
Pittman and Joel Tavlor of the Coastal MYanagement Section of the
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources, and Ronald Kiigen of
Nicholls State University.

The 1st item of business was the acceptance of the minutes of the
September 1, 1982 meeting of the Coastal Zone Management Advisory
Committee. On 3 motion by Ted Falgout, seconded by Windell Curole
the minutes were accepted. '

The next items for discussion were Volume I and Volume II of the
CZM Report. Ed Durabb introduced +the representatives from the
Coastal Management Section of the Louisiana Department of Natural
Pesources for their comments on the CZY draft report. Phil Pittman
stated that, other than the cne small section omitted: from the re-
port and minor typos and spelling, the report was by far the most
comprehensive local plan of ‘the 12 he had seer to date, i.e. the
best of all the parishes that had submitted CZ plans. He also
stated that it would be his recommendation. tO accept the plan
basically as written, once officially submitted by the Lafourche
Parish Counecil. :

Ed Durabb then distributed copies of a draft of a sectionm of the CZY
report inadvertently omitted entitled "Resources, Resource Users and
Conflicts".

Dhil DPittman also mentioned that Lafourche Parish was the only parish
to be ‘site-specific' with their CZU plan of all those submitted and
that the committee should be proud of this.

Ed Durabb them asked the idvisory Committee if thev had anv comments.
eriticisms, or changes thev would like to make in the drafit report.
There were no comments.

Ed Durabb them brought up for discussion what would happenm to the
CZM plan after it was approved by the CZM committee. He asked Phil
Pittman if any parishes had already been approved and if so, what
procedure had thev used to route their plan through their Parish
Council or Paolice Jury.

\ir. Pittman said that only Cameron Parish. had submitted their plan
o the Louisiana Department of Yatural Pesources to date, Eis rec-
ommendation was that the plan be submitted to. the Parish Council
and advertise at more or less the same time for a public hearing
on the proposal since there is a 30 dayv notice requirement for
publie hearing respomses under the law.

Phil Pittman stated that he felt this could he done concurrently
because there usually were not any major changes in the plans sub-
mitted for the public hearings to date for local plans.



Phil Pittman told the committee that Lafourche Parish bad the Coastal
Management Section approval right now to g0 ahead with submittal and
a public hearine.

Ed Durabb then asked Councilman Perry Gisclair what procedure he
would recommend to bring the CZM plan to the Council. Ed Durabb
thought it best to start with Perry Gisclair's committee (Drainage),
and get it approved by the committee before submitting it to the
Counecil.

Perry Gisclair suggested that the plan could be brought either before
joint committees or one committee with other councilmen invited to
come. BHe thought that this would be better since the committee would
have more time to hear a comblete presentation of CZM.

A question was raised by Ted Falgout as to whether the 0.l companies
would receive copies of this report. Ed Durabb stated that he would
probably send them copies as the time for the publie hearing drew
near.

Windell Curole brought up an E.M.U. policy issue +hat hac been dis-
cussed previously regarding how long a company would be required to
msintain an environmental mitigation facility (sueh as plug or spoil
bank) under the parish CZM program. The policies currently read,

“ags long as the company operates in Lafourche Parish.” Windell Curole
wished to delete this and leave it open ended with some cifferent
language So as to not put undue burden on loeal govermment to main-
tain costly mitigation facilities. "
Mr. Pittman told The committee that oil companies had been cooperating
quite well in the last 6 months with the permitting system at the
state level including the comstruction of mitigation facilities as
conditions for permits.

Ted Falgout asked Mr. Pittman to what extent the state would recog-
nize the Latourche plan since most ocil and gzs activities were "uses
of state concern” subject to state not loesl permits. Fhil Pittman
said that the state would incorporate Lafourche Parish comments into
any permit conditions for uses of state concern that the committee
comments on, i.e. they would incorporate whav Lafourche recormends
intn their permit review based on our CZ¥ plan. Phil Pittman said
that the Lafourche plan policies would be automaticallv used in state
permit evaluations. The local CZV administrator could also recommend
additional comments in his permit review if he wished.

Returning to the original discussion on 0il companies maintaining
their mitigation efforts, Windell Curole suggested that the wording
of the general policies be changed to "should be maintained” instead
of the existing language.

Gerald Louviere suggested that any disturbed marsh be returned to its
original state by the permit applicant as a condition on the permits.
After some discussion, it was agreed by the committee that, while

this was desirable, it might be construed as an unreasonable condition
due to the expense of hauling extra £i11 to a site that could not
possibly be refilled by oxidized organic material originally excavated
for the pipeline, or oil well or other structure.

Several committee members voiced the opinion t1iat’ the lst ocbjeetive
of the CZM Committee was to get the CZM program passed and that im-
posing onercus conditions on oil companies would make it that

much more difficult due to increased opposition over regulation or
unreasonable requirements.

Deviating from the discussion, Gerald Louviere asked what the state,
would do with our plan. Phil Pittman said that the Coastal Manage-
ment Section of the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources would
recommend approval of the Lafourche plan to the Secretary of the
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Louisiana Department of Xatural Resources. Ye (the Secretary) has
90 days after submittal by Lafourche Parish to hold a public hearing
and approve or disapprove our local plan. DPhil Pittman said his
recommendation to the Secretary would be for approval. Phil Picttman
said that after approval, the state would provide probably 840,000 -
350,000 implementation money to Lafourche Parish to set up the local
program.

In returniag back to the original discussion, Windell Curole made a
motion that the words “as long as the individual or corporation
operates in Lafourche Parish” be deleted from the Lafourche czM E.M.U.
policies. The motion was seconded by Ted Falgout. It carried unan-
imously. 2 3

Derrv Gisclair then explained to Mr. Louviere now the state has
monitored the development of the Lafourche program and that our
plan has benefited from this close coeperation.

Ed Durabb ailso presented Mr. Louviere with a history af Lafourche
Parish's participation in the developing state and local CZM program
since its inception in 1976. One point Ed Durabb stressed was that
the local participation was voluntary for the parish in the state
program.. He further stated that Tor perhaps the lst time, the parisi
has some say so in what happens in their own wetlands. Prior to
this, control of activities was exclusively a federal concern through
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 404 Permit Program.

There was general discussion regarding the cormittment of large
amounts of state funds for erosion contrel and freshwater diversion.
Mr, Pittman announced that approval of a freshwater diversion project
into the Barataria Basin at ""Davis Pond"” in St. Charles Parish had
been tentatively approved and should be operational in 10 vears
helping to rejuvenate the marshlands of the Barataria Basin, thus
nenefiting Lafourche Parish.

Perry Gisclair asked Ed Durabb if he wanted to wairt until after the
Council approved the plan to advertise for the public hearing. Ed

Durabb told Perry Gisclair that he thought we should waitr at least

uatil after committee approval before proceedine.

Fd Durabb then told the committee that he would appreciate their
being at the Lafourche Parish Council committee meeting to help ex-
plain the program to the committee and to the full Council. Cer-
tainly, the Advisory Committee would have an official meeting in
order to hold a public hearing on the CZM plan.

One final item was discussed, the budget for the local CZIT program.
Ed Durabb told the committee that a "wish” budget had been set up
for personnel and equipment in the 1979 local program report. He
said that he would update this considering anticipated revenues anc
mail the committee a copy. These questions will come up at the
Council meeting and public hearings, so it does need to be addressed.

The committee then approved the CZM report.and program bv acclamation.
Yo definite meeting date was set. £Ed Durabb told the committee he
would be in touch to invite committee members to the Council committee
meetircg and inform them of the program’'s PTORTESS.

Phil Pittman assured the committee of comtinued state support after
federal monies are ended. Fven if the parish abrogated their re-—
sponsibilities under CZ}, the state would still continue to manage
the coastal zone under the existing program.

There being no further business, on a motion by Windell Curole,
seconded by Perry Gisclair, the meeting was adjourned.
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Appendix iii

LAFOURCHE COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM APPROVAL DOCUMENTATION



ﬁAFOURCHE COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PRéGRAM
APPROVAL DOCUMENTATION

The Lafourche Parish CZM program was suﬁmitted to
the Lafourche Parish Council for approval on Thursday,
March 24, 1983. As per the Lafourche Parish CZM contract
and CZM program regulations, a public hearing was adver-
tised for and held on April 20, 1983. The purpose of this
heéring'was to solicit comments on the.proposed local
program. The meeting was held in the coastal zone at the
Greater Lafourche Port Commission Building in Galliano,
Louisiana.

This section contains the following program approval
documentation:

(1) Parish Council resolution approving the local CZM
program .

(2) Parish Council minutes introducing and approving
the local CZM Ordinance

{3) Public-hearing'notice and publication dates
(4) List of attendees at the public heéring

(S) minutes of the public hearing

(6) written comments on the CZM program

'(73 response to public hearing commentors

(8) Newspaper articles regarding the program submittal
and public hearing
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ORDINANCE ¥O. Li42

AN OQRDINANCT TO ISTA3LISE SUB-CHAZTEIR "g~ QF CZARTER 12
OF THE CODE OF QRDINANCES OF LAFOURCEE PARISE, TO 32
SNTTITLSD "COASTAL ZCNT MANAGERMENT SLAN OF LASOCRCIEZ
SARTSE." TETS CRODIMANCT ISTAZLISEES A COASTAL Z0ONZ
VANAGEMENT 2LAN FOR LAFOQURCEE PARISE, ESTABLISEES TEE
OFTTICT OF COASTAL 2ZONZ ADMINISTRAIOR, ZSTASLISEES AMD
SETINES A SSRMITTING SYSTEM TQ PERMIT ACTIVITISS I¥ T==
1L=GALLY DETTNED LAFOURCEE COASTAL ZONE, PROVIDES FOR
SSEMTIT APPEALS, PENALTIZS, SPECIAL PERMITS AND ZMER-
GENCY TSZS, PROVIDES FOR MODITICATIONS, STSPENSIONS AND
REVCCATION QF FERMITS AND ESTABLISEES AN AMENDMENT
PROCSDURE. GUIDANCE FOR PERMIT DECTISIONS IN THIS
ORDINANCS ARS RETZRENCID TC T== COMPTLETE COASTAL ZQNZ
VANAGZMENT PLAN WEICT IS REFSRENCED IX TEIS QRDINANCE
AND WHICE TEIS QRODINANCT ' DMPLEMENTS.

I IT ORDAINED 3Y¥ TEX CoUNCIT OF THEE 2ARISE QF LATOCRCER,
LOUISTANA, THAT:

SZCTION (1. The lLafouzche Farish Caas=al Zone Manzgement
Qrdinance i ﬁl:s.i:ly snac=ed for the purpose 9f:

(A} CSnsurisg sound mamagement QI uses in =ke csastal
zone L3 orcer tS: '

(1) srotses, rastore, and eniance sk rascuzcas o
tse coastal zone for =he Denefit and anijcovment
of prasent and Iutice ganerations;

(2) ansurs =he maiztsnances, continued Trotectian anc
srudent use o the matu=al rasguscss, Cenewabla
ané =sonranewablas, tharsin; .

(3) sromote sublic salsty, raal=~ anc Wwellare;

(4) srotsct wildlile, 2i sparigs, aguatic lifs, vet-
lands, astaaries and WatsrIways; anc

(3) preserve and 3rotact & =amaining scanic anc
hig=ariz =sscurcss 22 2e coastal Z3ne;
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Notice of Public Hearing

| AFOURCHE PARISH COASTAL ZONE
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

DATE: April 20, 1983, T:00PM.

OCATICON: Greater afourche Port Commission
Bldg., Galliano, La. 1

IMITED COPIES OF THE PARISH FROGRAM ARE AVAILAB.
DR DISTRIBUTION BY CONTACTING THE LAFOURCHE PARISH
L ANNING DEFARTMENT. COPIES OF THE PROGRAM ARE AL
WAILABLE FOR REVIEW AT THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT

FFICE DURING REGULAR BUSINESS HOURS (8:30 = 4:30Q)
JONDAY - FRIDAY UNTIL THE DATE OF THE PUELIC

HEARING.

-

PUBLISE: 3/24, 3/28, 3/31 & 4/04/83
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Name

Jorace Thibcdaux
Windell Curcle
Gerald Louvierse

Perry Gisclair

Mark Daire

Ed Durabb

Dhil Pittman

Joel Tarlor

i. BE. Honeycutt
Andy CGalliano

-

Gerald Louviere

LIST OF PUSBLIC
HEARING ATTEIXDEES

2241 Lissieon

CZi Advisory Committee Chairman (Representing
T. Baker Smith Engineers and Consultants)

CZM Advisorvy Committee (Director, Greater
LaZourche Port Commissicn)

CZM Advisory Committee (General Manager,
South Lafourche Lsvee District)

CZM Advisory Committee (Operazions Assis-
tant - Chevron Oil Compan?’)

CZM Advisory Committee (Owner Gulf Shrimp

Processors, Incorporated)
Parish Councilman

CZM Advisory Committee {igricultural Exten-
sion igent for Fisheries)

Lafourche Parish Planning Director

Caoastal Management Section, Louisiana Depart-
ment of Natural Resources

Coastal Management Section, Louisiana Depart-—
ment of Natural Hesources

CCMMENTORS
CKB & Associates, Inc.
rafourche Parish Civil Defense Diresctor

Lafourche CZM Advisory Committes
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PUBLIC HEARING COMMINTS

COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT

The official Lafourche Coastal Zone Management Program Public
Hearing was called to order at 7:10 P.M. by the Coastal Zoze
Management Advisory Committee ckairman, Horace Thibodaux.

k)

The following members were:

Presernt Absent

Ly S — e ——— T T SrUr—
Hdorace Thibodaux Caroll Adams
Ted Falgout Vince Guillory

Windell Curole
Geralid Louviere
Mark Daire

Perry (isclair

Also bresent were the following persons:

Ed Duraibb - Lafourche Parish Council Planning Director

DPhil Pittman - Coastal Management Section - Louisiana Department
of Natural Resources .

Joel Taylor - Coastal Management Section - Louisiana Department
of Naturzl Rescurces :

A. H. Honevcutt - CKB & Associates, Inc. _

Andy Galliano - Lafourche Parish Civil Defense Director

Sandi Avymond - Planning Department draftsperson

\lembers of the news media

Chairman Thibodaux welcomed everyone to the public hearing and then
turned the meeting over to Ed Durabb for a presentation on the
Lafourche CZM plan. .

Mr. Durabb explained how the CZM Advisory Committee Was organized
and the method they used to assist him in developing the drafzt
plan. He passed out CZM Iaformation Packets to all present with
the following information:

Questions and Answers about the Lafourche CZil Program
Elements of the State and Local Program
CZM Permit Flow Chart and Description
Environmental Management Unit Packe<
a. Description
o. List
c. Sample Z.4.T.

e 0 D -
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\r. Durabt them outlized the tremendous productivity of ctxe Lafourche
Darish marshlands, how the arsa was ZIormed, and how ths warish fits
into tae ecosystem of coastal Loulisiaaz

£4 Durabb then, using charts, spoke about the prooblems ol <
zone, namely land loss and saltwater intrusion. He discussed The
anvironmen+tal azxd economic cCOnsSequUEncEs of these problems Ior
parish.

\{r. Durapb then gave a brief history of Coastal Zone lManagsment 1o
rhe state aad parish. He explained whers the CZ. boundary wa
cared usizg charts and explaized =har activicies in the coast
zone would be regulated using & permitting systen.

He showed the committee a chart listing activities excluded Irom
permitting to emphasize the tType 0f activities that are covered
by the CZM Program.

E4 Durabb then described the Lafourche local progran including the
following elements:

Technical Information Base
Tovironmental Management Units
CZM Permit System

Uses of Loczl and State Concern
Special Areas

Uses of Regional Concern

@ O o ) N

Ze concluded his presentatiocn with the following staztements.

1. There are serious problems that threaten our parish today.
If these problems are not solved, it will result in the
disappearance of Lafourche Parish.

o> ' tptil recently, Lafourche had no plan and 20 say SO as tTo
what happened in its own wetlands. What controls there
were rested with the federal government.

3. Lafourche Parish has, for the lst time, a cohereant Program
to regain control of its own wetlands by responsibly managing
them in a partnership with the state.

¢ Lafourche Parisk accepts and implements this program, thke
arish will have gone a long way tcward insuriang that che
conomy, eavironment, and way of life that is so unique to
his area will continue.

o ('3

After Mr. Durabb concluded ais presentation, Horace Thibodaux asked
the representatives of the Louisiarna Department of Yatural ZResourcss
if they had any comments.

1 Pittman told the committee that ne was available to answer aay
stions at the public hearing.

e

hi
e
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Chairman Thibodaux then opened the IloC

Lafourche CZ¥ Program.

The 1lst speaker was ir. A. H. Hoanevcutt, representing CE3 &

ates, Inc. of New Orleans. Mr. Honeycutt opened kis
ccmments with a question. His Zirm operated in an arez that
appears to be inside the narrow strin of the cecastal zone
(100 vards inland from the mean nigh water mark of Barou Des
Allemards) runniag alcngz the Lafourche Parish boundary arez
extending from the Tisamond Foret Canal and Lake Salvador all
the way up the parisia to the St. James Parish line.

\fr. Honevcut: asked if the CZM Committee or Mr. Durabb Rad
developed aay policiles Zor this area as thev had for The 16
Invironmental sanagement Units south of the Intracoastal Water-
way.

\r. Durabb clarified that the CZM Program only applied within
the 0fficially designated zone. '

\l». Homevcutt tThen went to the CZM boundary map and pointed out
-he narrow ar-ea he is concernmed with, Mr. Hopeycutt said that
i€ there are no policies for this narrow area, then. he would not
comment at T2is time. He said that he would appreciate the
opportunity to comment on the plan if and when such plans and
policies are developed for the area he is concermned with,.

\[r. Durabb explained that, unlike the southern portion of the
parisn whose land area allowed the creation of environmental
management units with largely physical and/or hydrological
ooundaries, this narrow strip was arbitrarilvy drawn across mant
types of environments, i.e. brackish marsh, fresh marsh, £lcoded
reclaimed marsh and swamp. He (Mr. Durabb) felt that it would
be hetter to coacentrate on the large lanc area of Lafourche in
the coastal zone and leave this area alone for the present. Vhen
the parishes of St. Charles, St. John, and St. James have com-
pleted their respective plans, he would review the policies: thevy
had set for their environmental management units borderiag on
Lafourche Parish. If he was in agreement with their policies,

he would adopt similar policies. If there were changes that
needed to be made, he and the Advisory Committee would make the
changes and submit an amendment to the pian, adding these units
o the local marnagemenT Structure.

(It must be noted here that state guidelines would still apply in
this area in the absence of any specific parish colicies).

Jdr. Durabb assured Mr. Eoneycutt that his name would be kept c=z
£i1e and +that he would be notified when azy policies were devel-
‘oped for the area he 1is concerned with.

The next speaker was r. Andy Galliano of the Lafourchs Parish
Civil Defense Organization.
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Up. Gallianc said that Ris only comment i1s that 2e wonid. logs Te
be kept aware oi the CZJM program sizce 2¢€ 1S inealfad Wish Givid
NDefense and hurricane evacuatlon. gs felt that this plaz could
nave some impact oz the efiorts ol RIS organizacion

e also menticned 2 7 sarish study currently underwar ia conjunc-
-ign wizth tae flocd iasurance program designed TS mCTE accurat LT
assess elevaticns Iz eoastal Lafourche to modify tazatT »rogram 0
—ore realistic setting of $1lcad zones.

The next speaksr was Cerald Louviere, member ol the Lafourche CZi
Advisory Commitzee. His only comment was that alter the Lafourchke
nlan gets parish and state approval that a copy of the plan be for-
warded to the mayor and council of the Town of Colden \leadow.

There were no Zurther speakers. \fr. Thibodaux asked the Louisianz
Department of Natural Qescurces representatives if they wished to
make anv additional comments. ' .

\Mr. Pittman cutlined the orocedure for final supmittal of the CZM
plan to the committee after the public hezsring. Ar. Pittman said
chat this oy far is che best plan his office has seen.so far, the
most comprehensive plan that has been done and that Ed Durabo and
»the people on the advisory committee are to be coagratulated.

\[r. Pittman in respconse to 2 question from Horace Thibodaux out-
1ined the submittal status of the other local programs up for
approval (six to date). St. Bernard, St. James, and Cameron
Parishes have officially sucmitrted their programs.

Horace Thibodaux asked Mr. Pittman if Lafourche was only raquired
to hold 1 public hearing. Mr. Pittman said that was correctT.

Mr. Louviere asked what the status of the local plan was with the
Parish Council.

Councilman Perry Gisclair explained +hat the plan had been sub-
mitted through the Drainage Cormitrtee to the Parish Council. The
Council had approved the program by resolution (see attached) and
that the CZA Ordinance was Uup for final approval at the nextT
regular Council meeting (April 28, 1983).

Ted Falgout commented cun now far CZM had progressed Irom 2 tize
when =he “'carrot” ci the CEIP program lured parishes to begin
developing plams to today when there is little project doner hut
much interest ia souad CZM planning.

Horace Thibodaux then asked Ed Durab® to outline the process that
would be Followad after the public aearing. Ed Duratb outlined
he followiang steps that would be Taken: :

1. public hearing comments would be addressed in writing

2. public hearing Zile would remain opean 10 dars
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% Parish Council would pass CZL Ordinance
4. mizor modification in tiae CZM plan as per the refuss:T FE Zhe
Louisiana Ceological Survey would be made
3 i¥{ =here are no mainr changes or disruptions in The precess
the plan could ve submitted tTo the Secretary oI 'tae Louisian
Department of Natural Resources in early May
Horace Thibodaux askec Ed Durabb what the next task of the CZI
idvisory Committee was after the public hearing. td ourabb said
+hat once The program received approval, an administrator would
be selectad and that he or she would meet with the CZM advisory
Committee to iron out. the details of how the commitrtse would
function in the permit review process. This would probably be
in August cr :ept:mc_r.
There being nc further ccmment or discussion on the CZM Progranm,

a motion was made by Windell Curole seconded
the meeting The motion carried 6

by Ted Falzout to
O - + “

adjourn -
o
L Y ra :
F -’ i 3 ! / .
Edwln J BuFash

Plannaing Director

2R4
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april 25, 1982

Mr, Eéwin J. Du:abb, Plaaning Directar
Dost 0f£fice Drawer 1239

- -

Thibodaux, Louisiana 70302

Re: Lafourche Parish Coastal
Zone Management Program

Dear Mr. Durabib:

Confirming our comments at the Lafourche Parish Public
dearing at Gallizano, Louilsiana regarding the Lalourche
Sarish Revised Draft Coastal Zone Management Program, we

as General Partner, manage Section 39, TL6S R2LE, LaZcurchse
Parish, Louisiana, known as the Grancé Temple Shell Bank,
which is owned by ORC Limited Partnership. This property
may £z21l within the Lafourche Parish Coastal Zona Manags-
ment Jrogram. We understand that a strip of land along
Lake Salvador and Eayou Des Allemands, a,p*ozimately'lOO
vards wide, was excluded fram the 16 units of the Lafourche
Sarisa current coastal zcne managemensc urcg*am and that it
mavy be included within Zuture management anits.

We reguest an opportunity to review and comment on any
managament.alan affacting Section 39, T1l6S R21E

fours very—

==y ly,

meal _atabe Wanaga*
CX2® & Assoccilatss, Ixnc.
Genaral Partner

ASH:vn
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