. for areas borderln

Anti-
Plan

1-Year Halt

(Tlmes Plcayune Washington Bureau)

WASHINGTON — Work on _the °
L.ake Pontchartrain "Rurricane
prolection project’s barrier plan
will be delayed Tor about a year to
allow Turther study ol alternative
measures, Rep. Bob Livingslon, R- -

a., said Tuesday.

'l‘he freshman lawmaker said he
reached agreemeni with the Corps.
of Engineers to {emporarily halt
new construction contracts on the
controversial barrier features of.
the project to enable opponents to
look further into the ecological im-

pact of the plan and alternate ;

means of hurricane protection.

Livingston serves on the House Pub- 4
lic Works Committee which has juris- |
diction over the water resourCe
projects of the Corps. 1

“This does not mean the project is !
killed,” Livingston explained, ‘‘but it :
does mean that new work on the barri- |
er phase is halted temporarily and the !
delay will enable opponents to get their .
case in order prior to addmonal|
construction.

“Conversely, .if, in fact, studies show
that the barrier plan is in the best.
interest of the district, construction can
be resumed after the ’lz-month delay "
he said.

The project was authonzed by the
Flood Control Act of 1965 and the
Water Resources Development Act of .
1973 To provide hurricane protection’

 Lake Pontchar-;~

ish, and to control wate water level in-
creases on Lake Pontchartram durmg

hurricane threats: - -

Opponents_hav charged lhaj...the

" gated_barrier stn?,,lres called -for m

the plan wouid ersely allec
area’s_navigation, as well as the lo al
hipbuildin ng and fishing industries. '
Environmentalistd also contend ‘'t at;
he Corps’ model for the plan canjot .
ccurately predlct I.he effect of the

Flood
1877
aces i

YU

ey

--.‘-.‘.c -

- - d'-. v o

bamer on the lake’s watershed.
Livingston said the temporary delay .
was ‘‘the best possnble solution. to au
very difficult problem.”
- “"The_appropriations_are g!:gm;
there,” he said. “Construction is 5_par-;-
_ tially compleied, yet there are_still. an
number of unanswered quesuons which
fust be resolved.” Y
Livingston said that the temporary.
delay of the plan’s controversial por-g:

tion would permit holdmg addmonalu .

" hearings and studies.

He said he will hold commumty
hearings on the barrier plan in‘th
Fxrst Congressnonal Dlstnct m th
“near future.” st
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| Corps Plans to Continve
" Hurricane Levee Project

At Lake Pontchartrain ©

NEW ORLEANS (AP) — The Corps of
Engineers will continue work on a
hurricane-barrier project at Lake

Pontchartrain, despite environmentalists’-
objections, Col. Early J. Rush 111, district -

engineer, said Friday.

Rush said he is ending the newly-called
moratorium on the work while he
considers its possible effects on the overall
project.

The moratoriumm was begun last weck

to give opponents time to study the -

project’s environmental effects. It would
have lasted a year. . :

Environmentalists have claimed that
the hurricane barriers would wall off the
lake from the Gulf of Mexico. That, they
said, could turn the lake into a cesspool,
inhibit navigation and’ increase the
dangers of flooding.

The project, which eventually will cost
about $378 million, has the support of the
Drleans Levee Board.

Rush said he called off the moratorium
it the request of Maj. Gen. Robert C.
Marshall.Corps division engine

lower Mississippi River Valley.

Work began on the initial stage of the

“project in July. That work is at the Chefl )
It

Menteur Pass and will cost $5.2 million.
is for erecting levees which will tie in with
control structures like those at the Bonnet |

Carre Spillway.

¥ ~ 1 S N




Rep Rohert lemgston can be

affecting the First Congressional
District — to delay an further |

oy o Q«‘.ﬁ h\ iy
ot L Vo

',q Pontchartrain barriers for one
" Cyear, Mo

hearings and environmental
studies on the bharriers proposed
for the Chef Menteur Pass and the

, delay: will also
1% (o get their case in or den .prior to

> I \'“ (f )ﬂ. l'\&,h“ " .,

T bt T additional construction.”

. - BiVES the opponents time to further
. | . investigate the ccological impact
4f the plan and alternate means of
lfurricane protection, but also, and
more importantly, gives the US. .

P
R L S
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congratulated on his first action -

He said the temporary work halt*
would allow time for additional v

Rigolets. Mr. Livingston said the -
“enable Oppom_ntS'

= But the year's delay ‘not only:

VFRE f0/23)5

‘Barriers: I' ime to Reﬂec

PN N T

A tee lum.-
s \!llPl~J"‘

tlm(- to conslder allernatnves

 Even though the Corps engineers
are firm believers in and backers |
of tpe; barriers,. it*is evndent from.

77 'work on the controversial L ke'; r théilong-standing and contmumga

* opposition, that the barriers, if
built, will still be a subject of wide '
controversy. So it would seem pru-~
dent for the Corps to look, with an
open mind, ‘to ‘aliernatives to the

barriers.

Mr. Livingston’s proposal seems
a wise one, for there is no need to
-spend any more taxpayers’ money
at this time on a project that may

* be stopped in the_courts and is op-
:posed by so many segments of the.

population affected. He plans to
hold ‘community hearings on the
barriérs in his district in the near
future. The Corps should be open to
the opinions . of cmzens expressed
at that time, —

L2 Army Corps of Engincers more
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The sudden scuttlmg of the
agreement between Rep. Robert
Livingston and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers to call a
-temporary halt to further con-
struction on the proposed hurri-

train leaves many _ol'd,qirest,ions_
unanswered and raises still more.
Why would the Corps agree to a

couple of days after Rep. Living-
_ston announced it publicly? Col.
Farly -J. Rush III says the switch
'was prompted by Lower Mississip-
¢ pi Valley district chief Maj. Gen.
.Robert C. Marshall, who is con-
cerned that the moratorium would
mean a delay in the completlon of
the project.
MMany concerns would seem to
-lake precedence over the concern
'about meeting a schedule. After
'dll the barriers are still in a pre- *
. liminary design stage, so it is hard *
to see how the moratorium will af-
fect the target date. And if an
alternative proves a better ‘method
of protection, it is hard to ‘see why
.any ‘mote ‘money should be spent
on the barriers. " "t
But the reconsideration reveals a
uch wider crack in the Corps’ -
gredibility. When accused of

cane barriers in Lake Pontchar-’

moratorium and then renege a

) P 71
The Corps amé the Ba{ig—rs ,

promoting projects to keep their
engineers busy, the Corps is quick
to insist that the agency does not
drum up business, but only carries
out the will of Congress.
The hurricane barrier project
was the child of former Rep. F
" Edward Hebert, but he has retired.
and Rep. Livingston, who replaced
him, has proposed that the Corps
hold off on further construction for
one year to allow public hearmgs
_ and studies on the project. - - °
By refusing to go along wnth Mr.
Livingston, the Corps seems to be
~saying that it has assumed Mr. He-
bert’s advocacy role for the con-
troversial project. No one can
_imagine that the whole Congress
! cares about the project, and lack
of support from the congressman
"whose district is involved should
. logically put a damper on the
* Corps’ proceeding with the pro,,ect
.immediately.
- The Corps’ failure to dampen its
enthusiasm for the controversial
project not only underinines its
;credibility but also raises the
‘specter of a federal agency keep-

- ing itself in business with projects

that do not have the full support of
the pubhc or the congressman in-
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- Opposing Barriers
: Slidell.
itor, The Times-Picayune:

Mr. C. W. Chachere (Letters, Oct. 5)
takes the: usual position that anyone
who wishes to point out valid opposi-
tion to the barrier phases of the hurrl-
cane protection project is totally unin-
formed. It just happens that thousands
of people oppose the barrier phases in
spite of Mr. Chachere’s dissertations.

If it wasn't so sad, the misinforma-
tfon expounded by the Chachere letter

ould be laughable, for instance, the

atement to provide flood protection
; “by the best means possible.” No aiter-
native plan has ever been presented.
The only thing we have ever heard is,
‘“We have looked at all the alternatives

'_'iand none are feasible.”

p

A further misleading inference is his
',mention of the people who drowned in
'Betsy in 1965. One would be led to be-
hieve that all or some of these drown-
,ings were caused by or from Lake

'Pontchartrain. It is common knowl--

edge that this is notso. - . o

The letter also mentioned that Mr.
Levy and the state representative, Mr.
Scoggin have misled the people of St.
Tammany- Parish. Nothing could be

. further from the truth. I am convinced

that Mr. Levy and Mr. Scoggin, as well

as hundreds .of others who have
presented testimony, have a great deal
more knowledge concerning the pro-
posed project than Mr. Chachere.

Most people are aware that the Or-
leans Levee Board in conjunction with
the Corps of Engincers is merely being
used as .a tool in a land enhancement
scheme of special interests, as it re-
lates to the construction of the
barriers. : . '

1 believe they 'are aware that
responsible representatives of the Or-

———ae

—}‘! []r ')l/.-"(_:-'. t'.{/(i. . S ..._.‘... : e A .
. ',;.‘ .

leans Sewerage and Water Board hilye

stated that if they could just receive
$80 to $100 million of the $400 millign,
a system of drainage cbuld be provided
for New Orleans that would dssure it of
never being bothered with hurricane
waters or extended heavy rain
water: . .

The barrier phascs of thie project are,
indeed, not good for Orleans Parish,
and are, indeed, cven worse for St.,
Tammany and other parishes that will’
be affected. As Mr. Scoggin stated in-
his letter on the same page, I too hope’
that Congressman Livingston is suc-!
cessful in halting the construction of
the barriers. The very idea of damining
up these great tidal bodies (Rigolets.
and Chef) whether or not it provided :
any protection, and it has becn pointed

’

out repeatedly that it would not, is .

totally preposterous.
. J. V. BURKES IIL

Safe Hotel

New Orleans.
Editor, The Times-Picayune:

In response to Joan Trecadway's arti- -
cle of Sept. 30, regarding high-rise '
hotel fire protection systems, I am |
disappointed that she did not inention

the city's newer hotels, such as the
Hyatt Regency New Orleans, as qui-
tive examples of the most modern and
up-to-date facilities in hotel high-rise
fire protection. '

.
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\n gry Gro up Oppose:
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.0 Hurricane Barriers

i . .
P By LOVELL BEAULIEU with 21 gates at the Rigolets. There are no plans for
o wad group of angered, and somewhat volatile, Lake a lock at the Chef Pass, he added. .
"\perine residents who will be affected by the con- According to Bodet, the theory of the barrier con- |
versial Lake Pontchartrain hurricane barriers. cept is, as a hurricane approaches and funnels itself
ced their opposition to the project Saturday.in a into Lake Pontchartrain, the barrier will prevent
‘e-open forum.” = - =7 7" water from coming into the lake and building up.
he meeting was held to discuss the recently lifted  ~ Basically, he said, the.purpose of the planned
, r-long moratorium on construction of the barri-; barriers is to prevent water from coming in “before ;
‘estimated to cost $378 million. * 7 By the hurricane arrives, rather'than waiting for it to - ’
.——.__peaking to the residents, many of whom claim to o gethere” - ~ . . -,
<74 " et g weathered several devastating hurricanes, was -/ But Bodet's presentation made few strides before
X : .&f»r Bodet, assistant chief engineer of the Orleans”. it was butchered by several of the seendingly disgust- - '
“rvreeBoard. - S . _ . edresidents. K
—~pdet attempted to explain the project to the more “When the water is coming in and the gates are f
1 100 persons who filled the Fort Pike Volunteer closed, we all get the water,” said one resident. *
pany building by citing that surrounding pa- “We'll always be flooded while the lake will always
es all have adequate levee protection except be glright.” ) ' :
= ' 're the proposed barriers are to be located. At Times throughout the meeting, the atmosphere
odet, who added that "it's hard to say you're became somewhat chaotic as many of the residents
ag to block something without ealling it a dam.” loudly voiced their general disapproval, and in the
3 the present plans call for a flondgate at Chel process drowning out Bodet. At one point, after a

»).

B R
w07 M iinteur Pass to allow passage of boats and a lock ", map illustrating the proposed barriers fell to the {777
E R O TN = 777" floor, a roar of approval came forth from the crowd. s ke .
ST T T T T _J But, despite the rowdiness of the crowd, several = v/ s m i
; M‘w‘ serious issues were raised. st
S State Rep. Ron Faucheaux, in whose district the Pr——
! v barriers will be located, said the U.S. Army Corps of

Engineers acted somewhat hastily in its lifting of the

moratorium and more time should be given to study

possible alternatives. ' o

W—-——v-—-—-————- -“We're all for hurricane protection,” said Fau-}

' ‘ . cheaux, “but no one has justified the need for a barri-y
o . SO : - er. The barrier plan could be dangerous to Orleans, .=

St. Bernard and St. Tammany Parishes,” he added. - ta e

:
RS O ]

" “The least they.(The U.S. Army Corps of Engi- L
v neers) could do is give opponents of the ptanan-  * :
T T R R TN L gggortpnit:";t; ,voi:e thei:’ ddi:approval and present l":"""‘"“ = ———
AEIR 0 Rl T e sl their views,” Faucheaux added. . '
I e é‘.,____;.": 7™ 77| In addition he said, the Corps should also look intoe - oo
S/ AR a4 7'-,'-.*!.r_‘“:-"-‘.5,}‘,}_:—-'.'.?,,:-,;/_-»";.j‘:-,";",f T strengthening of existing levees because the entire® -
gt et T e e e L wn w77 "4 barrier concept seems “counter-productive " ‘ .
AT e e S ST et e, dle v-. Faucheaux said that, if the ifting of the morator. AEE
' : um is allowed to stand, the project could have an. I S

"

“0~ .. -
LA e 4 ~ .- "'.',.A:' )
he T R ,;",{;,u‘i.-), adverse effect on Lake Pontchartrain and Eastern . ™ ~ - ..
A T e =0t New Orleans in -terms of being_ additionally flood- w=" ="~ , -
N A 27 ey prone. AT . e p.,-q.\ MR
A \n.. e M Pt T o Ky et _Faucheaux 7 .ed the Corps for failing to study £ " Lo
s s e PO RO e LN .,"’slln:nlar projecs’, in a ition to this one. PR
Pt e MEOEASNG AL i L\fgy;k,,.f" b STy Ly 1. 1. “What's happépeg’all over the country is the U.S.} [_ “\"int- o, M52
Pt e s N ;"-,*—;~"‘,,f,-;,.. e -.N‘ 4_4.:";;1"*... .\,1‘“; sl A Army didn’t take\)'ndividual and local needs’into ac- L3~ -_s_‘."'-" ..
LI L X o PN ,,,;'f,.;__r,&‘_“ ,«_..._'f;j_,‘ \c;)untedu’r'hen varigu water projects were being-.+'n e tyh
W aeen e TP, Toh L iy R N e ] D R R AT X anned. - ” o ' PR
o S AR s oo S A I P Also at the meeting was a representative of US.p . o o "oy i

|

[ TR .
n

Rep. Bob Livingston, who originally pushed for and
by S S—

Lo e !

gt o v PPRRRCIRN S LR ; . 19, 3 prena el won the moratorium on construction of the projec
ey {T':”"‘!r,';'a\a{?}t > P, v Firday w&sﬁs‘" Livingston al§o is.a n:némber qf ghe: Hpuse Public,, “, wrier v A
R el TR L it RPN herta s VIR o] Works Committee, which-has jurisdiction over alli”, .,?f.:h,"i',_"’,',fv.‘v' .

"' Corps of Engineers water resource projects. Living- *

- - - -. '-1‘ ston earlier said he planned on holding several com,
: S ' - { munity meetings to discuss the project. |
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Let's ‘Give Corps a
# Grandiose Project

, a@yMM@WEf!Q ‘3: Times~-Picayune 10/31/77

SRR RY I

eperki e v By NEWION E.RENFRO /v -1 ;

- o - ] ‘ '
-+ The Lake Pontchartrain Barriers has,  This is the Great Wall of New Or-;
. been rejected, starled, cancelled a) nd - leans. It should better suit the Corps’!

, -restarted 130 many times that the aver- ;- predilection toward concrete and stee]:

, 1 age citizen is in danger of losing sight yet serve basically the same purpose p

oL the central issue, which is thal the: as levees, A levee has no panache. no - M

i U.S. Army Corps of Engineers nee s ', grace. no architectural style — being, Ty R

. “@ work. N - atbottom. just a long pile of dirt - but j’}

w  The barriers supposedly would close’ a wall requires blueprints and dia- %~

‘| off the lake from the rushing, wind- - grams, with strong. ruled lines and R
, driven tides of a hurricane blowing in_ stress formulae. As an added .'slttraction"r

“! from the Southeast. All the arguments " and engineering challenge, large win-!'

about whether ‘the barriers would be - dows could also be included, thus an-,
. environmentally sound or would divert - swering the objection to levees con-

= : : flood waters to St. Bernard or St. cerning the lovely view. * ' ’

‘ ‘ Tammany Parishes or would turn the GP Number Three would provide not *

lake into a cesspool are not precisely only concrete but also dredging. which

- televant to the Corps. As ambitious _-the Corps dearly loves. Aircraft fuel

'”"j’-' flood control projects go hereabouts, it g.tanks prevent sloshing with rows of x

¥e X34 may not be a good one, but it is the only< % fins attached to the inner walls. These,, R

750 one they've got — and, by George;i “baffles” breakithe flow of liquid."

wy they're going to keep it. ' L

LRy L 0 Where a barrier would prevent high

Building levees does not excite the ;.\,‘ti_dés-_fyogl getting into ths,_lake, several .
: ‘ AL bt .

Corps’ imagination. There are bunches " T heEo

of .folks. who think the way to protect: [T T
) the city from.the feared “killer hurri. AV e u— “

cane” (never mind that such a storm o .
has never been recorded) is to build .,Clearly, the Corps will |
" high levees, but the Corps resists the .~ proceed full blast on .:. I-.?
Aoy M notion. Oneof the reasons heard ‘|3 . . STy
PRINTTY against levees'is that they would block . this thing,'common )

. ..‘*?’.,,.5& lthke:iyie\.\:j (:i"f?;kggwpbz?livfe near the gense, 'scientific _
| lake, an al may be a fair assess- ;. : : L
R ment. Maybe those'folks"wouqurathcrfi kev{d?ncﬁ. nd pubhc il
frorev - ey Tisk being washed away than give up.;'_;,!oplmon o R
C e :""'-"""'f.E their pregthlakmg view of flat brown ® ndtwithstanding, unless
e g ~‘.‘vyater. S . b d f d ‘th
- +. _ Inany case, the area's congressman, somebody-linds em a

w M 25 "t Bob Livingston, is having a difficult blgger toy lo play with.

RSP <4 time getting a commitment out'of the ~~* ==, . " JTa" &7 TR

e e T e 7" Corps. Friday a week ago, Livingston,
AT e "--;--.;g 4 announc;: th::t e oruE: ocal district gy, R I

Sien e e T +.~ chiet, Col Kar at is v ; .
W 1 e S aean ™ s Feally his name; I did not make it up), §= underwater concrete walls parallel to
% \H R TR %" i had_agreed {0 delay the project Tor a’:"the shore could act:as baffles and

sXERTE Ty :.,-.:.’,".;h{.ﬁ..‘,'..‘: year so that opponenis might have ume'a break the tidal force before it could
| R R T »"f_:_‘;._f.:'}-\ ,:....\".,‘l to mﬁiw—%ﬁw‘ " build"up'and sweep over the levees. To . 3
i (R N N A -+’ whether the Corps feels any need to ~ keep them clear of slit; they would |
MUy e u' vahuws Study the barrier's effects). The next  have to be dredged in the gaps period:-
A e S e 7, day, Rush announced that his boss, cally, and the Corps would love it.
Maj. Gen. Robert C. Marshall had con- - A drawback is that it does not in-
» 4y trarily decided the project should go volve machinery, which is one of the | . [
h&? ahead after all. The word of an officer | engineering attractions of those move- RPN Ve R
f\f»l'";i and a gentleman. - ‘- able barrier gates. GP Number Four,

.. Never.mind. Clearly, the Corps will-,. giant pumps, to drain the lake in ad-
-—1 proceed full 'b]as't‘o_‘viﬁ"—ﬁ"‘e" n_this thing, com-¥ vance of a*hurricane, would require)
PITOISense, scientific ev] i ."g«,v“huge machines. They might not be as
n:"mﬁﬁmés sensually satisfying as rumbling gates
W sBTn—E&Eﬁnds them Tbjgger, toy “5.; or as.much fun as toy trains,’ but tley |,
! play with. T W willdo, 4.8y, W | t
| Therefore, in the public interest,” "M the Corps insists on machines that |}
offer some. alternativé' Gragdiose Pro-*+. push or pull, GP Number Five might be
A e ,\ ‘W"‘e"rjects (GP) to hold the Cor)js'?intéresti'-‘ better. It would consist of a great hol-
RO ok, ,&’;. . - and; divert -its bulldqzers(ia:\q“:dredgé‘g;wlow shell under the lake or nearby (salt-
- f‘.-,.,', from the barrier, - Vit ATy “~4 domes might come In handy for this) i ;
DOSEINRE v**GP Number On¢ is a giant plexiglass ™. andf~a‘_hole in the lake's floor, stopped | Fr YT r=refy=—yy
i bubble over the city. This should be 52 by a giant cork. In the event of a hurri-

M Al
LA

o ' considered merely ‘a’temporary divers*. cane, the cork could be pulled quickly | }.- TN e M T
Lt 7w "l sion'and{proof that“our: hearis are inAlby!a giant*hand operated by complex }-»“‘ T
o st 0 S the 'rjgm‘p]ace. Such a scheme is 'im- machinery, and the water would drain |/ e, o e St
~ Ui 1 practical, but there s no evidence umtg?ln.a'm.atter of minutes. After the [~i o, " T f s
I ever,stopped the Corps before, sol!+'storm,:we could then either pump the . .. SN e
B o 4"y 1 they will spend some time savoring the,s old brackish'water- back inorletin f~"30 7. | . »
s LT : ..q S SR

' . < U Tor U ided’and @rawing up prelimlnary plans.’ p brand new Gulf salt water. e A T
e e i e, . By the time they discover that the city ;3" Any one of these plans is certain to b veas . av.c L5 s
: has already constructed a more modest . cost more than the barrfer (making it .
- version-of {his design'and Is noti dis. k| acceplable’ to engineers and contracs
_posed.to‘undertake ‘angther, {F: “ tors), would requiré '
.‘u‘u bér\' meu rea T “?}3 K "' M,

‘ \ - * .
g - n B e 'y -
T L '

. K ol "he & T t Lt - . . .o el
—— - N P
R S NS ST

Y v'“~,¢¢..'- By ” PO 1) ~w ' . . F
pre T I G e



* "—--.
.

' S&WB a?d Lake Ceyp
8 .o
i ' ' iv:New Orleans @
.Edltor, The Times-Plcayune . .
" I noted Oct. 27 a letter from J. V, .
Burkes III with re(e_l;ence to the Sewer-
age and Water Board in connection ¥
with the barrier plan for hurncane"
LQ.&C‘»O" ’
These references to the Sewerage.
and Water Board and the allegations of «
expenditures relative to hurncane;
waters are completely erroneous. "i
The_board proposes to “water roof’
33 one of its large pumps_ g eac the 7}
outfall stations pum _pm {0 La[g{l’ont-
chartrain so that when roject.’
hurricane does m'Té“cﬂn ew Or-
leans and Lake i’ontchartram is dump- -
“ed jnfo the the city we will upon subsidence .’
of the tides in Lake Pontchartram (fol- #
lowing the hurricane) have the

' capability” ol puriiping out the water
‘ ﬂmﬂuﬁ“xnig‘ the Take in the ab- -
2 sence of having the barriers consiruct. -
‘_ ‘ed which woul£ revent this rise of ﬁde.

in Lake Ponfc rram. - g
o reitera ard has no plans

for hurricane protechon. I

i however, to be able to pumpout the,.
.city after the project hurricape has *
/i dumped 'the waters of Lake Pontchar- .
 train into the city over the levels of the
; existing levees and sea _walls in_the
. areﬂewm Point Aux_ the /

e.st to the Orleans-Jefferson -pari

.. STUARTH. BREHM JR
. Executive Director
Sewerage and Wa ter Board
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‘Stage Set for States (,_,{,/ 7{\ 1
trol.
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., 2 ,'brf.f‘ x' o . ’ y B
' ‘from.a 1975 federal court ruling which

wetland areas. : ’
Rep. John Breaux D-La., one of the held that the federal government had
House conferees_and_the author of a swee ing authority to regulate activic |
ties in wetland areas, which the court Jl

WASHINGTON — Senate and House

conferees agproved compromise legis- controversial wetlands ro sal that = : -

lation Thursday that sets the stage for ‘had been denounced by environmental- broadly defined to include virtua 1y all

-_-————L——————""g“‘ ists, termed the Sepate-House compro- waters of the United States, including '
a_rational and balanced is far inland. :

.l.!r_le:.'".'..‘?:. . . A ) ]
By KENNETII A. WEISS

{Times-Plcayune washington Correspondent)

| states to eventually reclaim from the ==
i -federal government major_authority to ;msi)ach e Sl'-‘f-‘h‘—i:“"?s and pond
rac“gal;late fieve:lopment of wetlgnd " ““Decisions under the Clean Water Breau‘; aﬁ:sﬁe;f’fﬁw\f{ga&p lDa-'lll‘e?(y
* Act should have maximum state and . {hat would have rolled back federal au-

'+~ The unexpected accord ended more A . ‘

than two years of often bitter debate in - }local partxcdxpatmn and s:ates which thority to those wetlands along tradi-

Congress over proposed amendments - s:o\;: 4 izua?lowl::?:gril:i:eirp;&g ";‘)':“)f tionally navigable rivers and streams.

::;tt‘}t‘:rgée?: l‘:: t:r ‘::tt ;‘ :hie?:tt:r:eh:: ..grams without having to go to Wash-  The.Senate refused to go along, how- - )

- the nation’s vasislﬁn but ecologically- ington for every decision,” Breaux ever, and approved its own plan

imporlant wetlands & BICAY". said. - - b maintaining federal protection of wet-

IIJ)nder resent ]a.w the The fight over the wetlands stems land areas. :

of Engineers has broad authority to ﬁﬂ!ﬁﬂﬂ”ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ!ﬁl ﬁ N ~N |

regulate dredging and dumping activi- | ) N e ) _ N (/.
km

. The comgromi::,sﬁowever, would en- f ' Give Him | at Least | 7; c R E D I T “?:

.. able states with approved management _ ;
" a Merry Christmas || ToSu You Z __

. plans_—such as coastal zone manage-

* . ment_plans — and areawide planning _

‘- programs a roved by the Environ-=" AR _ @BULOVA WATCHE
- Little seven-year-old Johnny only recently learned |{- @ DIAMOND 8R

...mental Protection Agency, to regain
,i!D!AMOND v

il pers:.ithat people sleep in beds. ..«

%~ authority to issue dredge and leep | oo
. ‘mits for wetland activily. . i« Moreover, he didn’t know people ate three meals a Ne
Tl ees. h ““"day. And Johnny'is just becoming accustomed to:}{: {

'~ The_conferees, however, also ap- . S _ ‘

proved a broad exemption from the . using bathroom’ facui.t,l_esfwhich,he never-had at

permitting requirement for all federal ~home. ' ‘ L —

projects in wetlands 4. 4s are s specifi- He didn't have any Halloween trick-or-treating this

* call authorized b ongress, and on ; year, because his parents spent the better part of
“which environmental impact state- rthat weekend in jail. He was left alone at home.

' ments, have been Dr nd ~~ But mayhe someone will think enough of Johnny,
’ L 0 yseehehasa good Christmas like other boys an

poaaty oo submitted. ~ ' -+ Lo ' S iw" . .
.. = v..Spokesmen for several environmen- «(s Please donate to The Times-Picayune Dol . LU
ST tal groups expressed concern with the Fund, 3800 Howard Ave., New Orleang, /%" = 7" " samr = ot © % 5= S e
"5 :  isweeping federal project exemption. ~Toys will be ‘d__nsmbuted Dec. 17467, rlelt,. P e .
el o7t Also exem ted from_the permitting - Auditorium.;, - o b A T N ] Yo W LT Ju
wois Tt Urequipement are normal farming, - : ' R N ) ALY da g T2
. . 3 o R PP . . B - LI ) . T
St .-,rancrﬁmg and forestry operations An mmmmmmmm RO W P O S0 0
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. lglﬂditor, The Timés-Picayune:

vy~ This is in response to the cditorial
s iy Lake Study Still\Needed” which ap- .
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v “wpeared Nov. 3-and mentioned both the
~"Levee Board and the writer by name.
‘w  The Times-Picayune, in this editorial
™and in others, attempts to place the Or-
<alcans Levee Board in the posture of a
' \sxallous’ destroyer of lake bottoms and *
< mwetlands., We 'do ‘not see ourselves in
M™his ‘light,.and we believe The Times-
sl icayune does a grave injustice to this

=hoard and to_those citizens’ who serve

~bn the board, putting in many hours

yonthly withou_tﬁ‘p‘ay.,. -

'y

v

Views of Beadersw Leveé :Board

The Orleans Levee Board agrees that
-a comprehensive environmental_study

of fhe Lake Pontchartrain ccosystem is
needed. It has been 'estimaled')t’%?t-tﬁé'
costof such a s{udy could be in'the mil-
lious of dollars and would {ake several

years to complete. The board does not

~-have the resources to fund such a
~study. .

Another of our legislatively mandat-
ed responsibilities is to own and oper-
“ate Lakefront Airport. . . . e

Prior to the expansion Lakefront is
‘now undergoing 4 comprehensive envi-
ronmental study.”An Environmental
. Impact Statement was prepared, circu-

:..tary waste from boats.” .

iy 15/77
lated and approved by all
govérmmental agencles."Publl¢™héar-
ings were held. All approvals ol all
staté and federal dgencies responsible
for préserving the environment were
~oBlainied, —— " 2 e 2
¢ were brought into federal court
by an environmental group secking to
stop the expansion of the airport. They
could not prove that any harm would
occur to the Lake Pontchartrain Kco- 7, 7
system from the work and the judge - .
ruled in our favor. The project was
justified and construction procedures
were designed to ereate the least harm
to the lake. What more does The Times-
Picayune wantus to do? "~ - '
Another responsibility of the Orleans
Levee Board is to own ard operate the |
]
¢

ey A0 -
. B .

Orleans Marina. Studies conducted by
the Levee Board, articles on which

. have appeared in both The Times-Pica- +———
* yune and The States-Item, as well as 7 ' 7.» .
-, pressures from boating groups all point i 0 "
out the need for more marinas to serve . '
New Orlcans. ——
e

Coast Guard regulations now require
approved non-polluting marine sanita-
{ion devices to be installed on all boats
starting on Jan. 1, 1978. All marinas
must be constructed with sanitary fa-
cilities. This was not the law when I
made the statcment as a member of
the Lake Pontchartrain Sanitary Board . )
in 1974 that “wec need to control sani- *' ,~

Prior to the construction of any new

7 marina in Lake Pontchartrain an envi- FE=-s -oa="
ronmental study will have to be made. ;.

Again, I ask what do you want us to do? ,. - , v

: A study is not a solution to a demand. .- ”
- S GUYF.LeMIEUX,: * =
' President,, -,° ~° "

Orleans Levee Board. .. .. B L
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v By KENNETH A. WEISS

- (TIimes-Picayune Wnshlnqlon Corusuondem

WASHINGTON — The Corps of
Engineers is still refusing’to impose a
onc-ycar nioralorium on construction
of Lake Ponlchartrain hurricane barri--
ers, but says there's enough time be-
fore contracts are awarded.in May for

public comment on t{ne controversial
2

pro;cct -Y\ Ty ..4 :;

:There are no contracts scheduled -
for award on barrier:componcits until
néxt May."Ma). Gen R.C. Marshali, the

Cprps” Division Engineer_in V\Ckﬁ_‘l\_}j‘g, :

told U.S. Rep, Bob Livingston, R-La.

§“Thus it would appear that time is
available for_any_public_meetings you
may wish to hold,” Marshall added in a
letter to the freshman lawmaker.

sLivingston, who had _inijtially gotten
agreement ‘from_the Corps fot a_one-

year constructlon moratorium before .
the dcal was squelched By Marshall,
expressed satislaction with the new

lan,
EHé——s"a'id the House Public Works
Comynittee has scheduled a hearing in
New Orleans on the barrier p_l_an on-
Jan. 6, and expressed hope that ' gvcs
us a___p_lc t_x_mc to: lhrash out the issue”
before contracts are awarded in May.
"7As far as I'm concerned, I'm satis-
fied we'll at least be able to have the
hearing,” Livingston said. “It may be
necessary before May to put it (the
contract awarding) back a little, but at
least we'll have some «breathmg time
" he said. "'z- .,

B.u-k in” October, L:vmgston an- -
nounced that agreement on a one-year
moratorium on construction of the

:Public to Have Say
on. Hurrlca/t}e Barrler

In this case my initial decision to re-
main with the current scheduole in no
way forecloses my option Lo delay the
barrier plan should such a delay be
recommended and justified by the Dis-

“trict Engincer,” he added.

Livingston had pushod for the one-
‘year moratorium in order to give
critics of the project time {o re-exam-
ine possnblc environmental impacts of
raising levees to afford hurricane
protection for areas bordering the lake
.and portions of St. Bernard Parish.

Environmentalists worry about the
. potenlial effects of “walling off™ the
" lake fromi (he Gul( of Mexico. They say
such action could turn the lake into a
virtual cesspoll, inhibit navigation, and
increase the dangers of flooding.

Livingsion, who serves on the Public
Works Committee which has jurisdic-
tion over watcr resource pro;cctc buxlt
able opponcnls to get thelr casc in
ordér prior {o addmonal construction.”

“Conversely, if, in fact, studies show:
that the barrier plan is in the best
interest of the district, construction can
be resumed after the 12-month delay,”
Livingston said in October.

Livingston said Friday that with new
contracts not scheduled for awarding
until May, and a hearing in Janaury, he
“ hoped there will be enough time for
opponents to express their views.

“Perhaps we'll be able lo get this:
matter resolved to the satisfaction of
all parties,” he said.

Livingston said his_main _concern_ is’

4o give. cveryboﬂx?ns say on the
barrief project ) o
M

barriers had been reached with Col."~___

Early J. Rush IIl, 'the Corps’ district
engineer at.New Orleans. But the
agreement lasted less than a week
when Marshall requested recensidera-
tion of the deal to study the possnble
impact of a year-long delay. ~
In his letter to Livingston, Marshall
left open the possibility he may order a
delay later, but expressed concern °
ahout the effect of a lcngthy delay on .
hyrricane protection in the New Or-
lc{ans metropolitan area. ¢ i
‘Delay in_construction of the bar__Lgr
plan coulq_;eopardne a hlghﬂ_xulncr:
ablcy n'ictropohtan area for a_longer '
E.cﬁ(’d of time,” Ma[sh.'a,le;M:ned.__.~
arshall squ he_has asked Rush to *
review the matier “and _"to_submit to
me at an early date any y recommenda-
tions he may have. [ will promptly con-
sider tThem and make.my decision.” -
;l am very concerned about delays |
lo..m Congressionall authonzed and B
fu{l e pro; Iars allsaid. . N
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