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              (The following meeting was held:)
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Ladies and gentlemen, if we can 
  go ahead and find a seat, we'd like to go ahead and get 
  started in about one minute.  If everyone can find a seat, 
  we will get started in about one minute.  Thank you very 
  much.  
           Okay.  If everyone can go ahead and find a seat, 
  we would like to get started.  Good evening, my name is -- 
           CONSTITUENT:  Good evening.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Well, thank you.  My name is 
  Perry Franklin, and I will be serving as tonight's 
  facilitator.  Tonight's meeting is a very special meeting 
  in that there are two distinct parts of tonight's meeting.  
  You can see here on the agenda, we will have a welcome by 
  Mr. Chip Kline; then we'll have a presentation; and then 
  we'll have a public comment portion of tonight's meeting. 
           Then we're going to go into the NRDA meeting, and 
  you're going to have a similar format.  We're going to 
  have a presentation; we're going to have a public comment 
  portion of that meeting; and then we'll conclude.  So you 
  will see two presentations with two different public 
  comment portions.  
           If you are here tonight to talk on behalf of the 
  State's Annual Plan, you will need to put your name on a 
  white card so I can call you up for Public Comment Session 
  No. 1.  If you would also like to comment on the NRDA 
  Plan, there will be a blue card.  And throughout the 
  evening I'll say, "If you would like to make public 
  comment, just raise your hand, and we'll get a card to 
  you." 
           To formally kick us off tonight, I'd like to 
  invite Mr. Chip Kline, deputy director of the office of 
  the Governor, to open up tonight's meetings.  Mr. Kline.  
           CHIP KLINE:  Thank you.  Good evening.  My name 
  is Chip Kline.  I serve as the deputy director for coastal 
  activities in the office of the Governor.  And on behalf 
  of our office, the CPRA, and our federal partners, I want 
  to thank you for taking the opportunity to join us 
  tonight.  
           this is a important part of our process.  
  Obviously, we're here tonight to present the Plan.  But 
  we're also here to listen -- to listen to you.  So we'd 
  like to invite all of you to take the opportunity to make 
  a comment tonight.  
           We have a number of state and federal 
  representatives here tonight if you -- if you all could 
  please raise your hand?  I know there are some folks from 
  the Department of Interior, other state officials that are 
  here.  You may recognize some of these folks from our 
  open-house portion of the meeting.  But they will remain 
  here after the meeting to answer any questions, if you 
  have any.  
           We also have some local elected officials that 
  I'd like to recognize.  Of course, Lafourche Parish, 
  Charlotte Randolph; St. Charles Parish, President V.J. 
  St. Pierre; we have Henry LaGrange with St. Mary Parish.  
  Where's Henry?  There he is.  And Representative Sam Jones 
  right over here in the corner.  But thank you all again 
  for coming.  We look forward to hearing from you.  And at 
  this time, I'll turn it over to President Charlotte 
  Randolph for some opening remarks.  
           CHARLOTTE RANDOLPH:  Thank you, Chip, and welcome 
  all of you tonight.  I know that Archie was the first one 
  to clap.  That's how you keep your job in Lafourche.  It's 
  good to see so many of you here tonight.  It's good that 
  you're interested.  And it's good to see so many 
  participants as well because many of you have been in this 
  process for a long time, guys.  I --  it's like rounding 
  up the usual suspects when we talk about coastal 
  restoration.  But I'm glad you're here.  
           I'm glad you're continuing to work with the 
  State.  We're all in this together, and we have no 
  boundaries when it comes to this important -- these 
  important projects we're going to talk about.  So welcome 
  to Lafourche.  
           Hopefully, this will go very well tonight, and 
  the next Master Plan will be just as important as this 
  one.  Thank you for being here.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Okay.  Thank you both.  So just 
  in a moment we'll have a presentation giving by Mr. Kyle 
  Graham followed by a public comment portion.  
           Again, if you want to make a public comment, you 
  don't have to make that decision now.  You can listen to 
  the presentation; and if something comes to you that you 
  want to make that comment, just raise your hand again, and 
  we'll get that card to you.  
           As you can see, we have a court reporter with us 
  tonight, Ms. Davis.  She is here to make sure that your 
  comments are accurately captured.  We also have with us a 
  sign language interpreter, Ms. Melissa.  
           Are there any individuals with us tonight that 
  are in need of sign language interpretation assistance?  
  Any individuals with us tonight who are need of sign 
  language interpretation?  
           MS. MELISSA:  Seeing none.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Melissa.  
  Before proceeding if I can ask everyone to silence their 
  phones, as people have driven many miles to be here, we 
  want to respect all participants.  When you walked in, 
  there was a very important document about the State's 
  Draft Fiscal Plan.  I invite you to pick one of these up.  
  Not only will it have a tremendous amount of information 
  for you that you can go through and read at your leisure, 
  but you're going to hear us talk about these public 
  comments until February 19th.  That period is open until 
  February 19th.  
           On the back cover of that book are the three ways 
  you can submit those comments.  You can come forward 
  tonight and give them verbally.  You can e-mail those 
  comments, or you can mail those comments in, or you can -- 
  there's four ways -- or you can even go to the web site 
  and put those comments in.  So I invite each of you to 
  pick up one of these if you have not done so already.  
           So at this time I'd like to introduce the State's 
  presenter, Mr. Kyle Graham, deputy executive director for 
  the Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority for the 
  State of Louisiana.  Mr. Graham.
           KYLE GRAHAM:  Thank you, Perry.  As Perry 
  mentioned, we do hope that you -- that you have time to 
  either pick up a copy of the -- of the Annual Plan -- 
  Draft Annual Plan here or take a look at it on the web 
  site.  I'm going to give you a brief presentation covering 
  a lot of the highlights of the Annual Plan, but it's a 
  pretty thick document.  We've spent a -- the CPRA 
  Implementation Office is about five years old now, and 
  we've been progressing the information that goes into that 
  document and trying to come up with ways to best be able 
  to communicate that to the public.  And so, you know, even 
  if there are better ideas and you say, "Hey look, the way 
  you roll these up or the way that we are reading these 
  projects is really confusing."  We're always open to 
  suggestions.  
           We -- not only do we put out the Annual Plan; but 
  now on a quarterly basis, we put out a quarterly report.  
  It gives you a little bit of updates on how we're 
  progressing with the projects that we announced inside the 
  Annual Plan.  
           Here's a little bit of a look on the road show 
  that we're doing.  The Draft Annual Plan was initially 
  presented to the CPRA Finance Working Group back in 
  December.  December 19th was the first time that it went 
  out into a public forum.  It was posted and put up for 
  public comment on January 9th.  Tonight is actually the 
  third public presentation we've given in the last two 
  days.  We were in Belle Chasse last night.  We were -- 
  today we were at the CPRA board meeting in Baton Rouge.  
  Of course, we're here.  Tomorrow we'll be both at the 
  CWPPRA Task Force meeting in New Orleans as well as in 
  Lake Charles.  We'll keep the public comment period open 
  until February 19th.  We will then take those comments; 
  we'll evaluate those comments; we'll modify the Annual 
  Plan, as seen appropriate; and then we will present it to 
  the CPRA board. 
           After you -- ideally, after it gets approved by 
  the CPRA board, it'll go to the legislature for approval 
  before it becomes final.  The reason we do the Annual 
  Plan, not only is it the right thing to do, but it's also 
  part of the statute that governs CPRA.  The statute 
  requires CPRA to do two types of planning.  One, is the 
  big picture planning which is the Master Plan.  When we 
  were here a couple of years ago working on the Master Plan 
  update, the very first Master Plan came out in 2007.  The 
  Master Plan update came out in 2012.  
           We are required by that statute to update that 
  Master Plan at least every five years.  The Annual Plan is 
  a subset of that.  It really gets into the details of how 
  we're going about actually implementing the Master Plan.  
  And so what you see in the -- the Annual Plan are the 
  details on the project schedules and the project dollars 
  of of the expenditures as we start to work toward actually 
  building out the Master Plan.  
           If I had to summarize, essentially, where we are 
  in the Coastal Program and what you'll find if you read 
  through the entire Annual Plan, first off we were very 
  fortunate when we were initially stood up and just after 
  Katrina to receive some significant programs -- dollars in 
  significant programs.  
           We've been experiencing a tremendous burst of 
  construction that began a couple of years ago and that 
  continues not only today but as we anticipate it 
  continuing through fiscal year '15.  Many of those 
  programs are coming to a close.  
           We're also starting a lot of new programs.  
  Through the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill, we were able to 
  gather dollars through the Berms to Barrier Program, the 
  early NRDA process, part of which you will hear about 
  later today.  The restore dollars are expended -- expected 
  to be -- started to be expended in fiscal year '15, as 
  well as, dollars that were through the BP Criminal 
  Settlement under the National Fish and Wildlife 
  Foundation.  
           With those dollars, we're not only continuing to 
  do kind of the bread-and-butter projects, the projects 
  that were the low-hanging fruit, the Marsh Creation, the 
  Barrier Island Projects, that we've been spending much of 
  the last five, six years on; but we're also starting to 
  look at some of the more complex projects.  The projects 
  that have the potential to take our -- our average annual 
  land-loss rate and decrease it.  So as opposed to just 
  dealing with that land-loss rate and trying to keep up 
  with it, trying actually to address it.  And currently 
  we're expected to loose about 16 square miles a year.  
  Ideally, as opposed to trying to keep up with that and 
  pumping sand or rebuilding 16 square miles a year, we want 
  not only to continue to dredge but also try to put in some 
  projects, whether they're hydrologic modifications or 
  better use of the riverine resources to decrease that over 
  all land-loss projections into the future.  
           The projects that we began working on back in 
  November of 2012, some of the large ones are looking at 
  the Mississippi Sediment Diversions that were included in 
  the Master Plan and unanimously approved by the 
  legislature; looking at the increase from the Atchafalaya 
  to the Terrebonne Project, a project that's been on the 
  books for quite some time.  But for the first time this 
  past year, we actually stood up a team to begin working on 
  the planning effort of that; the Calcasieu Ship Channel 
  Salinity Control Structures, looking at if it's possible 
  to decrease some of that salt water intrusion; and then 
  the Houma Navigation Canal Lock Complex.  Again, a project 
  that was authorized by Congress but has yet to receive a 
  whole lot of attention.  Something that could work in 
  concert with the recently constructed Bubba Dove Lock 
  Gate; and then finally the Mississippi River Sediment 
  Delivery Systems.  Over the last few years, we've been 
  very fortunate to be pumping sediment really far.  Really 
  far in our minds is about 22 miles.  Actually, that's the 
  furthest that sediment has ever been pumped in the United 
  States.  And we were able to pump sediment from the 
  Mississippi River out to Schofield Island and to Shell 
  East to build those islands.  So we know that -- we know 
  that there's -- it is possible to pump those sediments 
  further than we actually anticipated when we initially got 
  into these studies.  
           We recently launched and are hopeful to start 
  construction on an additional long-distance sediment 
  pipeline that is going to the west of the Mississippi 
  River into the Bayou Dupont area.  And right now we are 
  investigating one that would go toward the -- to the East, 
  one that would go toward the Orleans Land Bridge and the 
  Lake Borgne area.  
           And then, finally, we're really starting to 
  solidify our foundation more.  We're we're setting 
  ourselves up for the long haul.  We recognize that the 
  program that we've been so fortunate to be able to 
  establish isn't just here for five years or ten years, 
  that the projects and the programs are going to go on for 
  decades as long as we choose to live and we have 
  communities that thrive in this landscape.  And so we want 
  to be sure that we have the appropriate level of 
  monitoring and data management to be sure that the 
  projects of the future are built on the best advice and 
  the best knowledge that we have moving forward.  
           Here's a little bit of a snapshot of the CPRA.  
  This is if someone said, "Hey what have you done? You 
  know, you've had this organization now for five years.  
  Can you show us a little bit about what actually has 
  happened?" 
           This is more or less our report card.  We are the 
  Coastal Protection Restoration Authority.  So when you 
  look at this, you will see at -- on the top of the 
  Restoration Actions that have been constructed.  These are 
  just construction dollars; in the bottom are protection 
  dollars.  So since 2008 when we were stood up, we've 
  constructed about $860 million worth of coastal 
  restoration projects.  It's a total of 31 different 
  projects that we've been fortunate to complete.  
           Currently, under construction we have $505 
  million worth of coastal restoration work.  That is by far 
  the largest amount coastal restoration work that this 
  state has ever had under construction.  We anticipate 
  letting an additional about $274 million worth of work 
  before this next fiscal year.  And then in fiscal year 
  '15, it is included in the Annual Plan an additional about 
  $467 million.  
           So by the end of fiscal year '15, we will have 
  let for construction about $2.1 billion worth of work.  If 
  you look at the body of work that we've been fortunate 
  enough to work on, the vast majority of that, as I've 
  mentioned before, has been in barrier islands and in marsh 
  creation; and we'll talk about that quite a bit.  
  And then, finally, down looking at the Structural 
  Protection Project -- and obviously a lot of this is 
  around the greater New Orleans area -- you'll see about 
  8.7 billion in total expenditures.  However, there is a 
  considerable amount of expenditures outside of that area 
  as well, whether it's on the Morganza the Gulf Project or 
  Rousugo Meadow Project or even on the west shore doing 
  some additional investigations for protection projects 
  there.  
           Here's a look a little bit of the dredge projects 
  that we've done since 2008.  This gives you an idea just 
  in the central and southeast region.  You can see both the 
  borrow areas and the placement areas.  This represents 
  about $1.3 billion worth of dredging work that we've 
  been -- that we've been involved in since 2008.  
           Some of the projects that are currently under 
  construction and they'll be under construction around the 
  Coast, this is the Cameron Parish Shoreline Restoration 
  Project.  Here's a look of where we were in 2010 and where 
  we are currently.  We're a little bit further along than 
  this, but the latest aerial that we had on that project is 
  very similar to the Caminada Headland Project, if you've 
  had the chance to go down and visit that project.  
  There's a Bank Stabilization Project.  One of the things 
  that you'll find in the Master Plan is that we don't 
  utilize just one technique.  Across -- if you look at the 
  history of Coastal Restoration or Protection Actions, it's 
  been a combination of rock protection as well as marsh 
  creation and barrier islands and very much those are in 
  line with the projects that we're implementing today.  
           This is a Rock Protection Project on the fresh 
  water Bayou.  This project is anticipated to go to 
  construction and to bid for construction at the end of 
  this month, if not early in February.  Some of the 
  projects that we have are looking at new solutions.  We 
  very much recognize that we don't have all of the answers.  
  One of the reasons that the Master Plan gets updated at 
  least every five years is to keep pushing forward.  
           Through the CWPPRA Program, this is a project 
  where we're looking at alternatives for stabilizing 
  shoreline.  These are looking at in areas where, perhaps, 
  the substrate is too soft to be able to place rock.  What 
  are some of the alternatives that we can evaluate?  And 
  this is the non-rock alternative that is currently under 
  construction through the CWPPRA Program.  
           Franklin Floodgate Sinkable Barge Pump Station 
  was a project that was utilized CDBG funds.  It's all 
  about $6.3 million.  Here's a look at the structure that 
  is at that location.  Of course, the Morganza the Gulf 
  Project is a project that has gotten significant attention 
  from the CPRA in total over the last many years.  We've 
  been pursuing about $315 million worth of projects across 
  the Morganza of the Gulf Program.  
           Our current focus right now is on, as I mentioned 
  before, the Houma Navigation Canal Lock Structure.  We're 
  very interested in looking at the feasibility of those 
  structures coming up and selecting alternatives and 
  getting that project into engineering and design.  Of 
  course, many of you are very familiar with the Bubba Dove 
  Floodgate as well as some of the Levee Projects.  
           The Caminada Headland Beach and Dune Restoration, 
  this is a project initially had $70.7 million that was 
  from State and CIAP funds.  It's under construction to 
  date.  Actually, this morning at the CPRA board meeting, 
  we got approval from the CPRA board to seek an additional 
  $155 million from the National Fish and Wildlife 
  Foundation.  That is a BP settlement dollars to be -- to 
  construct the second portion of this.  So tomorrow we will 
  actually submit the formal submittal for those $155 
  million to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation.  We 
  anticipate approval.  And once approval we're hopeful that 
  this project could actually be bid in late March, if not 
  April and under construction in June and July.  So we 
  shouldn't see a gap between the construction of the first 
  increment of the beach dune portion and the second 
  increment.  
           Here's a look at that project.  This project the 
  borrow site is actually off the -- in the outer -- in the 
  outer continental shelf waters.  And so this took a permit 
  from Biome.  It's the first time that we were able to tap 
  that very important sediment supply to begin -- to begin 
  performing some of these types of work.  
           The Mississippi River Long Distance Sediment 
  Pipeline, you know, this is a project I mentioned before 
  with looking at the sediment pipeline to the east.  When 
  we initially started this project, we thought there was no 
  way we would be able to go 11 or 15 miles with this 
  pipeline.  We have since constructed with a 22-mile 
  pipeline down to Schofield Island and so we're -- this is 
  a project that was recently bid.  We're having the 
  pre-construction meeting with the selected contractor this 
  month, and we'll have a better idea of what that schedule 
  looks like to actually get the equipment out there to 
  start building this very important project.  
           The phase that we're in right is about a $102 
  million, and that's a combination of both the dollars that 
  were set aside through the CIAP program as well as the 
  CWPPRA Program.  This uses -- utilizes borrow areas in the 
  river.  We've recently done a recharge rate on some of 
  those borrow areas.  It's anticipated that those borrow 
  areas will refill about every two to three years.  So our 
  goal is to constantly be funding projects in this region 
  to be able to fulfill the -- the intent of this project in 
  the Long  distance Sediment Pipeline.   But this $102 
  million should about drain the available sediment within 
  that reach. 
           The Lake Hermitage Marsh Creation Project is a 
  project originally funded through CWPPRA Program.  This is 
  another project that we were able to tap riverine 
  sediments to build marsh.  Since it's establishment, we 
  also got dollars through the Natural Resources Damage 
  Assessment Program, the early restoration projects, which 
  you'll see an additional suite of projects that will 
  utilize that same funding source later today.  They're out 
  there building that project right now, and here's a little 
  bit of a look at what that project looks like.  
           Of course, there's the Greater New Orleans 
  Hurricane Protection System work.  I'm sure that the folks 
  in this region are really tired about hearing how great 
  this system is.  But it really does show you a little bit 
  of -- of what can be done today with the funding that it 
  -- if the funding falls from the sky.  It's truly amazing 
  at some of the features that are there.  And a lot of 
  those lessons learned, we're hopeful that will be able to 
  bring to the Morganza of the Gulf.  
           And then, finally, the Biloxi Marsh Shoreline 
  Project, this is, again, a protection project that is 
  currently under construction.  Here's a look at that 
  project.
           So in total, the Fiscal Year '15 Draft Annual 
  Plan purposes expenditures of $668 million, fairly well-
  balanced.  You've got about 62 percent of those dollars 
  are in construction activities.  You're looking at -- 
  we're looking at about 10 percent of them in engineering 
  and design; 10 percent of them in planning, which we think 
  of those -- historically if you go back over the last few 
  annual plans, the amount of construction has been much 
  larger as we -- we were digesting that bubble of dollars.  
  But having those important pieces in planning and 
  engineering design to be able to work on the -- the next 
  round of construction projects, we're very excited about.  
           We're operating on a total of about 8 percent of 
  our expenditures, something that we're really, really 
  proud of.  Our on-going programs initiatives make up about 
  6 percent of that.  A growing cost will be our operations, 
  maintenance, and monitoring.  So right now we're looking 
  at about 4 percent, as we take on additional liabilities, 
  that'll start eating up a larger percent of our budget.  
           Here's a look at the active projects if -- just 
  across the coast.  These are the -- these aren't projects 
  that are necessarily under construction.  This is where 
  we're expending funds.  So all of the projects across the 
  coast, we're expending funds starting from the southwest 
  moving to the central and then finally in the southeast, 
  where the majority of our funds are being spent.  
           We've attempted to take all of the information, 
  all of the various programs, and show them in various 
  tables inside of the Annual Plan.  If you go into the 
  appendices, you can actually see each individual project.  
  You can see each the amounts, and then that gets rolled up 
  into the revenues and the expenditures chart.  So this is 
  the revenues that we're anticipating in fiscal year '15 
  from the multiple different sources that we utilize.  So 
  our trust fund that we -- which is a recurring trust fund 
  that we are getting is about $33 million.  We don't get 
  additional dollars from the State.  Everything else is -- 
  is -- is within these different funds whether there -- 
  they're CIAP dollars or programs, whether they're dollars 
  through the Natural Resource Damage Assessment or the 
  Community Development Block Grant Program.  
           Most of those revenues in those programs are tied 
  directly to expenditures in those programs.  So when you 
  see natural -- NRDA dollars come in, there are NRDA 
  dollars going out on the expenditure side. 
           In addition to our operating expenses, we do 
  manage a suite of programs.  The Adaptative Management 
  Program is something that we kicked off last year.  It's 
  really -- we pulled together a lot of the expenditures 
  that we had ongoing but really started to focus on them.  
  It's getting back to that foundation, making sure that we 
  have appropriate funding to continue in the monitoring 
  that is going to help inform future projects, continuing 
  the modeling that's going to help us develop projects for 
  the next Master Plan, as well as, how we're going to house 
  all of that data so that that can be made available to the 
  large community of engineers and scientist that are 
  working in our field.  
           And that's all I got.  I'm -- I'm looking forward 
  to your comments.  And, again, I know there is a whole lot 
  of information here.  There's a lot more in the Annual 
  Plan.  I do hope that if you don't have questions and 
  comments tonight prepared that you'll take the time, and 
  you'll be able to get those comments to us through one of 
  the various menus that Perry mentioned.  So, again, thank 
  you for your time.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Kyle.  
           Okay.  So that was a great overview of the Fiscal 
  Year 2015 Annual Plan.  If you have specific questions 
  related to this Fiscal Year 2015 Annual Plan, the public 
  comment portion of tonight's meeting is not the time to 
  ask that question.  We have subject matter experts in the 
  rear of the room, and they will answer each of your 
  questions.  
           This is an opportunity for you to give public 
  comment, and we're going to invite some individuals up to 
  the front to receive your comments.  Because we have a 
  number of speakers, we're going to limit the speakers to 
  three minutes.  Some people have driven many miles to be 
  here tonight, and we want to give everyone who wishes to 
  speak the opportunity to do so.  
           Also, remember we have another segment to come 
  following this public comment, so we have a lot of 
  information to cover.  I will call individuals up two at a 
  time.  If the first person I call will come up and begin 
  to speak, when you begin to speak, if you will, give your 
  name and if you're representing an organization, say the 
  name of the organization; and then you will be given three 
  minutes to go ahead and to give your comment.  
           When speaking there is a monitor on the front 
  table.  That monitor will give you a fresh three minutes.  
  It will be green for two and a half minutes.  It will then 
  be yellow at two and a half minutes to three minutes.  
  When it hits red, I hope that you'll respect that red 
  button or that red sign and go ahead and wrap up and let 
  the next person begin to speak.  And I'll just give you a 
  reminder if it is red and you're still speaking.  
           All right.  So we have a few individuals who are 
  up front to receive your comments on the State's Annual 
  Plan.  You've already met Mr. Kyle Graham; Mr. Robert 
  Routon, Chief Project Management Division CPRA; Mr. Joe 
  Wyble, Project Management Administrator CPRA; and Mr. Chip 
  Kline, who you heard from to get us started for the 
  evening.
           Okay.  At this time I'd like to invite up 
  Mr. Oneil Malbrooch followed by Captain George Ricks.  
  Mr. Malbrooch is first.  Thank you.  And if you'll just 
  say your name.  And before you begin, let me just ask if 
  we have to give assistance to anyone.  
           Is there anyone whose joined us since the 
  beginning of tonight's meeting who is in need of sign 
  language interpretation assistance?  
           MS. MELISSA:  I see none.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you.  Please proceed. 
           ONEIL MALBROOCH:  My name is -- my name is, Oneil 
  Malbrooch.  I'm a consultant with the Lafourche Base and 
  Levee District tonight and Mr. Randy Trosclair, the 
  Executive Director for Lafourche Basin could not be here 
  because of a surgery that one of his family members had.  
  So he asked me to come -- to come here and speak on his 
  behalf.  And as you know, the Lafourche Basin Levee 
  District was the local sponsor for the Donaldsonville to 
  the Gulf Feasibility Study.  That was included, I guess, 
  the evaluation was included in the original Master Plan.  
  Since then the Corps has developed its -- a negative 
  position against that project.  But the Lafourche Basin 
  Levee District in conjunction with the five parishes that 
  it represents in the upper part of Barataria and Lafourche 
  Parish continue that project moving -- trying to move that 
  project forward, and the -- and working with the CPRA 
  working right now with the two alternatives that they're 
  looking at, being the Highway 90 Alignment and the Ridge 
  Alignment.  
           In the month of June of last year, we submitted 
  some data to the -- to the -- to the planning group to 
  evaluate those alternatives.  They're working on that.  I 
  think that report is supposed to be finished by the end of 
  February, and it's in the process.  And we're just -- 
  we're -- we're anxiously awaiting that evaluation and 
  the -- hopefully the inclusion, the final inclusion, into 
  the Master Plan and the project moving forward.  
           But we'd like to just request that y'all continue 
  to expedite that project.  Since the -- since the 
  onslaught of this national flood insurance debacle that's 
  happening, the significance of building flood protection 
  in the lower part of Saint Charles and the -- and the 
  upper part of Lafourche Parish, in all the parishes, the 
  coastal parishes, has become significant.  And this 
  particular area happens to be that gap between the West 
  Bank and Vicinity and Morganza to the Gulf.  And it's 
  that -- it's that -- it's that piece of the -- of the 
  levee system that both Lafourche and Terre and 
  St. Charles, St. John, St. James, Ascension, and 
  Assumption Parish in the upper part of Barataria, on the 
  west side of the Mississippi River.  It's critical.  So 
  we're asking for y'all to continue the work that y'all are 
  doing, expedite it, and hopefully complete it as soon as 
  possible. 
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Malbrooch.  As 
  Captain George Ricks is approaching the microphone, next 
  up will be Mr. St. Pierre.
           CAPTAIN GEORGE RICKS:  Good evening, gentlemen.  
  My name is Captain George Ricks.  I'm president of Save 
  Louisiana Coalition.  We're a non-profit organization 
  representing commercial and recreational fishing 
  industries interest of the coastal communities; and our 
  goal is responsible restoration of the coast which 
  includes protecting the fishing and seafood industries as 
  well as the culture and heritage of the people who make 
  their livings in the water, a culture and heritage which 
  makes Louisiana what it is a sportsman paradise.  
           I have here a letter that was dated June 26, 
  2013, to the CPRA by the National Marine Fishery Service.  
  And this is in regards to the Mid-Barataria Sediment 
  Diversion operating at 50 to 75,000 cubic feet a second.  
  And in this letter the National Marine Fishery Service 
  raises concerns about the proposed diversion that it may 
  have adverse impacts to economically important estuaries 
  and fisheries and their habitants.  
           They also are concerned that the diversion could 
  displace marine fisheries species from currently 
  productive habitats to less supported habitats, reduce 
  marine fishery productivity, convert essential fish 
  habitat to areas no longer supportive of some federally 
  managed marine fishery species and their prey items, 
  render wetlands impacted by diversions most acceptable to 
  erosion from storms, degrade water quality; and lastly but 
  most importantly may cause socioeconomic hardship to those 
  involved in the commercial and recreational fishing 
  industries.  Also areas in this Barataria Basin was 
  designated as essential fish habitat and are protected 
  under Magnuson-Stevens Act.  
           This letter also goes on with concerns saying 
  that in regards to the flow of how they are going to 
  operate the Mid-Barataria Diversion, it could freshen the 
  water substantially four months out of the year between 
  February and June, which also happens to coincide with the 
  spawning seasons of most of the marine fisheries species.  
  It says, "Freshening substantial portions of the basin and 
  localized lowering of water temperature for five months of 
  the year would affect a broad range of fishery species 
  during a variety of life stages and their prey."  
           It also goes on to stress concerns of a 
  population of Bottlenose dolphin that inhabit Barataria 
  estuary that are severely ill because of the BP Oil Spill 
  that could be affected by the fresh water.  
           Now, giving all these concerns and comments by 
  the National Marine Fishery Service, not a bunch of angry 
  fishermen, but a branch of the US Government, along with 
  the uncertainties involved with diversions, couple that 
  with the potential harm to a $4.1 billion a year 
  commercial and recreational fishing industry, add in 
  mitigation cost that will be required by the Magnuson-
  Stevens Act for harm that will certainly be done to the 
  federally protected essential fish habitat, it seems like 
  the cost of dredging is not that prohibitive.  
           It is a fact, according to General Duke DeLucca, 
  the Corp of Engineers, that in the first five to ten years 
  of operation a diversion will actually cause a land loss 
  before it starts gaining land, increasing the risk of 
  storm surge in these areas affected by the diversion, 
  thus, increasing the risk of flooding to the coastal 
  communities involved.  
           We're losing land by your own estimates, 
  Mr. Graham, at 16 and-a-half square miles a year.  So if 
  that's the case, we could loose 165 square miles before 
  the diversion starts building one.  The money in the 2015 
  draft could be better spent on dredging or marsh creation 
  projects that would benefit now, no shuffle -- not 
  shuffle, $30 million off the engineering and design of 
  diversions that may not work.  Thank you.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Captain Ricks.  While 
  Mr. St. Pierre is coming up, I just want to remind you if 
  you want to make comment, just raise your hand, and we 
  will get a white card to you so that we can properly call 
  you forward.  Mr. St. Pierre.
           V.J. ST. PIERRE:  Thank you.  Good evening, 
  gentlemen.  My name is VJ St. Pierre, Parish President of 
  St. Charles Parish.  As a St. Charles Parish President, 
  I'm here representing the residents of St. Charles Parish 
  to advocate for the inclusion of Highway 90 Levee 
  Alignment into the CPRA's Fiscal Year 2015 Annual Plan.  
  Through no fault of our own, the federal government and 
  the Corp of Engineers have left areas of the West Bank 
  unprotected from storm surges, though no project 
  recommendation from the Donaldsonville to the Gulf Study 
  failed to recognize that the gaps in levee protection 
  spanning from the West Bank and Vicinity system around New 
  Orleans to the authorize Morganza to the Gulf in Lafourche 
  and Terrebonne Parishes.  This gap leaves a major 
  evacuation and first-responders route vulnerable to 
  hurricane flooding and diminishes the federal, state, and 
  local agencies the ability to respond in disasters.  
           It is crucial that these gaps in the levee be 
  plugged.  If the alignment -- if the project -- if the 
  proposal alignment is adopted by CPRA, it would -- it 
  would provide hurricane protection for portions of six 
  coastal parishes in upper Barataria Basin, close the gap 
  in protection on the West Bank, and protect billions of 
  dollars in homes, businesses, infrastructure. including 
  critical energy and chemical plants along the Mississippi 
  River.  
           Projected tributaries to the Highway 90 Alignment 
  have been submitted to CPRA for approval and is our 
  preferred local alternative.  It is important to -- it is 
  important that CPRA recognize that the Highway 90 
  Alignment in the Fiscal Year 2000 Annual Plan because time 
  is of essence.  Every year that the levee project waits 
  for approval is one year longer before residents of 
  St. Charles, St. James, St. John, Assencion, Assumption, 
  and Lafourche Parish can expect comprehensive flood 
  protection.  
           The proposed alignment includes a series of 
  levees and flood walls that follows Highway 90 from Davis 
  Pond Diversion in St. Charles Parish to Highway 308 in 
  Lafourche Parish and will include a sector gate in Bayou 
  Des Allemands.  Having a preferred alignment from CPRE for 
  the entire upper Barataria Basin is crucial to the ongoing 
  engineering and design of the system being done by 
  St. Charles Parish and Lafourche Levee District.  
           CPRAs buy-in would allow the entire project to be 
  declared consistent with the Master Plan instead of having 
  a piece-mill it together and phasing at a time.  It would 
  also open up avenues for dedicated project funding from 
  the State.  The cost of the systems is between $300 and 
  $400 million.  It is not a cost that local parishes can 
  shoulder on their own.  State support and dedicated 
  fundings are required.  The dedication of the projects 
  funding toward the Highway 90 Alignment in 2015 Annual 
  Plan would be a major step in the right direction and show 
  that CPRA supports this project.  
           Just as important, CPRA has the mandated 
  authority to oversee design, construction, maintenance, 
  and operation of the levee system through multiple 
  jurisdictions.  As St. Charles Parish moves forward with 
  the construction of the portion of levees located within 
  our own boundaries, we need assistance from CPRA that the 
  alignments is consistent with the Master Plan and their 
  design.  
           One final point for consideration is that the 
  2012 Biggert-Waters Act is implemented.  It makes the 
  entire West Bank of St. Charles Parish vulnerable to FEMA 
  map changes and future premium spikes from flood 
  insurance.  Having an approved CPRA project would provide 
  additional technical credibility to local parish efforts 
  for flood insurance relief under the LAMP process.  
           A fully constructed and certified levee along an 
  approved CPRA alignment would go even further in 
  preventing drastic changes to base-flood elevations and 
  give residents and businesses a sense of security by 
  minimizing future hikes in premiums to -- to participate 
  in a National Flood Insurance Program.  The residents of 
  St. Charles Parish are dependant upon CPRA and the State's 
  help in implementing a comprehensive flood protection 
  system for the West Bank.  
           I here -- I'm here today to advocate for CPRA to 
  recognize the needs and provide authorization for the 
  funding of the Highway 90 Alignment in 2015 Annual Plan.  
  And if you can cut our check for $400 million by Friday, 
  we'd appreciate it.  
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Parish President.  
  Next speaker is Leslie Suazo followed by David Gauthe. 
           LESLIE SUAZO:  Leslie Suazo with Ducks Unlimited.  
  I appreciate you being here this evening and want to 
  commend you all on the amount of work that is taking place 
  as Parish President Randolph said earlier.  It's, you 
  know, a big day for all of the people in the room who have 
  been talking about so many of these projects for so many 
  years.  So it's great to see it finally happening.  
           I want to address specifically on the Annual 
  Plan, the Restoration Partnership Funding.  Ducks 
  Unlimited has been very fortunate over the last few years 
  to be recipients of some of that support monies and being 
  able to deliver on the ground projects in Terrebonne and 
  Lafourche Parishes, mostly, but also on the western part 
  of the state.  
           At the December meeting Garrette Graves 
  specifically mentioned that he would like input on the 
  possibility of expanding that program funding.  And I just 
  will tell you in visiting with representatives of 
  landowners and other nonprofits after that meeting that 
  would be a welcome and, I think, a very wise investment.  
  If you could increase it even to the level of, say, $3 
  million, you would increase the pool of applicants that 
  would be eligible; and I think attract more coastal land 
  owners to do small projects that are inconsistent -- that 
  are consistent with the Master Plan.  And also it would 
  allow for investment in some of the new technologies that 
  you all -- that the State has been looking at on your own.  
           And also with the Water Institute, we 
  participated in a demonstration with South Lafourche Levee 
  District and Lafourche Parish and some monies from DNR and 
  CPRA last year of a small dredge that's very unique and 
  very versatile.  Lafourche Parish -- North Lafourche Levee 
  District and, I think, the Bayou Lafourche Freshwater 
  District were all very impressed with the equipment, and 
  it did receive an endorsement from the Water Institute as 
  part of their Coastal Innovations Program.  
           So I think being able to invest partnership 
  moneys in an effort like that with a pool of interested 
  parties with work to be done that could utilize that 
  technology would demonstrate it on a small scale; but, you 
  know, that dredge can be built in several sizes bigger and 
  could be a tremendous asset as far as saving on 
  mobilization cost in larger scale projects.  
           So we also could increase our monies on proposals 
  and that could pave the way to much bigger projects.  So 
  we appreciate your consideration on that and will submit a 
  more formal comment.  Thanks.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Suazo.  While 
  David is coming forward Ms. Patricia Whitney is next. 
           DAVID GAUTHE:  David Gauthe with BISCO here in 
  Lafourche, Terrebonne, and Grande Isle and parts of 
  Jefferson Parish.  I guess I got a simple request that 
  shouldn't cost much of anything to do.  I noticed on -- on 
  your Master Plan you've got a color code as far as, you 
  know, design, construction, implementation, and 
  maintaining it, which is really great.  But I also know 
  that we got so many projects going, there's no way the 
  public, like myself, really knows where everything's at.  
  And I do think you have a web site of some sort that you 
  put all these projects on.
           If y'all can color code these things green, 
  yellow, and red.  Green means the project's on track, on a 
  time -- a time line it's suppose to.  Yellow means there 
  might be a slight delay, and red means it's in big, bad 
  trouble.  It would -- it would give us, people in the 
  community a better idea of, you know, what's going on; and 
  we can maybe find out for ourselves before we start 
  jumping to conclusions in our own way.  Thank you.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Gauthe.  
  Ms. Patricia Whitney.
           PATRICIA WHITNEY:  Hi, I'm Patti Whitney.  I'm 
  also with BISCO which is a community advocacy group, 
  nonprofit.  We actually work with one of the major species 
  of the ecosystem in this area, the Homo sapiens.  We speak 
  to community issues and social issues.  I actually have a 
  question for you guys.  In -- it's my understanding that 
  the Master Plan calls for a small percentage of the 
  funding and projects to be dealing with adaptive 
  nonstructural adaptations for communities and protecting 
  what communities can do themselves as individuals.  
           I'd like to know which projects in the Annual 
  Plan and which monies are dedicated to that part to the 
  Master Plan? 
           KYLE GRAHAM:  This is actually the first time 
  we've had $3 million in the Annual Plan to do a 
  nonstructural program.  So we're looking at a pilot 
  probably.  There's a lot of pieces of nonstructural 
  programs we love to discuss with you and how it needs to 
  be administered.  But we're looking at doing a pilot so 
  that we can begin the flow of dollars into that program.  
  There is $3 million in the Annual Plan Program.
           PATRICIA WHITNEY:  And -- and that's, you know, 
  the next question that leads in from that.  Since I have a 
  little bit more time left is actually:  How can we make it 
  simpler for people in the community who have ideas for 
  projects to actually understand the process and become 
  involved in the process timely to where it's general that 
  not just the very well-represented large corporations can 
  take part in this process, but individuals with ideas and 
  thoughts and concerns can actually also take part in a 
  timely fashion?  Is there any way we can increase the -- I 
  know you guys have been doing a great job with getting 
  things out into the communities.  Is there any way we can 
  do it more, faster, and simpler?  That's my question.  
  Thank you.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Whitney.  I'm 
  sure Mr. Graham will follow-up with you immediately 
  following the meeting to give you more information.  
           Mr. Ron Shaw.  And while Mr. Shaw is coming up, 
  if there is anyone else who would like to speak as 
  Mr. Shaw is the final speaker, if there's anyone else who 
  would like to come up to make comment at this portion of 
  tonight's meeting, just please raise your hand; and we 
  will get a you a white card. 
           RON SHAW:  Thank you.  I'm Ron Shaw from Houma.  
  I'm a developer.  I'm a civil engineer, been living here 
  for a long time.  I want to make the point that the 
  coastal resources include the solid land on which we live 
  and work -- both residential, multi-family, single family, 
  the industrial clients that we have here.  Since the 
  Mississippi River was cut off from Bayou LaFourche, 
  Lafourche and Terrebonne have only subsided with no 
  sediment deposition.  The rate of subsidence appears to be 
  much greater than the sea-level rise or the global 
  sea-level rise and relative sea-level rise, which I think 
  y'all define as the combination of subsidence and 
  sea-level rise, poses urgent problems for us.  
           And, of course, that National Flood Insurance 
  Program, the Biggert-Waters Act has caused some serious 
  concern for us.  It's kind of crippled the single-family 
  residential business because of the uncertainty and the 
  certainty that FEMA is going to change the areas that we 
  are going to have base-flood elevations requirements.  
  Very little of Terrebonne and Lafourche will not be in 
  flood risk -- high-flood risk areas.  So this poses urgent 
  problems.  There's an urgency in helping us by getting a 
  transfer of knowledge -- the scientific knowledge -- 
  that's been primarily focused on the critters as somebody 
  said, the wetlands.
           Help us to understand.  We have a platform that 
  is sinking, and y'all are dealing with the issues at the 
  fringes.  But for us, how high should we build our roads 
  in the future -- based on the future?  How much have we 
  subsided since the river was cut off?  How much are we 
  going to subside in 50 years, in 75 years?  You all are 
  projecting to 2100.  
           So I've seen the values that you all are using, 
  which I understand is about 1 to 1 1/2 meters or 3 to 4.6 
  feet, but I don't think that includes the subsidence.  I 
  know of areas where I'm working where we've lost 16 inches 
  in 16 years.  So it's creating flooding risk for us.  It's 
  endangering evacuation routes.  We build roads too low and 
  in 20 years we have to raise them.  It causes economic 
  burdens for us and uncertainty.  Please help us to 
  understand.  Give us a transfer.  Get some of the science 
  to engineers so we can apply the science.  And I thank 
  you.  Thank you for the work y'all are doing.  
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, so much Mr. Shaw.  
  Next speaker is Simone Maloz.  
           SIMONE MALOZ:  Good evening.  I'm the executive 
  director for Restore Retreat.  We are a coastal advocacy 
  group based here in Thibodaux.  We wanted to offer our 
  support for the Master Plan.  It's a pretty comprehensive 
  document.  We respect the work that goes into it.  It 
  offers a nice snapshot of the hard work that happens every 
  day at the CPRA.  It gives a great project summary for us 
  to go back to people with and say, things are happening on 
  the ground.  
           So with that said, we really hope in the future 
  y'all are making plans while some of the funding sources, 
  previously like CIAP, some of the CDGB money, some of 
  those things, as that's winding down, y'all are making 
  those preparations, even with or without Oil Spill money 
  during that pause.  So we're hoping that -- that you're 
  looking at that as well.  
           Also, we wanted to offer our encouragement on 
  some of the projects.  One in particular is Increase the 
  Atchafalaya.  We are actually on the project development 
  team for the CPRA.  We are very encouraged by its 
  progress.  It is a diversion of different sorts but one 
  that is -- is sorely needed in our area that's going to 
  provide freshwater and resources to an area of -- of our 
  basin that definitely needs it.  We will provide more 
  detailed comments.  
           We do support Mrs. Suazo's comments about the 
  coastal partnerships.  We were involved in some of those 
  applications, and I like to think that maybe we didn't get 
  it because there wasn't enough money; right?  Not that we 
  didn't have great projects.  So we would encourage an 
  increase there as well.  But we will provide more detail 
  comments.  Thank you for your time.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you.  Are there any others 
  who would like to make public comment on the Louisiana 
  State Plan 2015?  
           (There was no response.)
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  The information that's on the 
  slide allows you additional information.  Again, it's on 
  the back side of the handout.  And the public comment 
  portion for the Louisiana Annual Plan closes on February 
  19th.  We will now transition to the next phase of the 
  meeting, which is going to talk about the update on the 
  Draft Programmatic -- Draft Programmatic and Phase III 
  Early Restoration Plan for the Draft Early Restoration 
  Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement related to the 
  Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill.  
           There will also be public comment for this 
  portion of tonight's meeting as well.  If you would like 
  to make public comment on this portion of tonight's 
  meeting, you will need to fill out a blue card.  And those 
  blue cards will be brought to me just as the white cards 
  were brought up to me.  
           This part of the meeting will give you an update 
  of where we are with the restoration efforts dealing with 
  the Deepwater Horizon BP Oil Spill.  So you can see now, 
  we are at Item V of tonight's agenda.  
           Okay.  For this portion of tonight, there were 
  also many, many handouts.  If I can ask if anyone's having 
  a conversation right now on the first portion of tonight's 
  meeting, if you would just go into the hall that would be 
  greatly appreciated, as we want to go through a lot more 
  information and we want to respect the people's time who's 
  here.  So if you have a specific question dealing with the 
  State's plan, if you could just take that question to the 
  hall, I'd appreciate it.  
           There's lots of information on this portion of 
  tonight's meeting as well.  This PEIS is a very thick 
  document.  If you pick up nothing else from the rear 
  tables this executive summary will give you a great deal 
  of information about the information we're about to cover 
  at this point.  That executive summary is very 
  informative.
           As the night progresses, just as we did in the 
  first portion of tonight's meeting, if there's something 
  that the presentation sparks in your mind that you want to 
  comment on at any time during the presentation, just 
  simply raise your hand and we will bring a blue card to 
  you and that card will be brought to me.  
           Additionally, located in the rear of the room, 
  there's a laptop connected to the Internet.  If you would 
  like to make your public comment via the Internet, you can 
  do that tonight as well.  Multiple ways to get your 
  comment in:  e-mail, Internet, written, or you can come 
  tonight over the microphone.  So begin to think about what 
  comments you want to hit the record.  
           And we've had a few new people join us since the 
  beginning of the evening.  Are there any individuals who 
  have joined us who are in need of sign language 
  interpretation assistance at this time?  
           MELISSA:  I see none.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Melissa.  So let's go 
  ahead and get started.  I like to introduce Mrs. Deborah 
  McLean.  She is the Department of the Interior's deputy 
  case manager for the Deepwater Horizon Natural Resource 
  Damage Assessment.  Deborah has many years of experience 
  working on these types of NRDA's, including the Exxon 
  Valdez.  Ms. McLean.  
           DEBORAH MCCLAIN:  Thank you, Perry.  
           Good evening, everyone.  Thank you for joining us 
  this evening.  We're going to go over a lot of information 
  this evening.  First, I'm going to give you an overview of 
  the Natural Resource Damage Assessment, commonly referred 
  to as NRDA, and I'm also going to go over some information 
  about the Early Restoration.  We'll spend most of our time 
  on what's contained in the Draft Early Restoration 
  document that was released to the public on December 6, 
  2013.  I'll provide some information about the major 
  components of this document, the Draft Programmatic Early 
  Restoration Plan, the Draft Early Restoration Programmatic 
  Environmental Impact Statement, and the Draft Phase III 
  Early Restoration planned purposed projects.  
           When we discuss the draft proposed projects, 
  Mr. Kyle Graham, the deputy executive director of CPRA, 
  will discuss the Louisiana state proposed projects.  After 
  the presentation, I'll turn the meeting back over to 
  Mr. Franklin, who will facilitate the public comments this 
  evening.  
           The Oil Pollution Act of 1990, which was adopted 
  after the Exxon Valdez, includes this objective for NRDA:  
  "To make the environment and the public whole for injuries 
  to natural resources and services resulting from an 
  incident involving a discharge or substantial threat of 
  discharge of oil."
           That's why we're here tonight.  Because from the 
  time of the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill, we've been 
  working to make the public and the environment whole.  So 
  let me tell you about who we are and give you some 
  additional information about NRDA.  Okay.  So who are we?  
  Who are the Trustees?  The Trustees are the public 
  entities that are responsible for determining the injury 
  and restoration needed to achieve the NRDA goal of making 
  the public and the environment whole. 
           The Trustees for this case are the states of 
  Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas.  And 
  the four federal entities which are the Department of the 
  Interior, the Department of Commerce as represented by the 
  National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the U.S. 
  Department of Agriculture, and the Environmental 
  Protection Agency.  
  The Trustees rely on science to determine both injury and 
  the necessary restoration actions to make the public and 
  the environment whole.  So how do we do this?  
           First, we determine the kinds of injuries caused 
  and the amount of injury that occurred to natural 
  resources and their services.  So by "natural resources" 
  we mean wetlands, marshes, beaches, wildlife, water 
  quality, oyster beds, near-shore reefs, and more.  And by 
  "natural resource services," we mean the natural resource 
  services including ecological and recreational services 
  that natural resources provide.  
           Examples of ecological services include wildlife 
  habitat provided by coastal marshes; fish nurseries 
  provided by coastal wetlands; fish habitat provided by 
  reefs; and erosion reduction provided by coastal 
  vegetation.  
           Recreational use services include such things as 
  beach going and recreation provided by clean beaches; 
  canoeing or kayaking provided by estuaries and rivers; and 
  the cost of this NRDA process, the injury assessment and 
  the restoration, is borne by BP and other responsible 
  parties.  
           So there's three basic phases to a NRDA.  We have 
  the pre-assessment phase, injury assessment and 
  restoration planning, and then we go to restoration 
  implementation.  From the day the oil started to flow, the 
  Trustees were out in force capturing data within the 
  pre-assessment phase.  We are now concurrently moving 
  through injury assessment and restoration planning and 
  restoration implementation.  
           Normally, an injury assessment is followed by a 
  claim and a settlement.  We then do restoration planning, 
  and then we move to restoration implementation.  Although 
  we're here tonight to talk about early restoration, I want 
  to assure you that the Trustees are still continuing our 
  injury assessment.  We have a unique opportunity due to 
  the agreement between the Trustees and BP, which occurred 
  in April of 2011, where BP agreed to provide up to a 
  billion dollars for early restoration before our injury 
  assessment and restoration planning was complete.  
           Early restoration is unique.  It allows us to 
  start restoration prior to completing our injury 
  assessment.  But it also prevents certain challenges.  The 
  Trustees are -- must balance the need to inform the public 
  along with the need of developing our potential litigation 
  case.  So we want to inform you on what's going on; 
  however, we do have to be careful about our case.  
           As many of you are probably already aware, the 
  billion dollars will be distributed equitably between the 
  five Gulf States and DOI and NOAA.  The remaining 300 
  million was set aside for state-sponsored projects which 
  will be selected by DOI and NOAA.  It's also important to 
  note that BP did not provide the Trustees a lump sum.  
  Rather, the project money is made available as the 
  projects are approved.  
           So this graphical representation which, is in the 
  draft plan, shows how the selection process works.  The 
  Trustees have been soliciting project ideas, which are 
  then screened.  In order for these projects to move 
  forward, they must meet certain criteria contained in the 
  Oil Pollution Act of 1990 and the Early Restoration 
  Framework Agreement.  Projects that make it through the 
  selection process are then negotiated with BP as required 
  by the Framework Agreement. 
           We negotiate with BP on two main points:  How 
  much the proposal costs and what benefits they provide.  
  Additionally, the negotiations with BP include how these 
  projects and the benefits they provide fit into the final 
  claim.  Ultimately, the Trustees are -- we do guide the 
  entire process.  
           After negotiations with BP, the Trustees must 
  decide whether we want to include the projects in a Draft 
  Early Restoration Plan.  The Trustees draft the plan on 
  the proposed projects, which includes an analysis of the 
  environmental impacts.  This is what we commonly call NEPA 
  analysis.  The draft plan is released to the public 
  followed by a public comment period.  That's why we're 
  here today.  
           So after considering all the public comments and 
  making any necessary changes to the Draft Programmatic 
  Plan with the PEIS will be finalized with the Phase III 
  plan integrated within the document.
           A Record of Decision, which is commonly referred 
  to as a "ROD," will be issued and published after the 
  document is finalized.  The ROD will identify the 
  programmatic alternatives and the Phase III projects that 
  have been selected.  
           As required by the Framework Agreement, project 
  stipulations must be agreed to by both the Trustees and BP 
  and then filed with the court.  Once all of that has 
  occurred, then we can move forward with project 
  implementation and monitoring.  
           So to date, the Trustees have used the Early 
  Restoration funds for 10 projects through two Early 
  Restoration plans.  Phase I included eight projects 
  located in Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, and Mississippi.  
  The combined total of those projects was $62 million.  
  While some of those projects have been complete, others 
  are in various stages of implementation and monitoring.  
  Phase II included two projects.  One for nesting habitat 
  for beach-nesting birds, and the other reduces artificial 
  lighting impacts on nesting sea turtles.  These projects 
  totaled $9 million and both are currently under way.  
  So with Phase I and Phase II projects under way, the 
  Trustees wanted to keep the Early Restoration momentum 
  moving.  So on May 6th of 2013, the Trustees published a 
  Notice of Intent to consider 28 future early restoration 
  Projects.  
           On June 4th, the Trustees published a Notice of 
  Intent to prepare a Programmatic Environmental Impact 
  Statement for a Phase III Draft Early Restoration Plan and 
  Early Restoration Project types and also to conduct 
  scoping meetings.  
           The purpose of the PEIS for Early Restoration is 
  to frame and help inform early restoration activities.  
  During that scoping process, we received over 4,000 
  comments.  People commented on the types of projects we 
  were considering, whether they met NRDA criteria; and they 
  commented on potential impacts of those projects.  
  So the document, which was published on December 6th, 
  2013, includes the Programmatic Early Restoration, PEIS, 
  and more as listed on this left-hand side of the screen. 
           The drafters of the document had two objectives:  
  The first one to describe the programmatic approach 
  proposed by the Trustees for addressing early restoration.  
  And the second one was to analyze a set of specific early 
  restoration projects proposed by the Trustees that are 
  consistent with the programmatic alternatives.  
  The programmatic approach is described in the draft 
  document.  
           By "programmatic" we mean that the document 
  conceptualizes projects and analyzes potential 
  environmental effects across many potential Early 
  Restoration Project types.  In the Draft Programmatic 
  Early Restoration Plan, 12 Early Restoration 
  Programmatic -- I'm sorry -- 12 Early Restoration Project 
  Types and 4 alternatives, and I'll talk about the 
  alternatives in a minute, are considered.  
           The PEIS evaluates the direct, indirect, and 
  cumulative effects of potential early restoration project 
  types.  "Cumulative effects" means the combined efforts of 
  all of those actions.  The PEIS will also inform the 
  Trustees on planning early restoration plans.  
           Finally, the document evaluates projects that the 
  Trustees propose in the Phase III Draft Early Restoration 
  Plan, which is integrated into the document.  This was 
  done to take advantage of the NEPA efficiencies by 
  analyzing them in the same document and to get these 
  projects to implementation as quickly as possible.  A 
  partial list of those projects was announced in the 
  Federal Register on May 6, 2013.  
           The Trustees indicated at that time that we would 
  consider additional projects if we couldn't negotiate 
  agreement with BP early enough in the document preparation 
  process, which added an additional 16 projects for a total 
  of 44 projects.  The draft document also includes site-
  specific environmental reviews for the proposed projects.  
           The Trustees identified 12 Programmatic Early 
  Restoration types, and they are divided into two 
  categories.  The project types are create and improve 
  wetlands; protect shorelines and reduce erosion; 
  restoration of barrier islands and beaches; restoration 
  and protection of submerge aquatic vegetation; coastal 
  habitat; restore oysters; restore and protect finfish; 
  restore and protect birds; restore and protect sea turtle; 
  enhance public access to natural resources for 
  recreational use; enhance recreational experiences; and to 
  promote environmental and cultural stewardship, education, 
  and outreach.  
           The two categories are contribute to restoring 
  habitats and living coastal and marine resources; and the 
  second one is to contribute to providing and enhancing 
  recreational opportunities.
           So based on the identification of the project 
  types, the Trustees developed four proposed restoration 
  alternatives.  Alternative No. 1 is no action.  By law, we 
  are required to include an alternative that describes what 
  would happen if we took no action and waited until after a 
  settlement was resolved before implementing any 
  restoration.  The no alternative -- or the No Action 
  Alternative is also used as a benchmark to compare the 
  other alternatives.  
           Alternative No. 2 is one that would include only 
  project types that contribute to restoring habitat in 
  living coastal and marine resources.
           Alternative No. 3 would include project types 
  that contribute to providing and enhancing recreational 
  opportunities.  
           The final alternative, Alternative No. 4, is a 
  combination of project types that contribute to both 
  restoring habitat in living and coast -- living and 
  coastal and marine resources and contribute to providing 
  and enhancing recreational opportunities.  So it's a 
  combination of Alternative 2 and Alternative 3.  And it is 
  the preferred alterative.  
           The Trustees are proposing a set of Phase III 
  Early Restoration projects totaling approximately $627 
  million in project cost, which includes contingencies.  
  Ecological projects total approximately nine -- I'm sorry, 
  396.9 million, which is 63 percent of that total.  And 
  recreational projects total approximately 230 million, 
  which is 37 percent of the total.  
           Within the ecological project category, barrier 
  island restoration accounts for 318.4 million of the 
  estimated total followed by living shoreline at 66.6 
  million, oysters at 8.6 million, submerged aquatic 
  vegetation at 2.7 million, and dune projects that total 
  approximately $600,000.  
           The specific project information and 
  environmental analysis for these proposed projects is 
  included in Chapters 8 through 12 of the draft document.  
           I'm now going to turn it over to Mr. Kyle Graham, 
  Deputy Executive Director of CPRA, who will talk to you 
  about the Louisiana projects. 
           KYLE GRAHAM:  Thank you, Deborah.  In Louisiana 
  there's two different projects.  The first project has 
  four different components.  The first project we'll 
  discuss is the Louisiana Outer Coast Restoration Project.  
  It, again, has four different barrier islands.  They are 
  part of it in the total estimated cost about $318 million.  
           Here's a little bit closer look at the four 
  islands that are included.  The first island that we will 
  discuss is the Caillou Lake Headlands Island also known as 
  Whiskey Island.  This project was originally authorized 
  for construction as part of the LCA program.  It was in 
  the tentatively-selected plan for the Terrebonne Barrier 
  Basin Shorelines.  There has been a tremendous amount of 
  work that has already been done on this specific island.  
  We are looking at restoring approximately 1,000 acres on 
  this island.  
           Right now, the project is in engineering and 
  design.  We're in permitting.  We're anticipating the 
  permits to come soon, and we will begin working on the 
  lease permit for the sand.  We're hopeful that the 
  construction documents and the permits will be in hand.  
  We should be able to bid this project for construction 
  about three or four months after approval of this DERP 
  process if indeed everything gets approved.  
           The second component is the Cheniere Ronquille 
  Component.  This is a project that is lead by NOAA.  It's 
  approximately $35 million project.  The project was 
  developed under the CWPPRA Program.  It's already at 95 
  percent design, which includes all of the necessary 
  permits to go to construction.  So one could anticipate 
  that once approved -- if this gets -- gains approval that 
  it could go to construction rather quickly as well.  In 
  total about 500 acres of barrier island habitat would be 
  restored.  
           The Shell East and West Component of this, for 
  many of you that recall going back to the construction of 
  the berms during the oil spill, sand was placed both in 
  the Chandeleur side, and then on this side of the river, 
  it was placed on Pelican Island, Schofield Island, and a 
  portion of Shell Island.
           With remaining dollars and through the CWPPRA 
  Program, we have already rebuilt all of Pelican Island and 
  Schofield Island and a portion of Shell.  This funding, 
  the $101 million, would finish Shell Island.  When you 
  combine the funding here with the funding on the Cheniere 
  Ronquille and the Caminada Headland Component, which we 
  requested today or will be requesting from NFWF.  That 
  will bring to completion the entire Barataria Basin 
  Barrier Island Shoreline.  So we will then have completed 
  all the restoration of Pelican, Schofield, Shell Island 
  East, Shell Island West, East Grand Terre, West Grand 
  Terre, Grande Isle, and Caminada Headland since 2008.  So 
  we are pretty excited about finishing off this project.
           And, then, finally the Bretton Island Component, 
  this project is about $72 million project.  It is being 
  led by the Department of Interior, so they'd better be 
  able to speak -- they'd be better able to speak to the 
  total -- (laughter) sorry Bryan -- to where the project is 
  as it gets developed.  But you are looking at 
  approximately 300 acres of barrier island habitat that 
  would be restored. 
           And, then, finally, $22 million is going to the 
  Louisiana Marine Fisheries and Enhancement Research and 
  Science Centers.  There is actually two centers that are 
  being proposed.  One is in Calcasieu, and the second is in 
  Plaquemines Parish.  The one in Calcasieu Paris is focused 
  on sport fish.  And you're looking at both educational 
  opportunities as well as research opportunities and 
  hatchery component through which they would be able to 
  mark fish, release them into the wild, and track them to 
  better learn about the community dynamics throughout our 
  basins.  And the one in the Plaquemines Parish will be 
  focused on bait fisheries.  
           And so, again, there you will have both the 
  research component and an education component.  And the 
  total cost of those facilities is about $22 million.
           And I will turn in back over to Deborah.  
           DEBORAH McLEAN:  Thank you, Kyle.  So what's 
  next?  As Perry said earlier, the comment period for the 
  Draft Phase III Early Restoration Plan and Draft 
  Programmatic Plan PEIS has been extended to February 19th, 
  2014.  After the end of the public comment period, the 
  Trustees will review and consider all comments received.  
  We'll finalize the Plan and issue our Record of Decision.  
  The projects' stipulations will then be negotiated and 
  filed with the court.  The final Programmatic Early 
  Restoration Plan and PEIS will be released with the Phase 
  III Early Restoration Plan integrated.  
           The document will also include a summary of the 
  Trustees' response and consideration of the public 
  comments that we receive.  The Trustees will move as 
  quickly as possible to finalize the draft document. 
  Once it's been complete, it will be posted on the 
  Trustees' web site and will be available at local 
  libraries.  So, again, you can make your comments in one 
  of three ways:  tonight verbally, written, or in the back 
  of the room on the computer you can get online; you can 
  mail your comments to this address on the screen.  You can 
  go to this web site, which will take you to the public 
  comment portal.  Whatever you choose to do, just make sure 
  you do it before February 19th of 2014.  
           I'd like to thank you all again for joining us 
  this evening and taking time out of your busy schedule.  
  We very much appreciate it.  I will now turn the meeting 
  back over to Perry.  Thank you. 
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Deborah.  
           Okay.  At this time, I would like to introduce 
  the members of the listening table who will receive your 
  comments under this portion of tonight's meeting.  They 
  are both federal and state Trustees or Trustee 
  representatives.  First, for the State of Louisiana, we 
  have Mr. Kyle Graham, who you have already heard from.  
  Next, is Ms. Karolien Debusschere, deputy oil spill 
  coordinator, Louisiana Oil Spill Coordinator's Office or 
  LOSCO.  Next, is Mr. Craig Gautreaux, fisheries biologist, 
  Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries.  With the 
  Department of Interior, you've already heard from Deborah 
  McLean, Deepwater Horizon NRDA Trustee Representative, 
  Department of the Interior, deputy case manager.  From the 
  Environmental Protection Agency, Trustee Representative is 
  Mr. Brad Crawford, environmental engineer.  From the U.S. 
  Department of Agricultural, we have Mr. Alton James, 
  natural resource specialist, Trustee Representative.  And 
  from NOAA, we have Ms. Renata Lana, Trustee Representative 
  and senior communications specialist.
           I would like to remind each of you in order to 
  make a verbal comment you just need to simply let us know 
  in advance before coming forward.  
           Is there anyone at this time who would like to 
  put their names on a blue card who have not done so yet to 
  come up and make a public comment on this portion of 
  tonight's meeting?  If you would raise your hand, we will 
  gladly get a blue card to you.  So if you'll raise your 
  hand, we will know why you are raising your hand.  
           We will call individuals up two at a time as we 
  did in the first public comment portion.  And, again, 
  there will be a three-minute time given to you.  When that 
  monitor is green, you've got two and a half minutes.  When 
  it turns a faint yellow color, that's your final 30 
  seconds.  When it turns red, if you will just go ahead and 
  conclude your comments.  Thank you in advance for your 
  cooperation.
           First, we have Ms. Leslie Suazo with Ducks 
  Unlimited; and she will be followed by Nicholas Mathene.  
           LESLIE SUAZO:  I wasn't hoping to go first.  
  Thank you again for being here.  And I'm really impressed 
  at the amount of progress you all have made just in the 
  last few months.  As a resident of Terrebonne Parish and a 
  life-long resident of the area between Lafourche and 
  Terrebonne, I especially appreciate the progress you have 
  made on the Barataria Basin Shoreline.  And I'm really 
  looking forward to the construction of the Terrebonne 
  Project on Whiskey Island.
           And the only comment I would add to that is, you 
  know, as part of that LCA evaluation that you mentioned in 
  your presentation, Mr. Graham, there were a lot of things 
  left out as far as the final alternative selected by the 
  LCA team, mainly because of finances.  But there is still 
  a lot of data available and a lot of information out 
  there.  So if there is an opportunity as part of this 
  program to look at maybe adding some alternatives, 
  expanding the work that was on Raccoon Island, you know, 
  there's been a lot of work there for the pelican nesting 
  area through the CWPPRA Program.  And pelican -- excuse 
  me -- raccoon Island did sustain several impacts during 
  the spill.  
           So that might be an opportunity to do some 
  additional work and have -- you know, take advantage of 
  that efficacy if it's at -- if it's at all possible to do 
  so.  And certainly, we appreciate the restoration of that 
  habitat for not just ducks but all the birds that use the 
  Mississippi Flyway.  So thanks again. 
           KYLE GRAHAM:  Thank you, Ms. Suazo.  Now, while 
  Mr. Methene is coming forward, next will be Mr. Whitford 
  Remer.  
           NICHOLAS MATHENE:  Good evening.  Nick Mathene, 
  Director of Coastal Restoration and Preservation for 
  Terrebonne Parish Government.  As a Lafourche Parish 
  native and Terrebonne employee, three minutes is tough to 
  constrain myself to, but I will do my best.  President 
  Claudet regrets that he couldn't be here this evening.  He 
  had a prior engagement.  But we were able to discuss 
  the -- the in's and out's of this program and what we're 
  facing here.  
           Like Ms. Suazo just alluded to, there has been a 
  good amount of research done as far as an inter-
  environmental impact statement through the ACL Program, 
  especially on the project we are most concerned with, 
  Caminada Headlands Restoration Project, part of the 
  Terrebonne Basin Barrier Shoreline and the larger NRDA 
  Phase III Early Restoration Project.  So we would ask, of 
  course, that -- that information and data that's already 
  been collected and compiled be considered when moving 
  forward and not have to start from square one.  
           We've lost enough land in the meantime waiting 
  for all of this to happen.  It's a golden opportunity for 
  us to capitalize on, you know, not having to wait the 15, 
  20 years for this entire process to be complete to get 
  started on some very critical projects.  So we would 
  appreciate the information that's already out there to be 
  utilized to the fullest extent.  
           Of course, barrier islands are great habitat for 
  our wildlife in south Louisiana.  And being out, you know, 
  as our first line of defense, not only do they protect us 
  in storms, but unfortunately, in the Macondo Incident, 
  they were also some of the most heavily impacted areas 
  along the coast.  And so this is a great opportunity to 
  restore habitat that was directly impacted.  
           As far as the public comment period goes, we 
  would also request that great consideration be given to 
  not extending it further.  Between now and the end of the 
  comment period, there's ample time for people to comment.  
  I know requests and extensions have been made and granted 
  in other programs.  But just between tonight and the end 
  of the comment period, Louisiana will lose about 840 acres 
  of wetlands.  
           Terrebonne Parish alone is just under 170 acres 
  it will lose between now and then.  So time is definitely 
  of the essence.  And not only in the comment period, but 
  once we can actually get these things rolling, that we can 
  construct them as soon as possible.  And so that's where 
  the request comes in that we utilize all of the data 
  that's already there and not waste time starting from 
  square one.  So thank you very much.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Methene.  
  Next is Mr. Whit Remer, and he will be followed by 
  Ms. Dutta.
           WHITFORD REMER:  Hi, good evening.  Whitford 
  Remer with the Environmental Defense Fund.  Some of this 
  might sound familiar because it's going to echo a lot of 
  what Mr. Methene just said.  Again, appreciate the 
  opportunity to comment and thank you for all of your hard 
  work so far.  
           On behalf of Environmental Defense Fund, we do 
  encourage you to adopt the previously prepared NEPA 
  documents for these projects, particularly for Whiskey 
  Island, Shell Island, and Cheniere Ronquille and the work 
  that you've already done on Bretton.  Thank you for doing 
  that.  And we encourage you to continue that 
  expeditiously.  
           I do want to comment on something I said last 
  night, which was that we do think you already have the 
  sufficient environmental review to move forward on these 
  projects.  If some reason this PEIS is delayed further, 
  whether it's a pending lawsuit or it's an extension, but 
  if there is another extension of this PEIS, we wouldn't 
  support -- would not only -- don't support extending the 
  deadline, but we think that you have sufficient -- frankly 
  sufficient environmental review and legal authority to go 
  ahead and move forward on these projects.  
           These projects are important because not only 
  they're cornerstones to the Master Plan, but they provide 
  the first line of defense protecting communities, critical 
  infrastructure, businesses that support the Gulf Coast -- 
  the Gulf Coast economy.  The barrier islands and their 
  accompanying back where our marshes are also particularly 
  vulnerable ecosystems because they are constantly exposed 
  to the open waters of the Gulf of Mexico.  They were some 
  of the Baratartia Basin -- these islands were some of the 
  first oiled in the oil spill.  
           There is recent scientific reports that heavy 
  oiling in the marshes exacerbated wetland erosion.  That's 
  real important.  It makes these projects, I think, having 
  an even closer nexus to oil-spill funding.  So we really 
  do think that these are great projects for NRDA funds.  
  Again, just to recap the importance of barrier islands to 
  wildlife, inland communities combined with the degradation 
  that occurred during the oil spill make barrier island 
  restoration a smart choice for NRDA restoration funds.  
  And we look forward to working with you in the future.  
  And thanks again for all of your hard work. 
           KYLE GRAHAM:  Thank you, Mr. Remer.  Ms. Dutta, 
  come forward, followed by Mr. David Gauthe. 
           JAYEESHA DUTTA:  Good evening.  My name is 
  Jayeesha and I represent a diverse coalition of about 50 
  organizations across the Gulf Coast states called Gulf 
  Future Coalition, including BISCO, who is here tonight.  
  Thank you for listening to my comments on behalf of our 
  aligned organizations.
           In terms of Louisiana Projects, we're glad to see 
  the Barrier Island Project move forward as it not only 
  restores our natural resources, but also serves as 
  critical storm protection for our coastal communities.  
  As we move forward into Phase IV of other restoration 
  projects across the state, it would be great for the 
  Trustees and the public officials to be mindful for 
  funding responsible ecological projects to conserve that 
  dual purpose, both protecting our environmental and human 
  resources as a symbiotic whole.  
           While we think the Louisiana Projects are overall 
  pretty good, we have serious concerns about the 
  environmental integrity of other projects, particularly 
  the hotel and conference center in Alabama.  We believe we 
  all need to think about the ramifications of this across 
  the Gulf Coast as a bad precedent if it was funded. 
           Lastly, in an over 2,500-page document like this, 
  we do find it upsetting that the overview of the Gulf 
  Ecosystem is incomplete.  The PEIS doesn't even talk about 
  entire parts of the ecosystem, most notably the marine 
  environment.  This gives an incomplete picture of what the 
  ecosystem actually is.  
           Further, the PEIS conducts an assessment of 
  injuries but remarkably leaves out timelines and 
  benchmarks for progress.  We need a time line for 
  observing each project's success, so we can measure its 
  accompanying progress.  
           Nowhere do we see such timelines or detailed 
  measurements.  We need these to hold BP accountable.  
  Since it's not comprehensive in this regard, our concern 
  is how do we then get to comprehensive restoration of 
  these damaged natural resources if we aren't even seeing a 
  complete picture of the ecosystem of the Gulf Coast.  How 
  do you know you are spending money on restoration projects 
  that are appropriate if you haven't done the in-depth 
  analysis required to assess impacts?  
           We're asking:  Does the public have all of the 
  information needed to make the best decisions around this 
  unprecedented restoration opportunity?  
           Thank you for listening.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Dutta.
  Mr. Gauthe.  
           DAVID GAUTHE:  Thank y'all for coming again.  
  David Gauthe with BISCO.  I'd also like to emphasize 
  y'all, if y'all possibly can, to put the color-code system 
  in to y'all's projects too.  I was just assured by 
  somebody with the State Master Plan that they could get 
  something like this in functioning in about three months.  
  And so it would give us a better idea about where the 
  Early Restoration Plans were -- were at, if we can go on 
  the web site and get it.  
           Secondly, community input.  You know, we talked 
  about throughout y'all's duration.  Y'all have heard from 
  a lot of people, but simple things make simple things 
  happen.  When we're talking a while ago, you know, about 
  creating 300 acres of land or 600 acres of land, well, you 
  know, 300 acres to me is, you know, I've got an acre there 
  for land, so I can visualize that.  I can visualize a 
  600-acre thing as being, you know, a pretty good size 
  sugar cane farm or half of a good -- a number of good 
  acres for a good duck lease, you know.  
           That's how we grade things.  But boy, it would be 
  wonderful if you could set a half acre long and 1,200 
  acres in length so we can get a better understanding of 
  what these projects are all about.  Some of us conclude an 
  acre is just square, where an acre could only be a quarter 
  acre long and four acres wide.  If you understand what I'm 
  saying.  So that kind of input might be very important for 
  us to look at when we're looking at information from you 
  guys to give us a better idea of, you know, oh, we're 
  talking about beach that goes long, just input.  Thank you 
  very much.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Next speaker, Webster Pierce, 
  Jr. followed by Patty Whitney.  And while Mr. Webster is 
  coming forward, if there's any individual who would like 
  to make verbal public comment tonight, just simply raise 
  your hand, and we will get a blue card to you.  
  Mr. Pierce.
           WEBSTER PIERCE:  Good evening.  My name is 
  Webster Pierce.  I'm the president and CEO of Pierce 
  Industry.  I invented a device called the Wave Robber.  I 
  also come from Cutoff, Louisiana, where the heart of the 
  problem exists.  The Wave Robber holds patents in the U.S. 
  and international markets.  The Wave Robber is a means of 
  suppressing the energy out of a wave and allowing a 
  certain percent to go through where it will collect 
  sediment on the backside.  So it suppresses energy but 
  also helps rebuild the land.
           Wave Robber is the winner of the 2013 Water 
  Challenge by Idea Village.  It's dedicated to seeking the 
  most up-to-date projects for living with the water 
  situations we have here.  It has been highlighted in 
  reports in the Times-Picayune Business Section, the 
  Huffington Post, and a multitude of other medias. 
           In March of 2013, the Natural Research 
  Conservation Service, NRCS, made a national request for 
  proposal on the non-rock alternative to shoreline 
  protection; and it was shown earlier in your presentation.  
  There were 17 projects that was submitted.  Four was 
  selected.  We're one of the four, Pierce Industries.  Wave 
  Robber is one of the four; and presently, we're rated No. 
  1. 
           So if you look at the competition, it's a 
  national competition, we're rated No. 1 out of it.  I work 
  with five universities.  Those universities, UL of 
  Lafayette, University of Louisiana Lafayette, they have 
  five grants that they are working with on this project.  
  I'm working with LSU.  I'm working with the University of 
  Nevada Las Vegas.  I'm also working with Nicholls State 
  University -- Loyola University of New Orleans.  
           We're currently in the process of going online 
  with the manufacturing of the Wave Robber units.  We're 
  looking forward to submitting projects for building -- for 
  funding to help stop erosion and building up land and 
  sediment collection.  
           My comment tonight is that I would urge NRDA 
  Trustees to include numerous and creative paths for local 
  investors, inventors, and businessmen like me to submit 
  products and projects that may -- that can solve some of 
  the dramatic problems that faces our area.  
           While we note that the public anticipation has 
  been increased in this area, we would like to see more 
  opportunities for true community input into this process 
  at a much earlier rate -- earlier stage.  Deadlines for 
  submissions and community outreach at local grass-root 
  levels need to be more efficient presented -- efficiently 
  presented to community.  
           Thank you for the opportunity to present this to 
  you, and I have a handout, an executive summary, if y'all 
  would be interested in having it.  Thank y'all.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Pierce.
  Ms. Whitney, who will be followed by Mr. Pairfait.
           PATTI WHITNEY:  Hi, again.  I'm Patti Whitney.  
  I'm with BISCO here in Thibodaux in Terrebonne and 
  Lafourche Parishes.  Just a few quick comments.  No. 1 
  Caillou Island is spelled C-A-I-L-L-O-U.  Just my past 
  coming up haunt me when I see things like that, former 
  court reporter.
           But also one of my questions would be -- well, 
  two questions.  I notice the projects include oysters, 
  finfish, things like that.  I wonder what happened to the 
  shrimp and the crabs or the, you know, persona non grata, 
  or whatever if they're not included; and I found that 
  strange.
           But also in the process of submitting projects or 
  proposals, I understand that that is still an option for 
  people to continue to present proposals.  If someone would 
  present a proposal now in early NRDA, would that same 
  proposal roll over into the other NRDA process when we go 
  into true NRDA?
           And also possibly as a link to restore or would 
  someone who is submitting a proposal have to resubmit with 
  every different phase?  And I guess that's my question.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Ms. Whitney.
  Next, we'll have Mr. Pairfait.
           TERRY PAIRFAIT:  Thank you.  My name is Terry 
  Pairfait.  I'm from Dulac.  I want to address something 
  about this fresh water diversion thing y'all have.  
  Whoever come up with it, I wish they would think about 
  this:  Think about fresh waters.  And when you come into 
  the marshes come in from Atchafalaya into Terrebonne 
  Parish, the marshes where the shrimp -- that's a very 
  productive fishing ground.  There's not just shrimp there.  
  There's fish; there's crabs.  You bring too much fresh 
  water, these fish, these shrimp, the people who work these 
  waters, people don't know what's going to happen when they 
  do this.  The shrimp that lives there -- if there is too 
  much fresh water, they might not want to live there no 
  more.  
           So the fishing grounds that you do have, may not 
  exist after this happens.  I mean, I don't know.  I'm no 
  scientist, but it doesn't take a scientist to figure it 
  out.  You change the water -- water table, they may not 
  want to live there no more.  And that means people would 
  be out of jobs.  Will the State -- the State reimburse 
  these people?  Or would they just tell them, "Here, go to 
  the Welfare lines"?  
           I mean, I don't know.  I do know this:  Another 
  thing, when they built all of these levees and stuff, 
  years ago they should have put -- years ago no one ever 
  thought about that there was going to be so massive and 
  storms come in washing our beaches away.  If they had put 
  jetties like they do in Grande Isle and now they are doing 
  that down in Houma Navigation Canal, if they would have 
  done that to the coast a long time ago, we wouldn't have 
  the land loss that we have now because that's your first 
  line of defense against waves -- big waves coming from 
  storms.  If you've ever been out to the Gulf, you know 
  what I'm talking about; right?  But if you haven't, you 
  wouldn't know until -- until you see it first hand.  
           But by building the levees, when you do that, 
  what happens?  The water, like New Orleans when Katrina 
  came, the water was trapped for what, like a month?  
  People lost their homes.  People couldn't go back to their 
  homes.  We were lucky that we didn't get a major hurricane 
  after this BP Oil Spill.  Because if it would have, what 
  would have happened to the people who live in low-lying 
  communities?  They wouldn't be able to go home.  Would 
  they have to live under quarantine, you know?  
           But there is some people who want that, and 
  believe me, I'm against it.  I'm only person because when 
  you build levees, the water -- what I'm saying is:  The 
  water can come in with a storm.  But without the levee the 
  water is able to go back out within a week or within a 
  couple of days.  And we were able to go home.  Because 
  where I'm from, we are way below sea level, you know.  
  Parts of Dulac is like three -- when you go up the canal, 
  it's like -- the water -- the road is dry.  And when you 
  go down the Bayou, you've got 3 foot of water on the road.  
  You know, sometimes it's just a high tide.  You got water 
  on some of the roads.  You know?  
           Don't get me wrong, some people need a levee, but 
  then again, some people are use to getting their feet wet, 
  you know?  Anyway, thank you very much.
           PERRY FRANKLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Pairfait.
  Are there any others who would like to make public comment 
  at this time?  Are there any others who would like to make 
  public comment who have not make public comment?
           Okay.  Seeing none, I'd like to thank both the 
  federal and state trustees and trustee representatives who 
  have participated tonight.  I want to remind you that, 
  again, February 19th is the deadline for comments.  We 
  want you spread the news to as many individuals as you can 
  after tonight about that deadline.  
           On information that you can pick up on the way 
  out, there are web site addresses; there are e-mail 
  addresses that you can make public comment until February 
  19th.  Also, I want to remind you that there is very good 
  information to pick up.  
           Lastly, we have a special individual tonight, 
  Mr. Kevin Chapman from the Department of Interior.  He's 
  in attendance tonight.  He's an archaeologist.  He wants 
  to hear from you as he is gathering information from local 
  residents about cultural and historic resource sights that 
  you may be aware of.  If you will meet Mr. Chapman, that 
  would be greatly appreciated. 
           At this time, we would like to thank you for 
  participating tonight and thank you and good night.  
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