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A. Comprehensive Plan Goals

Of the goals addressed by the proposal, which is the single primary goal? 
Proposals should discuss how the proposed activity is designed to address the primary goal. 
Check one:

 Restore and Conserve Habitat – Restore and conserve the health, diversity and resilience of key 
coastal, estuarine and marine habitats.

Restore Water Quality – Restore and protect water quality of the Gulf Coast region’s fresh, 
estuarine and marine waters.

Replenish and Protect Living Coastal and Marine Resources – Restore and protect healthy, 
diverse and sustainable living coastal and marine resources.

Enhance Community Resilience – Build upon and sustain communities with capacity to adapt to 
short- and long-term changes.

Restore and Revitalize the Gulf Economy – Enhance the sustainability and resiliency of the Gulf 
economy.

Notes:



B. Comprehensive Plan Objectives

Proposals must clearly identify which objectives the proposal will address

1. Restore, Enhance, and Protect Habitats

YES NO Not articulated N/A

2. Restore, Improve, and Protect Water Resources

YES NO Not articulated N/A

3. Protect and Restore Living Coastal and Marine Resources

YES NO Not articulated N/A

4. Restore and Enhance Natural Processes and Shorelines

YES NO Not articulated N/A

Notes:



8. Of these objectives which is the single primary objective the proposal addresses?

Check one:

 Restore, Enhance, and Protect Habitats

Restore, Improve, and Protect Water Resources

Protect and Restore Living Coastal and Marine Resources

Restore and Enhance Natural Processes and Shorelines

Promote Community Resilience

Promote Natural Resource Stewardship and Environmental Education

Improve Science-Based Decision-Making Processes



C. RESTORE Act and Comprehensive Plan Priority Criteria  
  
All proposals must explain if the proposal addresses one or more of the priority criteria as established by the 
RESTORE Act and Initial Comprehensive Plan and, if so, how. 

1. This project is projected to make the greatest contribution to restoring and protecting the natural resources, 
ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the Gulf Coast region, 
without regard to geographic location within the Gulf Coast region. 

YES NO Not articulated N/A

2. This is a large-scale project/program that is projected to substantially contribute to restoring and protecting 
the natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the 
Gulf Coast ecosystem. 

YES NO Not articulated N/A

3. This project is contained in existing Gulf Coast State comprehensive plans for the restoration and protection 
of natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the 
Gulf Coast region. 

YES NO

4. This project will restore long-term resiliency of the natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and 
wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands most impacted by the Deepwater Horizon oil spill. 

YES NO

5. Promote Community Resilience

YES NO Not articulated N/A

6. Promote Natural Resource Stewardship and Environmental Education

YES NO Not articulated N/A

Notes:



D. Comprehensive Plan Commitments 
  
All proposals must demonstrate how the proposal will achieve any or all of the commitments in the Comprehensive 
Plan. The commitments in the Comprehensive Plan are as follows:  
  
Does the proposal articulate how it will achieve the following commitments in the comprehensive plan?

1. Science-based Decision-Making 

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

2. Regional Ecosystem-based Approach to Restoration

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

3. Engagement, Inclusion, and Transparency

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:



4. Leveraging Resources and Partnerships 

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

5. Delivering Results and Measuring Impacts 

YES NO

Notes:

E. Meeting Commitments and Tracking and Measuring Progress

1. Does the proposal articulate how it will meet and achieve its commitments?

YES NO Not articulated

2. Does the proposal have a plan for tracking and measuring progress?

YES NO

Notes:



F. Proposal Emphasis Areas

Does the submission describe how the proposed project or program addresses the following four considerations:

1. Is the proposed activity foundational in the sense that the project or program forms an initial core step (or 
steps) in addressing a significant ecosystem issue, and can future activities be tiered to substantially increase 
the benefits?

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

2. Will the proposed activity be sustainable over time?

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

3. Is the proposed activity likely to succeed?

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:



4. Does the proposed activity benefit the human community? 
(examples of benefits may include, but are not limited to: how a project will utilize local workers, how a project 
will benefit geographically or socially vulnerable communities, how a project will benefit the natural resources 
critical to natural-resource dependent industries such as fisheries, tourism, etc.) 
 

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:


	fc-int01-generateAppearances: 
	Notes:_ssnHmXWZK*T4bH-yRL8YfA: As stated in the proposal, construction of the BU sites would also serve to restore and support the economic vitality and enhance the resilience of the Texas Gulf coast region. Restoration of the critical habitat is necessary to adopt the Conservation Recommendations of the USFWS BiOp, and thus is necessary to keep the GIWW operating in its current location. The GIWW is essential to central and south Texas economies. The project area in central Texas and most communities served by the GIWW in South Texas are some of the most economically depressed and socially vulnerable communities in the United States.  Maintaining the viability of the GIWW will help to maintain the economies of these communities. In 1992, 14.4 million tons of commerce was transported on this segment of the GIWW. Due to the development of the Eagle Ford Shale formation in South Texas, natural gas and other oil related exports have drastically increased. In 2008, the formation was producing 2 million cubic feet of natural gas and 352 barrels of oil per day. By early 2013, the formation was producing 1.8 billion cubic feet of natural gas and 468,000 barrels of oil per day. The GIWW in and around the project area is vital to moving oil, natural gas, and petroleum from the production areas in South Texas to refineries and shipping facilities along the Texas Gulf Coast.The project would improve the overall ecosystem of the region and improve habitat for species important to the fisheries industry, such as shrimp, blue crab and red fish, as well as multiple bird species important to tourism.  ANWR is a focal point of ecotourism on the Texas coast, with approximately 80,000 visitors per year. Most come for the rich diversity of birds, which includes the endangered whooping crane as well as 392 other bird species.  Bird viewing, kayaking, and boat tours are important to the local economy. Replacing lost critical habitat would provide additional areas into which the increasingly crowded crane population can expand, and provide even greater opportunities for ecotourism.
	_4_ Does the proposed activity_wrWh-BCVcRgbJJV6C4nUpw: YES
	Notes:_-*5GAyZnZD9hI4uTzC514A: As stated in the proposal, construction risks associated with the types of structures proposed is low. Engineering and practice for rock breakwaters, earthen containment dikes and erosion-control matting is well-established, and success proven.  USACE has extensive experience with these types of structures and with the conditions of this project area.  The project has the support of numerous federal and State agencies.
	_3_ Is the proposed activity l_VSEDmLQEafABZ9niFKYJQg: YES
	Notes:_q7I03w-tthRdTt1tHQaI*w: As stated in the proposal, this proposal utilizes a sediment management approach to address coastal wetland loss, following a recommendation of the 2011 Gulf of Mexico Regional Ecosystem Restoration Strategy to “maximize beneficial use of navigational dredged material, where practicable and ecologically acceptable, for effective and sustainable habitat restoration.” This proposal would replace the degraded geotubes with rock and earthen structures known to be more resilient and sustainable in the Gulf coast environment.  The potential effects of relative sea level rise (RSLR) on the proposed project have been taken into account in the project design.  Breakwaters would be constructed to a height sufficient to protect the marshes for sea level at the estimated intermediate height at year 50.  Should RSLR be higher than estimated, marsh elevation at the BU sites could be increased by thin layer placement of dredged material from the GIWW. The cost of adding more material would likely be minimal because of the continuing need to maintain the GIWW, and the proximity of the GIWW to the BU sites.  The rock breakwaters are not expected to need maintenance for the first 50 years.
	_2_ Will the proposed activity_kF1Qj3MYM1csxHhXn3c5rA: YES
	Notes:_5JNUi9fkVbjh2aJTRsLB9A: As stated in the proposal, the north coast of the Gulf of Mexico is an ideal location to capitalize on existing beneficial use efforts through developing programmatic use of this resource. The proposed project, along with other BU proposals submitted separately for inclusion in the RESTORE Funded Priority List, is intended as a first step and a foundational element toward restoring the value of the Gulf of Mexico to the nation and the world through the programmatic use of dredged material. This proposed project would restore whooping crane critical habitat and benefit the ecosystem of the region as a whole by the restoration of lost coastal wetlands.  The USACE program across the Gulf coastal zone would significantly offset coastal wetland loss, provide nursery areas or other habitats for important commercial species or species of concern such as sea turtles and neotropical migrants and minimize salt water intrusion by reestablishing estuarine boundaries.
	_1_ Is the proposed activity f_0BM53rup6ZF2ISK6rUCySw: YES
	Notes:_xD4JHPZ7Gwub593STMPq3A: As stated in the proposal, an interagency team would be established to develop a monitoring protocol for these BU sites. The protocol would include project goals, objectives, performance criteria, monitoring methods and schedule, and potential adaptive management measures. All breakwaters and dikes constructed at the BUS A, D and J would be inspected by USACE during and after construction to ensure they are completed in accordance with plans and specifications. Earthen containment dikes constructed for BUS A and J would be rehabilitated prior to use as needed under the O&M dredging and marsh creation contracts.  Success of marsh creation in each BU cell would be measured against performance criteria established for the monitoring program.
	_2_ Does the proposal have a p_oVmNJ6ZQKnSVilNNQvUQZA: YES
	_1_ Does the proposal articula_nrlYBmuaTw6qsqWzLtNicw: YES
	Notes:_m4IMIes4Va2ERYuLz-7naw: As stated in the proposal, completion of BU sites A and J would leverage Council funding with USACE Operations and Maintenance (O&M) program funding to complete filling, site contouring and seeding of the marsh cells. Two of the BU sites (D and J) are located within the boundaries of the USFWS ANWR and all three are located within whooping crane critical habitat. Therefore, project construction would be accomplished in partnership with USFWS. Plans for the ANWR beneficial use plan were coordinated with USFWS in the 1990’s and consultation was conducted again in December, 2014.  The USFWS has indicated support for the proposed project and the refuge has issued a Compatibility Determination establishing that the BUS are compatible with the purposes for which the refuge was established. USFWS has also issued a Biological Opinion (BiOp) for the project in which the beneficial use areas are identified as conservation recommendations (BiOp available upon request). The proposed project is a conservation planning effort under Section 7(a)(1) of the Endangered Species Act.TXDOT is the non-Federal sponsor for the GIWW in Texas. TXDOT is in full support of and is willing to partner with USACE in establishing a Beneficial Uses Program for Gulf Region as a whole, and with this project proposal for the ANWR. Their letter of support is provided in Section 9. The GLO has also expressed their support of Gulf Region Beneficial Uses Program. They note that such a program would help to realize effective regional sediment management and directly address the Restoration Council’s August 2013 Initial Comprehensive Plan Objective #4 – “to restore and enhance natural process and shorelines.” Commitment 5. Delivering Results and Measuring Impacts.
	_5_ Delivering Results and Mea_zLe*vqKxNbIjrQF7GhguJQ: YES
	Notes:_x4SLgzI0PRhjKJwylkBvAw: As stated in the proposal, Completion of BUS A and J would leverage Council funding with USACE O&M program funding to complete filling, site contouring and seeding of the marsh cells. If BUS D and BUS J are constructed (Scale 2 – see Budget Narrative (5)), the USACE O&M contribution is equivalent to approximately 78 percent of Council funding. If all three BUS are constructed, the USACE O&M contribution is nearly double the requested Council funding.Two of the BUS (D and J) are located within the boundaries of the USFWS ANWR and all three are located within whooping crane critical habitat. Therefore, project construction will need to be accomplished in partnership with USFWS. Plans for the ANWR beneficial use plan were coordinated with USFWS in the 1990’s, and the refuge has issued a Compatibility Determination establishing that the BUS are compatible with the purposes for which the refuge was established. USFWS has also issued a Biological Opinion (BiOp) for the project in which the beneficial use areas are identified as conservation recommendations (BiOp available upon request). The BiOp did not identify the BUS as Reasonable and Prudent Measures, and thus their construction is not considered mitigation for erosion impacts associated with the GIWW.The Texas Department of Transportation (TXDOT) is the non-Federal sponsor for the GIWW in Texas. TXDOT is in full support of and is willing to partner with USACE in establishing a Beneficial Uses Program for Gulf Region as a whole, and with this project proposal for the ANWR. Their letter of support is provided in Section 9.The Texas GLO has also expressed their support of Gulf Region Beneficial Uses Program. They note that such a program would help to realize effective regional sediment management and directly address the Council’s August 2013Initial Comprehensive Plan Objective #4 – “to restore and enhance natural process and shorelines.” More specifically, they are supportive of the proposed ANWR BUS project. Texas GLO believe it will provide valuable habitat for the endangered whooping crane and other species that were adversely affected by the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill. The GLO letter of support is provided in Section 9.An interagency team will be established to develop a monitoring protocol for these BUS. The protocol would include project goals, objectives, performance criteria, monitoring methods and schedule, and potential adaptive management measures. At a minimum, the following agencies will be invited to participate -USFWS, National Marine Fisheries Service, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Texas Parks and Wildlife, and Texas GLO.
	_4_ Leveraging Resources and P_9Ntih-97VDtXh*ieU3UAGw: YES
	Notes:_ebp62ao01pHaVma8kJrEjg: As stated in the proposal, an interagency team will be established to develop a monitoring protocol for construction and evaluation of these BU sites. The protocol would include project goals, objectives, performance criteria, monitoring methods and schedule, and potential adaptive management measures. At a minimum, the following agencies will be invited to participate - USFWS, NOAA - National Marine Fisheries Service, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Texas Parks and Wildlife, and Texas General Land Office (GLO).  This process will provide a means to ensure transparency of the project implementation for  resource agencies. Public engagement and transparency would be accomplished by: 1) public news releases by the USACE Galveston District Public Affairs Office of the start, progress and completion of construction; 2) pamphlets and posters provided to the ANWR Visitor Center describing the overall project and its funding through the Restoration Council; 3) a Galveston District webpage showcasing the project, its funding from the Restoration Council, and partnerships with USFWS and Texas Department of Transportation (TXDOT). 
	_3_ Engagement, Inclusion, and_bZjwblLj5*fwiPHmqQhDmw: YES
	Notes:_o9jp3rQEfdn8ZfoyShMARw: As stated in the proposal, this project would help to address the loss of critical habitat for the wintering whooping crane in the central Texas Gulf coast region.  Declining habitat and needs for replacement of lost habitat were evaluated for the entire Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and surrounding area, which serves as the primary wintering ground of the last, free-roaming whooping crane population in the world.  The proposed habitat restoration would benefit the ecosystem as a whole. Various life stages of federally managed species such as post larval and juvenile white and brown shrimp (Litopenaeus setiferus and Farfantepenaeus aztecus, respectively); post larval, juvenile and subadult red drum (Sciaenops ocellatus); and early juvenile dog snapper (Lutjanus jocu) would benefit from the creation of vegetated habitat that provides nursery habitat for growth and feeding. The placement of the new marsh islands would create protected shallow areas ideal for the establishment of submerged aquatic vegetation.  Studies have shown that salt marsh and seagrass habitats support significantly greater densities of most nekton species than does subtidal habitat.  In addition, the new marsh would filter sediment and increase dissolved oxygen levels, improving water quality.  The creation of protective breakwaters for the BU sites would improve water quality by reducing erosion, while also providing a substrate for oyster colonization. 
	_2_ Regional Ecosystem-based A_KWEhND7FTWx7atRUJ9UepQ: YES
	Notes:_PnLcdJWb0fKGJQwq-fjKxA: As stated in the proposal, the proposed project itself was developed by a multi-disciplinary team of USACE and resource agency scientists using the most up-to-date scientific information available. Construction of the BU sites would also improve science-based decision-making processes important to the long term recovery of the Gulf region as a whole by closely monitoring marsh construction and viability and providing resulting data to the scientific community. 
	_1_ Science-based Decision-Mak_zGMovpa9Z9rDc1QTCkQ94g: YES
	Notes:_cvvrIu7Vw2HeAkxCsqsGtA: As stated in the proposal, this proposed beneficial use project at the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge  (ANWR) would restore habitat for the Federally endangered whooping crane on the central Texas Gulf coast, as part of a larger USACE Beneficial Use program that contributes to the restoration of coastal habitats all across the Gulf coast, from Texas to Florida. This project would restore up to 318 acres of coastal wetlands that serve as whooping crane habitat.  While the function or value of this individual BU project may be local in scope, cumulatively, multiple BU projects of the USACE program across the Gulf coastal zone would significantly offset coastal wetland loss, provide nursery areas or other habitats for important commercial species or species of concern such as sea turtles and neotropical migrants and minimize salt water intrusion by reestablishing estuarine boundaries.  The proposed project addresses issues identified in the Coastal Texas  2020 Plan (Texas General Land Office [GLO], 2005), contributes to the State’s goal to restore coastal marshes presented in GLO’s Agency Strategic Plan (GLO and Texas Veterans Land Board, 2012), and contributes to goals of the Coastal Bend and Bays Estuary Program (CBBEP) to maximize benefits of dredging and increase the quantity and quality of habitats and living resources (CBBEP, 1998). The proposed project would help to address the declining state of wetlands on the Texas coast and provide valuable habitat for the endangered whooping crane and other species that were adversely affected by the Deepwater Horizon oil spill, such as the laughing gull, brown pelican, royal tern, black skimmer, sea turtles (green, loggerhead, hawksbill, and Kemp’s ridley), blue crabs, oysters and shrimp.
	_6_ Promote Natural Resource S_s2cZLeCRVogh*IA89guMzg: YES
	_5_ Promote Community Resilien_Gq4uVp1DCqDt-b8EzMFyEA: YES
	_4_ This project will restore _IIg1ezFQR5XnwR0OIna-1g: YES
	_3_ This project is contained _HkzjM0ZHWwvF*oMLOCyZ-g: YES
	_2_ This is a large-scale proj_HrhqVvNKGkxi2*WvfKlYRw: YES
	_1_ This project is projected _DPMgXNukuc3*dbkerMPTnw: YES
	singleselectfield_YBOvjmTnofJQr2gODeWJRQ: Restore, Enhance, and Protect Habitats
	Notes:_VYndyYIJr6GQG9cYV72yqg: 
	_4_ Restore and Enhance Natura_uZai1zCDd3BtaP468Jp7Pw: YES
	_3_ Protect and Restore Living_*sj*618XpGyBlCAo1BckBA: YES
	_2_ Restore, Improve, and Prot_T7QbMg3qJE1zAfZKcLoilQ: YES
	_1_ Restore, Enhance, and Prot_cemZXWlXlHqtTB2JVWP2aA: YES
	Notes:_LXZaTlpa8DERVDzdWyVBiw: As stated in the proposal, the proposed habitat restoration project on the central Texas coast would create/restore 318 acres of tidal emergent marsh habitat for the endangered whooping crane (Grus americana) by constructing protection and containment structures and creating marsh with maintenance material from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) at total estimated cost of $17 million for an average cost per acre of $54,000. It would provide direct benefits to whooping cranes by enlarging their critical habitat and secondary benefits to other fish and wildlife through improved conditions for submerged aquatic vegetation and the addition of hard substrate for oyster reef. The creation of substantial marsh acreage would improve water quality and coastal zone resiliency in and near the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR). The Beneficial Use (BU) plan would benefit maritime commerce on the GIWW and recreation in the ANWR. It would protect living coastal resources by enlarging territories for whooping cranes and providing new feeding grounds for this and other species of fish and wildlife. It would enhance natural processes by keeping sediments within the coastal zone, enhancing natural process and bay shorelines. It would promote community resilience by enhancing recreation in the ANWR and maintaining commercial navigation on the GIWW, as completion of the BU plan is necessary to keep the GIWW operating in its current location. Plans for community education and engagement would promote natural resource stewardship and environmental education. Construction of the Beneficial Use Site (BUS) would also improve science-based decision-making processes by closely monitoring marsh construction and viability and providing resulting data to the scientific community.
	singleselectfield_5pN2cpwlVJrl2hu4Sr-qhw: Restore and Conserve Habitat – Restore and conserve the health, diversity and resilience of key coastal, estuarine and marine habitats.
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