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The next meeting of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway Advisory Committee is sched­
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the Materials and Tests Building, (No.5) at 38th and Jackson Streets.

The May 5, 1989 minutes are enclosed and will be subject to committee approval
at the August 4th meeting. Also enclosed is the August 4th agenda.

We look forward to seeing you at the meeting.

Sincerely,

~J2Q~f-
Alvin R. Luedecke, Jr., P. E.
State Transportation
Planning Engineer
Chairman, Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway Advisory Committee
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GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

August 4, 1989 9:00 A.M.

Building 5, Room 200, S.D.H.P.T., Camp Hubbard

AGENDA

1. Opening Remarks - Al Luedecke, SDHPT

2. Coastal and Ocean Management Seminar,
Charleston, S.C. - B. C. Gersch, Jr., P. E.

3. Closing of the McCabe's Cut - King Fisher, King
Fisher Marine Service & GICA

4. Other Business

5. Adjourn
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Al Luedecke, chairman, called the meeting to order at 9:10 a.m. The
Advisory Committee then approved the January 6, 1989 minutes as written.

Chairman Luedecke noted his meeting in April with the Assistant
Secretary of the Army, Robert Page. Luedecke met with Assistant
Secretary Page and others at the Galveston District Corps of
Engineers. The Assistant Secretary is aware of the erosion problems
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facing Sargent Beach. Page indicated that a Texan from the
marine-industry could possibly be appointed to the Inland Waterways
Users Board.

The Inland Waterways Users Board, created by the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986, is comprised of eleven members selected f~~om

inland waterways shippers and carriers. The Board makes recom­
mendations to the Secretary of Army regarding construction and
rehabilitation priorities and spending levels on the commercial
navigation features and components of the inland waterways. Thus far,
there has been no ~~epresentative on the Board from the Gulf Coast area.

Whether the SDHPT receives General Revenue Funds for the purchase of
disposal sites, will be known only when the Governor signs the final
Appropriation-Bill. The Department has requested $1.35 million for
the '90-91 biennium for the acquisition of disposal areas.

Another means of funding is likely to be made available: nondedicated
Highway Funds generated by revenues other than the fuel tax. More
latitude on purchasing is predicted from this arrangement; however,
it is perceived as an inroad into the Highway Fund, which is strictly
a dedicated users' fund.

QY8~s QBB Bs~Q@~!I!Q~

Chairman Luedecke recognized James Duane Orr, P.E., of Corpus
Christi, for his many years of interest in and promotion of the
GIWW. The Advisory Committee members agreed that a resolution should
be prepared to express the committee's appreciation for Duane Orr's
efforts.

Sid Tanner, Acting Chief of Planning for the Galveston Corps of
Engineers, bri.fed the Advisbry Committee o~ the Galveston District's
on-going Section 216 Study. Under authorization of the 1970 Federal
Flood Control Act to review a completed proJect, the Corps will focus
on two acute problems along the GIWW: the Sargent area and the
Aransas National Wildlife Refuge area. In the first phase of the
study, a twelve-month reconnaissance effort (11/88 - 11-89) will
identify one fully implementable alternative, although not
necessarily the final recommended solution. In the second step of
the study, the feasibility phase will evaluate the number of
different alternatives for each problem area.

A list of the waterway's other needs, like environmental,
operational, and etc., will be addressed in the future. Interviews with
users and coordination with resource agencies and others will help
develop the list. The Corps will also systematically prioritize
funding to study problem areas like the Brazos River flood gates,
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Colorado River locks, McFadden National Wildlife Refuge area, San
Bernard National Wildlife Refuge area, Port Isabel area and etc.

For the Sargent area reconnaissance phase, the Corps has coordinated
with the U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service, State Department of
Highways and Public Transportation and others, and has determined to
evaluate the alternative of halting erosion, i. e. developing a
plan to protect the wat~rway in its existing location near Sargent.

Tanner noted that et~osion rates since 1974 in the Sargent area have
exceeded 50' per year. A storm could speed up that rate of loss, a
serious problem where in one area only 650' remains. At 50' per
year, a breach could occur in only 12 years. It will be about seven
years before the first stabilization piling could be driven, or
construction of a realignment, depending on study recommendations.
During those seven years, the following would be accomplished:
the reconnaisance report, feasibility report, reviews, coordinations
and authorization of the proJect, project de~ign, development of
plans and specifications, advertisements, and bids.

For the reconnaissance phase on the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge
area, the Corps has met wi th the "Whoopi rig Ct~ane Commi ttee" cmd
decided to stUdy a realignment of the GIWW north of the Refuge and
the Critical Habitat of the Whooping Crane. Currently, a realignment
is being evaluated, including cost estimates, but may not be the
final recommended solution.

After the reconnaissance phase, the feasibility stage of the Sargent
area and the Aransas Refuge area will proceed independently of one
anothet".

The cost-sharing arrangement for this feasibility stUdy is atypical
to the usual 50/50, federal to nonfederal participation. The Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway is one of 27 designated waterways on the inland
waterways system of the United States. Users of these waterways pay
a 10 cents per gallon fuel tax (escalating to 20 cents in 1995> which
is deposited into the Inland Waterways Trust Fund. The Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway Will, therefore, be eligible for funds from the
Trust Fund that will cover the feasibility stage. In addition, the
Trust Fund will pay 50~ of any construction resulting from the
Section 216 Study, while 50~ would also come from the General
Treasury. Construction, defined in the 1986 Water Resources
Development Bill, includes planning, designing, construction,
provision of land, easements, right of way, relocations, and disposal
areas for the new work.

Jennifer Bjork inquired when the public review process would begin.

Tanner replied that public review would occur during the feasibility
stage. The Corps is compiling a mailing list now and welcomes
Sltggest ions.
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B. C. Gersch inquired whether runding ror the relocation or
restructuring of bridges would be IJnder the same interpretation as
construction.

Tanner said that bridges would probably still be governed by the
criteria as berore and would probably be the responsiblity or the
nonfederal sponsor.

Fred Werner noted the difficulty of using traditional benefit/cost
ratios to Justify a project in the Aransas National Wildlife Reruge.

Tanner agreed, but foresees that acquiring funds for the erosion
problem in the Aransas National Wildlife Refug, and Critical Habitat
of the Whooping Crane will rank high in priori~ies.

Don Moore said that the National Marine Fisheries Service has
concerns that rerouting the GIWW around the Aransas National Wildlife
Reruge would impact the fresh water sources for area bays and
marshes. Moore provided a letter dated April 19, 1989 to the Corps
detailing concerns and recommendations. (Attached.)

Jennifer BJork asked if the feasibility study will evaluate the
economic impact of maintaining a reach of the waterway, and if there
would be any reaches that would not warrant maintaining.

Tanner affirmed that economics and environmental aspects would be
addressed for reaches of the GIWW, but equipment and other logistics
may be a limiting factor to studying every reach.

Don Moore said th~ Subcommittee on Water Resources of the House Public
Works Committee would be meeting in Port Lavaca on May 15, 1989 to
hear testimonies on the erosion of wetlands and the coastline.

Tanner also gave an update on the study of deepening and widening the
waterway between New Orleans and the Hou~ton S~ip Channel. The study
is finished and the improvements will not be forthcoming.

The study, authorized in 1962 has been studied by the Corps of
Engineers, New Orleans District, since J976. However, the lack of
interest to continue pushing the proJect to actual construction,
along with dim economic prospects from it, have terminated the
study.

Tanner speculated that in the future, widening the waterway may be
advantageous, but with the Graham-Rudman Bill it will be harder to
convince Congress of the need.

Fred Werner questioned if the study would be placed on a deauthori­
zation list, to which Tanner confirmed it would.
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Rick Medina updated the committee on the Corps' arechelogical
investigation of two proposed disposal sites within the bounds of
the~ Padre Island National Seashore ~INS). The proposed
sites would be alternatives to open water disposal areas for the GIWW.
One site is located north of Bird Island Basin and one is south of
Bird Island Basin, tentatively labeled DA182A and 187A, respectively.

As part of the National Environmental Policy Act requirements, an
archeological assessment of the proposed sites was conducted. A 4­
member crew conducted 464 shovel tests and surveyed the sites for 30
days, covering transects of 200 meters in width and 1 - 2.2
kilometers in length. The intensive survey to locate past recorded
sites, as well as identify new archeological sites, resulted in no
archeological findings. A contractor report is due in June and the
Corps will circulate the report to review-agencies for comments.

A topographical survey will soon determine where the dredged
materials would flow on the proposed sites. The National Park
Service will be focusing on this information in their review. The
Corps hopes the National Park Service will approve use of the
northern area, DA187A, for the upcoming maintenance Job, which has
been delayed until after September 1, 1989, and approve the southern
area, DA182A, for later maintenance work.

Jennifer Bjork of the National Park Service, Padre Island National
Seashore, told the Advisory Committee that the issue has been sent to
the Regional Office of the National Park Service for a decision. The
areas have received increased recreational use, and the Park Service
is currently evaluating a Recreational Use Management Plan for the
expansion of recreational use to include the areas of the proposed
disposal sites.

Rick Medina noted that if the proposed sites, identified in 1986 by
an interagency task force including Park Service personnel, are
determined unavailable for disposal, the Corps will have to use
authorized, historically-used sites to maintain the GIWW during the
September, 1989 dredging and until alternates can be arranged.

Don Moore said he was not on the original investigation of the sites,
but said sites have been identified on the King Ranch. Moore
recognized that for the September, 1989 Job's time frame, the Corps
will have to use current sites. However, he recommended that the
King Ranch sites' analysis be reexamined for future needs.

Fred Werner inquired about the material content of the waterway in
the Upper Laguna Madre area. Medina said the content was poor,* consisting of very little sand.

Barto Arnold informed the committee that mitigation of archelogical
resources, although expensive, occurs frequently. The presence of
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archeological resources probably will not prevent use of the proposed
sites, whereas recreational use and water resources may.

Bob Cuellar asked whether the National Park Service would consider
not only the short-term negative impacts of disposal to
recreational use, but also the overall benefit of disposal to the
beach.

Bjork said the Park Service will consider that. She also said that
the Park Service has previously allowed temporary use of the Seashore
near Port Mansfield.

Sal Archidiacono noted that the disposal area near Port Mansfield was
there at the Jettys on both sides before the Park Service.

Eb8~!~§Q !§b~§

In 1988 the Advisory Committee's Task Force investigated an area
along West Bay, on the mainland, Just west of the Galveston Causeway
and called Flamingo Isles. A leveed disposal area there had been
constructed for the Highland Bayou Diversion Channel and is now under
consideration for GIWW maintenance disposal to help minimize bay
disposal. The Corps is in the process of determining the useablility
and capacity of the old disposal area. To survey the disposal site,
the 10-foot high vegetation and the levees are now being cleared.
The Corps thinks the site may have a significant use-life.

Al Luedecke noted that Leland Roberts brought the site to the
Advisory Committee's attention.

Leland Roberts inquired whether a small, triangular piece would also
be evaluated for use. Rick Medina said the existing site would
probably provide adequate capacity, and it would be better to use an
area already impacted by disposal.

Willie Younger informed the Advisory Committee of the publication of
a report, "Economic Impact of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway System
in Texas," April, 1988. Copies of the report and also a pamphlet
on the waterway may be obtained free from Mr. Willie Younger, Texas
Agricultural Extension Service/Sea Grant College Program, Room
326 - Courthouse, Bay City, Texas, 77414 or call (409) 244-7650.

Younger requested that the report's availability be publicized in
newsletters or similar media.

Al Luedecke noted the outstanding efforts of Younger to get the
report published, and that he would send a copy to the Texas
Department of Commerce.
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Willie Younger announced that the Water Resources Subcommittee of the
House Public Works Committee would have a hearing in Port Lavaca on
May 15, 1989. Public comments and expert testimony will be taken
regarding wetland losses and erosion along the Texas coast.

Wi 11 ie YOUl"lget~ reported or. the 1986 experimerltal, sheet-flc.w project
along East Matagorda Bay (Baer Estate). Some gt~asses that were not
planted as part of the ~xperiment have sprung up and did better than
the planted, salt-tolerant plants. The soil salinity has stayed very
high because of drought. Several kinds of grasses have been planted
but haven't fared well. One kind of grass, from South America Just
showed up and is doing well, but isn't very good cattle forage.
Other grasses will be tried, but may have to wait until the soil
salinity drops down further. With normal rainfall, the salinity
would be low enough already, Younger said.

Al Luedecke scheduled the next Task Force tt~ip to the Corpus
Christi area in order to complete identifying possible disposal
sites south of Corpus Christi. The trip is set for July 31 ­
August 1, 1989.

Al Luedecke reported that likely, ten of the twelve sites approved for
acquisition will go to condemnation court. One of the sites was
state owned property, which has been cleared for use by the General
Land Office. Two sites have hearings scheduled for July, 1989, the
other remaining sites will be scheduled for court later. During
the next biennium, the Department will proceed with the Commission
Public Hearing process for new sites, now being identified by the
task force.

The Louisiana Intracoastal Seaway Association met in Lafayette,
LA on May 11-12, 1989 in conjunction with the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway Coordinating Committee.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 a.m.
was set for Friday August 4, 1989.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oo.anlo and Atma.ph.ric Admlnl.tratlan
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Southeast Regional Office
9450 Koger Boulevard
St. Pet.ersburg, FL 33702

April 24, 1989 F/SER112/DM:ov
40fl/76Ei - 3699

~: ..)J ,)11(,1 .k·JIIl A. Tudela
11\0,;1 l'h't. Engineer. Galvest.on District
rl·.:-par Tmen t ("If the Army, Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 1229
Galveston, TX 77553-1229

Dear Colonel Tudela:

This is in response to Mr. William G. Wooley's April 4, 1989 letter
with accompanying maps requesting our comments on your proposed
alignments for relocation of the G~lf Intracoastal Waterway around
the cri t.ical habitat of the whooping crane. These two new proposed
1":'U t.es, di?veloped as pa'rt of a Section 216 Study' would pass to the
llorth and west of both the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and the
critical habitat.

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is very concerned
about the hydrological impacts as well as the dredging and dredged
material disposal impacts from these new channel alignments. The
hyctrologicalimpacts to San Antonio. Aransas, Copano. St. Charles
and Espiritu Santo Bays. as well as the marshes south of Reach lA.
ne-ed t~) be fully addressed. Some of those potential impacts
inc lude transfer of freshwater inflow8. turbidity, nutrients.
detritus and sediment between estuaries 8S well as interdiction of
Sl..)nJe of the freshwater tributaries of St. Charles Bay and the
marshes south of Reach lA.

Special attention is needed to determine what impacts these
alternate routes will have on the residence time of river inflows
as well as the salinity gradients of San Antonio Bay. Over two
decades ago it was noted in a study including San Antonio Bay that
"Estuaries that have proved to be important nursery areas possess
a well defined sallnity gradient between river mouth and tidal
pass, acco.,)mmodating a large variety of species". More recently the
Texas Parkr and Wildlife Department2 and Texas Department of Water
Resources. now Water. Development Board. have indicated t.he
qllantity. quality and timing of inflows needed to sustain current
~verage fishery productiVity in San Antonio, Bay.

In view of ~he potential h~droloaical chanaes to several bodies of
wntt"r. we recommend that hydroloaical modeling of the proposed
chann~13 be performed and that locks or other gates be seriously
c0nsider~li for installation just landward of each shoreline
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,~r,-,,_,:ill~':: ;;1 ~-',:In Ant.,)nio Bay. Also, inverted 81phone Im<.·h:~r the GIWW
~~!h-jllld 1·,- .-.'O·l·i .... u:::.ly considered in reaches 1, lA, :~, ~1A, 4 and 4A
f·-·1' m~dLt:,';ling .:.\11 the tributary inflows to ~)t.. Charl,="s Bay and
tl..,' nJ:I l·,:/.",: ~~I,"'ll til ·:',f Heach 1/\. includ ing Welder It' la ts ~-it[l te Coacta 1
}.1 l"t..~ .. ~. f.--: r".l r,· •

UP'-'II (·;':.~lf;l,; Ii i ng the proposed alignments across Aransas. Gopano ftnd
;'"IJ) All t "·n i·, 1~;lY1.3 we are concerned that the propo8ed ch<lnnels m':'1Y
phy~',i·· .. l.y r.,:.movc'or <.1egr~de fish and crustacean llabit<1ts, rem<.we
mof.'. t ,\ f '-lI',' ·:,y.st. .... r bed, in Heach 2. and be close enough to several
.)tlt·.'r ·-,y,::'·'I· h.,~dt; .in Reachet1 2. 2A. 4. 4A and ~ for It:1rges that
n1dY ilt> t, I. ,Uti ('tll t . ..-,f t.he .:~hannel during gales to grolUl.1 upon ttH:/;(~

bt.>,1~;. III :,:m An t(,nio Bay al<..,ng Reach 2 one bed 1s in <Uld to ttw
north of the channel and another is just to the south while two
other b~d;:: .:lre illustJ:'ated to be just south of Reach 2A. In Copano
Bay the B~ach 4A channel bend passes close to a large oyster bed.
;:::hiwn ju.~ t. t.o the west. In Aransas Bay the channel bend in reach
4 wOl11d p~sa close to a bed to the east. while the channel in reach
f, WOl11ii pa~:3 close to one bed to the west at the junction with
I\eache~1 4 and 4A and another jU8~ to the east. of the proposed
channel ('JPiA,isi te Aransas County Airport . Additional physical
ii(~gradation or rem...·'lVal of fish. crustacean and ...")yster habitats
I~.)tdd l,e avoided if the material dredged from those bays were
dep,~;.:. i t(~d ,:.n uplands or in the Gulf of Mexico.

Wbilt' the ':.Yf1:ter beds were denoted on Mr. WI,.")oley·s enclosed maps,
the ablllldan r seagrass beds and marshes were not. Therefore. before
any a 1t ..."ruate route is prl")posed the general location CJf its reaches
acr03~ the baY6 will need to be examined for aquatic vegetation to
hfd I' ',"llal) k h1entification l")f least damaging channel ,'\lignments.
TharJl~ y,',ll inr the l")pportuni ty to provide t.hese preliminary
c(",mmen t.~~. Please cl")ntinue to keep NMFS apprised o:f :further
,-iev,=~l.ipm~nt.:3 regarding this study.

Sincerely yours,

......Q~aller~
Acting Assistant Regional Director
Habitat Conservation Division
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