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UPDATE TO THREATENED AND ENDANGERED 
SPECIES 

 
 
Since the completion of the enclosed U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act Report for this project, the brown pelican 
(Pelecanus occidentalis) was removed from the List of 
Threatened and Endangered Species on December 17, 
2009.  It continues to be protected under the Migratory Bird 
Treat Act (MBTA, 40 Stat. 755, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 703 
et seq.). 
 
 



 





 





 





disposal areas. Dredged material disposal would eliminate 69 acres of emergent marsh and
convert 443 acres ofCalcasieu Lake to uplands. According to the Wetland Value Assessment
(WVA) conducted by Gulf Engineers Consultants, Incorporated (G.E.C., Inc.), in cooperation
with the Service, expanding CDFs for alternative Plan B would cause a decrease in net average
annual habitat units (-45.47 AAHUs). This decrease would be offset by the creation of 6,306
acres of estuarine marsh (i.e., 1,305.15 AAHUs) through the beneficial use of dredged
material. It is our understanding that expansion of existing CDFs 9, 10, 11, and 13 into
adjacent emergent marsh would not be necessary for the 20-year DMMP, and upon the request
of the resource agencies, the Corps has removed them from the 20-year plan. Impacts
associated with expansion ofthose CDFs would have resulted in the loss of approximately
236.13 AAHUs and 545 acres of emergent marsh habitat.

Alternative Plan C involves using existing boundaries of CDFs, therefore, only those activities
associated with beneficial use disposal sites would impact marsh habitat. The creation of
beneficial use sites for alternative Plan C would result in a positive net balance of 2,035.08
AAHUs. Potential wetland impacts associated with accessing beneficial use disposal sites
have not been evaluated, and detailed design documents have not been developed.

In addition to providing safe and reliable navigation, implementation of the recommended plan
could potentially create substantial areas of coastal marsh habitat. In support of
comprehensive State and Federal efforts to conserve Louisiana's nationally significant coastal
wetlands, avoidance and minimization of direct wetland impacts should be pursued to the
greatest extent practicable, regardless of whether or not the project would produce net
environmental benefits (expressed in AAHUs). Minimization of direct and indirect project­
related impacts would also help to ensure that Corps projects are consistent with the purposes
of the restoration plan that was prepared in compliance with Section 303 (d) of Coastal
Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA). In 1998, the Louisiana
Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Task Force updated and revised that plan
which is now entitled the Coast 2050 Plan [Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and
Restoration Task Force (LCWCRTF) 1998].

The Service would not object to further detailed planning and implementation of the
recommended plan provided that the project incorporates the following recommendations to
avoid unnecessary impacts to fish and wildlife resources, to quantify indirect project impacts,
to achieve the anticipated wetland creation benefits, and to mitigate for unavoidable project­
related wetland impacts:

1. To the greatest extent practicable, beneficial use sites should be considered the
primary disposal option over CDFs and should be used prior to disposing in CDFs.

2. According to the Corps, the DMMP will be updated every five years. The Service,
the NMFS, the LDNR, and the LDWF should be involved early on in this planning
effort to identify any potential change in conditions including additional beneficial
use disposal options and the overall placement capacity needed for maintaining the
channel.
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3. Detailed design documents (e.g., design reports, plans and specifications, etc.) of
the waterway and disposal sites should be prepared in consultation with the
Service, the NMFS, the LDNR, and the LDWF to avoid unnecessary wetland
impacts and to achieve the anticipated wetland creation benefits. At that time,
WVA calculations should be updated to more accurately reflect project impacts
and/or benefits. The following are some beneficial use disposal area design
features that have been implemented for marsh creation projects in the Calcasieu­
Sabine Basin and should be considered in all future sites:

a. beneficial use disposal areas should have constructed bayous and openings to
existing bayous (e.g., fish dips) to facilitate water exchange and aquatic
organism access, openings should be constructed after dredged material has
stabilized and vegetation has colonized;

b. initial marsh elevations should be designed to + 4.5' MLG with a target
elevation of+ 2.5' MLG (1.1 NAVD 88);

c. beneficial use disposal area containment dikes should be breached or degraded
to the settled elevations of the disposal area. Such breaches should be
undertaken after consolidation of the dredged sediments and vegetative
colonization of the exposed soil surface;

d. for beneficial use disposal areas along Calcasieu Lake, fish dips or gaps should
be located approximately every 1,000 feet to allow for some aquatic organism
access and hydraulic exchange with those marsh creation areas; and,

e. fish dips should have a minimum bottom width of 20 feet, a minimum depth of
at least 1 foot below target marsh elevations (0.0 NAVD 88), and rock armoring
on the sides and bottom to minimize scour.

4. Shoreline protection features along the right descending bank between RM 16.5
and RM 18.7 should avoid obstructing Black Lake Bayou and Crab Gully.

5. To allow for some hydraulic exchange and aquatic organism access and to avoid
impoundment of shallow open water areas, erosion control/shoreline protection
features along the ship channel and waterward of interspersed marsh and shallow
open water habitat should also include fish dips or gaps approximately every 1,000
feet. Design of those features should be prepared in consultation with the Service,
the NMFS, the LDNR, and the LDWF to avoid unnecessary impacts to fish and
wildlife resources.

6. Monitoring of shoreline erosion should be conducted in conjunction with the
scheduled 5-year DMMP review. Should shoreline erosion rates increase along
natural marsh shorelines relative to the proposed shoreline protection features,
efforts should be made to provide protection to those riparian marsh habitats.

7. Fee title or an equivalent easement should be acquired for any mitigation lands to
preclude incompatible development and to ensure that the recommended mitigation
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values are maintained over the project life; costs for development, maintenance,
and monitoring of mitigation lands should be allocated as a project first cost in
future project funding estimates and requests.

8. The Corps should continue to coordinate with the Service throughout planning and
construction to ensure that the proposed project does not impact waterbird nesting
colonies, and threatened or endangered species.

9. Surveys should be conducted to document active, but undocumented, wading bird
rookeries and colonial nesting birds within the project areas. If active nests are
found, consultation with the Service should be initiated to ensure that project
activities do not impact any colonial nesting bird colonies.

10. Project features should be implemented and operated consistent with the Louisiana
Coastal Restoration Plan, as required by Section 303(d) ofCWPPRA.

II. The Corps should continue planning efforts in coordination with the natural
resource agencies to determine the feasibility of constructing bird islands or
restoring Rabbit Island with material typically used (e.g., silts and clays) to created
such habitat on Louisiana's coast.
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