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1 INTRODUCTION 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District (CEMVN), has prepared 
this Revised Environmental Assessment # 494 (REA # 494) to evaluate the potential 
environmental effects associated with the proposed construction and operation of a new sanitary 
wastewater treatment facility.  As shown in figure 1, New Iberia, centered in Iberia Parish, is 
located in south central Louisiana west of the Atchafalaya Basin, approximately 100 miles west 
of New Orleans, and 50 miles south west of Baton Rouge.  

 REA # 494 has been prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 and the Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508), as reflected 
in the USACE Engineering Regulation, ER 200-2-2.   

The original EA #494 went out to public for review on 14 Dec 2009, this REA #494 represents a 
reduction in scope from the original EA #494.  

Figure 1.  Location of the City of New Iberia, LA 

 
Source: IDF, 2008.          

1.1 AUTHORITY FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

This project was initiated as a joint effort between Iberia Parish and CEMVN under the Corps’ 
Environmental Infrastructure Program (Section 219 of the 1992 Water Resources Development 
Act (WRDA), as amended by Section 108, Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2001).  This 
section of WRDA authorizes the Corps of Engineers to assist a non-Federal interest (in this case, 
Iberia Parish) in carrying out water-related environmental infrastructure and resource protection 
and development projects.  Projects eligible for inclusion under the Section 219 program include 
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water supply and storage; and treatment, distribution and wastewater treatment systems, 
including wastewater treatment plants.   

1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

There are multiple purposes of, and needs for, the proposed CEMVN action.  The purposes and 
needs for the proposed action are to:  

1. Provide Iberia Parish Sewerage District No. 1 cost-effective, sanitary wastewater 
treatment for the existing wastewater generated; and 

2. Provide additional wastewater treatment capacity to accommodate anticipated growth in 
the next 15-20 years. 

The geographical service area under consideration for the proposed project is an area northwest 
of the City of New Iberia in northern Iberia Parish.  The area is primarily industrial/commercial 
around the Acadiana Regional Airport and residential in the Coteau community (WSN, 2005).  
Wastewater generated in this area is currently routed to the City of New Iberia’s treatment 
facility or is serviced by individual septic systems in the Coteau area (WSN, 2005).  Current 
sewage flow from the service area is approximately 300,000 gallons per day during dry weather 
and up to 1,000,000 gallons per day after heavy precipitation.1   

Sewerage District No. 1 of Iberia Parish provides sanitary sewer service to approximately 3,000 
customers in portions of the unincorporated areas of the Parish (Iberia Parish Master Plan, 2001).  
Projections for the 20-year planning period indicate a future population of approximately 54,614 
in those areas by 2020 and the greatest portion of population growth is projected to occur in 
Sewerage District No. 1 (Iberia Parish Master Plan, 2001).   

The Parish is also interested in attracting additional industrial and commercial development 
within the service area and expects the demand for additional wastewater treatment capacity to 
increase (WSN, 2005).  Based on the anticipated costs for continuing to send wastewater to the 
City of New Iberia’s treatment plant, Iberia Parish examined other options for sewage treatment 
for the service area (USACE, 2003).   The Parish expected that developing a facility with a 
design capacity of 1.5 million gallons per day would meet the long term needs, but initially, a 
permitted discharge of approximately 800,000 gallons per day would be sufficient.   

Permit writers at Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ) indicate that ongoing 
studies of the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)2 would most likely require lower discharge 
limits in more sensitive drainage basins (Iberia Parish Master Plan, 2001).  The preliminary 
modeling by LDEQ indicates future limits could be required to be significantly lower than the 
current averages for biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), total suspended solids (TSS), and 
ammonia-nitrogen (Iberia Parish Master Plan, 2001). 

1.3 PRIOR REPORTS 

On 19 June 2003, the CEMVN signed a Letter Report, entitled “Iberia Parish, Louisiana, 
Environmental Infrastructure, CWIS 076310.”  The document authorized CEMVN to enter into a 
                                                 
1 The differential between dry and wet weather flow is expected to decrease as a product of the Parish’s Sewer 
System Evaluation Survey and ongoing efforts to reduce infiltration/inflow into the system from rainfall events.   
2 The TMDL Study is a statewide analysis of waterways’ abilities to absorb pollutants and the determination of the 
level of pollutant discharge beyond which the waterways would be unacceptably degraded.   
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Design Agreement with Iberia Parish, Louisiana to provide Federal technical, planning, and 
design assistance for Iberia Parish’s wastewater and to conduct a preliminary assessment of land 
costs and development of appropriate analyses to address the Parish’s need for a 1.5 MGD 
wastewater treatment facility.  

1.4 PUBLIC CONCERNS 

Concerns included the Parish’s liability for potential effects to landowners’ property, whether 
LDEQ and the USEPA had approved the project, whether the industrial waste from “the air 
base” could be excluded from the treatment system, and whether the Parish would indemnify the 
landowners for damages that occur now or in the future.    

1.5 DATA GAPS AND UNCERTAINTY 

At the time of submission of this REA, engineering evaluations had not been completed for the 
proposed action.  Final selection of engineering details is ongoing, but any changes to the design 
of the proposed action would be confined to the treatment facility located on a 12 acre site 
provided by the Parish (the site of Pump Station 2 and the treatment lagoons).  Accordingly, such 
changes would not be expected to result in different impacts to the natural or human environment 
outside of the boundaries of that 12 acre site. 

The environmental analysis has also been performed prior to completion of plans and 
specifications or a construction contractor’s plan for construction.  The analysis is based on 
reasonable assumptions regarding how the proposed actions would be constructed.  However, the 
description of the proposed action in this REA does not represent any formal commitment to 
final design, equipment for use, vendors for supply of materials, or methods of construction;  
instead it gives an approximation of how these features would be constructed.  These 
assumptions reasonably quantify the magnitude and nature of the impacts of the proposed 
actions, but do not prescribe detailed materials, quantities, or design specifications. 

The proposed action as set forth in this REA would not accomplish tertiary treatment of the 
wastewater processed at the facility and therefore would not be a complete wastewater treatment 
system.  In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  At this time, how the 
Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not certain, although 
the Parish has indicated its preference to discharge the wastewater into the Spanish Lake 
wetlands and has filed an application with the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality 
to obtain a permit for such discharge.  The Parish has not filed an application for a Department of 
the Army Section 404 permit, which would be required to construct the wetlands discharge 
system.  Original EA 494 analyzes anticipated environmental impacts associated with using a 
discharge system in the Spanish Lake wetlands for tertiary treatment and to improve water 
quality in the wetlands.    

In the event there are substantial changes to the proposed action relevant to environmental 
concerns that would invalidate the assumptions on which this analysis is based or if there are 
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significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and bearing on 
the proposed action or its impacts as construed herein, a supplemental environmental analysis 
will be prepared. 

1.6 CHARACTERIZATION OF THE SERVICE AREA EFFLUENT 

In 2009, the City of New Iberia completed an evaluation of the commercial users discharging to 
the sanitary sewer system to verify that the City’s wastewater treatment plant could adequately 
treat the discharges from its users (City of New Iberia, 2009).  Because the discharge from the 
proposed service area currently goes to the City of New Iberia’s treatment plant, the commercial 
users that would be discharging to the new system were included in that survey.  The survey 
examined commercial users to evaluate whether chemicals could be entering the sanitary sewer 
system that could potentially harm the City’s wastewater treatment plant.  The surveys were 
provided to Iberia Parish and to the CEMVN. Based on the survey, the Parish determined that the 
commercial users discharging to the current system would not damage the proposed system.   
The survey and the Parish’s determination included evaluations of the effluent from the 
University of Louisiana at Lafayette’s New Iberia Research Center (NIRC).   

Because approximately one-third of the base flow into the service area (100,000 of the 300,000 
gallons/day) is associated with the maintenance of approximately 6,000 non-human primates at 
the NIRC,3 the CEMVN requested information on the facility, its operations, and its wastewater 
pretreatment procedures to better understand its waste stream.  Follow-up communication with 
representatives from NIRC provided important information regarding its operations and standard 
operating procedures, which would not change in the event the proposed facility becomes 
operational.  The questions asked by the CEMVN and the answers provided by the NIRC are 
included in Appendix B.  

2 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND 
ALTERNATIVES 

The CEMVN, in cooperation with its non-Federal sponsor, Iberia Parish, is proposing to 
construct a new wastewater treatment system for primary and secondary wastewater treatment 
south of the Acadiana Regional Airport.  The location of the project features is shown in figure 
2.   

To construct the new treatment system would require: 

1. Extensive modification of an existing pumping station (Pump Station #1) on 4th Street; 

2. Construction of the new treatment facility on an approximately 12-acre site off Landry 
Drive;   

                                                 

3 The New Iberia Research Center maintains accreditation with the American Association for Assessment and 
Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care International (AAALAC); has a file with the National Institutes of 
Health-Office of Laboratory Animal Welfare (NIH-OLAW) Animal Welfare Assurance Number A3029-01; and 
is approved by the Center for Disease Control (CDC) for the importation of non-human primates.  The Center is 
also registered with the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) as a class "R" research facility. 
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3. Construction of a new pumping station (Pump Station # 2) at the site of the new treatment 
facility(off Landry Drive); 

Construction of a new force main (piping) between Pumping Station #1 and the wastewater 
treatment system, and Pumping Station #2 and Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper Road/LA 
Highway 3212.   

Sections 2.1 through 2.4 provide additional detail regarding the construction of these features of 
the proposed action.   

Pumping stations in sewage collection systems are typically designed to handle raw sewage that 
is gravity fed from underground pipelines within a service area.  Sewage is stored in an 
underground pit, known as a wet well; the wet well is equipped with electrical instrumentation to 
detect the depth of sewage and pumps to move the material out.  When the sewage level in the 
wet well rises to a predetermined elevation, a pump in the wet well is activated to pump the 
material into and through a pressurized pipe system called a force main.  The force main is the 
piping system that moves sewage from the wet well and pumping station to the wastewater 
treatment facility.  During periods of high flows into the wet well (e.g., during peak flow periods 
or wet weather), redundant pumps in the wet well are also used.   
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2.1 THE PROPOSED ACTION 

2.1.1 MODIFICATIONS TO PUMPING STATION #1 AND NEW FORCE MAIN  

Pump Station One (PS1) is on the west/south side of 4th Street near the intersection with Ember 
Drive to the east of the Acadiana Airport.  As shown in figure 3, the structure is an 11 feet x 22 
feet x 16 feet concrete block above grade and poured concrete below grade facility that currently 
pumps wastewater from the service area to the City of New Iberia’s treatment facility.  PS1 
would be demolished and rebuilt at approximately the current location.   The existing 11’ by 22’ 
concrete block building and all equipment would be demolished and removed from the site for 
recycling or disposal at the Parish landfill or similar appropriate disposal facility.4   

For the replacement PS1, the existing foundation structure would be modified to a larger wet 
well utilizing three new submersible pumps.  The larger wet well would approximately double 
the existing capacity to 600,000 gallons, providing additional storage to assimilate peak flow 
surges.  A new pre-cast 10-feet diameter concrete manhole and base would be included to 
contain check valves and control valves for operating the new pumping station.  Demolition and 
re-building PS1 would require approximately 4 weeks to complete.     

Figure 3.  Pump Station #1 

 
 
In addition to the modification of PS1, a new force main would need to be installed to carry the 
effluent from PS1 to the new treatment plant.  The new PS1 force main would be an 
approximately 10-inch diameter high-density polyethylene (HDPE) schedule 40 pipe that would 
be installed within the existing road rights-of-way.   

                                                 
4 There are two permitted C and D (Type III) landfills in Iberia Parish and two in St. Martin Parish to the north. 
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The approximately two feet wide by four feet deep trench for installing the force main would be 
excavated within the existing, maintained, right-of-way, with the excavated materials deposited 
to the side of the trench.  Once the force main was placed and leak tested, the trench would be 
backfilled with a layer of crushed aggregate and the excavated material that had been side-cast to 
match the pre-existing grade.  The ground surface would be re-seeded to facilitate the re-growth 
of surface vegetation.  To ensure occupational safety, the contractor would use industry standard 
traffic controls, safety measures, and equipment during construction.   

As shown in figure 2, the PS1 force main would be constructed to proceed northwest on the 
west/south side of 4th Street about 200 feet to Ember Drive.  At the intersection with Ember 
Drive, the force main would turn 90-degrees to the southwest and proceed for approximately 
1,800 feet on the south side of Ember Drive to the intersection with Hangar Drive.  At that 
intersection, the force main would turn south then southeast proceeding for approximately 4,200 
feet on the east side of Tower Drive to the intersection with Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper 
Road/LA Highway 3212.    

In order to cross Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper Road/LA Highway 3212 and not require lane 
closures, the force main would be constructed by boring under the road.  Once under the 
Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper Road/LA Highway 3212, the force main would proceed an 
additional 800 - 1,000 feet along the plant entrance driveway5 to the southeastern corner of the 
site property.  In that vicinity, the new 10-inch force main would be temporarily connected to the 
existing 8-inch force main that connects PS1 to the City of Iberia’s wastewater treatment facility.  
This tie-in would allow uninterrupted service for wastewater treatment until the new wastewater 
treatment system was constructed and operating.  After the new treatment system was 
operational, the connection to the 8-inch would be closed, but maintained, in the event that 
system failure necessitated sending wastewater to the City of New Iberia’s treatment works.  The 
length of the original 8-inch force main between PS1 and this tie-in location would be flushed, 
capped, and abandoned in place.  

In total, approximately 7,000 feet of force main would be installed between PS1 and the new 
treatment facility, which would take approximately 3 weeks to construct.  

2.1.2 CONSTRUCTION OF WASTE WATER TREATMENT SYSTEM 

As depicted in figure 2, the new wastewater treatment facility would be constructed on an 
approximately 12-acre site near the corner of Landry Road and Northwest Bypass 
Highway/Kiper Road/LA Highway 3212.  The site is currently owned by Iberia Parish and is 
used for row-crop agriculture, but the Parish has planned to convert it to commercial use.  The 
new treatment system would include: headworks, where large debris would be removed prior to 
entering the lagoon system; the aeration and settling lagoons; a chlorination unit for disinfecting 
the effluent and a permanent support building.  The system would be designed and constructed 
for a maximum of 1.5 million gallons per day.  The influent to the proposed treatment facility 
would be conveyed from the discharge force main of PS1 through the headworks’ mechanical 
bar screen, prior to discharge into the aerated lagoon.  A mechanically driven traveling rake 

                                                 
5 The plant entrance driveway would exit from the south side of Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper Road/LA 
Highway 3212 and proceed in a southeastern direction parallel to, and to the east of, Landry Road. 
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assembly would remove the screened debris from the bar rack and discharge the debris into a 
screenings container.  The collected material would be disposed of at an appropriately-permitted 
facility on a routine basis.   

The proposed treatment facility would be an aerated/facultative lagoon system consisting of an 
approximately 2.3 million gallon aerated reactor basin followed by a series of three 
approximately two million gallon aerated settling basins totaling approximately six million 
gallons.  Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) removal would occur in the aerated lagoon and 
solids separation, stabilization, and storage would occur in the settling lagoons.  Aeration is 
required in the settling ponds to retard algae growth and release carbon dioxide from microbial 
respiration.  The effluent would then pass through a chlorine contact chamber for disinfection. 
Gaseous chlorine would be stored on site in two 150-pound cylinders.   

The footprint of disturbance for laydown areas as well as the system construction would affect 
the majority of the 12-acre property.  Construction details concerning the lagoon system continue 
to be refined, but the lagoon system would be large ponds lined with an impermeable membrane  
built over approximately four acres of the 12-acre site.  Prior to construction, the surface two feet 
of topsoil would be stripped from the construction area and stored on the site for use by the 
Parish.  

Additional excavated material that is unsuitable for re-use in the lagoon berms would be 
temporarily stored on site for re-use elsewhere by the Parish.  New electrical service would be 
extended from overhead power lines to the site and construction of the headworks, lagoons, 
chlorination unit, and all associated piping, controls, and ancillary equipment would take 
approximately four months to complete.     

2.1.3 CONSTRUCTION OF PUMPING STATION #2 AND NEW FORCE MAIN 

After exiting the chlorine contacting chamber, the wastewater would flow to the new Pump 
Station #2 (PS2).  PS2 would be a below-grade concrete wet well with pumps, valves, and piping 
that would operate similar to PS1.  PS2 would be fabricated as a pre-cast concrete structure with 
an inside diameter of approximately 10 feet, a depth of approximately 20 feet, and a volume of 
approximately 12,000 gallons.  The wet well would be constructed to have approximately one 
foot above the ground surface grade and be accessed through a pre-cast manhole.   

Piezometer data from the construction site indicate ambient groundwater is within 5 feet of the 
surface.  Due to the depth and size of the excavation necessary to construct PS2, dewatering 
wells or well points would be installed in the vicinity and would be continually pumped prior to 
and during construction.  Pumping the groundwater out would lower the ambient groundwater 
elevation below the lowest extent of construction allowing construction in dry conditions.  
Groundwater pumped from the site would be piped approximately 1,000 feet to the Armenco 
Branch Canal (southeast of the construction site) and discharged to the surface waters.  Data 
regarding the groundwater within the surface formation are not available, so the quantity of 
groundwater that would be generated during construction is uncertain.   

Similar to the force main construction from PS1 to the treatment system, the PS2 discharge 
would require construction of a new 10-inch force main from the PS2 to the south side of 
Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper Road/LA Highway 3212. The approximately two feet wide by 
four feet deep trench for installing the force main would be excavated within existing maintained 
rights-of-way and the excavated materials would be deposited to the side of the trench.  Once the 
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force main had been installed and leak tested, the trench would be backfilled with a layer of 
crushed aggregate and the excavated material that had been side-cast would be re-graded to 
match the pre-existing grade.  The ground surface would be re-seeded to facilitate the re-
vegetation.     

As shown in figure 2, the new force main would proceed approximately 800-1000 feet from PS2 
along the facility access driveway to the south side of Northwest Bypass Highway/Kiper 
Road/LA Highway 3212.   

No road closures are expected to be necessary to construct the force main and industry standard 
traffic controls and OSHA safety procedures would be used by the contractor. 

2.1.4 MAINTENANCE 

This REA considers the impacts to the human environment associated with the activities 
necessary to construct the components described in section 2.1 and maintenance of the proposed 
facility.  

2.2 ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The no action alternative was the only alternative formally considered in this REA.   

2.2.1 NO ACTION  

Taking no action to construct a new wastewater treatment system for Iberia Parish would involve 
the continued conveyance of wastewater from the service area to the City of New Iberia’s 
Sewage Treatment Plant.  For this alternative, there would be no modifications to PS1 and the 
raw wastewater from the service area would be collected and conveyed through the existing 
force main to the City of New Iberia’s recently constructed treatment plant.  The new treatment 
plant has a capacity of 6 million gallons per day, with up to 2 million gallons per day of capacity 
reserved for the contribution from this portion of Iberia Parish.  However anticipated growth in 
both the City of New Iberia and Sewerage District No. 1 of Iberia Parish’s unincorporated areas 
will require additional treatment capacity.  Sewerage District No. 1 (SD1) currently pays a fee 
for the use of the City of New Iberia’s Sewage Treatment Plant.  There is a plan for this fee to 
significantly increase. This alternative was eliminated due to the significant increase in cost and 
the future need for increased capacity for SD1. 

2.3 ALTERNATIVES ELIMINATED FROM DETAILED 
CONSIDERATION  

2.3.1 SPANISH LAKE WETLANDS ASSIMILATION  

This alternative would involve all activities described in the proposed action plus construction of 
a force main between Pumping Station #2 and the Spanish Lake wetlands and Construction of 
the discharge system into the wetlands along the southern and western borders of the Spanish 
Lake wetlands (figure 4).  Similar to the force main construction from PS1 to the treatment 
system, the PS2 discharge would require construction of a new 10-inch force main from the PS2 
to the distribution system in the Spanish Lake wetlands.   

From Highway/Kiper Road/LA Highway 3212 the force main would turn 90-degrees to the 
northeast and proceed to West Admiral Doyle Drive.  At this point construction would continue 
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by boring a penetration under West Admiral Doyle Drive.  This would allow the construction to 
continue to the opposite (north) side of West Admiral Doyle Drive without interrupting service at 
the road.  

 From the north side of West Admiral Doyle Drive, the force main construction would continue 
to the south side of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe railroad and West Old Spanish Trail (182).   
As with the West Admiral Doyle Drive crossing, the force main would be constructed under the 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe railroad and West Old Spanish Trail (182) with a directional 
boring.  On the north side of West Old Spanish Trail (182), the force main would proceed in an 
eastern direction on the north side of West Old Spanish Trail.  To the west of the New Century 
Fabricators, Inc. facility, the force main would turn 90-degrees to the north proceeding between 
the New Century Fabricators property and an agricultural field to the Spanish Lake wetlands.   

From the location where the force main enters the Spanish Lake wetlands, construction and 
installation would proceed similar to the preceding construction.  The force main would proceed 
approximately 2,300 feet into the Spanish Lake wetland before reaching the branched split for 
the discharge array.  A 20-foot wide clearing would be needed to trench and construct the force 
main piping and an access walkway along the entire length of all force main sections.  

 The discharge array construction would split flow from the 10-inch force main into two separate 
6-inch force mains proceeding approximately 900 feet on the left (west) branch and 900 feet on 
the right (east) branch.  At approximately 160-foot intervals along the respective branches, 
effluent would be discharged through valves onto a pre-formed concrete splash block and flow 
into the treatment wetland.   

A four-foot wide walkway would be constructed after crossing into the wetlands along the new 
10” force main and continue along the entire length of the force main and each branch of the 
discharge array for a total distance of approximately 3,100 feet.  The total area of disturbance to 
construct the walkway, force main and distribution array in the Spanish Lake wetlands would be 
less than 1.5 acres.  

The construction of the discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as described in this 
alternative was originally contemplated as part of the proposed action and original EA 494 
analyzed this alternative and its anticipated environmental impacts as part of the proposed action.  
However, the cost estimate to build the force main from PS 2 to the wetlands and the discharge 
array within the wetlands exceeded the authorized federal funding limit as specified in Section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended by Section 108, Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2001.  Consequently, the scope of the original proposed action was 
narrowed to eliminate the wetland assimilation portion.  Iberia Parish could choose to build the 
wetland discharge system, and if so, would need a Department of the Army Section 404 permit 
for any work within the wetlands.  Because the wetland discharge system could be constructed 
by the Parish, original EA 494 is attached as Appendix G to this REA.   
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Figure 4.  Wetland Assimilation Alternative Features 

 
 
2.3.2  AERATED LAGOON DISCHARGING TO BAYOU TORTUE  
 
This alternative would involve routing the sanitary sewer flows from the service area to an 
aerated lagoon system identical to the treatment system described in the proposed action.  After 
secondary treatment to reduce BOD and solids to acceptable levels, the effluent would be 
pumped from the new PS2, to a new outfall on Bayou Tortue.  For this alternative, all 
modifications to PS1, the construction of PS2, and the force main construction between PS1 the 
new treatment facility would be necessary as described for the proposed action.  The force main 
from PS2 would be routed within existing rights-of-way to discharge directly to Bayou Tortue on 
the north side of Spanish Lake.  Secondarily-treated waste water would be discharged directly 
into the bayou.  This alternative was eliminated from detailed consideration because new 
wastewater treatment facilities will not be issued the required permits to discharge secondarily-
treated wastewater directly to surface waters in Louisiana.  

2.3.3  TERTIARY TREATMENT DISCHARGING TO BAYOU TORTUE 

This alternative would require the construction and operation of a different type of wastewater 
treatment system (e.g., activated sludge process) at the site selected for the proposed action.  A 
typical activated sludge process6 would begin with one or two stages of aeration tanks where raw 
sewage undergoes primary treatment to aerobically reduce the organic content.  After a sufficient 
primary treatment, the wastewater would be transferred to clarifier tanks where the sludge settles 

                                                 
6 Activated sludge is the name given to the active biological material produced by activated sludge treatment 
facilities. 
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out.  The supernatant7 would be separated from the sludge and sent to a chlorinator/de-
chlorinator for disinfection prior to discharge.  Some of the activated sludge from the clarifier 
bottoms would be returned to the head of the aeration system to re-seed the new sewage entering 
the aerobic process and the remainder would be removed from the system for disposal.  A 
significant portion of the nutrient (e.g., nitrogen and phosphorus) removal process for an 
activated sludge process is removed in the residual sludge.   

For this alternative, all modifications to PS1, the construction of PS2, and the force main 
construction between PS1 the new treatment facility would be necessary as described for the 
proposed action.  The effluent from the tertiary treatment process would most likely be piped 
approximately 1,000 feet southeast along Landry Road to the Armenco Branch Canal (southeast 
of the new treatment system) for discharge to the surface waters.  This alternative was eliminated 
from detailed consideration because of the much higher cost of design, construction, and 
operation of an activated sludge system.   

2.3.4  DISCHARGE TO CRAWFISH PONDS 

The CEMVN evaluated the alternative of discharging the effluent into the privately-owned 
crawfish ponds to the east of Spanish Lake.  An example of one of these crawfish ponds (south 
of the wetlands discharge channel) is shown in figure 5.   This alternative was not evaluated in 
detail because the crawfish ponds are part of an active, privately owned, commercial aquaculture 
enterprise.  The crawfish in these wetland ponds are maintained for human consumption; 
discharge of secondarily treated wastewater into a commercially owned food production 
operation would not be appropriate.    On this basis, this alternative was eliminated from detailed 
consideration. 

Figure 5. Crawfish Ponds East of Spanish Lake 

 

                                                 
7 Supernatant is the liquid above a settled sludge layer. 
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3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONSEQUENCES 

3.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The project area is situated in south central Louisiana north of the City of New Iberia, west of the 
Atchafalaya Basin within the Vermilion-Teche basin.     

3.1.1 CLIMATE 

The study area has a subtropical marine climate influenced by the many water surfaces of the 
lakes, bayous, streams, rivers, and the Gulf of Mexico.  Throughout the year, these water bodies 
modify the relative humidity and temperature conditions decreasing the range between the 
extremes.  When southern winds prevail, these effects are increased, thus imparting the 
characteristics of a marine climate. 

New Iberia, LA climate is hot during summer when temperatures tend to be in the 80's and cool 
during winter when temperatures tend to be in the 50's.  The warmest month of the year is July 
with an average maximum temperature of approximately 91 degrees Fahrenheit, while the 
coldest month of the year is January with an average minimum temperature of approximately 41 
degrees Fahrenheit.  Temperature variations between night and day tend to be fairly limited 
during summer with a difference that can reach 18 degrees Fahrenheit, and moderate during 
winter with an average difference of 20 degrees Fahrenheit.  The annual average precipitation for 
New Iberia is approximately 61 inches.  Rainfall in is fairly evenly distributed throughout the 
year, but July is the wettest month of the year averaging approximately 6.5 inches (NOAA, 
2009).  

3.1.2 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

The soils within the project area are classified as Jeanerette silt loam (Ja).  The Jeanerette series 
consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained, moderately slowly permeable soils.  The soil in 
this project area is cleared and used for growing sugarcane and soybeans (National Cooperative 
Soil Survey).   

3.2 IMPORTANT RESOURCES 

This section identifies the significant resources located in the vicinity of the proposed action, and 
describes those resources that would be impacted, directly or indirectly, by the alternatives.  
Direct impacts are those that are caused by the action  and occur at the same time and place (40 
CFR §1508.8(a)).  Indirect impacts are those that are caused by the action and are later in time or 
further removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable (40 CFR §1508.8(b)).  A 
cumulative impact is defined as “the impact on the environment which results from the 
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such 
other actions (40 CFR§1508.7).”  Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor, but 
collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.  These actions include on- or 
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off-site projects conducted by government agencies, businesses, or individuals that are within the 
spatial and temporal boundaries of the actions considered in this REA. 
 
The resources described in this section are those recognized as significant by laws, executive 
orders, regulations, and other standards of Federal, state, or regional agencies and organizations; 
technical or scientific agencies, groups, or individuals; and the general public.   

3.2.1 AIR QUALITY 

3.2.1.1 Existing Conditions 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Office of Air Quality Planning and 
Standards has set National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for six principal pollutants, 
called “criteria” pollutants.  They are carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, lead, 
particulates of 10 microns or less in size (PM-10 and PM-2.5), and sulfur dioxide.  Ozone is the 
only parameter not directly emitted into the air but forms in the atmosphere when three atoms of 
oxygen (03) are combined by a chemical reaction between oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and volatile 
organic compounds (VOC) in the presence of sunlight.  Motor vehicle exhaust and industrial 
emissions, gasoline vapors, and chemical solvents are some of the major sources of NOx and 
VOC, also known as ozone precursors.  Strong sunlight and hot weather can cause ground-level 
ozone to form in harmful concentrations in the air. 

The Clean Air Act General Conformity Rule (58 FR 63214, November 30, 1993, Final Rule, 
Determining Conformity of General Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans) 
dictates that a conformity review be performed when a Federal action generates air pollutants in 
a region that has been designated a non-attainment or maintenance area for one or more NAAQS. 
A conformity assessment would require quantifying the direct and indirect emissions of criteria 
pollutants caused by the Federal action to determine whether the proposed action conforms to 
Clean Air Act requirements and any State Implementation Plan (SIP). 

The general conformity rule was designed to ensure that Federal actions do not impede local 
efforts to control air pollution.  It is called a conformity rule because Federal agencies are 
required to demonstrate that their actions “conform with” (i.e., do not undermine) the approved 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) for their geographic area.  The purpose of conformity is to (1) 
ensure Federal activities do not interfere with the air quality budgets in the SIPs; (2) ensure 
actions do not cause or contribute to new violations, and (3) ensure attainment and maintenance 
of the NAAQS.  Federal agencies make this demonstration by performing a conformity review 
when the actions they are planning to carry out will be conducted in an area designated as a non-
attainment or maintenance area for one of the criteria pollutants.   

If one or more of the priority pollutants were not in attainment, then the proposed action would 
be subject to detailed conformity determinations unless these actions are clearly de minimus 
emissions.  Use of the de minimus levels assures that the conformity rule covers only major 
Federal actions (USEPA, 1993).  A conformity review requires consideration of both direct and 
indirect air emissions associated with the proposed action.  Sources that would contribute to 
direct emissions from this project would include demolition or construction activities associated 
with the proposed action and equipment used to facilitate the action (e.g., construction vehicles).  
To be counted as an indirect emission, the Federal proponent for the action must have continuing 
control over the source of the indirect emissions.  Sources of indirect emissions include 
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commuter activity to and from the construction site (e.g., employee vehicle emissions).  Both 
stationary and mobile sources must be included when calculating the total of direct and indirect 
emissions, but this project would involve only mobile sources. 

For all of Iberia Parish, all six parameters are in attainment of the air quality standards (USEPA, 
2007).  Because the project area is designated as an attainment area, no conformity review is 
required for the proposed action. 

3.2.1.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.1.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
Under the no action alternative, there would be no potential for direct, indirect, or cumulative 
effects to air quality because constructing and operating the wastewater treatment system would 
not occur. 

3.2.1.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct 
Probable direct impacts to air quality would include temporary diesel emissions from the 
operation of construction equipment and temporary creation of fugitive dust when completing 
construction of PS1, PS2, the force mains, and the treatment facility. 
 
Indirect 
The indirect effects to air quality of implementing the proposed action would be related to the 
emissions from transportation of personnel and equipment to and from the job site on a daily 
basis until the completion of construction.  

The indirect effect of implementing the proposed action could also involve odor issues 
associated with the operation of the treatment plant.  Odor from the aerated lagoon system would 
not be expected to be noticeable to residents as the nearest residence would be over 4,000 feet to 
the west on West Admiral Doyle Drive and the nearest commercial building, the SugArena, 
would be approximately 1,500 feet to the northeast.   

Cumulative 
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  At this time, how the 
Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not certain; however, 
construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the cumulative impacts of 
the proposed action.  The cumulative effects to air quality would be the combined emissions 
from the direct and indirect sources from constructing the proposed action and the potential 
construction of the tertiary treatment system when added to other emissions sources within the 
region.  Because of the relatively short duration of construction, the cumulative impacts of the 
proposed action on air quality would be minimal and mostly temporary.   
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3.2.2 WATER QUALITY 

3.2.2.1 Existing Conditions 

Surface waters in the project area consist of lakes, bayous, ponds, wetlands, canals, drainage 
ditches, aquaculture (crawfish ponds), and other drainage ways.  The named water bodies include 
Spanish Lake, Bayou Tortue, Bayou Teche, and the Spanish Lake wetlands.  Surface drainage is 
primarily to the north-east into Bayou Tortue and Bayou Teche.   

Water quality in the project area is affected by both point source and non-point source 
discharges.  Point sources include mainly industrial, municipal, and sewer discharges.  Non-point 
sources include storm water runoff, industrial discharges, landscape maintenance activities, 
forestry, agriculture, and natural sources. 

Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) requires states to identify waterbodies that are not 
meeting water quality standards and to develop total maximum daily loads (TMDLs) for those 
pollutants suspected of preventing the waterbodies from meeting their standards. TMDLs are the 
maximum amount of a given pollutant that can be discharged into a water body from all natural 
and anthropogenic sources including both point and non-point source discharges.  In Louisiana, 
the Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ) oversees the program. 

The LDEQ surface water monitoring program is designed to measure progress towards achieving 
water quality goals at state and national levels, to gather baseline data used in establishing and 
reviewing the state water quality standards, and to provide a data base for use in determining the 
assimilative capacity of the waters of the state.  Information is also used to establish permit limits 
for wastewater discharges.  The program provides baseline data on a water body to monitor long-
term trends in water quality.   

The results of the ongoing water quality monitoring at a location are compared to standards to 
protect the public health and welfare in accordance with Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act.  
The most recently reported summary (2005) for Sub-segment 060301, Bayou Teche from the 
headwaters to Keystone Lock and Dam, indicates that this sub-segment is not supporting its 
designated uses (LDEQ, 2005).  Suspected causes of impairment are carbofuran, organic 
enrichment/low dissolved oxygen, nitrites-nitrates, total phosphorus, fecal coliform bacteria, 
siltation, and turbidity from crop production, municipal discharges, and unknown sources 
(LDEQ, 2005).  

3.2.2.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.2.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct 
The no action alternative would not result in any temporary or permanent direct effects to water 
quality in the project area.   
 
Indirect 
The no action alternative would result in no temporary or permanent indirect  effects to water 
quality 
 
Cumulative 
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Taking no action would not result in any cumulative effects to water quality.  The sanitary 
wastewater from the service area is currently sent to the City of New Iberia’s wastewater 
treatment facility where sufficient capacity exists to treat the current volume of wastewater from 
the service area.  The existing capacity at the City of New Iberia’s treatment plant could also 
accommodate growth within the service area.  

3.2.2.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct 
Because construction of PS1, PS2, the force mains, and the treatment facility would take place in 
areas of significant previous disturbance that are not in proximity to important surface water 
resources and have no history of contamination, the proposed action would not be expected to 
result in significant effects to water quality.  With required best management practices in place 
during construction, the temporary effects to water quality would be minimal.  

Indirect 

As stated in section 1.6, the New Iberia Research Center (NIRC) is located within the service 
area.  Approximately one-third of the base flow into the service area comes from the NIRC.  The 
center currently places all fecal material into biohazard bags on a daily basis and has it hauled 
away by a commercial vender.  In addition, during study periods, excreta is collected and 
shipped to the sponsoring company for analysis.  This material is not released into the sanitary 
sewer thus no indirect impacts on water quality are expected.  The NIRC has no plans to change 
its waste management protocol in the future.  However, if protocols were to change, the NIRC 
would coordinate with the Parish SD #1. 

Cumulative 
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action. If the choice is made to discharge the secondarily 
treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands the Parish must comply with the existing LDEQ 
discharge permit requirements.  If this action is taken the cumulative effect on water quality 
would be a net improvement over the existing conditions.  The wetlands have a higher capacity 
for processing Phosphorus and Nitrogen than does the treatment plant (due to longer residence 
time).  Therefore, after flowing through the wetlands, the water entering the bayou will have 
gone through tertiary treatment. The water released into the bayou would often be of better 
quality than the receiving stream.  The use of the Spanish Lake wetlands for effluent assimilation 
would lead to improved water quality because of the higher quality flow contribution into Bayou 
Tortue and Bayou Teche.  As management of the wetland ecosystem improves the wetland 
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functioning, waters discharged through the assimilation project would contribute to the 
improvement of water quality in the larger Vermilion-Teche basin. (Comite Resource, 2008).   
 

3.2.3 WETLANDS AND BOTTOMLAND HARDWOOD FOREST 

3.2.3.1 Existing Conditions 

These resources are institutionally important because of: the Clean Water Act of 1977, as 
amended; Executive Order 11990 of 1977, Protection of Wetlands; Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972, as amended; and the Estuary Protection Act of 1968 and Section 906 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, as 
amended.   

Wetlands are technically important because: they provide necessary habitat for various species of 
plants, fish, and wildlife; they serve as ground water recharge areas; they provide storage areas 
for storm and flood waters; they serve as natural water filtration areas; they provide protection 
from wave action, erosion, and storm damage; and they provide various consumptive and non-
consumptive recreational opportunities.  Wetlands are publicly important because of the high 
value the public places on the functions and values that wetlands provide. 

Bottomland hardwood forest is technically important because: it provides necessary habitat for a 
variety of species of plants, fish, and wildlife; it often provides a variety of wetland functions and 
values; it is an important source of lumber and other commercial forest products; and it provides 
various consumptive and non-consumptive recreational opportunities.  Bottomland hardwood 
forest is publicly important because of the high priority that the public places on its esthetic, 
recreational, and commercial value. 

The Vermilion-Teche basin contains roughly 243,000 acres of wetlands in Vermilion, Iberia, and 
St. Mary parishes (LACoast, 2009), but has lost 42,293 acres (14.8 percent) of marsh since 1932; 
nearly half of the habitat was lost between 1951 and 1974 (LACoast, 2009).  Marshes in the 
basin are primarily fresh, intermediate, and brackish with relatively few salt marshes (LACoast, 
2009).  

Although the basin is geologically stable and benefits from the emerging Atchafalaya River 
delta, the dredging of navigation and petroleum access canals and the construction of spoil banks 
and levees has altered the geomorphologic and hydrologic conditions (LACoast, 2009).  The 
effects of these alterations vary greatly from place to place, but generally have created artificial 
barriers between wetlands and wetland maintenance processes, or removed natural barriers 
between wetlands and wetland decay processes (LACoast, 2009).  Interior marshes, traditionally 
maintained by annual flooding with fresh water in the spring, have deteriorated and many 
landowners have responded to changing conditions caused by large-scale alterations by 
managing hydrologic conditions on a small scale using marsh management techniques (LACoast, 
2009).  

The Spanish Lake wetlands are bounded by the Spanish Lake levees to the north and west, LA 
Highway 182 and residential areas to the west, crawfish pond levees and an abandoned landfill to 
the east, and residential and agricultural lands to the south (USFWS, 2009).  The Spanish Lake 
wetlands consist of dry and semi-flooded bottomland hardwood forest, and permanently flooded 
swamp.      
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An analyses of the water chemistry, hydrology, sediment, vegetation composition, and primary 
productivity in the Spanish Lake wetland has been completed and published in a Use 
Attainability Analysis (UAA), which was attached to original EA 494. (Comite Resources, 
2008). 

According to the UAA, the wetlands are hydrologically controlled by rainfall, upland runoff, and 
the impounded nature of the area with rainfall being the major source of freshwater into the area 
(USFWS, 2009).  LA Highway 182, the Spanish Lake levees, urban development, and the 
abandoned landfill prevent most surrounding upland runoff from reaching the remaining natural 
wetlands (USFWS, 2009).  Water depths increase from well drained to 0.5-inch in the southwest 
and two to four inches in the southeast to over 1.5 feet in the section between the landfill and the 
southeast corner of Spanish Lake (USFWS, 2009).   These wetlands also provide floodwater 
storage and perform important water quality functions by reducing dissolved nutrient levels and 
removing suspended sediments (USACE, 2009). 

The Spanish Lake Wetlands were logged for cypress in the early half of the 20th century and the 
current forest structure is all secondary growth; the forest is in poor condition due to this logging 
as well as prolonged inundation (Comite Resources, 2008).  The dominant tree species 
throughout the forested wetland community are red maple (Acer rubrum), Chinese tallow 
(Sapium sebiferum), black willow (Salix nigra), water oak (Quercus nigra), hackberry (Celtis 
occidentalis), ash (Fraxinus pensylvania), American elm (Ulmus americana), and black locust 
(Robbinia pseudoacacia) (USFWS, 2009).  

There are no wetlands within the area of potential disturbance outside of the Spanish Lake 
wetlands.   

3.2.3.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.3.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct   
There would be no direct impacts to wetlands under the no action alternative.   
 
Indirect 
The Spanish Lake wetlands would continue to be influenced by the Spanish Lake levee to the 
north, suburban housing development to the south and surface water flow constraints.    
 
Cumulative 
Under the no action alternative, there would be no cumulative changes to wetlands and the area 
would remain substantially unchanged.  

3.2.3.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct and Indirect 
There would be no direct or indirect impacts to wetlands under the Proposed Action alternative.   
 
Cumulative 
 In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
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described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.    If the choice is made to discharge the secondarily 
treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands there would be a need to apply for a 404 (b)(1) 
permit and mitigate for any direct  impacts.  These direct impacts would be construction 
activities necessary to construct the force main, discharge array and the access walkway.  This 
action would permanently impact approximately 1.5 acres of wetlands.  However, the 
introduction of treated municipal wastewater into the highly perturbed Spanish Lake wetland 
would be a major step towards its ecological restoration (Comite Resources, 2008).  The nutrient 
component of watesewater effluent would increase wetland plant productivity, which would help 
offset regional subsidence by increasing organic matter deposition on the wetland surface 
(Comite Resources, 2008).   

3.2.4 FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE 

3.2.4.1 Existing Conditions 

This resource is institutionally important because of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 
1958, as amended and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918.  Wildlife resources are technically 
important because: they are a critical element of many valuable aquatic and terrestrial habitats; 
they are an indicator of the health of various aquatic and terrestrial habitats; and many species 
are important commercial resources.  Wildlife resources are publicly important because of the 
high priority that the public places on their esthetic, recreational, and commercial value.   

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act provides that when the waters or channel of a body of 
water are modified by a department or agency of the U.S., the department or agency first shall 
consult with the USFWS and with the head of the agency exercising administration over the 
wildlife resources of the state where construction would occur, with a view to the conservation of 
wildlife resources.  

The USFWS reviewed the UAA (Comite Resources, 2008) and the Preliminary Engineering 
Report (WSN, 2005) and provided the CEMVN with a Planning-aid Letter in accordance with 
the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended 16 U.S.C. 
661, et seq.).  The Planning-aid Letter indicated that the Spanish Lake wetlands provide valuable 
habitat for fish and wildlife within Federal trusteeship, including migratory and resident 
waterfowl, wading birds, songbirds, and interjurisdictional fishes (USFWS, 2009).  The wetlands 
also provide valuable habitat for small mammals, white-tailed deer, and various amphibians and 
reptiles (USACE, 2009).   

Special habitats exist along the coastal areas of the Iberia Parish (e.g., Vermilion Bay) for 
colonial nesting wading bird colonies (Iberia Parish Master Plan, 2001).  The wetlands may also 
host colonial nesting sites for wading birds (e.g., great blue heron, black-crowned night heron, 
cattle egret, ibis, roseate spoonbill) that are not listed in the database maintained by the Louisiana 
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Department of Wildlife and Fisheries because the database is updated primarily by monitoring 
colony sites that were surveyed in the 1980s (USFWS, 2009).  Other recognized special habitat 
areas within Iberia Parish are the Attakapas Wildlife Management Area, Lake Fausse Pointe 
State Park, and the Avery Island Jungle Gardens and Bird Sanctuary. 

3.2.4.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.4.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct 
Under the no action alternative, there would be no direct impacts to the fisheries and wildlife.   
 
Indirect 
Under the no action alternative, there would be no indirect impacts to the fisheries and wildlife. 
   
Cumulative 
Under the no action alternative, there would be no cumulative changes to the local trends in fish 
and wildlife abundance and diversity and the area would remain substantially unchanged. 

3.2.4.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct 
Because construction of the proposed action would only disturb areas of previous disturbance 
along existing rights of way and in an existing agricultural field, there would be nominal direct 
effects to wildlife habitat in the area.  Mobile species of wildlife could find refuge in nearby 
habitat, but sessile and dormant species would likely be destroyed during construction. 
 
Indirect 
Indirect effects to wildlife species due to construction activities (e.g., noise, vibration) within the 
area would be short term and temporary.  However, the area of disturbance would be a relatively 
small part of the local habitat and mobile species could find refuge in other areas until the 
construction disturbance is over. 
 

Coordination with the USFWS indicates that no significant effects to fish or wildlife are 
expected to occur from implementing the proposed action (USFWS, 2009).  As such, the 
responsibilities of the USACE to protect migratory birds under Executive Order (EO) 13,186  
(66 FR 3853 (17 January 2001)) would be met. 

Cumulative 
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
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time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  If the choice is made to discharge the secondarily 
treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands, improvements to the wetland habitat described 
in section 3.2.3.2.2 (e.g., increase wetland plant productivity) would lead to enhanced habitat for 
fish and wildlife (Comite Resources, 2008).  These factors contribute to the cumulative 
beneficial effect within the wetland, but the improved water quality (reduced pollutant load) in 
the discharge would add cumulative benefits (300,000 gpd of cleaner water) to the fish and 
wildlife resources of Bayou Tortue and Bayou Teche. 

3.2.5 ENDANGERED OR THREATENED SPECIES 

3.2.5.1 Existing Conditions 

This resource is institutionally important because of: the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended; the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972; and the Bald Eagle Protection Act of 
1940.  Endangered (E) or threatened (T) species are technically important because the status of 
such species provides an indication of the overall health of an ecosystem.  These species are 
publicly important because of the desire of the public to protect and to preserve them and their 
habitats. 

Except for the occasional transient species, no Federally listed endangered, threatened, or 
candidate species under USFWS jurisdiction are known to exist in the project area (USFWS, 
2009).  However, the American alligator is common in canals.  This species is listed as 
threatened under the Similarity of Appearance clause of the Endangered Species Act (Federal 
Register 1981, Vol. 46, pp. 40664-40669), but is not biologically threatened or endangered.  
Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7 consultation under the Endangered 
Species Act is required with the USFWS.   

The USFWS Planning Aid Letter (USFWS, 2009) states, “According to our records, there are no 
known occurrences of Federally listed threatened or endangered species within the proposed 
project area or vicinity.  No further ESA consultation with the Service would be required for the 
proposed action unless there are changes in the scope or location of the proposed project or the 
project has not been initiated within one year from the date of this letter.” (USFWS, 2009).  The 
changes stated in this REA 494 have been coordinated with USFWS and they concurred in 
writing on 8 March 2010. 

3.2.5.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.5.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
Taking no action would not have any effect on protected species as none have been identified in 
the vicinity of the project. 

3.2.5.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative  
Consultation with appropriate resource agencies indicates that no listed endangered, threatened, 
or candidate species are known to exist in the potential project impact areas.  The USFWS 
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concurred with our determination in their Planning Aid Letter dated 6 October 2009.  Therefore, 
no direct, indirect, or cumulative effects would be predicted to protected species as a result of 
implementing the proposed action.  

3.2.6 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

3.2.6.1 Existing Conditions 

This resource is institutionally important because of: the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966, as amended; the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990; and the 
Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979; as well as other statutes.  Cultural resources are 
technically important because of: their association or linkage to past events, to historically 
important persons, and to design and/or construction values; and for their ability to yield 
important information about prehistory and history.  Cultural resources are publicly important 
because preservation groups and private individuals support their protection, restoration, 
enhancement, or recovery. 

Historically, the Iberia Parish area was primarily a fresh-water marsh and bottomland hardwood 
wetland, used mostly for crawfishing, trapping, and waterfowl hunting.  During the late 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, and with the construction of levee systems, much of the 
area was drained; Spanish Lake was created and the surrounding area developed for agricultural 
production. Geomorphic history of the area also suggests that the area could be characterized as 
having a low probability of historic site presence due to a lack of natural water resources in the 
area.  Most of the historic settlement patterns occurred along natural levees of nearby Bayou 
Teche.  Soil profiles from the June 2009 geotechnical borings were also examined for evidence 
of buried soils and cultural material.  Poorly drained loamy to clay soils were primary throughout 
this particular area and yielded no artifacts.  The majority of the area proposed for project work 
is extremely developed and disturbed agricultural farmland.   In addition, the continued 
agricultural disturbance over the last several decades in the project area offers further support 
that there is a low likelihood of discovering intact cultural resources.  

The cultural resource investigation of the proposed project area included a site record and map 
search, field visits and soil boring examination.  The site record search shows that previously 
recorded historic period archaeological sites 16IB118, 16IB117, 16IB116, 16IB64, 16IB65 and 
15IB63; are present and fall within the area of potential effect.  These sites were recorded by 
Goodwin and Associates in 1990 for Southern Gas Company and are primarily historic in nature.  
They contain discontinuous scatters of ceramic fragments, glass, and metal scraps from farming 
machinery or debris dating from the last 50-100 years.  According to site records on file with the 
LDOA, none of the aforementioned sites are eligible for inclusion in the National Register of 
Historic Places. Louisiana’s State Historic Preservation Officer agreed with the finding of a Corps 
archeologist in June 2009 based on pedestrian and visual surveys, of “no historical properties 
affected” in a letter dated September 9, 2009. Tribal consultation was conducted in June 2009 and 
there were no concerns.  

3.2.6.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.6.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
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The No Action Alternative, not providing a wastewater treatment facility for unincorporated 
areas of northern Iberia Parish, would have no direct impacts on historic or cultural resources.  
Existing conditions would persist within the proposed project area. 

3.2.6.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct 
With implementation of the proposed action no cultural resources would be impacted. A review 
of reports, archaeological site distribution maps and U.S.G.S. quadrangle maps show that the 
proposed project location along existing rights of way and on a site that is currently leased for 
agricultural production of sugar cane and soy beans, would not have a direct impact on any 
known cultural resources. 
 
Indirect 
There would be no indirect impacts in the project area as much of the cultural resources that may 
have been present have long lost integrity due to continued agricultural development of the area. 
 
Cumulative 
Cumulative impacts would be the additive combination of impacts to cultural resources by other 
Federal, state, local, and private efforts. No cumulative impacts would be expected. 

3.2.7 RECREATIONAL RESOURCES 

3.2.7.1 Existing Conditions 

This resource is institutionally important because of the Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 
1965, as amended, and the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965, as amended.  
Recreational resources are technically important because of the high economic value of 
recreational activities and their contribution to local, state and national economies.  Recreational 
resources are publicly important because of: the high value that the public places on fishing, 
hunting, and boating, as measured by the large number of fishing and hunting licenses sold in 
Louisiana; and the large per-capita number of recreational boat registrations in Louisiana.   
  
There are several recreation features adjacent to the project area.  The Old Spanish Trail Scenic 
Byway provides a scenic route and a historic marker/civil war interpretive site. Spanish Lake 
provides boat launches, piers/fishing wharfs, picnic tables, and a walking trail/road around the 
water edge.  The water is shallow and does not support all water sports, but is used by kayakers 
and canoers. Duck and squirrel hunting, bird watching, remote-control model boating and geo-
caching are additional activities associated with the lake.  Other recreation features near the 
project include a golf course, ball fields, and fairgrounds.  SugArena Acadian Fairgrounds hosts 
rodeos, horse shows, dog trials, boat shows, outdoor concerts, festivals and agriculture events.  

3.2.7.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.7.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
Without implementation of the proposed action, the conditions within the recreational 
environment would continue as they have in the past and would be dictated by the natural land 
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use patterns and processes and recreational opportunities that have dominated the area in the 
past.  Direct, indirect and cumulative impacts would be negligible. 

3.2.7.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct No direct impacts to recreation as a result of the proposed action were identified.  
 
Indirect 
A potential indirect impact may result from odor from the waste treatment facility. Proximity to 
the facility, wind direction, and amount of odor emitted would determine the degree of impact.  
Effects to recreation features and activities associated with the SugArena Acadiana Fairgrounds 
from the aerated lagoon system would not be expected to be noticeable due to the  distance from 
those features.  There is a future recreational vehicle park planned at the SugArena Acadian 
Fairgrounds.  However, this facility would be approximately 1,500 feet to the northeast.   
 

Cumulative  

In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  If the choice is made to discharge the secondarily 
treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands, improvements to the wetland habitat described 
in section 3.2.3.2.2 (e.g., increase wetland plant productivity) would lead to improvements in 
hunting and fishing conditions.  Improving the wetlands may also attract birds and bird watchers.  
As a result, the project would have a positive cumulative impact to recreation.  

3.2.8  NOISE 

3.2.8.1 Existing Conditions 

The project area includes residential, commercial, and natural areas with varying degrees of 
associated noise.  Changes in noise are typically measured and reported in units of dBA, a 
weighted measure of sound level.  The primary sources of noise within the area include aircraft 
takeoff and landing at the Acadiana Regional Airport, everyday vehicular traffic along nearby 
roadways (typically between 50 and 60 dBA at 100 feet), train traffic, maintenance of roadways 
and the other structures (typically between 80 and 100 dBA at 50 feet), and large events at the 
SugArena.  

Noise effects to the residences and businesses within the project area are dominated by 
transportation sources such as aircraft at the Acadiana Regional Airport, trains, garbage and 
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construction trucks, private vehicles, and emergency vehicles.  Noise ranging from about 10 dBA 
for the rustling of leaves to as much as 115 dBA (the upper limit for unprotected hearing 
exposure established by the Occupational Safety and Health Administration) is common in areas 
where there are sources of industrial operations, construction activities, and vehicular traffic. 

The U.S. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has established noise impact criteria founded on 
well-documented research on community reaction to noise based on change in noise exposure 
using a sliding scale (USFTA, 1995).  The FTA Noise Impact Criteria groups noise sensitive 
land uses into the following three categories: 

 Category 1: Buildings or parks where quiet is an essential element of their purpose, 

 Category 2: Residences and buildings where people normally sleep (e.g., residences, 
hospitals, and hotels with high nighttime sensitivity), and 

 Category 3: Institutional buildings with primarily daytime and evening use (e.g., 
schools, libraries, and churches). 

There are no Category 1, 2, or 3 properties within 1,000 feet of the construction activities for 
PS1, PS2, or the treatment facility.   

3.2.8.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.8.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative  
Without constructing and operating the wastewater treatment system the direct, indirect, and 
cumulative effects to noise within the area would remain unchanged from current conditions 
where the largest source of noise would be aircraft at the Acadiana Regional Airport, trains on 
the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad, and truck traffic on nearby roads. 

3.2.8.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct  
With implementation of the proposed action, the direct impacts from noise would be minimal.  
Noise generated during the modifications to PS1, construction of PS2, the treatment facility and 
force mains would be temporary and construction-related.  The noise generated from this work 
would occur during typical Monday-Friday 9:00 am-5:00 pm and the work would be less than 
six months in duration.   
 
Indirect  
The indirect effects to noise from the transportation of material and personnel for the 
construction of the project features would also have temporary noise effects.  The noise within 
project corridor would be temporarily impacted by transportation activities needed to move 
equipment and materials to and from the sites, but these impacts would last only through the 
construction period.  Other temporary noise effects from annual maintenance activities could be 
expected.   
 
Cumulative 
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
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tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  The construction of the tertiary treatment portion of 
the system would prolong the noise impacts due to construction.  There would be no noise 
impacts from operation of the facility equipment or pump stations as the pump systems would be 
below ground. The cumulative effects to noise in the project area caused by construction and 
operation of the proposed action would be minimal.   

3.2.9 AESTHETICS (VISUAL RESOURCES) 

3.2.9.1 Existing Conditions 

This resource is institutionally important because of the laws and policies that affect visual 
resources, most notably NEPA.  Visual resources are publicly and technically important because 
of the high value placed on the preservation of unique natural and cultural landscapes.   

 
The landscape is relatively flat and characteristic of the lands around southern Louisiana.  The 
agricultural lands are stripped of trees and other vegetation, but still retain some scenic quality, 
while the landscape in and around the denser urban areas features structured green spaces alive 
with many types of trees and vegetation.  Streets are lined with shade trees and small forested 
areas which offer buffering and softening effects to the harsh, man-made neighborhoods and 
commercial areas, thereby reducing noise and unsightly views.  Natural (or somewhat natural) 
features of intrinsic visual quality include Spanish Lake and its surrounding wetlands.  This area 
features wetlands mixed with a forested canopy. 
 
There are a number of primary thoroughfares traversing the area around the project site.  These 
thoroughfares include LA 182 (part of the Old Spanish Trail Scenic Byway), LA 3212, LA 674, 
LA 675, LA 31, LA 88, and U.S. Highway 90.  The majority of these thoroughfares (including 
LA 3212, LA 88, LA 675, portions of LA 31, and U.S. Highway 90) all have view sheds 
featuring vast agricultural and farm lands with back drops of some forestation and other natural 
features.  These views are not without a peaceful, and appealing intrinsic scenic quality.  The 
drive along LA 182 (a.k.a. Old Spanish Trail Scenic Byway) is one of varying scenery.  These 
view sheds include scenes of water features and fields framed by forested lands.  Other view 
sheds involve drives through quaint and peaceful communities offering varying degrees of 
architectural and natural scenes.  The drive along LA182 is anything but monotonous, and offers 
enough changes in scenery to keep the onlooker interested for many miles.  LA 3212 would bear 
the brunt of view sheds into the immediate project vicinity.  The project sites for the existing 
pump station and the proposed pump station (and its attached facilities) are visible from this 
thoroughfare. 
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3.2.9.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.9.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
Without implementation of the proposed action, visual resources would either change from 
existing conditions in a natural process, or change as dictated by future land-use maintenance 
practices.   

3.2.9.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct and Indirect 
With implementation of the proposed action, the direct and indirect impacts to visual resources 
would be minimal.  Visually, the majority of the footprint of disturbance necessary to construct 
the proposed action would be within disturbed areas with no special visual resources.  
Modifications to PS1 and construction of PS2 would be substantially below grade and the visual 
effects from force main construction would be temporary and construction-related.  The new 
lagoon berms associated with the treatment facility would create a visual barrier not currently in 
the landscape, but the elevation of the berms would be less than eight feet above the current 
grade.   

The movement of construction material and construction of PS1, PS2, the treatment system, and 
the new force mains would also have minimal impacts on visual resources.  The visual attributes 
of the project corridor would be temporarily impacted by transportation activities needed to 
move equipment and materials to and from the sites. However, these impacts would last only 
through the construction period.  The long-term impacts on visual resources would be minimal.  

Cumulative 
The cumulative impacts of the proposed action alternative in this instance include the 
incremental impacts to aesthetic (visual) resources (not only in the project area, but to the region 
around the project area, Louisiana and the United States) resulting from the past, present and 
reasonably foreseeable future impacts associated with the proposal, which in this instance would 
include the visual disturbances associated with the construction of the project and potentially, the 
loss or conversion of native landscapes and scenic vistas as the population in this area grows, 
with associated increases in commercial, utilitarian, and industrial infrastructure where those 
scenic vistas and native landscapes once prevailed.  
 
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  If the choice is made to discharge the secondarily 
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treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands the construction of this system would represent a 
change in the visual characteristics of this habitat.  However, because of the density of the 
habitat, there are no viewpoints external to the wetland from which the construction and 
operation of the system would be visible. 
 

3.2.10 HAZARDOUS, TOXIC, AND RADIOACTIVE WASTE 

There must be reasonable identification and evaluation of all HTRW contamination within the 
vicinity of the proposed action.  ER 1165-2-132 identifies the USACE policy to avoid the use of 
project funds for HTRW removal and remediation activities.  Costs for necessary special 
handling or remediation of wastes (e.g., Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) 
regulated), pollutants and other contaminants, which are not regulated under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), would be treated as 
project costs if it is  required as the result of a validly promulgated Federal, state, or local 
regulation. 

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was prepared for the project site of the 
proposed Iberia Parish Waste Water Treatment Plant.  This report, dated 26 October 2009, is on 
file in CEMVN-PM-RP.  No further investigation is suggested in the project area.  In general, the 
area investigated is industrial in the north and agricultural in the south.  There are no signs of 
recognized environmental concerns; however, caution is suggested during construction, since the 
potential for contamination exists, due to the proximity of various significant facilities.  
Environmental records present no sites of significant interest due to releases or violations.  Site 
reconnaissance of the area did not discover any sites or areas of environmental concern within 
the project footprint.  The remnants of pesticides and herbicides that potentially could be at the 
waste water treatment plant site are expected to be insignificant.  Petroleum and other chemicals 
of concern commonly found in roadway runoff are also expected to be below levels of concern 
along the pipeline alignments.  These factors lead the USACE Environmental Assessment Team 
to recommend that no further investigation is needed of the project areas, but caution is advised 
in the developed areas. 
 
It is recommended that further investigation be undertaken by the wastewater treatment facility 
operator to analyze constituents of the wastewater that is to be sent to the plant.  A specific 
location of concern is the New Iberia Research Center.  The facility may be discharging wastes 
containing pharmaceuticals or other harmful substances which may not be removed by the 
wastewater treatment process.   

3.2.10.1 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.10.1.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
No specific HTRW concerns were identified from previous site investigations (USACE, 2009a).  
Therefore, no direct, indirect, or cumulative effects from HTRW would be predicted from 
implementing the no action alternative. 
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3.2.10.1.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

 
Direct 
No specific HTRW concerns were identified from previous site investigations (USACE, 2009a).  
The potential to create HTRW materials during the construction process remains an 
environmental concern.  Storage, fueling, and lubrication of equipment and motor vehicles 
associated with the construction process would be conducted in a manner that affords the 
maximum protection against spill and evaporation.  Fuel, lubricants, and oil would be managed 
and stored in accordance with all Federal, state, and local laws and regulations.  Used lubricants 
and used oil would be stored in marked corrosion-resistant containers and recycled or disposed in 
accordance with appropriate requirements.  The construction contractor would be required to 
develop a Spill Control Plan to define response processes and procedures including Best 
Management Practices. 
 
Indirect 
No indirect impacts from HTRW would be anticipated from implementation of the proposed 
action. 
 
Cumulative 
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  If the choice is made to discharge the secondarily 
treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands, there could be potential that the New Iberia 
Research Center may be discharging wastes containing pharmaceuticals which may not be 
removed by the wastewater treatment process.  It is unknown what effects these pharmaceuticals 
would have on the wetlands, the wildlife therein and other waters that may receive the flow from 
those wetlands.   

3.2.11 FARMLAND 

3.2.11.1 Existing Conditions 

Within NEPA evaluations, the USACE must consider the protection of the nations’ significant 
and important agricultural lands from irreversible conversion to uses that result in their loss as an 
environmental or essential food production resource.  The Farmland Protection Policy Act 
(FPPA), 7 USC 4201 et seq., and the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) implementing 
procedures (7 CFR § 658) require Federal agencies to evaluate the adverse effects of their 
actions on prime and unique farmland, including farmland of statewide and local importance. 
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The Parish-owned 12-acre parcel to be used for the construction and operation of the treatment 
facility has been leased for agricultural use, and has been planned by the Parish for commercial 
use.  There are approximately 12 acres of prime and unique farmlands within the proposed 
project area. 

3.2.11.2 Discussion of Impacts 

3.2.11.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action 

Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative 
Taking no action would have no effect on prime and unique farmlands. 

3.2.11.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action 

Direct, Indirect,  
The actions necessary to construct the proposed action would involve conversion of 12 acres of 
prime and unique farmland and would involve the permanent loss of that resource. 
 
Cumulative  
In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective treatment of 
wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment system.  Such 
tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake wetlands as 
described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of the Army 
Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment system on the 
12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The construction of a 
tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve structures and facilities 
similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated environmental impacts of 
such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the proposed action.  At this 
time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of the wastewater is not 
certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would contribute to the 
cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  If the choice is made to construct a tertiary treatment 
system at a different location, or to discharge the secondarily treated wastewater into the Spanish 
Lake Wetlands through a force main routed through farmland, there could be an increase in acres 
of converted prime and unique farmland. 

4 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
Negative effects associated with implementation of the proposed action that could contribute 
cumulatively with the effects of other projects include temporary construction-related increases 
in truck traffic, noise and vibration, vehicle and equipment emissions, and localized degradation 
of water quality.  In order to utilize the system for its intended purposes, i.e., cost-effective 
treatment of wastewater effluent, Iberia Parish would need to construct a tertiary treatment 
system.  Such tertiary treatment could consist of a discharge system into the Spanish Lake 
wetlands as described in original EA 494 (Appendix G), which would require a Department of 
the Army Section 404 permit, or the Parish could design and construct a tertiary treatment 
system on the 12-acre site of the proposed treatment facility or on an adjacent location.  The 
construction of a tertiary treatment system on the site or on an adjacent site would involve 
structures and facilities similar to those discussed for the proposed action and the anticipated 
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environmental impacts of such construction would likewise be similar to those discussed for the 
proposed action.  At this time, how the Parish would choose to accomplish tertiary treatment of 
the wastewater is not certain; however, construction and use of a tertiary treatment system would 
contribute to the cumulative impacts of the proposed action.  If the choice is made to discharge 
the secondarily treated effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands it would require the removal of 
vegetation on approximately 1.5 acres of habitat within the Spanish Lake wetlands.  There would 
be a requirement to obtain a 404 (b)(1) permit for this action and to provide any mitigation 
deemed necessary.  The facility is permitted by LDEQ to discharge a maximum of 800,000 
gallons per day into the Spanish Lake Wetlands.  The Iberia Parish’s draft wastewater treatment 
facility operating permit requires Iberia Parish to follow a detailed monitoring program to 
validate compliance with permit limits.  A public hearing to address questions on the proposed 
wastewater treatment system and wetlands discharge was held September 23, 2009 at the Main 
Courthouse Building in New Iberia, LA (Iberia Parish Council, 2009).  At that meeting, Mr. 
David Moore, Engineer representing Freyou, Moore and Associates, Project Engineers, provided 
responses to questions raised at a previous meeting by Ms. Deborah White, President of the 
Louisiana Chapter of Sewerage Victims Rights.  He (Mr. Moore) explained the testing that 
would be conducted on the site by the Parish and by the necessary state and federal agencies.  
Ms. White stated that this is an environmental issue and accepted the responses provided by the 
engineering firm.  

There is a potential for positive cumulative impacts if the tertiary treatment system is built. The 
impacts could include the temporary expansion of the local economy through the construction-
related expenditures, the provision of lower cost sanitary wastewater treatment within this area of 
Iberia Parish, and the potential ecological benefits to the Spanish Lake wetlands, Bayou Tortue, 
and Bayou Teche. 

5 COORDINATION 
Preparation of this REA has been coordinated with appropriate Congressional, Federal, state, and 
local interests, as well as environmental groups and other interested parties.  The following 
agencies, as well as other interested parties, are receiving copies of this REA: 

U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VI  
U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service, State Conservationist 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Governor's Executive Assistant for Coastal Activities 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources, Coastal Management Division 
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources, Coastal Restoration Division 
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality, PER-REGC 
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality, EP-SIP 
Louisiana State Historic Preservation Officer 
 
A Water Quality Certification (WQC) was received from Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality (LDEQ) (WQC 091210-03/AI 164731/CER 20090001) for EA #494.  
Since the proposed action in this REA is a reduction of scope within the same area, we are 
requesting a revised WQC. 
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Section 106 of the NRHP, as amended, requires consultation with SHPO and 14 Federally listed 
Native American tribes with interest in Louisiana cultural resources. SHPO, in a letter dated 9 
September 2009 and Native American tribes (Seminole and Alabama-Coushatta)  in letters dated 
17 June 2009 and 26 June 2009 respectively, responded stating they have reviewed the proposed 
action and determined that it would not adversely affect any cultural resources.  

The USFWS reviewed the proposed action in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act and prepared a Planning Aid Letter for EA #494, dated 6 October 2009.  In 
response to the reduction in scope of the original project, USFWS provided an email, dated 
8 March 2010, eliminating some of their concerns. 

6 MITIGATION 
The proposed action will be within previously disturbed habitat.  No wetlands will be impacted.  
Therefore there is no need for compensatory mitigation.  In the event Iberia Parish chooses to 
construct a tertiary treatment system into the Spanish Lake wetlands, a Department of the Army 
404 permit would be required.  Any unavoidable impacts requiring compensatory mitigation 
would be analyzed and assessed in conjunction with that permit application.  
 

7 COMPLIANCE WITH ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND 
REGULATIONS 

Environmental compliance for the proposed action would be achieved upon: coordination of this 
EA with appropriate agencies, organizations, and individuals for their review and comments; 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) confirmation that the proposed action would not be 
likely to adversely affect any endangered or threatened species; Louisiana Department of Natural 
Resources concurrence with the determination that the proposed action is consistent, to the 
maximum extent practicable, with the Louisiana Coastal Resources Program; receipt of a Water 
Quality Certificate from the State of Louisiana;  receipt of the Louisiana State Historic 
Preservation Officer Determination of No Affect on cultural resources;  and receipt and 
acceptance or resolution of all USFWS Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act recommendations.   
Any Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) would not be signed until the proposed action 
achieves environmental compliance with applicable laws and regulations, as described above.  

Construction of the proposed action would not commence until the proposed action achieves 
environmental compliance with all applicable laws and regulations, as described below.  

Executive Order (E.O.) 11988.  E.O. 11988, Floodplain Management, addresses minimizing or 
avoiding adverse impacts associated with the base floodplain unless there are no practicable 
alternatives.  It also involves giving public notice of proposed actions that may affect the base 
floodplain.  The proposed action would not accelerate development of the floodplain for the 
following reasons: flooding potential and conditions conducive for development were established 
initially when the area was modified by construction of Spanish Lake, the crawfish ponds, the 
landfill, and the surrounding residential areas. 

Executive Order 11990.  E.O. 11990, Protection of Wetlands, has been important in project 
planning.  The proposed action would improve the Spanish Lake wetlands.  
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Clean Air Act.  The original 1970 Clean Air Act (CAA) authorized the USEPA to establish 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) to limit levels of pollutants in the air.  
USEPA has promulgated NAAQS for six criteria pollutants: sulfur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen 
dioxide (NO2), carbon monoxide (CO), ozone, lead, and particulate matter (PM-10).  All areas of 
the United States must maintain ambient levels of these pollutants below the ceilings established 
by the NAAQS; any area that does not meet these standards is considered a "non-attainment" 
area.  The 1990 Amendments require that the boundaries of serious, severe, or extreme ozone or 
CO non-attainment areas located within Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs) or Consolidated 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (CMSAs) be expanded to include the entire MSA or CMSA unless 
the governor makes certain findings and the Administrator of the USEPA concurs. Consequently, 
all urban counties included in an affected MSA or CMSA, regardless of their attainment status, 
will become part of the non-attainment area.  The project is located in Iberia Parish which is 
classified as an attainment area; therefore NAAQS are not applicable to this project.   

Endangered Species Act.  The Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543; P.L. 93-205, as 
amended) was enacted in 1973 to provide for the conservation of species that are in danger of 
extinction throughout all or a significant portion of their range.  "Species" is defined by the Act 
to mean either a species, a subspecies, or, for vertebrates (i.e., fish, reptiles, mammals, etc.) only, 
a distinct population.  No threatened or endangered species or their critical habitat would be 
impacted by the proposed action.  The USFWS concurred with our determination in a letter dated 
8 March 2010.   
 

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.  The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661-
666c; Act of March 10, 1934, as amended) requires that wildlife, including fish, receive equal 
consideration and be coordinated with other aspects of water resource development.  This is 
accomplished by requiring consultation with the USFWS and LDWF whenever modifications 
are proposed to a body of water and a Federal permit or license is required.  This consultation 
determines the possible harm to fish and wildlife resources, and the measures that are needed to 
both prevent the damage to and loss of these resources, and to develop and improve the 
resources, in connection with water resource development.  To fulfill the responsibilities of the 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, the USFWS provided a Planning Aid Letter dated October 
6, 2009 In response to the reduction in scope of the original project, USFWS provided an email, 
dated 8 March 2010, eliminating some of their concerns. 
 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act.  The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA) is the domestic law 
that affirms, or implements, the United States' commitment to four international conventions 
with Canada, Japan, Mexico, and Russia for the protection of shared migratory bird resources.  
The MBTA governs the taking, killing, possessing, transporting, and importing of migratory 
birds, their eggs, parts, and nests.  The take of all migratory birds is governed by the MBTA's 
regulation of taking migratory birds for educational, scientific, and recreational purposes and 
requiring harvest to be limited to levels that prevent over-utilization.  Section 704 of the MBTA 
states that the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to determine if, and by what 
means, the take of migratory birds should be allowed and to adopt suitable regulations permitting 
and governing take.  The MBTA prohibits the take, possession, import, export, transport, selling, 
purchase, barter, or offering for sale, purchase or barter, of any migratory bird, their eggs, parts, 
and nests, except as authorized under a valid permit (50 CFR §21.11).   
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National Environmental Policy Act.  The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA; 42 U.S.C. 
4321-4347; Pub. L. 91-190, as amended) requires Federal agencies to analyze the potential 
effects of a proposed Federal action that would significantly affect the quality of the human 
environment, including historical, cultural, or natural aspects of the environment.  It specifically 
requires agencies to use a systematic, interdisciplinary approach in planning and decision-
making, to insure that environmental values may be given appropriate consideration, and to 
provide detailed statements on the environmental impacts of proposed actions including: (1) any 
adverse impacts; (2) alternatives to the proposed action; and (3) the relationship between short-
term uses and long-term productivity.  The agencies use the results of this analysis in decision-
making.  The preparation of this Revised Environmental Assessment is a part of compliance with 
NEPA.  

National Historic Preservation Act.  Congress established the most comprehensive national 
policy on historic preservation with the passage of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA).  In this Act, historic preservation was defined to include "the protection, 
rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction of districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects 
significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture."  The Act led to the 
creation of the National Register of Historic Places, a file of cultural resources of national, 
regional, state, and local significance.  The act also established the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (the Council), an independent Federal agency responsible for administering the 
protective provisions of the act.  The major provisions of the NHPA are Sections 106 and 110.  
Both sections aim to ensure that historic properties are appropriately considered in planning 
Federal initiatives and actions.  Section 106 is a specific, issue-related mandate to which Federal 
agencies must adhere.  It is a reactive mechanism that is driven by a Federal action.  Section 110, 
in contrast, sets out broad Federal agency responsibilities with respect to historic properties.  It is 
a proactive mechanism with emphasis on ongoing management of historic preservation sites and 
activities at Federal facilities.  Coordination of this project with SHPO fulfills the requirements 
to comply with the NHPA, and the SHPO letter dated September 9, 2009, concludes this process. 

Louisiana Revised Statutes: Once complete, the plans and specifications for this sanitary 
sewerage treatment system would need to be approved by the Louisiana Department of Health 
and Hospitals pursuant to La. R.S. 40:4(A)(6) and the draft LDEQ permit. 

8 CONCLUSION 
The proposed action consists of the construction and maintenance of a new sanitary wastewater 
treatment facility. This office has assessed the environmental impacts of the proposed action and 
has determined that the proposed action would have no impact upon cultural resources and 
would cause no direct loss of wetland habitat.    

9 PREPARED BY 
The point of contact and responsible manager for the preparation of this REA #494 is Tammy 
Gilmore, CEMVN.  The REA was prepared by Michael McGarry, ecologist, David Miller & 
Associates, Inc. and Tammy Gilmore, Biologist, with relevant sections prepared by Christopher 
Brown, PhD - HTRW; Jerica Richardson - Cultural Resources; Debra Wright - Recreational 
Resources; Kelly McCaffrey- Aesthetics (Visual Resources); and Chad Chauvin - Project 
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Manager.  The address of the preparers is: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District; 
Planning, Programs, and Project Management Division, CEMVN-PM; P.O. Box 60267; New 
Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267. 

10 REFERENCES 
City of New Iberia. 2009. Pretreatment Inspection Report.   
 
Comite Resources. 2008.  Iberia Parish Wetland Assimilation Use Attainability Analysis (UAA). 
Comite Resources, Inc. 11643 Pride Port Hudson Rd., Zachary, LA 70791.  
 
Iberia Industrial Development Foundation (IDF). 2008. Iberia Parish Community Profile. On line 
at: www.iberiabiz.org.   
 
Iberia Industrial Development Foundation (Iberia Parish Master Plan). 2001. Infrastructure 
Master Plan for Iberia Parish, Louisiana.  Prepared by Chenevert Songy Rodi Soderberg, Inc., 
February 2001.   
 
Iberia Parish Council. 2009. Iberia Parish Council Public Hearing on the Proposed Waste Water 
Treatment Plan for the Acadiana Regional Airport Near the Acadiana Fairgrounds.  Parish 
Council Chambers, Main Courthouse Building, New Iberia, Louisiana on Wednesday September 
23, 2009. 
 
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force (LACoast). 2009. The 
Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force Website.  On Line at: 
www.lacoast.gov.  
 
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ). 2005. Addendum to the 2000 Bayou 
Teche TMDL for Biochemical Oxygen-Demanding Substances, Subsegments 060301 and 
060401.  Water Quality Monitoring Section, Water Quality Assessment Division, Office of 
Environmental Assessment.  
 
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ). 2009. Draft Louisiana Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (LPDES) Permit to Discharge Treated Wastewater Into the 
Spanish Lake Wetlands.  File Number: LA0124605, AI Number: 164731, Activity Number: 
PER200900001.   
 
Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ). 2009a. Wetland Assimilation Projects 
Webpage Summary. On Line at: http://deq.louisiana.gov/portal/tabid/2960/Default.aspx. 
 
 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 2009. NOAA Southern Regional 
Climate Center.  Data for New Iberia, LA.  On Line at: www.srcc.lsu.edu/climateNormals/ 
 

Natural Resources Conservation Service.  National Cooperative Soil Survey.  2004.  Jeanerette 
Series.  http://ortho.ftw.nrcs.usda.gov/osd/dat/J/JEANERETTE.html 

http://www.srcc.lsu.edu/climateNormals/
http://ortho.ftw.nrcs.usda.gov/osd/dat/J/JEANERETTE.html


Waste Water Treatment Facility Project 
Iberia Parish, LA 

 

 Revised Environmental Assessment 38 

 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). 2003. Letter Report: Iberia Parish Louisiana, 
Environmental Infrastructure, CWIS 076310.  June 19, 2003.  
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). 2009a. Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), 
Proposed Iberia Parish Wastewater Treatment Plant. Dated 26 October 2009. 
 
U.S. Federal Transit Administration (USFTA). 1995. Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment. FTA Report DOT-T-95-16, April 1995. 
  
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 2009. Planning-aid Letter for the Proposed Iberia 
Parish Wastewater Treatment and Wetland Assimilation Project, Iberia Parish, Louisiana. Dated 
6 October 2009.  
 
Waldemar S. Nelson and Company, Inc. (WSN). 2005. Preliminary Engineering Report: Iberia 
Parish Wastewater Treatment Project, Iberia Parish, Louisiana.  Project No. 20040156. 
 
 



Waste Water Treatment Facility Project 
Iberia Parish, LA 

 

 Revised Environmental Assessment 39 

11 APPENDICES 
 
Appendix - A – List of acronyms 
 
Appendix – B - Members of Interagency Environmental Team 
 
Appendix – C – CEMVN Questions and NIRC Responses 13 October 2009 
 
Appendix – D – Draft Discharge Permit 
 
Appendix – E – Agency Coordination 
 
Appendix – F – Iberia Pretreatment Report  
 
Appendix-G- Environmental Assessment #494 
 
Appendix- H – Public Comments 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
         
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix A – List of Acronyms 



ASTM American Society for Testing and Materials 
BLH Bottomland Hardwood Forest 
BNSF Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
BOD Biochemical Oxygen Demand 
CEMVN Corps of Engineers, Mississippi Valley Division, New Orleans District  
CEQ The President’s Council on Environmental Quality 
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
CFS Cubic Ft Per Second 
CW Civil Works Program 
CWA Clean Water Act 
CY Cubic Yard 
CZM Coastal Zone Management 
dBA Decibels 
EA Environmental Assessment 
EFH Essential Fish Habitat 
EM Engineering Manual 
EO Executive Order 
ER Engineering Regulation 
ESA Environmental Site Assessment 
FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact 
FPPA Farmland Protection Policy Act 
FWCA Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 
HTRW Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste 
LERRD Lands, Easements, Rights-of-Way, Relocations, and Disposal 
LDEQ Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality 
LDNR Louisiana Department of Natural Resources 
LDWF Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
mg/l Milligrams per Liter 
ML Milliliters 
MPH Miles per Hour 
MSA Metropolitan Statistical Area 
NAA Non Attainment Area 
NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 
NHP Natural Heritage Program 
NHPA National Historic Preservation Act 
NIRC New Iberia Research Center 
NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service 
NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NPS National Park Service 
NRCS National Resources Conservation Service 
NWR National Wildlife Refuge 
O&M Operations And Maintenance 
OMRR&R Operations, Maintenance, Repair, Replacement, & Rehabilitation 
PL Public Law 
PPA Project Partnering Agreements 
PSI Pounds Per Square Inch 

P&G Economic and Environmental Principles and Guidelines for Water and Related 
Land Resources Implementation Studies 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
REC Recognized Environmental Condition 
RED Regional Economic Development 



ROD Record of Decision 
ROW Right-of-Way 
SCORP State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan 
SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer 
SIP State Implementation Plan 
TSS Total Suspended Solids 
TMDL Total Maximum Daily Load 
USACE United States Army Corps Of Engineers 
USDA United States Department of Agriculture 
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 
USFWS United States Fish And Wildlife Service 
USGS United States Geological Survey 
VOC Volatile Organic Compounds 
WRDA Water Resources Development Act 

 



Appendix B – Members of the Interagency Environmental Team 

 



Tammy Gilmore/Biologist     US Army Corps of 
Engineers, MVN 

Mike McGarry/Ecologist           David Miller and 
Associates, Inc. 
 
Jamie Phillipe          Louisiana Department of Environmental 
Quality 
 
Brigette Firmin       US Fish and Wildlife 
Service 
 
Eric Glisch       US Army Corps of 
Engineers, MVN 
 
Jerica Richardson/Archeologist    US Army Corps of 
Engineers, MVN 
 
J. Christopher Brown/Biologist    US Army Corps of 
Engineers, MVN 
 
Kelly McCaffrey/Landscape Architect   US Army Corps of 
Engineers, MVN 
 
Debra Wright/ Outdoor Recreation Planner   US Army Corps of 
Engineers, MVN 
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October 2009 

 



CEMVN Question: Please characterize how the effluent from research using biohazard 
agents is controlled.     

NIRC Response: Only pathogens, recombinant DNA and viral vectors are used at NIRC.  
The Center does not perform cell or tumor line, toxin, chemical carcinogen/mutagen, or 
radioisotope research.  All potentially infectious material is handled as biohazardous 
material and disposed of as such in red biohazard bags.  All red bag clinic material 
(gauze, bandaging, sharps containers, etc.) is processed by an autoclave sterilizer on site 
and hauled away in a compactor by commercial vendor.   

All fecal material (i.e., “gross debris” in NIRC standard operating procedures) is picked 
up daily, placed into biohazard bags and hauled away by a commercial vendor as medical 
waste.  This material is not technically biohazardous medical waste, as it is just fecal 
material from a colony of animals. However the current sewer system cannot handle the 
volume of feces this represents, therefore it is picked up and shipped out.  The 
commercial vendor picks up approximately 35,000 pounds per month of “red bag” waste.  
Present in the fecal material would be typical gastrointestinal infectious agents such as 
shigella and e.coli.  As the vast majority of the facility is breeding and holding areas, this 
fecal material is not contaminated with anything that would not be seen in the general 
human population.   

Material used for pharmacokinetic studies may be excreted by the animal during the 
active study period of 24-96 hours.  The typical duration of study is such that metabolites 
and/or material used for dosing have cleared the animal’s system, thus there would be no 
risk of excretion into the sewer.  As dictated by the nature of the study, excreta is 
collected and shipped to the sponsoring company for analysis and this material is not 
released into the sanitary sewer. 

CEMVN Question: What quantities and frequencies apply to the use of these biohazard 
agents? 

NIRC Response:  It is nearly impossible to quantify the amount of study material present 
or define frequency of use as it is quite variable.  The material is typically used during the 
initial phase of the study and then disposed of after adequate chemical inactivation or 
shipped back to the sponsor.  The quantities administered can range from micrograms to 
milligrams of infectious material per study animal. Viral or bacterial concentrates are 
received from [the study] sponsor, diluted in vehicle to obtain optimal dose prior to 
dosing.  Remaining concentrates are returned to the sponsor, diluted concentrate is 
inactivated with equal volumes of bleach prior to disposal at NIRC. 

CEMVN Question: Do these agents enter the sanitary sewer? 

NIRC Response:  No.  

CEMVN Question: If not, how are these biohazard agents segregated from the waste 
stream?   

NIRC Response:  The use and disposal of study material for research is strictly overseen 
by the study protocol.  This protocol will dictate the disposal method for the actual study 
material.  The residual material will either be shipped back to the [study] sponsor or will 
be deactivated in bleach before being released into the sanity sewer as inactivated 
material.  



CEMVN Question: What % of animal stock is involved in research activities?   

NIRC Response: As of 9 October 2009, approximately 12% of the population is on study. 

CEMVN Question:  Does the NIRC perform research activities on vaccinations or 
hormone therapy? 

NIRC Response:  NIRC does not perform chemical, toxin, carcinogenic, or related 
research.  The research conducted by the NIRC is primarily confined to infectious disease 
studies, usually vaccine candidates or biological therapeutic regimens used to help the 
body fight an infectious disease.  Very seldom pharmacokinetic studies of 24-96 hour 
duration are performed.  These studies consist of administration of a study material and 
the subsequent testing of the animal’s ability to use and excrete the material.  During 
these short-term studies all excreta are collected and shipped to the sponsor for analysis. 

CEMVN Question: As a registered laboratory, are there regulations and permitting for 
waste water discharges, in addition to the New Iberia wastewater permit?  

NIRC Response: No 

CEMVN Question: What pharmaceuticals are used in the care and handling of primates 
at 

NIRC?  

NIRC Response: The pharmaceuticals in use in the care of the primates at the New Iberia 
Research Center are the same as those typically used in a veterinary clinic or human 
hospital.  At any point in time approximately 300 of the 6500 animals housed at NIRC 
are on some type of clinical pharmaceutical treatment due to illness.  These 
pharmaceuticals are FDA approved OTC or prescription medications.  Most animals are 
treated for an acute episode of illness and then placed back into the general colony. 

CEMVN Question: What endocrine disrupting compounds are used in the care and 
handling of 

primates at NIRC?  

NIRC Response: There is one chimpanzee on Zovia birth control. 

CEMVN Question: What personal care products are used in the care and handling of 
primates 

at NIRC?   

NIRC Response: None 

CEMVN Question: What pharmaceuticals are used in research protocols at NIRC?   

NIRC Response: Vaccine candidates, small molecule material (non-steroidal anti-
inflammatories, blood pressure medications) for pharmacokinetics, monoclonal 
antibodies for infectious disease therapies and therapeutic proteins for inflammatory 
conditions. 

CEMVN Question: What endocrine disrupting compounds are used in research protocols 
at 

NIRC?  



NIRC Response: None 

CEMVN Question: What personal care products are used in research protocols at NIRC?  

NIRC Response: None 
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  Appendix E – Agency Coordination 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

P.O. BOX 60267 
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA 70160-0267 

REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF August 20, 2009 

Planning, Programs, and
 
Project Management Division
 

Environmental Planning
 
and Compliance Branch
 

Mr. Scott Hutcheson 
No known hiltoric: properties will be affected by State Historic Preservation Officer tbill undertaking. This effect determination could 

Office of Cultural Development change should new information come to our 
RI111nlioll.Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism 

P.O. Box 44247 ~/~ r·/·!'!Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804 
Scott Hutcheson Date 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

Dear Mr. Hutcheson: 

The U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers, New Orleans District (CEMVN) has initiated modified 
plans for the location of the Iberia Parish Wastewater Treatment Project, which would provide 
wastewater treatment for unincorporated areas of northern Iberia Parish in the vicinity of the 
Acadian Regional Airport. Iberia Parish is located in south central Louisiana west of the 
Atchafalaya Basin, 106 miles west of New Orleans, and 50 miles south west of Baton Rouge. 
The project location was modified from your offices previous assessment in May of2009 due to 
the Acadian Regional Airport and FAA concerns ofhabitat development causing possible 
aviation and safety issues. A field visit to the project area by CEMVN archaeologist Jerica 
Richardson on June 22, 2009 confirmed that the majority of the area proposed for project work is 
an extremely developed and disturbed agricultural farm area. 

The design of the discharge into the wetlands remains unchanged from your previous 
assessment and involves constructing distribution headers along the western border of the 
Spanish Lake Wetlands. Each header will be supplied with orifices, spaced at regular intervals 
to provide uniform distribution of effluent over the wetland. The location of the oxidation pond 
and feeding pump station has been moved to avoid drawing wildlife into the vicinity of inbound 
and outbound aircraft flying into the Acadian Regional Airport. The new project location will be 
moved 1.5 miles east of the previously proposed location. Details of the project area and plans 
for the discharge system are shown on enclosures I through 4. The targeted wetlands discharge 
area, Spanish Lake Wetlands, will remain unchanged from your offices previous assessment and 
concurrence in letters dated December 20,2004 and May 27,2009 ofno impacts to cultural 
resources. 

The proposed project will provide a nutrient source (treated sanitary wastewater) for 
restoration of existing wetlands. The Spanish Lake Wetlands are hydrologically controlled by 
rainfall, upland runoff and the impounded nature of the area. Rainfall is the major source of 
freshwater. There is limited upland runoff since the Old Spanish Trail Highway (LA Hwy 182) 
and the levees associated with Spanish Lake, urban development, and an abandoned landfill 

I. I i /, t"'l 
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ALABAMA-COU~HATTA TRIB€ OF T€XA~ 

571 State Park Rd 56 • Uvingston, Texas 77351 • (936) 563-1100 

June 26, 2009 

Jerica Richardson 
New Orleans District, Corps of Engineers 
Attn: CEMVN-PM-RN 
P.O. Box 60267 
New Orleans, LA 70160-0267 

Dear District Engineer: 

On behalf of Chief Oscola Clayton Sylestine and the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, our 
appreciation is expressed on your agency's efforts to consult us regarding Iberia Parish 
Wastewater Treatment Project in Iberia Parish. 

Our Tribe maintains ancestral associations within Louisiana despite the absence of 
written records to completely identify Tribal activities, villages, trails, or grave sites. 
However, it is our objective to ensure significances of Native American ancestry, 
especially ofthe Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, are administered with the utmost attention. 

Upon review of the May 27, 2009 information summary submitted to our Tribe, we 
decline the opportunity to participate in this consultation. The proposed location exists 
beyond our perimeter of interest for the state of Louisiana. Therefore, no known impacts 
to religious, cultural, or historical assets of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe ofTexas will 
occur in conjunction with this proposaL 

Should you require additional assistance, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Respectfully submitted, 

?JZ-CP,--C-
Bryant J. Celestine 
Historic Preservation Officer 

i IX! ceiesline.bryant(jiactribe.org Fax: 936- 563 1183 

http:ceiesline.bryant(jiactribe.org


SEMINOLE TRIBE OF FLORIDA 

TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 


TRIBAL OFFICERS 
PRESERVATION OFFICE 

TRIBAL HISTORIC 

CHAIRMAN 

MITCHELL CYPRESSSEMINOLE TRIBE OF FLORIDA 

AH,TAH,THI,Kl MUSEUM 
 VICE CHAIRMAN 

RICHARD BOWERS JR. 
HC,6!. BOX 21A 

SECRETARY 
CLEWISTON. FL 33440 PRISCILLA D. SAYEN 

TREASURERPHONE: (863) 983'6549 
MICHAEL D. TIGERFAX: (863) 902'1117 

Jerica Richardson 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Planning, Programs, and Project Management Division 
Environmental Planning and Compliance Branch 
P.O. Box 60267 
New Orleans, LA 70160-0267 

THPO#: 003577 

Wednesday, June 17, 2009 

Subject: Assessment of Effects for Iberia Parish Wastewater Treatment Project, Iberia Parish, Louisiana 

Dear Ms. Richardson, 

The Tribal Historic Preservation Office of the Seminole Tribe of Florida (STOF-THPO) has received your 
correspondence concerning the aforementioned project. The STOF-THPO concurs with the findings of "no historic 
properties affected" within the APE for this project. However, the STOF-THPO would like to be informed should any 
archaeological and/or historic resources be inadvertently discovered during the construction process. 

We thank you for the opportunity to review the information that has been sent to date regarding this project. Please 
reference THPO-OO3577 for any related issues. 

We look forward to working with you in the future. 

Sincerely, 

Direct routine inquiries to: 

Willard Steele, Dawn Hutchins, 

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer Compliance Review Supervisor 


JLP:dh 

Ah· Tsh- Thi· Ki Museum, HC·61. Box 21·A, Clewiston, Florida 33440 

Phone (863)902-1113. Fax (863)902-1117 
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From: David_Walther@fws.gov
Sent: Monday, March 08, 2010 4:55 PM
To: Gilmore, Tammy H MVN
Cc: Brigette_Firmin@fws.gov
Subject: Re: REA 494 T&E

Attachments: pic13186.gif; graycol.gif; ecblank.gif

Ms. Gilmore,

Based upon the updated project information our concerns as expressed on page 3, paragraph 3 of the Planning-aid 
Report are no longer valid because the project will no longer be discharging into the Spanish Lake wetlands. 

David Walther
US Fish and Wildlife Service
Lafayette, LA
337/291-3122 (fax 3139)
Inactive hide details for "Gilmore, Tammy H MVN" <Tammy.H.Gilmore@usace.army.mil>"Gilmore, Tammy H 
MVN" <Tammy.H.Gilmore@usace.army.mil>

                                "Gilmore, Tammy H MVN" <Tammy.H.Gilmore@usace.army.mil> 

                                03/08/2010 03:01 PM

To

"Walther, David" <david_walther@fws.gov>        

cc

        

Subject

REA 494 T&E     
                
[attachment "revised FWS ltr T&E species.doc" deleted by David Walther/R4/FWS/DOI] 



United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
 
646 Cajundome Blvd.
 

Suite 400
 
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506 

October 6, 2009 

Colonel Alvin B. Lee 
District Engineer 
u.s. Army Corps of Engineers 
Post Office Box 60267 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267 

Dear Colonel Lee: 

Please reference Ms. Tammy Gilmore's September 1,2009, electronic mail requesting our initial 
review of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' (Corps) proposed Iberia Parish Wastewater 
Treatment and Wetland Assimilation Project, Iberia Parish, Louisiana. That project would be 
implemented under the Corps' Section 219 Program. The proposed project would involve 
constructing a new wastewater treatment and disinfection system that would serve northern 
Iberia Parish and discharge effluent into the Spanish Lake wetlands for tertiary treatment before 
passing into th.: 3panish Lake drainage canal, tht:n into Bayou Tortue and tl1encc into Bayou 
Teche. Based upon information provided by the Comite Resources, Inc. 's Iberia Parish Wetland 
Assimilation - Use Attainability Analysis (UAA) and the Preliminary Engineering Report 
conducted by Waldemar S. Nelson and Company, Incorporated, the Corps anticipates that the 
Spanish Lake Wetlands would benefit from the additional nutrients and freshwater influx that 
would be provided by the assimilation project. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has 
reviewed that information, and provides this Planning-aid Letter in accordance with provisions 
ofthe Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.). 

PROJECT AND STUDY AREA DESCRIPTION 

The goal of the proposed project would be to provide wastewater treatment capacity for current 
and future residential, commercial, and industrial areas for the unincorporated portions of 
northern Iberia Parish in the vicinity of the Acadiana Regional Airport. The existing collection 
system and Pump Station #1 currently discharge wastewater to the City of New Iberia's 
treatment facility. Due to anticipated future growth, the Parish expects that the existing 
wastewater treatment system for northern Iberia Parish would exceed the current configuration 
and design capacity for the City'S treatment facility. The proposed treatment facility would 
consist of a four-stage aerated lagoon system containing one treatment basin and three settling 
ponds; a chlorination and de-chlorination system; one new pump station (i.e., Pump Station #2); 
a new force main from Pump Station #2 into the Spanish Lake wetlands; and a distribution 
system extending from the force main along the southern and western boundaries to evenly 
distribute the effluent into the Spanish Lake Wetlands. The Corps anticipates that the discharged 



effluent would follow the natural gradient through the Spanish Lake Wetlands such that water 
would flow from the south and west to the north and northeast and eventually drain into the 
Spanish Lake drainage canal. 

The Preliminary Engineering Report discusses two project alternatives: 

1.	 Oxidation Pond with Wetlands Discharge - This alternative would involve routing all 
sanitary flows from the vicinity of the study service area to an aerated oxidation pond. 
After treatment the pond effluent would be conveyed to the Spanish Lake Wetlands, both 
for the provision of nutrient removal and for wetlands restoration. 

2.	 Conveyance to the New Sewage Treatment Plant in New Iberia - This alternative would 
involve collecting the raw wastewater from the study service area and conveying it to the 
headworks of treatment plant currently being built by the City of New Iberia. The new 
facility has a reserved capacity of 2 million gallons per day for the Parish. 

The results of the Preliminary Engineering Report indicate that the first alternative listed above 
would be the most cost-effective for the Parish, and would provide beneficial effects to the 
Spanish Lake Wetlands. 

The Spanish Lake Wetlands are located less than one mile north of the City of New Iberia and 
west of Bayou Teche, near the Iberia and St. Martin Parishes boundary lines. The wetlands are 
bounded by Spanish Lake to the north, Louisiana State Highway 182 (LA Hwy 182) and 
residential areas to the west, crawfish ponds and an abandoned landfill to the east, and residential 
and agricultural lands to the south. The Spanish Lake Wetlands consist of dry and semi-flooded 
bottomland hardwood forest, wet bottomland hardwood forest, well-drained bottomland 
hardwood forest, and permanently flooded swamp. The targeted area for the proposed project 
would encompass approximately 335 acres ofthose forest community types. 

According to the UAA, the Spanish Lake Wetlands are hydrologically controlled by rainfall, 
upland runoff, and the impounded nature of the area. Rainfall is the major source of freshwater 
for the project area. Louisiana Hwy 182, the levees associated with Spanish Lake, urban 
development, and an abandoned landfill prevent most surrounding upland runoff from reaching 
the natural wetlands. However, there is some localized runoff from terrace uplands and a portion 
ofthe old landfill. Water currently drains from the wetlands to the drainage canal for Spanish 
Lake, which is located in the northernmost corner of the Spanish Lake Wetlands. Water flows 
from the southern and western parts of the wetland in a north and easterly direction. Water 
depths increase from well drained to O.5-inch in the southwest and 2 to 4 inches in the southeast 
to over 1.5 feet in the section between the landfill and the southeast corner of Spanish Lake (the 
central portion of the wetlands). The forested wetlands located north of a small levee connecting 
Spanish Lake and the crawfish ponds are also well drained. 

According to the UAA, the Spanish Lake Wetlands were logged for cypress in the early half of 
the twentieth century and the current forest structure is all secondary growth. Based upon habitat 
information in the UAA and the Preliminary Engineering Report, those forested wetlands are in 
poor condition due to prolonged inundation. The dominant tree species throughout the forest 
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communities consists of red maple, Chinese tallow, willow, water oak, hackberry, ash, American 
elm, and black locust. The midstory consists mostly of buttonbush and Chinese privet. There is 
a small levee traversing in an east-west direction between the lake and the crawfish ponds which 
is restricting water flow out of the wetlands and causing prolonged inundation in some portions 
of the project area. The Corps' project description does not indicate that the levee would be 
removed to reduce flooding and improve water flow through the area with implementation of this 
project. 

FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES OF CONCERN 

The forested wetlands within the proposed project area provide valuable habitat for fish and 
wildlife within Federal trusteeship, including migratory and resident waterfowl, wading birds, 
songbirds, and interjurisdictional fishes. Those wetlands also provide valuable habitat for small 
mammals, white-tailed deer, and various amphibians and reptiles. In addition to their habitat 
values, the wetlands within the proposed project area provide floodwater storage and perform 
important water quality functions by reducing dissolved nutrient levels and removing suspended 
sediments. 

The Preliminary Engineering Report indicates that the current wastewater treatment system 
discharges approximately 300,000 gallons per day, of which 100,000 gallons per day consists of 
discharges from the University of Louisiana at Lafayette (ULL) Primate Center (whose effluent 
is twice as concentrated as human sources). That report does not, however, indicate that the 
current system accepts wastewater from industrial users, but does indicate that the Parish 
anticipates future commercial and industrial growth within the vicinity of the Acadiana Regional 
Airport. The Service is concerned that such users may contribute potentially harmful pollutants 
(e.g., heavy metals, petroleum by-products, etc.) to the proposed treatment system that would 
eventually be transferred into the Spanish Lake Wetlands, which could enter the food chain and 
adversely affect both flora and fauna ofthe area. The Corps should include in their project 
analysis whether the Parish anticipates that commercial and industrial users would contribute 
heavy metals and other potentially toxic substances to the wastewater discharge and/or whether 
the proposed treatment facility would have the appropriate primary and secondary treatment 
systems to remove such substances prior to discharging effluent to the targeted wetlands. 

Although we do not object to the proposed project, the Service recommends that the Corps fully 
analyze whether there is potential for the project to cause further degradation of the current forest 
conditions for the targeted project area. In order to ensure that fish and wildlife resource values 
receive equal consideration with project implementation, an alternatives analysis should also be 
conducted to ensure that other potential methods of wastewater disposal are appropriately 
explored. One potential alternative feature would be the removal or gapping of the small levee 
between the lake and the crawfish ponds. Based upon information provided in the UAA, 
removal of that levee would improve water flow through the targeted wetlands and prevent 
prolonged inundation which would then allow those wetlands to better assimilate the wastewater 
effluent. Furthermore, the Corps should determine if future discharges into the Spanish Lake 
discharge canal could interfere with water management of Spanish Lake. In addition, the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (LDWF) has expressed concerns regarding the 
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proposed project (attached); those concerns should be adequately addressed during future 
planning efforts. 

According to our records, there are no known occurrences of federally listed threatened or 
endangered within the proposed project area or its vicinity. No further ESA consultation with 
the Service would be required for the proposed action, unless there are changes in the scope or 
location of the proposed project or the project has not been initiated one year from the date of 
this letter. If the proposed project has not been initiated within one year, follow-up consultation 
should be accomplished with the Service prior to making expenditures because our threatened 
and endangered species information is updated annually. If the scope or location of the proposed 
project is changed, consultation should occur as soon as such changes are made. 

The proposed project would be located in an area where colonial nesting wading birds may be 
present. Colonies may be present that are not currently listed in the database maintained by the 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries. That database is updated primarily by 
monitoring the colony sites that were previously surveyed during the 1980s. Until a new, 
comprehensive coast-wide survey is conducted to determine the location of newly-established 
nesting colonies, we recommend that a qualified biologist inspect the proposed work site for the 
presence of undocumented nesting colonies during the nesting season. For colonies containing 
nesting wading birds (i.e., herons, egrets, night-herons, ibis, and roseate spoonbills), anhingas, 
and/or cormorants, all activity occurring within 1,000 feet of a rookery should be restricted to the 
non-nesting period, depending on the species present. In addition, we recommend that on-site 
contract personnel be informed of the need to identify colonial nesting birds and their nests, and 
should avoid affecting them during the breeding season (i.e., the time period outside the activity 
window). 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments during the early planning stages of the 
proposed project, and we look forward to working with the Corps throughout project 
development. If you or your staff requires further assistance in this matter, please contact Ms. 
Brigette Firmin (337/291-3108) of this office. 

Sincerely, .. 
~-, 1\ I ~ 
~..J-A. "\l \IVo-LV' u 

I	 James ~. Boggs 
SupervIsorr 
Louisiana Field Office 

Attachment 

cc:	 LDWF, Coastal & Nongame Division, Baton Rouge, LA (Attn: Kyle Balkum) 
LDWF, New Iberia, LA (Attn: Mike Walker) 
LDWF, Natural Heritage Program, Baton Rouge, LA 
LDEQ, Baton Rouge, LA 
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I have checked the various endangered species reference maps for occurrences of threatened and 
endangered species that could occur in the project area and do not expect the proposed work to 
impact any of these species or their habitat. 

Status of Endangered Species Compliance. We have determined that no threaten.ed or 
endangered species, or their critical habitats, occur in the project area and therefore, the project 
would have no affect on threatened or endangered species or their critical habitats. 

Please advise ifyou concur with this opinion. Ifyou have any questions, please contact 
Ms. Tammy F. Gilmore at (504) 862-1002. 

NSH 154C-01-317-7388 5099-101 QI!I\EAAJ.. SERVICES _INISTRAnoN 

http:threaten.ed
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. Hiltlil Daigle Curry
Mayor

City Council:
District 1- Therese Segura District 4- David Merrill
District 2- Peggy Gerac District 5- Raymond Lewis
District 3- Robert Suire District 6- Calvin Begnaud

Mayor Pro Tem Freddie DeCourt

WASTEWATER DEPARTMENT
800 SUCROSE DRIVE

NEW llERlA, LA 70560-9629

April 2] , 2009

Hilda D. Curry, Mayor
City of New Iberia
457 E. Main Street, Suite 300
New Iberia, La 70560-3700

RE: CNI Sanitary Wastewater Pretreatment Program

Dear Mayor:

During the period of April 2007 through March 2009 the City of New Iberia through its Wastewater
Department mailed out 578 specialized User surveys in an attempt to identify pollutants contributed to the
Sucrose Drive Treatment Plant and the Tete Bayou Treatment Plant (POTWs) by Industrial Users which
Pass Through or Interfere with the operation of either POTW. The purpose of this user survey was to
determine the applicability of certain regulations codified at 40CFR403 with respect to the Sucrose Drive &
Tete Bayou Treatment Plants.

Of the 578 surveys mailed, 562 were returned completed and 85 follow-up field inspections were conducted
by Wastewater Department staff and the City's consultant in this matter, Ms. Ann Wilson. Based on
interpretation of the survey data and inquiries of the person(s) directly responsible for gathering the
information, neither POTW has been documented as receiving from Industrial Users pollutants which Pass
Through or Interfere with the operation of a POTW. Likewise, the attached letter from Ms. Ann Wilson
also corroborates these frndings. As such, neither POTW is subject to the Development and
Implementation requirements presented in 40CFR403.8 at this time.

At present, the Wastewater Department will continue its efforts of creating a Fat, Oil & Grease Ordinance
for consideration and adoption by the City Council.

Thank you for your attention in these matters and let me know of any questions.

Sincerely,

City of New "Iperia c-..-r;/
._~h -r:; ,..."",,/ \. (

L/ / \~, --...
Vincent S. Palumbb, n, PE
Director - Wastewater Department

xc: Joe Gonzales, Executive Director
George GIaubrecht, President
Marc Duhon, ECO

Iberia Parish Sewerage District No. I
Domingue Szabo & Associates, loc.
CNl Wastewater Department

• (337) 369-2368 • Fax (337) 369-2366 •



ANN WILSON
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT

420 IGNGS DRIVE PlNEVILLE, LA 71360

Pretreatment
Treatment

NPDES PermittingWastewater
Water Testing

April 20, 2009 RECEIVED
Mr. Vincent Palumbo
City of New Iberia
800 Sucrose Drive
New Iberia, LA 70560

APR21 2009

WASTEWATER DEPARTMENT
em' OF NEW.!9ER1A, LA

Dear Mr. Palumbo:
Enclosed please find a summary of inspections conducted with the
assistance of Mr. Marc Duhon on three occasions in March 2009.
It is my conclusion after conducting these inspections to verify
findings of. the commercial user survey conducted by Ms. Nicole
Brigman, there is no significant discharges from commercial users
to the City's sanitary sewer system. At this time, no pretreatment
program is needed. With the ongoing efforts of Mr. Marc Duhon, the
City of New Iberia will be able to corrti.nue to update compliance by
commercial users to ensure the wastewater treatment plant is able
to adequately treat the plant's influent.
If you need further assistance in this project such as developing
BMPs, Best Management Practices, for any particular category of
user, please let me know. Should you have any questions, please
contact me at (318) 542-3150.

si~erey} f)Caul w4i,L-__
Ann Wilson

Enclosure

cc: Marc Duhon

1--
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Carbo Ceramics Inc. - 4810 Industrial Drive - Shane Hebert - Plant Engineer
An inspection was conducted to confirm no process wastewater is discharged to the City's sewer system. All
wastewater generated in the process is reused as make up water in the process. No discharge other than sanitary
waste from rest rooms are discharged to the City. No permit is needed.

Colors Unlimited Inc.lColors Rytek - 606B South Lewis St. - Ryan Landry - Owner
No inspection was conducted ofthis facility, but screen printing does not generated wastewater which would
pose a threat to the City's wastewater treatment plant.

David Funeral Home -11 01 Trotter St. - Richard David - President
The embalming process was reviewed with personnel from the facility. Chemicals are stored in small quantities
and minimal amount of wastewater containing blood products are clischarged to the sanitary sewer. No areas of
concern were identified during the inspection.

Fletcher Funeral Home - 609 W. Admiral DoyleDr, - John Butler - Partner
TIns facility was not inspected, but the procedures are the same as other funeral homes. City personnel may
wish to follow up with inspection at later date.

Iberia Parish Mosquito Abatement District - 5217N. South TaxiRd. - Herff Jones - ExecutiveDirector
This facility was inspected and found to have no process wastewater discharge to the City. Tbe facility may
have storm water discharge issues by washing vebicles and discharging without NPDES permit. Chemicals are
stored with no secondary containment. However, there is no access to the sanitary sewer. Any spill or release
would impact storm drain system.

Lipari Sporting Goods - 958 S. Lewis St. - Kay Lipari - Treasurer
No inspection was conducted of this facility, but screen printing does not generated wastewater which would
pose a threat to the City's wastewater treatment plant.

NewIberia Research Center - 4401 W. Admiral DoyleDL - Heather Gonsoulin/Johnny Hardcastle
This facility was inspected on two occasions. There were boiler chemicals stored next to floor drains. A
request was made during the inspection to provide secondary containment for these chemicals. It was noted
during the inspection, the facility is billed for wastewater discharges by water usage. More wastewater is
generated than indicated by water usage. This is due to the large volume of storm water discharged to the
sanitary sewer by rain water from the cage area located outside. A better billing method would be to install a
wastewater discharge meter and bill on the actual amount of wastewater discharged.

The pretreatment pits do very little to treat and remove solids from the wastewater. The inlet and outlet are
located at the bottom of a very small pit. These devices should be designed to allow for detention to allow
solids to settle out and the discharge to the sanitary sewer be located above the bottom oftbe pit. The facility
should look at covering the cage area to reduce the amount of storm water discharge to the sanitary sewer.
Covers could be installed over a period of time to reduce the monetary burden of the project.

Process Printers - 414 W. Admiral Doyle Dr. - Ed Mury - General Manager
All process discharges are contained in 55 gallon drums for off site disposal. No process discharge is placed in
the sanitary sewer.

Segura Kwik Kopy Printing - 710 S. Lewis St. - Wayne Lane - Operations Manager
This facility does discharge process wastewater to the City. Marc Duhon has contacted the owner in writing
requesting off site disposal of process waste.
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Bobby's Alignment Center -1601 Center St. - Don Miguez - Owner
This facility was inspected and found not to be on City sewer. Marc Duhon is following up on this facility to
see if they will be connecting to the City's sewer system. No process discharge was noted during the
inspection.

Blue Stream Services -1013 Hwy 90 East & 1433 Jane St. - Ricky Esldnd - Safety Director
This facility was inspected and found to have a pretreatment system to remove oil from the wastewater
generated by cleaning equipment. No samples have been talcento verify the system is working properly. The
City should request a sample spigot be installed to make taking samples easier. Marc Duhon should follow up
to see samples are taken.

Iberia Medical Center - 2315 E. Main St. - Trent Hebert - Plant Manager
This facility has several issues as it relates to discharges to the storm drain system, but not the sanitary sewer.
Washing of carts and trash containers and discharging to the storm drain system was observed during the
inspection. The facility has no NPDES permit to allow this discharge. Also, the waste grease container should
be relocated to minimize spills from entering the bayou.

Discharges from the laboratory were minimal. Some instruments discharge to the sanitary sewer, but the
discharge contains small amounts of blood products, cleaners, and buffers. X-ray facility uses digital
technology which results in no discharge to the sanitary sewer.

Dauterive Hospital- 600 N. Lewis St. - David Crews - Director of Plant Operations
The discharge from the facility consist discharge from the food service area. Maintenance area discharges
consist of boiler blowdown and discharge from the cooling tower. Digital x-ray units result in no discharge to
the sanitary sewer. The laboratory discharges small quantities from various instruments. However, this
material can be treated by the City's treatment plant.

Daily Iberian, 926 E. Main Street
Facility was inspected and found to have no process wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Printing has
no discharge to the sewer. Plate developing bas pretreatment, silver recovery system, before discharging to the
sanitary sewer system.

Miscellaneous Facilities
Numerous medical facilities such as dentist offices and chiropractic clinics were inspected. Infectious or
medical waste was sent off site for disposal. X-ray processors utilize digital technology to eliminate discharges
to the sanitary sewer. Marc Duhon will continue to monitor these small users and as time permits will visit
additional facilities to verify compliance.

Several food services facilities, ie restaurants were visited. The facilities had grease traps, waste grease
containers, strainers on drains, and otherbest management practices to reduce loading to the City's sanitary
sewer. Marc Duhon will continue to monitor facilities to ensure compliance with discharges to the sanitary
sewer system.
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Management Division, CEMVN-PM; P.O. Box 60267; New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-
0267 
 
By email at: 
Tammy.h.gilmore@usace.army.mil 
 
By Phone at: 
504-862-1002 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.nolaenvironmental.gov/
mailto:Tammy.h.gilmore@usace.army.mil


Appendix H- Public comments 

 

Will be added after 30 day public review 

 


	REA 494
	1 INTRODUCTION
	Figure 1.  Location of the City of New Iberia, LA
	1.1 AUTHORITY FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION
	1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION
	1.3 PRIOR REPORTS
	1.4 PUBLIC CONCERNS
	1.5 DATA GAPS AND UNCERTAINTY
	1.6 CHARACTERIZATION OF THE SERVICE AREA EFFLUENT

	2 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES
	Figure 2.  Proposed Action Project Features 
	2.1 THE PROPOSED ACTION
	2.1.1 MODIFICATIONS TO PUMPING STATION #1 AND NEW FORCE MAIN 
	Figure 3.  Pump Station #1

	2.1.2 CONSTRUCTION OF WASTE WATER TREATMENT SYSTEM
	2.1.3 CONSTRUCTION OF PUMPING STATION #2 AND NEW FORCE MAIN
	2.1.4 MAINTENANCE

	2.2 ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION
	2.2.1 NO ACTION 

	2.3 ALTERNATIVES ELIMINATED FROM DETAILED CONSIDERATION 
	2.3.1 SPANISH LAKE WETLANDS ASSIMILATION 
	Figure 4.  Wetland Assimilation Alternative Features

	2.3.3  TERTIARY TREATMENT DISCHARGING TO BAYOU TORTUE
	2.3.4  DISCHARGE TO CRAWFISH PONDS
	Figure 5. Crawfish Ponds East of Spanish Lake



	3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
	3.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
	3.1.1 CLIMATE
	3.1.2 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

	3.2 IMPORTANT RESOURCES
	3.2.1 AIR QUALITY
	3.2.1.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.1.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.1.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.1.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.2 WATER QUALITY
	3.2.2.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.2.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.2.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.2.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.3 WETLANDS AND BOTTOMLAND HARDWOOD FOREST
	3.2.3.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.3.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.3.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.3.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.4 FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE
	3.2.4.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.4.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.4.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.4.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.5 ENDANGERED OR THREATENED SPECIES
	3.2.5.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.5.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.5.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.5.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.6 CULTURAL RESOURCES
	3.2.6.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.6.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.6.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.6.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.7 RECREATIONAL RESOURCES
	3.2.7.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.7.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.7.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.7.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.8  NOISE
	3.2.8.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.8.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.8.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.8.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.9 AESTHETICS (VISUAL RESOURCES)
	3.2.9.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.9.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.9.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.9.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.10 HAZARDOUS, TOXIC, AND RADIOACTIVE WASTE
	3.2.10.1 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.10.1.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.10.1.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action


	3.2.11 FARMLAND
	3.2.11.1 Existing Conditions
	3.2.11.2 Discussion of Impacts
	3.2.11.2.1 Future Conditions with No-Action
	3.2.11.2.2 Future Conditions with Proposed Action




	4 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
	5 COORDINATION
	6 MITIGATION
	7 COMPLIANCE WITH ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS
	8 CONCLUSION
	9 PREPARED BY
	10 REFERENCES
	11 APPENDICES

	Appendix A
	Appendix A – List of Acronyms

	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix B – Members of the Interagency Environmental Team

	Appendix B
	Tammy Gilmore/Biologist     US Army Corps of Engineers, MVN

	Appendix C
	Appendix C - CEMVN Questions and NIRC Responses 13 October 2009

	Appendix C
	Appendix D
	Appendix D – Draft Discharge Permit

	Appendix D Draft DEQ Permit
	DEQ Draft Permit 1.pdf
	DEQ Draft Permit 2.pdf
	DEQ Draft Permit 3.pdf
	DEQ Draft Permit 4.pdf

	Appendix E
	Appendix E Agency Coord
	SHPO letter
	tribal coordination
	REA 494 PALrev
	Local Disk
	Z:\Data PM-AthruL\Gilmore, T\Iberia Parish\REA\REA 494 PALrev.txt


	USFWS Planning letter and T&E
	revised T&E

	Appendix F
	Appendix F Iberia_Pretreatment_Report
	Appendix G
	Appendix G – Link to Original EA 494

	Appendix G
	Appendix H
	Appendix H- Public comments
	Will be added after 30 day public review


