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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

IN REPLY REFER TO:

June 17, 1965
Honorable John W. Mchrmack

Speaker of the House of Representatives

Degr Mr. Speaker:

‘T am bransmitting herewith a favorable report dated 29 March
1965, from the Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army, together
with accompanying papers and an illustration, on a review of the
report on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, requested by resolutions of the
Committees on Public Works, United States Senate and House of Repre-
gsentatives, adopted 30 June 1960,

L]

The views of the Governor of Texas, the Departments of the
Interior, Agriculture and Commerce, and the Public Health Service
are set forth in the incloged commnicationg.

With respect to local cooperation requirements in the recom-
mended plan, the Bureau of the Budget noted that the Corps of Engineers
normally recommends against Federal participation in any harbor project
that would at the onsel serve but a single shipper, unless 1t appears
that it wiil be used by other shippers within a reascnable period cf
time, and even then generally recommends that the initial single user
agssume a substantial share of the construction cost on the grounds
that he will receive a "special! bhenefit. The Bureau believes this
is a sound policy and that it is necessary to ingure that expenditure
of Federal funds for the expansion of navigation facilities provides
relatively broad benefits %o the public. Further, the Bureau believes
that single-~user projects, almost by definition, fail to meet that
criterion.

Alsc, the Bureau of the Budget noted that the report assumes there
will be multiple-users of the proposed improvements in the future, and
based on anticlpated growth projections, indicated that this seems a
reascnable assumption., The Bureau c¢bserved that the lower reach would
initially benefit only the Monsanto Chemical Company and the upper
reach, at least initially, benefit only the Matagerda Shell Company,
without a clear indication Jjust how scon additional shippers would
benefit from the modified channel.,
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Under these circumstances the Bureau of the Budget expects that
prior to the expenditure of Federal construction funds the probability
of multiple~users within a reasonable periocd of time should be
reassessed and confirmed by the Secretary of the Army. Further, if
either reach of the project is to benefit initially only a single
shipper, the Bureau believes that, in addition to the conditions of
local cooperation recommended by the Chief of Engineers, and in accord
with established policy, some provision for special cost sharing
should be required. A reasonable basis of such special sharing would
be payment by local interests, annually until such time as multiple
use of the channel actually occurs, of 50 percent of the annual charge
for interest and amortization of the Federal first cost of the facili-
ties involved. The Bureau considers that if such cost sharing is not
provided, construction of the channel and barrier should not commence
until there is convincing evidence that there will be additional users
in the reach to be constructed by the time construction is completed.

I concur in general with the views of the Bureau of the Budget
on the single-beneficiary question presented by this report and
therefore recommend that the authorization, in addition to the con-
ditions recommended by the Chief of Engineers, require a finding by
the Secretary of the Army as to appropriate single-beneficiary
contributions, if any, prior to appropriation of construction funds.

Also, the Bureau of the Budget comments on the ephancement
benefits from the proposed salt water barrier, and in view of the
lack of sufficient data to identify specific incremental damages,
concurs in the cost-sharing recommendation presented in the report.

Subject to consideration of the foregoing recommendations the
Bureau of the Budget has no cbjection to submission of the report to
the Congress; however, it states that no commitment can be made at
this time as to when any estimate of appropriation would be submitted
for construction of the project modification, if authorized by the
Congress, since this would be governed by the President's budgetary
objectives as determined by the then prevailing fiscal situation. A
copy of the letter from the Bureau of the Budget is inclosed.

Sincerely yours,

1 Incl
Report

STEPHEN AILES
Secretary of the Army
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COMMENTS OF THE BUREAU OF THE BUDGET

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

June 8, 1965

Honorable Sﬁephen Ailes
- Secretary of the Army
Washington, D. C. 20310

Dear Mr. Secretary:

" Mr. Alfred B. Fitt's letter of February 5, 1965, submitted the favorable
report of the Chief of Engineers on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, requested by
resolutions of the Committees on Public Works, United States Senate and
House of Representatives, adopted June 30, 1960.

Subject to certain standard conditions of local cooperation, the Chief
of Engineers recommends modification of the existing Federal navigation
project to provide (1) a 12' x 125' channel from the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project mile 8.2
and, thence (2) a 9' x 100' channel to a 9' x 600' square turning basin
near mile 13.2, and (3) a salt water barrier about 3.7 miles above the
turning basin.

The favorable benefit-cost ratio indicatea that the project would be a
feasible undertaking. But, with respect to locai cooperation require=~
ments, we understand that the Corps of Engineers normally recommends
against Federal participation in any harbor project that would at the
outset serve but a single shipper, unless it appears that it will be
used by other shippers within a reasonable peried of time; and even then
‘generally recommends that the initial single user assume a substantial
share of the construction cost on the grounds that he will receive a
Yspecial’ benefit. This seems to us to be a sound pelicy'which should
generally guide the Corps of Engineers in its recommendatioms for local
cost sharing. We believe it is necessary to insure that expenditure

of Federal funds for the expansion of navigation facilities provides
relatively broad benefits to the public. Single-user projects, almost
by definition, fail to meet that criterion.

The report assumes that there will be multiple-~users of the proposed
improvements in the future. From the anticipated growth projections this
seems a reasonable assumption. However, it appears that the lower reach
would initially benefit only the Monsanto Chemical Company and the upper
reach would, at least initially, benefit only the Matagorda Shell Company,
It is unclear just how soon additional shippers would benefit from the
modified channel.
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Given these circumstances, if the Chocolate Bayou project is authorized
by the Congress, the Bureau of the Budget would expect that, prior to
the expenditure of Federal construction funds, the probability of
multiple-users within a reasonable period of time should be reassessed
and confirmed by the Secretary of the Army. Further, if either reach
of the project is to benefit initially only a single shipper, the
Bureau of the Budget believes that, in addition to the conditions of
local cooperation recommended by the Chief of Engineers, and, in accord
with established policy, some provision for special cost sharing should
be required. A reasonable basis of such special sharing would be pay-
ment by local interests annually, until such time as multiple use of
the channel actually occurs, of 50 percent of the annual charge for
interest and amortization of the Federal first cost of the facilities
involved.

We consider that if such cost sharing is not provided, construction of
the channel and barrier should not commence until there is convincing
evidence that there will be additional users in the reach to be con~
structed by the time construction is completed.

We note that the proposed salt water barrier would mitigate all damages
from increased intrusion of salt water into the fresh water irrigatiom
supply of Chocolate Bayou that otherwise would result from the con-
struction of this project modification. Further, it would eliminate
all existing damages, including those resulting from construction of
the locally dredged navigation channel.

By virtually eliminating all current intrusion, it would develop enhance~
ment benefits estimated to be equivalent to the total annual charges for
the barrier. We note, further, that the District Engineers' report
states that the costs of this facility should be apportioned equitably
between Federal and non~Federal interests. In the absence of sufficient
data for a determination of the damages incurred from each incremental
improvement the Chief of Engineers considers it equitable, in this
instance, for the Federal Government to bear the first cost of con~
struction of the barrier and for local interests to bear all costs of
lands, easements, rights-~of-way and relocations, and to assume all

costs and obligations of ownership, operation and maintenance upon its
completion,

Such a division of responsibility results in a fifty-fifty distribution
of annual costs over the estimated life of the project. In view of the
lack of sufficient data to identify specific incremental damages, we
concur in this recommendation,

You are advised that the Bureau of the Budget, subject to consideration

of the recommendations made in this letter, would have no objection to
the submission of the report to the Congress. No commitment, however,
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can be made at this time as to when any estimate of appropriation would'
be submitted for construction of the project modification, if authorized
by the Congress, since this would be governed by the President's
budgetary objectives as determined by the then prevailing fiscal

situation.
. a7 ely% i é .

ELMBR B. STAATS
Peputy Birector




COMMENTS OF THE GOVERNOR OF TEXAS

Execurtive DEPARTMENT
JOHN CONNALLY AUSTIN 11, TEXAS

GOVERNOR September 16, 1964

Lieutenant General W. K. Wilson
Chief of Engineers

Department of the Army

Office of the Chief of Engineers
Washington, D. C. 20315

Dear General Wilson:

This is in regard to the 'Review of Reports on Chocolate Bayou,
Texas'' prepared by the Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army.
I have requested this Report to be reviewed for me by the Texas Water
Commission and the Parks and Wildlife Department. For additional infor-
mation, I am enclosing copies of their comments and recommendations
for the record.

The Texas Water Commission recommends approval and further
recommends Congress of the United States take action to expedite auth-
orization and appropriate funds for this project. The Parks and Wild-
life Department recomendations concur with Exhibit I of the Appendix
III as follows:

1. That all cutoff and tributary channels of Chocolate Bayou be kept
open and that spoil be prevented from entering them.

2. That spoil placement from future maintenance dredging operations
be confined to those areas established during dredging under Pub-
lic Notice W-N-243-41, Permit 4817 for the portion south of the
Monsanto Chemical Company plant and to areas as proposed on the
map accompaning Mr. Heagy's letter of January 4, 1963, for the
portion north of the Chemical plant.

Based upon the Commission's and Department's recommendations

and reservations as noted in their letters attached, I hereby approve
the Report on Chocolate Bayou on behalf of the State of Texas.

dohn Connally



WILL £. ODOM
CHAIRMAN, AUSTIN

A W. MO
MEMBER, JOHNSON CITY

JAMES M. DELLINGER
MEWSER, CORPUS CHRISTY

PARKS AND WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

. WELDON WATSON
EXRCUTIVE DIRECTOR

MOURSUND

JOHN_H. REAGAN BULLDING
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701

August 18, 1964

The Honorable John Connally
Governor of Texas

Capitol Station

Austin, Texas

Dear Governor Connally:

Reference is made to YOn_i--letter of .fuly 21, 1964, to which
was attached for review the U, S. Army Corps of Engineer's
report on Chocolate Bayou, Texas,

The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department has participated in’
the preparation of a joint report on this project with the Bureau of
Sports Fisheries and Wildlife, U, 8. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, The results of this cooperative effort
appear in the Chocolate Bayou report as Exhibit I of Appendix LIL
Recommendations included are as follows:

1. That all cutoff and tributary chanrnels of Chocolate
Bayou be kept open and that spoil be prevented from entering
them,

2, That spoil placement from future maintenance
dredging operations be confined to those areas established
during dredging under Public Notice W-N-243-41, Permit
4817 for the portion south of the Monsanto Chemical Company
plant and to areas as proposed on the map accompanying

~Mr, Heagy's letter of January 4, 1963, for the portion north
of the Monsanto Chemical Company plant,
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If these recommendations are followed, it is our opinion that
no detrimental effects on the valuable fish and wildlife resources
of the project area will result,

Sincerely yours,

J. Weldon Watson

SWW:EAW:vl

Enclosure - Bound Report fr Lt Gen W. K. Wilson, Jr., CE,
Subj: Chocolate, Bayou, Texas, dtd 6/19/64-3/24/64
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TEXAS WATER COMBISSION

AR ORDER -pgréwing the feasibility

of the Chocolate Bay and Chocolate

Bayou Navigation Project proposed

in a U, 6., Corps of Engineers Report,
BE IT ORDERED BY THE TRXAS WATER COMMISSION:

Segtion ). Statement of Authority. Article 7472e, Vernon's
Annotated Civil Statutes, provides that upon receipt of any engiw
' neering report submitted by a Federal Agency seeking the Governor's
approval of a Federal Project, the Texas Water Commission shall
study and make mndaﬁom to the Governor as to the feasibility
of the Federal Froject. The Commission shall cause & public hearing
to be held to receive the views of persons or ¢groups who .#ght be
atfected should the Federal Project be initiated and completed.
Section 2. Statement of Jurisdiction. (a) The Honorable John

Connally has requested that the Texas Water Commission review the
report of the Corps of Engineers, U. 8. Army, entitled "Review of
Reports on Chocolate Bayou, Texss" and to entexr its oxder finding
the project recommended therein to be feasible or not feasible. (b)
In accordance with Article 7472e, snd after due notice by publication,
the Commission caused a public hearing to be held on August 26, 1964,
at 10:00 o'clock a.m,, in the offices of the Texas Water Commission,

201 Bast l4th Street,’Austin, Texas, on smid report, at which time
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all those interested or who may be affected should the project recom-
mended in eaid report be initiated and completed were requested to
come forward and give testimony,

Section 3. After fully eontider&n_g all the evidence presented
| by pereons and groups who may be affected should the prajw_t be

initiated and completed, including the matters set forth in Section
4 of Article 7472e, the assurance of financial participation in the
project by local interests, and the recommendations by the Chief
Engineexr of the Texas Water m;nim. the Texas Waoter Commiseion
finds that the project is feasible and the public interest will be
sexved thereby. ' |

W. ™he Mulm recompends s

(1) That the pwepémw project as recommended in suid report by
- the U, 8. Corps of Engineers relating to navigation in Chocolate Bay
and Chocolate Bayou, 8 salt water barrier in Chocolate Bayou and an
access park with recreational facilities along Chocolate Bayou be
approved; o

(2) ¥hat the Congress of the United States take actiom as ex~
pediticusly as possible to authorize and fund this urgently needed
project to protect existing and future facilities in this important
and rapidly developing sres;

(3) Thet ownsrship by the State of Mn of the wvaters involved
b fully recoynised by all interested parties and that lawful xights
to the use of sueh ﬁlt-u, vested pursuant to Btats law, be respected,
protected and preserved, '
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Section 3. It im further ordersd that a certified copy of this
order be transmitted to the Governor.

Baction 6. This order shall take effect on the 26th day of
Mugust, 1964, the date of its passage, and it is so ordersd.

SIGHRD IN THE PRESENCE OF THE
TEXAS WATER COMMISBION

ATTEET:

/ +
Joa P, Caxrter, Chairman

MM
Auwdrey Strandtman, Secretary

STATE OF TEXAS $§
COUNTY OF TRAVIS g

I, Audrey Strandtman, Secretary of the Texas Water Commission, do
hereby certify that the fofegoing and atta.cfzed is a true and correct copy of an
order of said Commission, the original of which is filed in the permanent records
of said Commisgsion,

Given undezr hand and the seal of the Texas Water Commission, this

the ﬂ/‘ day of fi M&/ A.D., 193£

Audrey/Strandtman, Secretary

xXv



COMMENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
- WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

: September 25, 1964
Dear General Wilson:

This is in reply to your letter of June 19, 1964, requesting our views
on a review of the report on Chocclate Bayou, Texas.

The Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife advises that the proposed
navigation improvements fcor Chocolate Bayou, Texas, would not
significantly affect fish and wiidlife resources if spoil disposal
areas used in conjunction with project construction and maintenance
are judiciously selected.

The Department recommends that your report be modified to provide for
the selection of spoil disposal areas by the Corps of Engineers in
cocperation with the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife and Texas
Parks and Wildlife Department,

If this project is approved, an arecheclogical survey of the
construction zone will be necessary, It is unlikely that sites onmn
the line of the existing channel will be affected, but if any areas
are developed for recreation, the work may impinge upon shell mounds
or other sites, The Regional Director, Scuthwest Regional Office,
National Park Service, P. 0., Box 1728, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501,
should be kept advised as to the progress on the project in order to
program and initiate such surveys, salvage, and preservation of
historic and archeological evidence as may exist, in accordance with
provisions of the Act of June 27, 1960 (74 Stat, 220).

Thank you for the opportunity of commenting on the recommended
improvements,

Sincerely yours,

7R
/mfiéNNETH HOLUM
Assistant Secretary of the Interior

Lt. General Walter K. Wilson, Jr.
Chief of Engineers

Department of the Army
Washington, D. C. 20315
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COMMENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

September 21, 1964

i

Honorable Stephen Ailes |
Seeretary of the Army

Dear Mr, Secretary:
This is in reply to the Chief of Engineers' letter of June 19,'
1964, transmitting for our review and comment his proposed
review report on Chocolate Bayou, Texas,
The report concerns the advisa.bility of navigation improvements
on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, Since the proposed improvements
would not affect projects or programs of the Department of
Agriculture, this Department has no comments to offer,
Thank you for providing this report for our review,

Sincerely yours,

N B

John akex
Assi t Secreisry

49-577 O-65--2 xvii



COMMENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

THE UNDER SECRETARY OF COMMERCE
FOR TRANSPORTATION
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20230

Lieutenant General W.K. Wilson, Jr. : December 28, 196}
Chief of Engineers :

Department of the Army

Washington, D.C. 20315

Dear General Wilson:

On June 19, 1964 you transmitted for our information and comment copies
of your proposed report, along with the reports of the Board of
Enginéers for Rivers and Harbors, and of the District and Division
Engineers, concerning the advisability of navigation improvements on
Chocolate Bayou, Texas, with particular reference to increased channel
dimensions and extension of the channel upstream from an existing
connection with the Gulf and Intracoastal Waterway.

You recommend modification of the existing Federal navigation project to
provide a channel 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide extending from the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to
project channel mile 8.2; thence 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide to a
turning basin 9 feet deep and 600 feet square near channel mile 13.2;

a salt water barrier in Chocolate Bayou about 3.7 miles upstream from
the turning basin; and an access park with minimum recreational facili-
ties in the improved reach. Estimated cost of the proposed modifica-
tions is $1,675,000; $1,319,000 would be Federal construction cost, and
$356,000 would be the non-Federal cost for lands, damages, and reloca-
tions. The benefit-cost ratio is 3.2. Construction of the improvements
would be subject to certain conditions of local cooperation. You further
recommend that the Chocolate Bayou project be incorporated into the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway project and discontinued as a separate project.

The report indicates that the area considered commercially tributary to
the improvements under investigation is that portion of Brazoria County
lying east of Bastrop Bayou and extending 25 miles inland from the coast
and a small area in southwestern Galveston County. The only cities of
consequence in the area are Alvin and Angleton, with populations in 1960
of 5,643 and 7,312, respectively. The unincorporated community of
Liverpool, at the head of the proposed navigation improvement on Chocolate
Bayou, has a population of about 100. In general, there is little develop~-
ment in the low marshy area within 10 miles of the coast. Farther inland,
farming, cattle raising, the production of crude oil, and sulphur mining
have constituted the important industries until recent times. In 1962,
the Monsanto Chemical Company constructed a multi-million dollar chemical
manufacturing plant on the east bank of Chocolate Bayou. There are
definite indications that a major chemical industrial complex will develop
in the vicinity of the initial plant. Prior to construction of the
Monsanto Chemical Company plant, the only commerce on Chocolate Bayou WAS
seashells. Commerce in this commodity increased from 120,163 tons in 1953
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to 242,800 tons in 1962. During the last seven months of 1962, the first
petroleum and chemical movements in the amount of 298,000 tons were
reported. The total commerce for the waterway in 1962 was 570,950 tons.

The economic base study for this report used the least squares projection
method on data available through the year 1960, for the area including
both Brazoria County and the Texas City complex, to which the new
industrial operations on Chocolate Bayou are linked.

There is therefore some question as to the "conservative' nature of this
economic estimate, since the base data include the period of most rapid
growth for the Texas City area.

A pipeline connection already exists between the new industry on the
Chocolate Bayou and the Texas City complex, and it is noted that the
general economic. future of the area is more closely tied to the east than
to existing deep-water facilities at Freeport.

It appears obvious that increased land transportation will be developed
to serve the needs of the area; but until this is done, the proposed
project should benefit the area by fostering its economic development.

The economic analysis, predicated upon a 50Q-year projection, shows that
it appears reasonable to defer more extensive development of the upper

reaches of the Chocolate Bayou until more diversified industrial needs

become apparent.

It is unfortunate that more complete data on future economic development
could not be specifically developed, but this area has not come within the
program scope of the Area Redevelopment Administration under either the
Area Redevelopment Act or the Accelerated Public Works Program. On the
other hand, this in itself is indicative of the present condition and
future prospects of the area. It is also unfortunate that the water needs
of the agricultural interests in the area conflict with the improvement
of the Bayou for commercial and recreational uses; but the additional cost
of the proposed salt barrier is minimal in comparison to the commercial
benefits identified,

Thus, while the projected base study data do not appear to be as conserva-
tive as reported, the advantages to the area from the standpoint of
economic development, and the natural association with and propgsed
incorporation of the project into existing development of the Gulf and
Intracoastal Waterway appear to be decisive factors.

The navigation improvements considered in this report would not be incom-
patible with the hurricane-flood protection project for the area if
found justified by the later studies. Part of the area is covered by
Coast and Geodetic Charts Nos. 87 and 1282. Completion of the extensive
improvements proposed in the report for navigation and recreation will
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create a requirement for additional charts and revision of existing charts.
Accordingly, the cost of such charting should be included in the project
cost, and advance notice of the charting requirements is requested by

the Coast and Geodetic Survey in order that cost estimates may be sub-
mitted.

Since the proposed improvement would most directly benefit the Monsanto
Chemical Corporation and prior work by the Corporation undertaken on its
own initiative has already made possible the extensive uge of barge
transport in connection with its operations on the Chocolate Bayou, it is
only reasonable that the Corporation be expected to assume the costs it
has expended to date in improving the waterway, and to further agree to
provide at its expense suitable terminal and transfer facilities at its
Chocolate Bayou property, including turning basins when required. Other
local cooperation provided for by the project proposal appears beneficial
to all parties, and advantageous to the development of this area.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this report.

Sincerely,

& T T e b,

Clarence D. Martin, Jr.
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COMMENTS OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201

JREAU OF STATE SERVICES

REFER TO:

September 2, 1964

Lieutenant General W. K. Wilson, Jr.
Chief of Engineers

Department of the Army

Washington 25, D, C.

Dear General Wilsons

This is in reply to your letter of June 19, 196U, requesting
comments on the Survey Report on Chocolate Bayou, Texas.

Inciusion of a salt water control barrier is considered a desirable
feature in the protection of the water resources in this area,

In connection with the proposed recereatlional facllities, it is
recommended that care be exercised in construction of refuse

and sanltary waste disposal facllitlies to provlide adequate safe~
guards agalinst vector and rodent production. It is further
recommended that routine sampling of the public water supply

be conducted to assure that contamination is not present. Close
cooperation such as is normally maintained between the Corps of
Engineers and the Texas State Department of Health will assure
that these recommendations are carried out.

The opportunity to review the report is appreclated. We sgtand
ready to supply further consultatlion on request,

Sincerely yours,
Keith S. Krause
Chlef, Technlcal Services Branch

Division of Water Supply and
Pollutlon Control
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CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

REPORT OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

HEADQUARTERS
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

IN REPLY REFER TO

ENGCW-PD ' 29 March 1965

SUBJECT: Chocolate Bayou, Texas

TO : THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMY

1. I submit for transmission to Congress the report of the
Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, accompanied by the re-
ports of the Distriet and Division Engineers, in response to
resolutions of the Committees on Public Works of the United States
Senate and House of Representatives, United States, adopted 30 June
1960, concerning the advisability of navigation improvements on
Chocolate Bayou, Texas, with particular reference to increased
channel dimensions and extension of the channel upstrean.

2. The District and Division Fngineers recommend modification
of the existing Federal navigation project to provide a ¢hannel 12
feet deep and 125 feet wide extending from the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project channel
mile 8,2; thence 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide to a turning basin 9
feet deep and 600 feet square near channel mile 13.2; a salt water
barrier in Chocolate Bayou about 3.7 miles upstream from the turning
basin; and an access park with minimum recreationsal facilities 1in the
improved reach. They estimate the cost of the proposed modifications
at $1,675,000, of which $1,319,000 would be Federal for construction
and $356,000 would be the non-Federal cost for lands, damages, and
relocations., 'The benefit-cost ratio is 3.2, They further recommend
that the Chocolate Bayou project be incorporated into the Gulf Inira-
coastal Waterwasy project and discontinued as a separate project,
Construction of the improvements would be subject to certain conditions
of local cooperation. '

3. The Board concurs in general in the findings of the reporting
officers, but considers that Federal participation in the proposed
recreational facilities should be limited to provision of a boat-
launching ramp, and that local interests should provide the lands,
access roads, parking areas, and necessary adjacent facilities for the
ramp. The Board accordingly recommends the proposed work generally
in accordance with the plan of the Distriet Engineer, at an estimated
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cost to the Urited States of $1,257,000 for new work and $15,000
annually for maintenance in addition to that now required, subject
to specified requirements of local cooperation.

i, T concur generally with the recommendations of the Board
with regpect to the channel improvement and the salt water barrier.
I am cognizant cf the need for assuring public access to water areas
created or enhanced by Federal works. I note, however, that the
facility proposed ag the Federal responsibility to provide accegs to
Chocolate Bayou, a boat launching ramp, is not dependent upon the
proposed navigation channel improvement for feasibility. I therefore
consider that provision of the boat launching ramp should not be
included as part of the proposed improvement.

5. The egtimated cost of congtructing the channel improvement
and salt water barrier is $1,605,000 of which $1,25L4,000 is Federal
and $351,000 is non-Federsl for lands, damages, and relocations. The
annual charges are estimated at $77,000 and the annual benefits
$259,000, without recreation. The benefit-cost ratio is 3.h. Use of
the recently prescribed interest rate of 3-1/8 percent in computing
anmuial charges and bheneflts would result in no appreciable change in
the benefit-ceost ratio.

6. Therefore, I recommend that the existing project for
Chocolate Bayou, Texas, be deauthorized and, in lieu thereof, that
the existing project for the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway be modified
to provide for a chamnel 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide from the
main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate Bay
and Chocolate Bayou to project channel mile 8.2; thence 9 feet deep
and 100 feet wide to a turning basin 9 feet deep by 600 feet square
near project mile 13.2; and a salt water barrier near mile 16.9; all
generally in accordance with the plan of the District Engineer and
with such modifications thereof as in the discretion of the Chief of
Engineers may be advisable, at an estimated cost to the United States
of $1,254,000 for new work, and an amnual cost for maintenance of
$15,000 in addition to that now required: Provided that, prior to
construction, local interests agree to:

a. Provide without cost to the United States all lands,
easements, and rights-of-way required for construction and subsequent
maintenance of the improvements and for aids to navigation upon request
of the Chief of Engineers, including suitable areas determined by the



Chief of Enginsers to be regquired in the general public intersst for
initial and subsequent disposal of spoil, and also necessary retain-
ing dikes, bulkheads, and embankments therefor or the costs of such

retaining works; ‘

b. Hold and save the United States free from damages due
to the construction and maintenance of the improvements;

c. Provide and maintain at local expense adequate public
terminal and transfer facilities open to all on equal terms;

d. Accomplish without cost to the United States all alter-
ations of pipelines, powerlines, utility Iines, cables, and highway
facilities, when and as required for construction of the projects

e. Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and
maintenance of the salt water barrier and appurtenasnces upon its
"~ completion. '

W. K. WILSON,
Lieutenant G¢



REPORT OF THE BOARD OF ENGINEERS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS

CORPS OF ENGINEERS, U.5. ARMY
BOARD OF ENGINEERS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20315

24 March 1964
SUBJECT: Chocolate Bayou, Texas

TO: Chief of Engineers
Department of the Army

1. Authority.~-This report is in response to the following reso-
lutions adopted 30 June 1960: '

Resolved by the Committee on Public Works of the
United States Senate, That the Board of Engineers for
Rivers and Harbors, created under Section 3 of the
River and Harbor Act, approved June 12, 1902, be, and
is hereby, regquested to review the report of the Chief
of Engineers on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, published as
House Document Numbered 768, Eightieth Congress, second
session, with a view to determining whether the exist-
ing project should be modified irn any way at the
present time, with particular reference to increased
channel dimensions and extension of the channel upstream.

Resolved by the Committee on Public Works of the
House of Representatives, United States, That the Board
of Engineers for Rivers snd Harbors be, and is hereby,
requested to review the report of the Chief of Engineers
on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, contained in House Document
No. 768, Eightieth Congress, Second Session, and prior
reports with a view to determining if the existing proj-
ect should be modified in any way at this time, particu-
larly with regard to increased channel dimensions and
extension of the channel upstream.

2. Description.-~Chocolate Bayou is in southeastern Texas, be-
tween the Brazos River and Galveston Bay. The bayou rises about
20 miles southwest of Houston, Texas, flows southeasgterly across
Brazoria County and empties into Chocolate Bay. The Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway, 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide, crosses Chocolate Bay about
26 miles west of Galveston, Texas, and 17 miles east of Freeport, Texas.
The authorized Chocolate Bayou project provides for a channel L feet
deep and 100 feet wide extending from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway
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~ through Chocolate Bay to the 4-foot depth in Chocolate Bayou. In
1962, the Monsanto Chemical Company dredged a channel 10 feet deep
and 100 feet wide from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway 8.2 miles to
a bagin et their new plant on Chocolate Bayou.

3. Tributary area and commerce.--The area considered commercially
tributary to the improvements under investigabion is {that porition of
Brazoria County lying east of Bastrop Bayou and extending 25 miles in-
land from the cocast, and a small area in southwestern Galveston County.
The only cities of consegquence in the area are Alvin and Angleton, with
populations in 1960 of 5,643 and 7,312, respectively. The unincorpo-
rated community of Liverpool, at the head of the proposed navigation
improvement on Chocolate Bayou, has a population of about 100. In
general, there is 1little development in the low marshy area within.li0O
miles of the coast. Farther inland, farming, cattle ralsing, the
- production of crude oil, and sulphur mining have constituted the impor-
tant industries until recent times. In 1962, the Momsanto Chemical
Company constructed a multi-million dollar chemical memifacturing plant
on the east bank of Chocolate Bayou. There are definite indications
that a major chemical industrial complex will develop in the vicinity
of the initial plant. Prior to construction of the Monsanto Chemical
Company plant, the only commerce on Chocolate Bayou was seashells.
Cormerce in this commodity increased from 120,163 tons in 1953 to
242,800 tons in 1962. During the last seven months of 1962, ‘the first
petroleum and chemical movements in the amount of 298,000 tons were
reported. The total commerce for the waterway in 1962 was 570,950 tons.

4. Improvements desired.-~-The navigation improvements desired by
local interests include enlargement of the existing locally dredged
channel and extension as necesgary to afford the Chocolate Bayou area
the same accommedations for barge service as are available on the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway. Local interests also requested that the Federal
Government assume maintenance of the locally dredged 10=-foot by 100-foot
channel from the Gulf Intracocastal Waterway to the Monsanto Chemical
Company basin.

5. The Texas Water Commission and representatives of rice~growing
interests suggested that a salt water intrusion study be made & part of
the overall Chocolate Bayou investigation and, if necessary, that a
salt water gate be included as a feature of the project. The Commission
also requested that hurricane protection measures be considered.

6. Although no specific request was made at the public hearing
for reimbursement of funds expended by the Monsanto Chemical Company in
dredging the 10-foot by 100-foot lecal chammel, statements by several



individuals supporting requests for additional improvements indicated
that the company desired reimbursement of its expenditures and expressed
gupport of this desire.

T. Plan of improvement.--The District Engineer finds that delays
to existing barge traffic and hazards to navigation would be reduced by
channel improvements, and that further transportation savings would
accrue to prospective future commerce. He believes that any additional
improvement of the channel for navigation must include a salt water
barrier to mitigate damages from salt water intrusion. He also finds
that there are no public recreation or access areas along the bayou and
that the surrounding area does not have an adegquate number of suitable
facilities of this nature. He further finds that Chocolate Bayou is
functioning as an important trivutary of the Gulf Intraccastal Waterway
and should be incorporated as a part of that project. After careful
consideration of the desire for reimbursement of the Meonsanto Chemical
Company's expenditure for channel dredging, the District Engineer be-
lieves that such reimbursement would be contrary to current Federal
policies. With respect to the desire for hurricane protection measures,
the District Engineer reports that the Chocolate Bayou area will be
considered for protection along with the remainder of the Texas coast;
and that the navigation improvements considered in this report would not
be incompatible with the hurricane-flood protection project for the area
if found Justified by the later studies.

: 8. Accordingly, the District Engineer proposes a plan of improve-
ment.to provide a channel 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide extending from
the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou
to project channel mile 8.2; thence 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide to a
turning basin 9 feet deep and 600 feet square near channel mile 13.2;

a salt water barrier in Chocolate Bayou dbout 3.7 miles upstream from
the turning basin; and an access park with minimim recreationsal
facilities in the improved reach.

9. Costs and Justification.--Based on January 1964 prices, the
District Engineer estimates the first cost of the proposed improvements
at $1,675,000, of which $1,319,000 would be Federal (excluding $28,000
Tor preauthorization studies) and $356,000 would be non-Federal for
lands, damages, and relocations. The annual charges are estimated at
$87,000 including $13,000 for ncn-Federal operation and maintenance.

He estimates the average annual benefits at $278,000 consisting of
$73,000 for savings in the transportation of seashells, $147,000 for
savings in the transportation of petroleum and chemicals, $30,000 for
reductions in hazards to navigation, $l9,000 for recreational benefits,
and $9,000 for the prevention of damages from salt water intrusion.




The benefit-cost ratio is 3.2, based on a 50-year period of analysis.
The District Engineer recommends the improvements in accordance with
his plan, subject to certain conditions of local cooperation. EHe
further recommends that the Chocolate Bayou project be incorporated
into the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway project and discontinued as a
geparate project. The Division Engineer concurs.

10, Public notice.--The Division Engineer issued a public notice
stating the recommendations of the reporting officers and affording
interested parties an opportunity to present additional information to
the Board. Careful consideration has Tbeen given to the communications
received., These include a request from the Monsanto Chemical Company
for reimbursement of expenditures in the amount of $564,200 for
dredging the Chocolate Bayou channel. The company states that it is
otherwise in accord with the proposals of tThe District Engineer and
that consideration of its request for reimbursement should be without
prejudice to consideration and approval of the other recommendations
of the District Engineer.

Views and Recommendations of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors,

11. Views.=--The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors concurs
in general in the views and recommendations of the reporting officers.
The improvements proposed by the District Engineer are economically
Justified and the requirements of local cooperation are appropriate,
except as modified herein.

-12. The Boaru is cognizant of the need for assuring public access
to water areas created or enhanced by Federal works. It believes,
however, that for navigation improvements of the nature proposed by the
reporting officers, the recreational facilities to be provided by the
Federal Govermment should be limited to those which bear a functional
relationship to the project. Therefore, the Board considers that Federal
participation in the recreation facilities proposed by the District
Engineer should be 1imited to provision of the boat-launching ramp, _
and that local interests should provide the lands, access roads, parklng
areas, and necessary adjacent facilities for the ramp. This change
reduces the estimated Federal first cost of the project from $1,319.000
to $1,257,000, based on supplemental cost estimates furnished by the
reporting offlcers.

13. The Board has congidered carefully the reguest of the Monsanto
Chemical Company for reimbursement of expenditures made in improving
Chocolate Bayou for navigation. However, the Board notes that it has
been an accepted apd long-standing policy that work accomplished or



undertaken with local funds should not, at a later date, be incorporated
in a Federal project with provision for reimbursement of local expendi-
tures, States and local interests have undertaken many public works
similar to Federal projects or later incorporated in Federal improvements
recommended for authorigation, In each case, local interests proceeded
on the assumption that their Immediate gain would outweigh thelr cost.
The Board considers that Federal projects of this type should be reviewed
and authorized by the Congress before funds are committed for construc-
tion and that reimbursement should not be recommended for work undertaken
by local interests prior to such authorization.

1k, Recommendations.=-~Accordingly, the Board recommends that the
existing project for Chocolate Bayou, Texas, be deauthorized and, in
lieu thereof, that the existing project for the Gulf Intracoastal Water-
way be modified to provide for a channel 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide
from the main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate
Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project channel milte 8.2; thence 9 feet deep
and 100 feet wide to a turning basin 9 feet deep by 600 feet square near
project mile 13.2; a salt water barrier near mile 16.9; and a voat-
launching ramp; all generally in accordance with the plan of the
District Engineer and with such modifications thereof as in the discre-
tion of the Chief of Engineers may be advisable, at an estimated cost
to the United States of $1,257,000 for new work, and an annual cost for
maintenance of $15,000 in addition to that now required: Provided that,
prior to construction, local interests agree to:

a. Provide without cost to the United States all lands,
easements, and rights-of=way required for construction and subsequent
maintenance of the improvements and for aids Lo navigatlon upon reguest
of the Chief of Engineers, including suitable sreas determined by the
Chief of Engineers to be reguired in the general public interest for
initial and subsequent disposal of spoil, and also necessary retaining
dikes, bulkheads, and embankments therefor or the costs of such retain-
ing works;

b. Hold and save the United States free from damages due to
the construction and maintenance of the improvements;

c. Provide and maintain at local expense adequatbte public
terminal and transfer facilities open to all on equal terms;

d. Accomplish without cost to the United States all alter-
ations of pipelines, powerlines, utility lines., cables, and highway
facilities, when and as required for construction of the project;



e. Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and
maintenance of the salt water barrier and appurtenances upon its
completion; and

f. Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and
maintenance of the boat-launching ramp upon completion, and provide
adequate access and parking areas to assure full public use;

And provided further, that construction of the boat-launching ramp
should be concurrent with or subsequent to, and be independent of,
construction of other project features when funds for that purpose
are available and the prescribed local cooperation therefor has been
furnished. - '

FOR THE BOARD:

R. G. MacDONNELL
Major General, USA
~ Chairman



REPORT OF THE DISTRICT ENGINEER

REVIEW OF REPORTS

ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOQU, TEXAS

SYLLABUS

This report comprises the results of an investigation to determine
' the advisability of modifying the authorized navigation project for
Chocolate Bayou, Texas. It was found that: :

a. Modification of the existing project to provide for a 12-foot
waterway between the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway main channel and project
channel mile 8.2, for a 9-foot waterway thende to project channel mile 13.2,
for a salt water barrier, and for an access park is justified. Navigation
benefits would result from savings in the transportation of petroleunm,
chemicals and seashells and in & reduction in the hazards of mavigation.

The proposed improvements are Justified with a benefits to cost ratio of 3.2.

b. Extension of the channel upstream above project channel mile
13.2 is not warranted at this time.

Accordingly, it is recommended that the existing project for Chocolate
Bayou, Texas, be modified to provide for a channel 12 feet deep and 125 feet
wide from the main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through
Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project chamnel mile B8.2; for & channel
9 feet deep and 100 feet wide thence to a turning basin with 9-foot depth in
the vicinity of project channel mile 13.2; for a salt water barrier in the
vieinity of mile 16.9; and for an access perk with minimum recreational
facilities at an estimated first cost to the United States of $1,319,000
for new work, and an increase of $14,000 in the cost of annual maintenance,
subject to certain provisions of local cooperation. It is further recommended
that the project for Chocolate Bayou, Texas, be incorporated into the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway project as a tributary and discontinued as a separate
project.
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U. S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, GALVESTON
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
GALVESTON, TEXAS

January 21, 1964

SUBJECT: Review of Reports on
Chocolate Bayou, Texes

TO: Chief of Engineers, Department of the Arny
Weshington, D. C., through
Divislon Engineer, U. 5. Army Engineer Divislon, Southwestern
Dallas, Texas

AUTHORITY

1. This review of reports on Chocolate Bayou, Texes, is submitted
pursuant to the following resolutions adopted June. 30, 1960 by the
Committee on Public Works of the United States Senate and of the House
of Representatives, United States.

"Resolved by the -Commlittee on Public Works of the United .
States Senate, That the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors,
created under Section 3 of the River and Harbor Act, approved June 12,
1902, be, and is hereby, requested to review the report of the
Chief of Engineers on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, published as House
Document Numbered 763, Eightleth Congress, second session, with
& view to determining whether the existing project should be modi-
fied in any way at the present time, with particular reference
to incrﬁased channel. dimensions and extension of the channel up~ .
stream.

"Resolved by the Committee on Public Works of the House of
Representatives, Unlted States, That the Board of Engineers for
Rivers and Harbors be, and 1s hereby, requested to review the
report of the Chief of Engineers on Chocolate Bayou, Texas, con-
tained in House Document No. 768, Eightieth Congress, second ges-
sion, and prior reports with a view to determining if the existing
project should be modified in any way at this time, particulerly
wilth regard to increased channel dimensions and extension of the
chennel upstream.”

PURPOSE AND EXTENT OF STUDY

2. This report comprises an investigatibn of survey scope and
considers the advisabllity of modifying the exlsting project for
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Chocolete Bayou to provide for enlarging an existing locally constructed
channel extending from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway to the Monsanto
Chemical Company slip, and for extension of an improved channel upstream
te and including a turning basin near Liverpool, Texas.

3. The views of local interests regarding the proposed improvements
vere obtained at a public hearing held in Angleton, Texas, on February 21,
1962 and by subsequent conferences and correspondence. The improvements
deslred by local interests are discussed in parsgraphs 21 through 25.
The views of Federasl, State and other agencies are presented in para-
graphs 70 and Tl.

DESCRIPTION

k, Chocolate Bayou is a small coastal stresm in southeastern Texas,
lying between the Brazos River and Galveston Bay. The bayou rises about
20 miles southwest of Houston, Texas, flows southeasterly across Brazoria
County and empties into Chocolate Bay. The watershed slopes gently toward
the Gulf of Mexico from an elevation of sbout TO feet above mean low
tide to the coastal marshes a few feet above mean low tide. Plates 1
and 2 of this report, and United States Coast and Geodetic Survey charts
Nos. 887, 1117 and 1282 show Chocolate Bayou and the adjacent ares.

5. The netural channel of Chocolate Bsyou has a total length of
sbout LO miles and drains an srea of sbout 160 square miles. The bayou
empties into Chocolate Bay, a small shallow bay wlth natural depths of
from 2.5 to 4.5 feet at mean low tide. The Gulf Intracoastal Waterway
crosses the lower end of Chocolate Bay. Chocolate Bayou is tidal for
a distance of sbout 18 miles sbove its mouth. The tidal portion of the
bayou has & well developed chennel with depths ranging from 6 feet to
20 feet at mean low tide. Below Liverpool, mile 1k on the natural chsn-
nel, the beyou has a controlling depth of 6 feet at mean low tide over
a width of 60 feet. The banks are steep and well defined in the middle
reaches of the beyou, being about 15 to 20 feet high at mean low tide
in the vicinity of ILiverpool and decreasing to a foot or two in height
at the mouth of the bayou. Present navigsation is generally restricted
to the portion of the bayou located at amd below Liverpool.

6. Under ordinsry conditions the mean tidsl range near the mouth
of the bayou is about 1 foot. The water level in the bay and the lower
portion of the bayou is affected to a considerable extent by wind, being
occasionally depressed as much as 2 feet below mean low tide by strong
north winds during the winter and raised as much as 3 feet by prolonged
south winds in the summer. Hurricanes have raised the water surface
as much as 15 feet above mean lovw tide. Floods cause rises of up to
20 feet on Chocolate Bayou in the vicinity of Liverpool. The area
adjacent to Chocolate Bayou ls subject to overflow from extreme floods
on the Brazos River.
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T. The suthorized project for the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway pro-
vides for a chamnel 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide through Chocolate
Bay. The authorized project channsl for Chocolate Bayou joins the Gulf
Intraccastal Weterway about 26 miles west from Galveston, Texas, and
17 miles east from Freeport, Texas. The project provides for a cheannel
L feet deep and 100 feet wide extending from the Gulf Intraccastal Weter-
way through Chocdolate Bay to water of Lh-foot depth in Chocolate Bayou.

TRIBUTARY AREA

8. The ares considered to be commercially tributaery to the improve-
ments under investigation comprises thet portion of Brazoria County -
lying east of Bastrop Bayou and extending approximately 25 miles inland
from the coast, and a small area in southwestern Galveston County.

9. In general there is little development in the low marshy area
within 10 miles of the coast, Farther inland, farming, cattle reising,
the production of crude oil and sulfur mining have constituted the im-
portent industries until recent times. In 1962 the Momsanto Chemical
Comparny constructed a multi-million doller chemical menufacturing plant
along the east bank of Chocolate Bayou. There are definite indications
that a major chemical industrial complex will develop in the vicinity
of the initisl plsnt. The only cities of consequence in the area are
Alvin snd Angleton with populations in 196C of 5,643 and 7,312, respec-
tively. The unincorporated community of Idverpool, at the head of the
proposed navigation ilmprovement on Chocolate Bayou, has a population
of about 100.

10. The area 1is served by State Highwaey No. 35, several county
roads, and branch lines of the Missouri Pacific Railroad.

11. The streams, bays and mershes in the area afford excellent
opportunities for fishing, hunting, boating, and other water related
recreation activities.

'~ BRIDGES

12. There are three existing bridges and one proposed bridge cross-
ing reaches of the bayou considered herein. Table 1 gives for each
bridge the location, owner, type and clearances of the chamnel spsn,
and the date the plans were approved by the Department of the Army.

None of the bridges would be affected by proposed improvements considered
in this report.
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TAELE 1

BRIDGES ACROSS CHOCULATE BAYCU

BE : : Clesrance {feet) : Date of

Name and H : sHori- :Vertical above MLT: approval
location 1/ :  Owner :  ‘Type szental: Closed : Open : of plans
FM 1561 Texas Fixed 200 52.2 - 2/ Pending
(Mi. 6.4) Highway (mighway)
, Department _
Go. Rd. 171  Brazoria Fixed L6 9.2 - Ang 4, 1911
(Mi. 15.0) County (Road ) : _
MP RR Missourd Fixed Sk 26,0 - Nov. 5, 1946
(ML. 15.4) Pacific (Railroed) :

Railrcad
St. Hwy 35 Texas Fixed 33 28.0 - 3/
(Mi. 20.4) Highway (Highway )

Department *
%/ Project channel miles.
g/ Application made for approval of plans.
3/ At head of navigation. No instrument of approval issued.

PRIOR REPORTS

13. The three pricor reports on Chocolate Bayou are House Document
No. W45, 56th Congress, first session (River and Harbor Act of March 2,
1907); House Document No. 337, 76th Congress, first session (River and
Harbor Act of March 2, l9h5); and the report under review, House Document
No. ;68, 80th Congress, second session (River and Harbor Act of May 17,
1950). :

EXISTING CORPS OF ENGINEERS' PROJECT

14, The initial project for the improvement of Chocolate Bayou was
adopted by the River and Harbor Act of March 2, 1907 and provided for a
channel b feet deep and 100 feet wide from West Galveston Bay across
Chocolate Bay to L feet of water in Chocolate Baycu, and for removing
overhanging timber and snage. This project was modified by the River
and Harbor Act of March 2, 1945, to provide for a channel 6 feet deep
and 60 feet wide from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway to the county high-
way bridge at Liverpool, Texas, including & land cut 4.8 miles long.
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However, prior to construction of this modification, the authority was
revoked by the River and Harbor Act of May 17, 1950, and the previously
existing 4-foot by 100-foot project was reauthorized to the extent neces-
sary to afford a connection between Chocolate Bayou and the Gulf Intra-
coastal Waterway.

15. The channel was initially dredged 5-1/2 feet deep and 40 feet
wide, at a cost of $6,512.77, in 1907-1909. Snagging was performed in
1013 and 1914 on 22 miles of the bayou, and some maintenance dredging
was done in 1914, In 1920 the channel was redredged, 7 feet deep and
70 feet wide. The channel was dredged last in 1950, 6 feet deep and
60 feet wide. The existing Federal project is 12 percent complete.

The total cost of the existing project to June 30, 1963 was $75,727,
of which $6,512 was for new work and $69,215 was for maintenance.

16. The current estimated total construction cost of the uncompleted
portion of the existing project is $47,500, all Federal. During the
S-year period ending June 30, 1963 the only work performed on the project
was condition surveys and miscellanecus inspections and reports at an
average annual cost of $376.

I0CAL COOPERATION ON EXISTING AND PRICR PROJECTS

17. Nbuﬁbcal cooperation was required or furnished on the existing
‘project. ‘'The project authorized by the River and Harbor Act of March 2,
1945 required that local interests furnish, free of cost to the
United States, as and vhen required, all lands, easements, and rights-of-way,
and spoil disposal sreas for the initial work and for subsequent mainten-
ance, and hold and save the United States free from claims for damages
resulting from the improvement. None of these items had been furnished
vhen the project was revoked by the River and Harbor Act of Mey 17, 1950.

OTHER IMPROVEMENTS

18. Under authority of a Department of the Army permit, dated
September 1, 1961, the Monsanto Chemical Company constructed a channel
10 feet deep and 100 feet wide from the Gulf Intracoastel Waterway to
and including a basin 200 feet wide and 550 feet long at its plant site
on the left descending side of Chocolate Bayou. The channel generally
follows the alignment of the Federal project channel in Chocolate Bay
and includes several cutoffs between the bayou mouth and the entrance
to the basin at project channel mile 8.2, The cutoffs shortened the
navigation distance between the entrance to the basin and the head of
the bay by approximately 2.2 miles.
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. TERMINAL AND TRANSFER FACILITIES

19. The existing terminal and transfer facilities for commercial
traffic consist of three petroleum and chemicals barge wharves located
in the slip at the Monsanto Chemical Company plant, one seashells unload-
ing wharf at mile 12.5, and temporary shell unloading areas on the old
bend of the bayou near mile 8.3 and at mile 11.6. There are accommoda-
tions for pleasure craft, including slips, wharves, storage sheds, marine-
ways, boat lifts, repair and paint shops and fueling stations, at various
points slong the bayou. All facilities available to pleasure craft are
privately owned, There are no public recreation or accese areas along
the reach of the bayou considered in this report.

20. The facilities are adequate for the existing traffic. The
bayou has potential for attracting additional water-based recreation
activities. A public access park with small boat lsunching ramp and
minimum recreation facilities is considered in this report.

IMPROVEMENTS DESIRED

21l. A public hearing was held in Angleton, Texas, on February 21,
1962, to determine the nature and extent of the improvements desired by
local interests end to afford all interested persons an opportunity to
express their views regarding the requested improvements. The hiearing
wvas attended by 78 persons including Federal, State, county, municipal,
and local officials; representatives of civic organizations, businesses,
industries, shipping and navigation interests; and other .nterested parties.

22, The navigation improvements requested by local interests include
enlargement of the existing locally dredged channel and extension as
necessary to afford the Chocolate Bayou aree the same barge service sccommo-
dation as is avallable on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterwsy. Local interests
also requested that the meintepance requirements of the locally dredged
10-foot by 100-foot channel extending from the main channel of the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway to the Monsanto Chemical Company slip at mile 8.2 be
essumed by the Federal Government. The requests were supported by the
Commissioner®’s Court of Brazoria County, Brazos River Harbor Navigation Dis-
trict, Intracoastal Canal Association of Louisiana and Texas, The American
Waterwaye Operators, Inc., Texas Water Commission, Alvin Chamber of
Commerce, Angleton Chamber of Commerce, and various lsndowners, associa-
tions and firms interested in water transportation.

23. The Monsanto Chemicel Compeny in its brief and in ‘the statements
by its representative at the public hearing made no gpecific reguest for re-
imbursement of the funds expended in dredging the 10-foot by 100-foot local
channel. However, statements mede by several individusls supporting requests
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for additional improvements also indicated that the Monsanto Chemical
Company desired relmbursement of its expenditures, and expressed support
of this desire. The question of reimbursement of the local expenditure
is discussed in paragraph 80.

24, The Texas Water Commission suggested that a salt water intrusion
study be made a part of the overall Chocolate Bayou investigation and, if
necessary, that a salt water gaite be included as a feature of the oroject.
They also requested that hurricane protection measures be considered.
Representatives of rice growing interests concurred with the Texas Water
Commission that a salt water intrusion study should be made, and desired
that a salt water barrier be placed on Chocolate Bayou to prevent any
inerease in the sallnity of the water in the bayou. With regpect to the
request for hurricane proted¢tion measures, the Chocolate Bayou area will
be studied along with the remainder of the Texas coast for hurricane flood
protection under the Texas Coast hurricane study program. The navigation
improvements considered in this report would not be “incompatible with
& hurricane flood protection project for the area if found justified by
the later studies. Accordingly, this request is not considered further
in thls report.

25. In support of the requested improvements; local Interests fur-
nished data and information which indicates:

a. Modification of the authorized 4-foot by 100-foot navigation
project is necessary to accommodate present barge traffic to and from
existing terminals.

b. Modification of the authorized project is necessary to accom-
modate prospective barge traffic that would be generated by the expanslon
of industrisl operations at Monsanto Chemical Company's plant, and by
other industries that would be attracted to the area.

¢. Under existing conditions there is a threat that salt water
will intrude upstream in the bayou to lrrigation water pumping plant
intakes. Any further improvement of the bayou for navigation would
seriously aggravete the salt water Intrusion problem.
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EXISTING AND PROSPECTIVE COMMERCE

26. Bxisting commerce.- During the past 10 years commerce on
Chocolate Bayou has increased from 120,163 tons in 1953 to 570,950 tons
in 1962. Prior to 1962 the traffic consisted entirely of the movement of
seashells dredged from the nearby bays. In 1962 the volume of seashells
amounted to 242,800 tons. During the last seven months of 1962, the first
petroleum and chemical movements in the amount of 298,000 tons were re-

ported. The total commerce moved on the waterway during the period 1953-
1962 is listed in table 2.

TABLE 2

ANNUAL COMMERCE
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

Calendar : Commerce in tons ¢ Calendar : Commerce in tons
years (2000 1bs. ) : years : (2000 1bs.)
1953 120,163 1958 295,239
1954 : 115,045 1959 134,360
1955 88,235 1960 150,752
1956 119,210 1961 309,482

1957 126,712 - 1962 . 570,950

27. Prior to construction of the Monsanto Chemical Co. plant, the
principal occupaetions of the inhabitants of the tributary area were those
associated with ranching, farming, and businesses related to storage, repair
and servicing of pleasure crafi. The only commodity of commercial water-
borne commerce on Chocolate Bayou was seashells, used principally for con-
gtruction and meintenance of roads. There is no doubt that location of the
new Monsanto plant on Chocolste Bayou has initiated a drastic and lesting
pattern of change in the economy of the Immediate area. The initial plant
is one that processes natural raw materials into intermediate products
requiring further processing into finished products. Initially the new
plant is integrated into complex processing operations with the huge Monsanto
Chemical plants at nearby Texas City. However, the company has acquired a
large acreage of land adlacent to its new plent which can serve both for
plant expansion and location sites for the satellite plants of a complete
chemical manufacturing and processing complex. In recent years, as major
elements of the chemical industry have migrated to the Gulf cocast, this has
been evidenced as & common pattern of development at several other locations.
One large expansion program of the plant on Chocolate Bayou has been started
since completion of the original plant. It is understood that other enlarge-
ments are in the study or planning stages. There is every reason to believe
that large increases in the waterborne commerce on Chocolate Bayou will
cceur in future years.
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28. The economic base study for Brazoria and Galveston Counties shows
that the trend projecticons of all basic indicators for which data are
readily available would predict a more rapid future ecconomic growth for the
two counties than either the state or the nation. However, the indicated
trends of the larger areas are not believed toc be necessarily indicative of
the prospects for the small and localized Chocolate Bayou tributary area.
This area is apparently to be converied from a basically rural and agricultural
economy to one based principally upon indugtrial manufacturing and processing.
Because of the short period since the starting of this conversion, there are
not sufficient statistics to permit a valid analysis of trends in the par-
ticular area. Accordingly, the prospective commerce for an improved channel
in Chocolate Bayou hag been estimated, partly considering the trends in-
dicated by future industrial plans in the immediate area and partly by
analyeig of trends indicated by the actual growth patterns of seversl other
older and more mature industrial complexes along the Texas Coast.

29. Prospective commerce.- As industrialization of the area progresses,
it is expected that, during the early years, marked fluctuations and changes
in the annual commerce would be experienced. However, for the project analysis
period of 50 years, it is anticipated that prospective commerce in petroleum,
chemicals and chemical products will increase at a uniform rate to about 4.0
million tons annually at the end of the 50th year following completion of the
proposed channel improvements. Estimates of the prospective commerce are
based on an improved channel that would permit fully loaded operation of
equipment normally used by this traffic. It is estimated that the seashell
commerce on the improved channel would also show a similar uniform growth of
about 17,600 tons annually from the present commerce of 170,000 tons annually
to a total of about 1.0 million tons at the end of 50 years. BEstimates of the
useful life of seashell resources before exhaustion vary from 40 to 100 years.
For the purposes of this report, this uncertainty is not considered teo be a
criticel factor. Even though the seaghell resource should beccome drastically
curtailed or exbhausted, the need for materials to serve the same uses will
continue. Substitute materisles such as limestone, sand and gravel are avail-
able from a number of sources for waterborne movement. The sctual material
used is determined largely by the delivered cost. If the seashells are not
available, it is believed that the use of the other materials will increase
and will offset the decrease in seashell movement.

30. Records of commerce on existing shallow-draft channel projects in
Texas show that most of the waterways carry varying amounts of miscellaneous
commodities to serve the needs of the area. The Chocolate Bayou project
undoubtedly would develop considerable commerce in miscellanecus commodities.
However, since these commodities cannot be identified at this time, this
traffic has not been evaluated for the purposes of this report.

31. Summary - prospective commerce.- The total prospective commerce
for the Chocolate Bayou improvement represents a uniform increase of the
existing commerce to a total of 5.0 million tons at the end of the 50th
year following completicn of the improved channels. The 5.0 millicn tons
would comprise 4.0 milliorn tons of petroleum, chemicals and chemical pro-
ducts and one miliion tons of seashells or sBubstitutes therefor.

19



VESSEL TRAFFIC

32. Existing vessel traffic.- A summary of the trips, drafts, and
direction of movement of commercial vessel traffic on Chocolate Bayou is
given in table 3. In addition there is extemsive use of the channel by
small recreationsl craft for which no statistics or records of vessel
treffic are available.

TABLE 3

CHOGOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS
TRIPS AND DRAFTS OF VESSELS - CALENDAR YEAR 1962

: — Number of trips of veseeis
Draft Tnbound i Qutbound

(in feet) :  Towbcats : Parges : Total ; Towboats : Barges : Total
8 125 284 kog 121 43 16k

7 13 32 15 12 1 13

6 8L 11 95 20 3 93

5 26 L5 Ti 26 0 26

3 0 1 1 o 1 1

2 9 32 32 -0 354 354
Total 248 hos 653 2hg Lo2 651

33. Preactically all of the existing traffic consists ¢f barge tows
of one towboat with one or two barges arranged in tandem. Traffic on the
bayou was relatively stable and aversged T19 vessel trips annually during:
the period 1953-1962. The traffic incressed sharply in 1962 following com-
pletion of the Monsanto Chemical Company plant. Seashells are moved in
tows of one 600-horsepower towbcat and twe open barges with capacities up
t0 2,200 tons. These bargss are light losded to about 1,360 tons because
svailable depths in contiguous waters limit the equipment to a T-foot
draft. The petroleum and chemicale are moved in tows of one 1,200-horsepower
towboat and twe tank barges of about 3,000-tons capacity each.

34. Progpective traffic.- It is anticipsted that the vessel traffic
will diminish slightly through the more efficient loading of existing
equipment and the use of larger capacity equipment. However;, this period
would be of compsratively short duration. As the industrial economy of
the ares develops, gresater demands for the commodities would result in a
gradual increase 1n the vessel trips. It ie estimated thet the mumber of
tripes by vessels with loaded drafts of 7 feet or greater will average
about 2,500 trips anmuslly over & period of 50 years.
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DIFFICULTIES ATTENDING NAVIGATION

35. Chocolate Bayou in its original staite was & relatively narrow
stream, with many sharp bends, emptying into the shallow water area of
Chocolate Bay. Although the bayou normslly had useable water depths of
from 10 to 12 feet, navigation to and from the bayou often was obstructed
by bars that férmed at the mouth of the bayou. The existing Federal pro-
jeet, which provides for a k=foot by 100-foot channel from the Gulf Intra-
coastal Waterway to the natural 4-foot depth in the bayou, afforded adequate
navigation to the plessure craft and fishing boats using the waterway at
the time of the project suthorization. In recent times there has been a
considerable movement of seashells from nearby bays to landings on Chocolate
Bayou. These movements were made with difficulty because of the lack of
water depth in Chacolate Bay and the sharp bends in Chocolate Bayou. Only
by light-losding the barges, and by double-tripping between the mouth of
the bayou and the shell unloading terminals, were such movements possible.
These cperations cccasicned numerous groundings, collisions,; and bottom or
hank scrapings with resulitant damage to vessels and io properties along
the bayou. :

36. The 1l0-foot by 100-foot locally dredged chanmel completed in 1962
rectified the lower five miles of Chocolate Bayou. The hazards to navige-
ticn in this reach are now grestly reduced. Upstream from the locally
dredged channel, sharp hends restrict commercial vessel traffic to single
barge tows. Under existing conditions there are usually sufficient water
depths to accommodate the equipment now operated on the waterway. However,
- local interests state that numerous accidents have occurred in the unim-
proved reach of the bayou; because of the sharp bends and inadequate
channel widths. No records are avallasble on the number of accidents or
amount of damages resulting therefrom.

WATER POWER AND OTHER SPECIAL SUBJECTS

37. The proposed improvements under consideration in this report
would have no bearing on water power, flood control, municipal or indus-
triel water supply, abatement of pollution, or any other purposes ilnvolving
the control of conservation of water resources except fish and wildlife,
salt water intrusion and recreation. Comments of the U. 8. Fish and
Wildlife Service are discussed in parsgraph 71 of this report. The problem
of salt water intrusion and recreation are discussed in the following
paragraphs.

38. Salt water intrusion.- About 30,000 acres of rice are cultivated
annuaelly in the Chocolate Bayou watershed. The total rice land, however,
is considerably greater since rice ordinarily is not grown on the same land
in successive years. Irrigation water for the rice is obtained both from the
Brezos River and from Chocolate Bayou. Water from Chocolate Bayou, because
of its lesser ceost;, is used to the meximum practiceble extent. In this
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ares rice requires irrigation from about April through September and each
acre of crop will reguire from two to four acre-feet of irrigation water
during the season, depending upon the amount and time occurrence of
rainfall during the pericd. In ordinary years about 4,000 acres of

rice depend upon Chocolate Bayou water for irrigation. At a reasonable
raw water value of 6 mills per thousand gellons,; the value of this water
would be about $40,000 per year. At the present time itwo commercial
irrigation supply companies pump water from the bayou with pump intakes
at stream miles 1h.k and 17.0.

39, During the irrigation season, the fresh water supply from Chocolate
Bayou includes both the runoff from rainfall in its watershed and & return
Plow of Brazos River waber from drainage of rice fields irrigated from that
source. The quality of the water, with respect tc salt content, depends upon
a number of factors including tidal and wind influenced water levels in
Chocolate Bay, rainfall runcoff and other fresh water inflow to the stream,
rates of withdrawasl of irrigation water and mixing of fresh and salt water
by vessel traffic in the bayou. Records are not available to permit evaluae-
tion of the overall problem of salt water intrusion at the present time, as
compared with the problem prior to construction of the improved navigation
channel to the Monsanto Chemical Co, plant. There is little doubt, however,
that the problem was sggravated by construction of this channel. It is well
known that deepening and enlargement of the tidal reaches of coastal streams
increases the upsiream movement of a salt water wedge and, all other factors:
remaining equal, increases the magnitude of any existing salt water intrusion
problem.

40. As the development of the Chocolate Bayou watershed for industrial,
commercial and residential uses continues in fulure yesrs, it is expected that
agricultural use will be drastically reduced. However, so long as water from
Chocolate Bayou was avallable, its use would continue for the remaining
irrigation needs because of its lesser cost, compared with the imported
Brazos River water., During the project analysis period of 50 years, it is
expected that irrigation demands would continue at a level that would fully
utilize the available Chocolate Bayou water. Accordingly, it is believed
that any additicnal improvement of the channel for navigation must include
provision of & salt water barrier to mitigate the damages that otherwise
would occur from aggravation of the salt water intrusion problem.

41, Recreation.- Chocolate Bayou provides operators of recreation
end small fishing boste with a ready access to Chocolate Bay and through
the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and Ssn Luis Pass to adjacent larger bays
and the Gulf of Mexico. An adequate road sysiem mekes the bayou well
located for ready asccess by residents of a service area of up to 50 miles
in all directions. At the present time about 1.25 million people resgide
in this service area. Although wany other similar facilities are available
in the general area, the extensive increase in water-based recreation in
recent years has resulted in a chronically overcrowded condition and addi-
tional facilities are needed o supplement those now available. As the
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pepulation continues to increase, the need for added facilities will become
mors acute. '

L42. Several commercial esteblishments offering service facilities
for small boats, Iincluding fueling stations, marine ways, launching ramps,
boat 1ifts and storage sheds are located on Chocolate Bayou. Numerous
small private piers and shore facilities have been constructed along the
bayou. There are, however, no public recreation or access areas along
the reach of waterway considered’ in thie report. There are several sites
along the bayou well suited for development into sattractive and useful
recreational access parks. In conformance with current policies designed
tc promote and insure adequate access to public bodies of water for
recreational purposes, it is believed that any development of Chocolate
Bayou as & Federal navigation project should include a public access park
with small boat launching and minimum recreational facilities. The minimum
facilities for initiel installation at the park should include picnic tables,
sanitary facilities, fireplaces, car-irailer parking areas, and boat landing
structures.

PROJECT FORMULATION

43. Plans considered.- Three general plans were given engineering
and economic consideration to determine the most feasible plan of improve-
ment of Chocolate Bayou to the vieinity of Liverpool, Texas, for navigation
and related purposes. Since the chamnel has been improved from the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway to chaomel mile 8.2 by the Monsanto Chemical Co.,
each plan wes considered in two reaches, with Reach 1 belng the locally
improved section and Reach 2 being en upstream extension to the vieinity
of Liverpool. The proposed channel would be tributary to the Gulf Intra-
coastal Waterwsy in s reach having euthorized dimensions of 12-foot depth
and 125-foot width. Accordingly, no larger dimensions were considered for
the Chocolate Bayou cheanmel. The three plans are summarized as follows:

Plan l.- Maintain the locelly dredged chennel to a depth of
9 feet and a width of 100 feet in Reach 1 and construct an improved chan-
nel 9 feet deep by 100 feet wide, in Reach 2. Although the local channel
was dredged 10 feet deep initlally, no allowance for overdepth dredging
wes included. Thus, a 9-foot channel with an allowance for overdepth is
equivalent to maintensnce of the loecal channel. '

Plan 2.- Enlarge the locally dredged channel to provide a depth
of 12 feet and a width of 125 feet in Reach 1 and construct an improved
chennel, 9 feet deep by 100 feet wide, in Reach 2.

Plen 3.- Enlarge the locally dredged channel to provide s depth

of 12 feet and a width of 125 feet in Reach 1 and construct an improved
channel, 12 feet deep by 125 feet wide, in Reach 2.
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44, A1l of the plans follow the same sligrnment for the navigation
channel and differ, within each reach, only in the depth and width pro-
posed for the channel. In Reach 2; each plan includes a public turning
basin of appropriate size at the upper end of the proposed improvement
and a public access park with minimum basic facilities for recreational
use adjacent toc the project. Each plan also includes construction of
a salt water barrier in Chocolate Bayou about 3.7 miles upstream from
the turning basin.

45, Each plan was considered with respect to its adequacy to serve
the navigation needs of prospeciive commerce for the project.. In making
this determination, it was assumed that;, since all of the unloading sites
for seashells are now located along Reach 2; &ll of the prospective com-
merce in seashells would move in both Reaches 1 and 2. All of the existing
commerce in petroleum and chemicals is now moving only in Reach 1. However,
the recently completed Monsanto Chemical Co. plant is believed to be only
the first of a nurber of related and integrated industrial facilities
that will develop in this area and it is reasonable to assume that some
of the added facilities will be built in areas adjacent to Reach 2.
Accordingly, for project formulation, it was assumed that 25 percent
of the projected future increase in petroleum and chemicals commerce
would move in tcth Reaches 1 and 2.

46. comparison of plens.- Based on the assumptions described sbove,
annual beneflts and costs were estimated for increments of improvement
by reaches for each of the three basic plans. The estimated annual
benefits, annual charges and excess of benefits over charges for each
degree of improvement considered for thettwo reaches are as follows:

Excess Benefits
Channel size - Anmual Annual benefits to costs
Plan Reach L  Reach 2 benefits(2) charges(2) over costs ratio
1 9'x100'(1) 9'x100' $102,000 $50, 000 $ 52,000 2.0 -
2 12'x12st 9'x100' 250,000 68,000 182,000 3.7
3 12ndast  12'xa25' 275,000 94,000 181,000 2.9

(1) Existing locally dredged channel, benefits and annual
charges not included in estimates shown.

(2) Excluding salt waeter barrier and access recreational
park In each plan. '

47. Comparison of the items in the above tabulation shows that
the annual benefits and charges shown for plan 1 are the incremental
benefits and charges for extending the 9x100-foot channel in Reach 2.
The differences in anmual benefits and annual charges between plans 1
and 2 represent the incremental benefits and charges for enlarging the
0x100~foot locally dredged chamnel in Reach 1 to a 12x125-foot channel.
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The differences in annual benefits and charges between plans 2 and 3
represent the incrementeal benefits and charges for enlarging the
9x100«foot channel in Reach 2 to a 12x125-foot channel. The incremental
benefites and charges for the improvements considered in each of the two
reaches are tabulated as follows:

Excess

_ Annual Annual benefits
Increment of improvement benefits(l) charges(1) over costs
Reach 1
§*x100' chan. to 12'x125' chan. $149,000 $18,000 $131,000
Reach 2 | '

Unimproved to 9%x100" chan. 102,000 50, 000 52,000
9'x100° chan. to 12'x125' chan. 2k, 000 26,000 («2,000)

(1) Does not include benefits or charges for salt water
barrier or saccess recreational park. .

L8, Selection of plan.- It is apparent that the maximum excess of
benefits over costs is obtained by enlargement to provide a 12'x125«foot
channel in Reach 1 and a 9x100-foot channel in Reach 2. This combina-
tion 1s provided in plan 2 and, accordingly, this plsn is adopted as
the plan of improvement. Plaas for the salt water barrier and the
recreational access park were formulated on the basis of providing the
minimmm facility that would satisfactorily serve the purpose and no
investigation of larger scale development is considered necessary for
either facility.

PLAN OF IMPROVEMENT

49. Plan of jmprovement.- The plan of improvement provides for
modifying the existing Federal navigation project to provide a chamnel
12 feet deep and 125 feet wide extending from the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterwey through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project channel
mile 8.2; thence 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide to a turning basin, 9 feet
deep and 600 feet square near chamnel mile 13.2; for a salt water barrier
in Chocolate Bayou sbout 3.7 miles upstream from the turning basin; and
for an access park with minimum recreational facilities. The general
plan of improvement is shown on plate 2. ' : _

50. The materials to be encountered in dredging the channel improve=
ments would consist of sands, clays and silts which offer no unusual
difficulties for hydraulic dredging. Some clearing of brush and trees
would be required in the upper reaches of the project. Excavated material

25



from the lower reaches of the project would be placed in spoil disposal
areas in Chocolate Bay, or in msrsh areas along Chocolate Bayou, that

were used during construction of the existing 9-foot by 100-foot channel.
Tn the middle and upper reaches of the project; the excavated material
would be pleced in land disposal areas within regsonable pipeline distances
from the channel. The proposed improvements would require about 160 acres
of rights-of-way for channel dredging, 325 acres for spoil disposal areas,
& mcres for the salt water barrier, and about 7 acres for the access park.

51. Construction of the plen of improvement would not regquire
alteration of any bridges, either existing or proposed. Three L-inch
submarine pipelineg, one 12KV aerial powerline, and one 138KV serial
powerline would require slteration. The U. 8. Coast Guard furnished
information that the existing locally constructed aids to navigation
would be sdequate for the proposed chanmnel improvements, -and- furmished
estimetes of meintensnce snd major replecement costs. These data are
included in the estimates of first cost and anousl charges for the plan
of improvement.

52. Salt water barrier.- The salt water barrier, to be located
in the natural beycu channel about 3.7 miles upetream from the turning
basin, would be a fixed, low-level welr-type structure constructed of con-
crete sheet piles. Details of the proposed structure are shown on
plate 3. The top of the concrete sheet pile weir would be set at eleva-
tion 3.0 feet above mean low tide, which would prevent upstream move-
ment of salt water at all normal tide levels. Flood flows would pass
over the structure and cnly minor effects would be experienced by a
slight rise in floodwater levels for a short distance upstream from
the structure. A hand-operated boat lifting crane on the left bank
abutment of the structure would provide for passage of the very small
recreational boats that occasionally use the bayou above this point.

53. The site selected for the salt water barrier is immediately
downstream from the intake for the irrigation water pumping plant of
the Chocolate Bayou Rice and Cansl Co. The pumping plant intake for
another irrigation company, Brazoria County Rice Co., is located about
2.6 miles downstream from the site proposed for the salt water barrier.
Most of the recreational boat traffic on the bayou is in reaches below
the upper pumping plant intake, but there is extemnsive use by such traffic
in the reach between the two pumping plant intakes. The distribution
systems of the two water compsnies are so located that water for both
companies can be taken from the upper intake. Officials of the two
companies indicate that they would not object to & plan for permanent
use of the uppeér intake by both companies. Accordingly, because of
the extensive recreational boat traffic, the salt water barrier site
was selected to be immediately downstresm from the upper pumping plant
intake.
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54k, Access recreational park.- The Chocelate Bayou navigation
improvement would be located in an ares that is highly attractive for
outdoor, water-oriented recreation and recreational boating activities,
Te insure adequate public access to the improvement, an access park
of about 7 acres is proposed in & natural, timbered setting on the
right descending bank of one of the cutoff bends near mile 11.5., An
access road, about 0.3 mile long, would connect the park with county
road No. 203. Minimum basic facilities for use of the park and public
access to the improved navigation channel would be provided. The
minimum basic facilities would include; a parking area for vehicles
and boat trallers, picnic tables, .fireplace units, bost-leunching ramp,
boet landing wharf and sanitary facilities., Layout details of the
access park are shown on plate 3.

SHORELINE CEANGES

55. The improvements considered herein would have no apprecisble
effect on the configuration of existing matural shorelines.

ECONCMIC EVALUATION OF FROJECT

56. General.- The economic evaluation of the proposed project
for navigation on Chocolate Bayou included several compsrisons of estie
mated benefits and costs to insure that: (a) the best plan had been
developed, {b) the proper scale of development had been selected, and
(¢) comstruction of the proposed improvements was fully justified from
an economic standpoint.  The various fasctors entering inte these deterw
minations are discussed in paragraphs 43 through 48.

57. Estimates of first cost of plan of improvement.- Detailed
estimates of first cost for constructing the plan of improvment for
affording navigation on Chocolate Bayou sre summsrized in table 4.

The estimates are based on January 1964 price levels., The divisicn of
first costs is based on the requirements of local cooperstion set forth
in parsgraph 69.
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TABLE L

ESTIMATES OF FIRST COST FOR
PILAN OF IMPROVEMENT

Ttem Cost
Federal first cost:
Corps of Engineers
Channels $ 999,000
Salt water barrier 85,000
Access park 22,000
. Subtotal 1,136,000
Engineering and design 69,000
Supervision end administration 11k,000
Total Federsl Fflrst cost 1,319,000
Non-Federal first cost:
Won~Federal, public
Lands and damages 188,000
Spoil ares dikes, bulkheads, ete. 118,000
Non-Federal, private
Alteration of pipelines apnd powerlines 50,000
Total non-Federal first cost 356, 000
Total estimated first cost: 1,675,000

Note: Above estimates of first costs do not include the Péderal
Cpreduthorization: gty cost of $28,000.
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58. Estimates of annusl charges.- Detailed estimstes of investment
end annual charges for the plan of improvement are summarized in table 5.

TABLE 5

ESTIMATES OF INVESTMENT AND ANNUAL CHARGES

FOR PIAN OF IMPROVEMENT

ITtem

ss as

Total
Investment.
Federal $1,319,000
Non-Federal 356,000
Total investment 1,675,000
Annual charges:
Federel :
Corps of Engineers
Interest and amortization 51,000 .
Additional cost of maintenance 9,000(1)
Total, Corps of Engineers 60, 000
U. 8. Coast Guard
Additional cost of maintenance
and advance replacement None (1)
Total Federal annual charges 60,000(1)
Non-Federal
Interest and amortization 14,000
Meintenance and operation 13,000
Total non-Federal annual charges _27,000
Total annual charges 87,000

(1). Does not include annual cost of $6,000 for maintenance dredging
of local channel, or $5,000 for maintenance and advance replacement
of aides to navigation constructed by local interests.
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59. Benefits.- The benefits which would be derived from the
navigation improvements proposed In the plan of improvement would con-
sist of savings in transportation costs through shortened travel distance,
use of larger towboats and barges and more efficient operations of tows,
and by reduction in hazards to navigation. A savings in transportation
costs for shipping petroleum and chemical products would result from
operating larger capacity equipment. Transportation savings in the
movement of seashells would result through shortened travel distance
in the bayou, and by elimination of the double tripping in the natural
bayou upstream from the locally dredged channel. The proposed channel
improvements would reduce the difficulties and hazards to naviga.tion
in the locally dredged chanmnel becsuse the larger dimensions would
permit increased speed and improved steerageway for barge tows. In
the existing natural bayou channel, the hazards would be reduced because
of the improved slignment and larger channel dimensions, which would
reduce the danger of collisions between the tows and other vessels
operated on the waterway, and would reduce the dameges from groundings
and bank scrapings. '

60. The benefits from savings in transportation costs were esti-
mated for each item of prospective commerce and &are shown in detail
in appendix I. The benefits from savings in transportation coste and
reduction in navigation hazards to present commerce are estimated at
$81,000 annually. Based on the estimates of prospectlve commerce during
the analysis period of 50 years, the average annual equivalent benefits
are estimated st $250,000 annually, as shown in table 6.

61. Salt water barrier.- The salt water barrier would eliminate
damages caused by salt water intrusion into irrigation water pumped
from Chocolate Bayou during all ordinary and normal stages of tides.

The barrier would be overtopped by storm tides and some residual damages
would still be experienced because of these infrequent occurrences.

Such damages would not be large, however, because of the short duration
of the storm tides and the fact that Brazos River water could be sub-
stituted for irrigation until natural runoff and flows had restored

the quality of the Chocolate Bayou water. Many veriebles enter into
the problem of determining the actuel damages caused by intrusion of
salt water into Chocolate Bayou. The absence of definitive data on

the severity, frequency and duration of salt water intrusion, as re-
lated to fresh weter inflow and the seasonal cyecle of irrigation re-
quirements, mekes a monetary eveluation of the dameges very difficult.
The proposed salt water barrier would not only mitigate ad-

diltional damages caused by the proposed navigation improvements, but
would virtually eliminate the damages that mey have resulted from the
locally dredged navigation improvement, as well as any that may have
existed in the natural bayou prior to any improvement. The cost of

the proposed salt water barrier is small, with estimated annual charges
of $9,000. Its construction is considered necessary in order to miti-
gate any additional damages from salt water intrusion that may be caused
by the proposed navigation improvements. It would also virtually elimi-
nate salt water intrusion damages that are now experienced under existing
conditions and, thus, would develop tenefits. The existing damages vary
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considerably from year to year and available data is not sufficient to
permit an accurate evaluation, but there is no doubt that the damages

exceed the estimated annual cost of $9,000 for the salt water barrier.

However, for the purposes of this report, the benefits from prevention
of existing damages by t'e salt water barrier have been eqpated to its
estimated annual cost of $9,000. '

62. Access recremtional park.- Use of the access recreational
park and its appurtenant facilities was estimated by giving considera-
tion to the total population within a 50-mile service area and to the
numbers and location of existing alternative facilities in the same
general aresa that would be competitive from a use standpoint. It was
concluded that the service area does not have an adequate pumber of
suitable facilities of this nature either now or in the foresesable
future and that the proposed access park on Chocolate Bayou would be
& needed facility that would receive virtually full use from the time
of its construction. The estimates indicated that about 38,000 visitor
days per year would be experienced for such water oriented recreational
activities as fishing, hunting, pleasure boating, water skiing and
picnicking. Based on an estimated velue of $0.50 per visitor day, the
average annual recreationsl benefits are estimated at $19,000

63. Summarx_of benefite.~ The benefits that would accrue to
construction of the plan of improvement, reduced to average annual
equivalent benefits for a project life of 50-years where appropriate,
are estimated at $278,000 annually. The benefits that would accrue
to navigation, prevention of damages from salt water intrusion into
irrigation water, and to recreation are summarized in table 6.

| TABLE 6
ESTIMATED ANNUAL BENEFITS

FOR PLAN CF IMPROVEMEN? '
Averege annual

- Benefits to _ equivalent value of
ITtem present commerce  prospective benefits
Navigation
Savings in petroleum and chemicals '
transportation $43,000 . $147,000
Savings in shell transportation 25,000 73,000
Reduction in hazards to navigation 13,000 30,000
Subtotal, navigstion benefits 81,000 N 250,000
Salt water inﬁrusion - prevention
of damages - _ : ‘ 9,000
Recreation ~ access park . 19,000
Total estimated annual benefits . 278,000
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64k, Comparison of bepefits and costs.- The estimated first costs,
ammmel cherges end annusl benefits and the ratio of anmual benefits to
annual charges for the plan of improvement proposed for Chocolate Bayou,
based on January 196k price levels, are as follows::

Annual Annnal B/C

First costs charges benefits ratio
Enlarge and improve |
navigation chennels $1,480,000 $68,000 $250, 000 3.7
Salt water barriler 3.25,000 9,000 9,000 1.0
Access recreational park 70,000 10,000 19,000 1.9
Total _ .1, 675, obo 87,000 278,000 3.2

APPORTIONMENT OF COSTS AMONG INTERESTS

65. Nevigation chenpel.- The apportionment of first costs for
the navigsetion channel improvements between the Federal Government and
the local interests would be in accordance with Federal law applicable
to navigation projects for multi-use channels, and with the proposed
requirements of local cooperation set forth in paragraph 69. Under
these requirements, the first costs of ell lands, easements and rights-
of-way necessary for construction of the proposed navigation improve-
ments would be borne by local interests. The cost of all necessary
relocations or alterations of structures, including buildings, pipelines,
sewers, utilities and bridges, except railroad bridges, would be borne
by locel interests. All first costs for construction of the proposed
improvements and all preauthorization survey costs would be borne by
the Federsl Government. All costs for maintenance and operation of
the project channel, except for spoil disposal area dikes, bulkheads,
and embankments, would be borne by the Federal Government. All costs
for maintenance and advance replacement of the aids to navigation con-
structed by the local interests would be borne by the Federal Govern~
ment.

66. BSalt water barrier.- The proposed salt water barrier would
prevent all of the damages from increased intrusiom of salt water into
the fresh water irrigation supply of Chocolate Bayou that would other-
wlse result from construction of the proposed navigation improvements.
The barrier would also serve to eliminate the damsges that may have
resulted from construction of the locally dredged navigation channel,

- as well as most of the damages that were experienced in the natural
 bayou channel prior to any navigetion improvements. It is believed
thet the costs of this facility should be apportioned between the
Federal and non-Federel interests on an equiteble basis. Sufficient
dste are not avallable for determination of the damages incurred from
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each of the improvement increments. In the ebsenceé of such a determins-
tion, it is considered that en equitable division of costs would appor-
tion the costs of all lands, easements, rights-of-way and relocations
necessary for comstruction and all costs and obligations of ownership,
operation and meintenance of the facility to the locsl interests. The
first cost for construction:of the salt water barrier would be borne

by the Federal Government.

67. Access recreational park.- Thie improvement is proposed to
facilitate public recreational use of the navigation improvements and
to fill & need for additionsl outdoor recreationsl facilities for the
general public in the service area. It is proposed that the costs for
this improvement would be shared in a menner similar to that proposed
for the salt water barrier. The first cost for comstruction end proviw
slon of the basic facilities proposed would be borne by the Federal
Government. The first costs for all lands, easements, rights-of-way
and relocations necessary for construction and all costs and obligations
of ownership, operation and maintenance would be borne by the local
interestss

- 68. A summary of the estimated first costs end the estimated ad-
ditional maintensnce costs, with the proposed apportionment between
Federal and non-Federal interests, for the proposed improvements is
shown in table 7.

TABLE T

APPORTIONMENT OF FIRST COST AND ANNUAL MAINTENANCE
FOR PLAN OF IMPROVEMENT

" mo

Item : Federal

Neon-Federal Total

Firat coste

Channels $1,139,000 $341,000 $1,480,000

Salt water barrier 115,000 10,000 125,000

Access park 65,000 5,000 70, 000
Totsl first cost 1,319,000 356,000 1,675,000
Additional ennual cost of

meintenance and opera’cion

Channels % 19,000(1) $ 1,500 $ 20,500

Salt water barrier 0 - k000 4,000

Access park ‘ 0 7,500 1,500

Total additional cost of

maintenence and operation 19,000 13,000 32,000

(1) Imeludes $6,000 for maintenance dredging of loca} chemnel, and $5,000
for meintenence and advance replacement of aids to navigation con~
structed by local interebts.
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LOCAL COOPERATION

69. Proposed local cooperation.- Modification of the existing
project for Chocolate Bayou would be subject to the requirements of
local cooperation generally specified by law for Federal navigation
projects. It is proposed that local interests shall be required to
participate in the project as follows:

8. Provide without cost to the United States all lands, ease-
ments and right-of-way required for construction and subsequent main-
tenance of the project and for aids to ‘navigation upon request of the
Chief of Engineers, including suitable areas determined by the Chief
of Engineers to be required in the general public interest for initial
‘and subsequent disposal of spoil, and aelso necessary retaining dikes,
bulkheads, and embankments therefor or the costs of such retaining works;

b. Hold and save the United States free from damages due to
the construction works;

c. Provide and maintain at local expense, when and as required,
adequate public terminal end trensfer facilities open to all on equal
terms;

d. Accomplish, without cost to the United States, all dltera-
tlons of plpelines, powerlines, utility lines, cables, and highway
facilities, when and as required for construction of the project;

e. Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and main-
tenance of the salt water barrler and appurtenances upon its completion;
and _

f. Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and main-
tenance of the access park and minimum recreational facilities upon its
completion, and maintain free and ready public access to the water areas
adjacent %o the park at all times.
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COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES

70. Initiation of studies.- Copies of the notice of public hearing
held in Angleton, Texas, on February 21, 1962 were sent to all known
Federal, State, and local agencies that were believed to have a possible
interest in the proposed navigation improvements for Chocolate Bayou.

71. The U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service; Texas Game and Fish
Commission; the U, S, Department of Health, Education, and Welfars; U. 8.
Department of Agriculture, Scil Comservation Service; and the U. 8. De-
partument of the Interior, Bureau of Mines were advised of the proposed
improvements and the views and comments of those agencies were requested.
Coples of the comments of these agencies are incliuded in appendix III and
are sumearized as follows:

a. U, S. Figh and Wildlife Service and Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department.- A letter report from the Acting Southwest Regional Director,
U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service, containing the coordinated comments by
that agency and the Texas Game and Fish Commission (now Texss Parks and
Wildlife Department)} recommends: (1) that all cutoff and tributary channels
of Chocolate Bayou be kept open and that spoil be prevented from entering
them, and (2) that spoil placement from future maintenance dredging be .
confined to those areas established during dredging of the locally-dredged
~ channel, and to land spoil areas for channel improvements upstream from
the Momsanto Chemical Company plant. These recommendations would not
materially affect the cost of consiructing the proposed navigation improve-
ments, and will be considered during the preconstruction planning for any
improvements which might be authorized for comstruction.

b, U. S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare.- The
Regional Program Director (Region VII), Water Supply & Pollution Control,
~advises that the proposed improvements appear to have no affects on public
health aspects of the ares.

- e, U, 8, Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service.-
The State Conservationist (Texas) advises that the proposed improvements -
will not have any detrimental effect on projects, existing or proposed,
under programs administered by the Soil Conservation Service.

- d. U. S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Mines.- The
Acting Area Director, Area IV Mineral Resources Office, advises that:
available office data indicates that the proposed project would be
beneficial to the mineral industries in the area; the enlarged channel
will provide cheaper transportation for the expanding petroleum and
retrochemical industries in the area; and the Area IV Mineral Resources
Office has no objection to the proposed project.
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DISCUSSION

72. This report comprises the results of an investigation to deter-
mine whether the existing navigation project for Chocolate Bayou, Texas,
should be modified in any way at thie time. The existing project provides
for a channel U4 feet deep and 100 feet wide extending from the main channel
of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate Bay to water of 4-foot
depth in Chocolate Bayou. Local interests have dredged & channel 10 feet
deep and 100 feet wide mlong the aligmnment of the exisgting Federal project
in Chocolate Bay, thence up Chocolate Bayou via several cutoffs for a
distance of 2.8 miles. The depth of dredging for the local channel of
10 feet did not include an allowance for overdepth dredging; thus, this
‘depth is equivalent to that of a channel 9 feet de¢p with an allowance
for overdepth.

73. Local interests desire that the 8.2 miles of locally dredged chan-
nel be enlarged and extended about 5 miles upstream to the vicinity of
Liverpool. The reguested improvements in genersl were those that would be
necessary to afford the Chocolate Bayou area the same barge service accom-
modations as are available on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterwsy. ' Local
interests also requested that future maintenance of the locally dredged
channel be assumed by the Federal Government, and thet a salt wvater berrier
be placed in Chocolate Bayou to prevent damages from the intrusion of salt
water into the fresh water irrigation supply which is pumped from the
bayou.

4. The investigation found that enlargement of the local channel to
a depth of 12 feet over a bottom width of 125 feet, and extension of the
channel st a depth of 9 feet over & width of 100 feet to the vicinity of
liverpool, is required to meet the needs of existing and prospective com-
merce on Chocolate Bayou. Various increments of channel sizes were studied
to determine the plan that would realize the maximum excess of benefits
over costs. Each plan included a public turning basin at the upper end
of the proposed channel improvement, and & public access park with minimum
basic Tacilities for recreaitional use adjacent to the project. Each plan
also included construction of a salt water barrier in Chocolate Bayou
about 3.7 miles upstream from the turning basin.

T75. BExisting commerce on the watérway consists of petroleum and
chemicals moving over the locally dredged channel, and seashells which
move through the local channel to unloading sites upstream along the
natural channel of Chocolate Bayou. The recently completed Monsanto
Chemical Co. plant; located at the upper end of the local channel, is
believed t0 be only the first of a number of related and integrated
industrial facilities that will develop in the ares. It is expected
that large increases in waterborne commerce on Chocolate Bayou will
oceur in future years.
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6. Wweter for irrigation is pumped from Chocolate Bayou at two loca-
tions near Liver;pool Data are not available to determine the extent that
the local channel has affected the quality of water, 3 with respect to salt
content, at the two pumping plamt intekes. However, there is little doubt
that s problem of this type existed in the natural bayou and that the local
channel sggravated the problem to some extent. Further improvement ‘of the
channel for navigation would slso increase the magnitude of the selt water
intrusion problem. When Chocclate Eayou weter of good quslity 1s available,
4t is the most economical source of irrigation water for the adjacent area.
It is expected that the irrigation demands would fully utilize all aveil-
able water in Chocolate Bayou throughout the project analysis period of
50 years. The proposed plan of improvement includes provision for a salt
water barrier to mitigete the sdditional damsges that otherwise would occur.
The barrier would also eliminate any dameges that may have resulted from
construction of the local channel as well as most of the damages that were
occasioned by salt water intrusion into the natural bayou channel.

T7. Chocolate Bayou is used extensively by small recreation and fish-
ing boats which are based at or enter the bayou at private piers or slips.
There are no public recreation or access areas eslong the bayou at this
time. Several sites along the bayou are well suited for development into
attractive access parks. The current demand for facilities of this type
indicates that a public access park is needed and upon completion would
be fully used. To insure adequate public access to the Wwaterway for
recreational and fishing boats; the plan of improvement includes & public
eccess park with ‘small beat launching and minimm recreational facilitles.

78. The total first cost of the improvements is estimated at $1,675,000,
of which $1,319,000 would be Federal cost and $356,000 would be non-Federal,
in accordance with the apportionment of costs described in paragraph 68.

The total annuel charges are estimated at $87,000, exclusive of $6,000

for annual maintenance dredging of the local chanmel, and $5,000 for annual
maintenance and advance replacement of the aids to navigation constructed
by local interests. Total average annual benefits from the proposed im-
provements are estimated at $278,000. The benefits to cost ratio is esti~
mated &t 3.2.

. 79, The estimated annual charges for the local channel are $35,000,
including $6,000 for anmual maintehance dredging and $5,000 for meintenance
and advance replacement of aids to navigation. Existing commerce is suf-
ficient to justify continued maintenasnce of the chennel and its navigation
aids, which now is & responsibility of the local interests. It 'is proposed
that the Federal Government assume the responsibility for maintensnce of
the local channel and the aids to navigation as well as the additional
maintenance occasioned by the work included in the plan of improvement.

The toial estimated anmial maintenance costs to the Federal Government
would be $19,000 of which $1k4,000 would be apportioned to the Corps of
Engineers and $5, 000 would be apportioned to the U. S. Coast Guard.
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80. The desire of the Monsanto Chemical Co. for relmbursement
of its expenditures for dredging the local 10 X 100-foot channel from
the Gulf Intracoastsl Waterway to mile 8.2 was carefully considered.
Benefits from this improvement accrue to all commerce moving to and
from the Monsanto plant, as well as to the commerce in seashells moving
to points on Chocolate Bayou upstreem from the Monsanto plant. Monsanto
Chemical Co. reports that its expenditures for construction of the
channel were $564,200. With the development of initial commerce in
petroleum and chemicals approaching an annual rate of about 500,000
tons at the end of 1962, there is no doubt that the costs of the improve-
ment are fully justified by the benefits realized from this commerce
alone. In the past many such navigation channels have been constructed
by private concerns or local government agencies to fulfill an lmmediate
need for water transportation. At the present time, at least two ad-
ditional channels of this nature ere under construction or in the
‘planning stage in the Galveston District. Many of these channels serve
the needs of general navigation to some degree. If a policy of Federal
reinbursement for the construction of such channels were generally ep-
plied, the prerogative of planning and authorization of Federal projects
would be seriously compromised and probably lost by the Federel Govern-
ment. This would be contrary to long established policies, whereby
the Congress has reserved the sole right to authorize and exercise rigid
control of construction of Federal projects. Accordingly, it is belleved
that reimbursement of the Monsanto Chemical Co.'s expenditure for con-
struction of the local chamnel, either wholly or in part, would he con-
trary to current Federal policies. :

8l. The requirements of local cooperation are described in
paragraph 69. The Commissioners' Court of Brazoria County, Texas, has
indicated its willingness to meet the requirements of local cooperstion.

82, The investigations for this report found that Chocolate Bayou
channel is functioning as an important tributary to the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway, and that it will have greater future importance as the indus-
trial development in the area increases. For this reason it is believed
that the project for Chocolate Bayou should be incorporated into the
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and discontinued as & separate project.

83. Additional information called for by Senate Resolution 148,

85th Congress, adopted Januwary 28, 1958, is contained in an attachment
to this report.

CONCLUSTIONS
84, Based on the findings of this investigation, it is concluded
that: ' :
a. The dimensions of the authorized project channel for
Chocolate Bayou are not adequate to accommodate existing and prospective

commerce on the waterway.
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b. To mitigate salt water intrusion demages which may have
resuited from the construction of the locally dredged channel, and those
damages which could be expected by further improvement of the bayou
for navigation, any modification of the authorized Federal project
should include provision for the conatruction of a salt water barrier
in Chocolate Bayou. :

2. A public access park with small boat launching and recrea-
" ticnal facilitiles should be Jocatsd oxn Chocclate Eayou tc insure public
access to the waterway for recreationsl ani fishing boats.

d. Modification of the authorized project channel for Chocelate
Bayou as described in the plar of improvement of this repourt would accom-
modate existing and prospective commerce on the waterway; would eliminate
damages caused by salt water intrusion irto *rrigation water pumped from
Chocclate Bayou during all ordinary and normal stages of tldes; and would
provide adequate public access to the waterway for water coriented recrea~
tional activities.

e. The improvements proposed herein would have estimated total
anmial charges of $87,00C, anaual benefits of $278,000, and a benefits
to costs ratic of 3.2, based on January 1964 prics levels.

f. The total firs+ cost of.the improvements proposed hereln
is estimatpd at $1,675,000, of which the Federal share would be $1,319,000
and the non-Federal share would be $356,000. The total annual cost of
mainterance and operation is estimated at. $32,000, of which $19,000 would
be borne bty the Federal Government and $13,000 would be borne by the local
interests. The Federal maintenance ccsts would be apportioned in the
amounts of $14,000 to the Corps of Engineers and $5,00C to the U. S.
Coast Cuard.

85. It is further concluded that the project for Chocolate Bayou,
Texas, should be incorporated intc the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway project
and discontinu=zd as a separate procject.

RECOMMENDATIONS

86. Accordingly, it is recormended that the existing project for
Chocolate Bayou, Texas, be modified to provide for the following improve-
ments, generally as described in the plan of improvement of this report:

a. A channel 12 feet deep and 125 feet wide from the main
channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate Bay and
Chocolate Bayou to project channel mile 8.2; thence, 9 feet deep and
100 feet wide to a turning basin, 9 feet deep by 600 feet square in
the vicinity of project chamnnel mile 13.2;

‘b. A salt water barrier in the vicinity of mile 16.9; and
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e. An access park with minimum recreational facilities.

All of the above to be constructed, with such modifications thereof as
in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers may be advisable, at an
‘estimated total first cost to the United States of $1,319,000 for new
work, end an increase of $14,000 in the cost of anrual maintenance.

87. The foregoing recommendation shall be su&jeét to the condition
that local interests agree to: ' ' :

a. Provide without cost to the United States all lands, ease-
‘ments and right-of-way required for construction and subsequent main-
tenance cf the project and for aids to navigatlon upon request of the
Chief of Engineers, including suitable areas determined by the Chief
of Engineers to be required in the general public interest for initlal
and subsequent disposal of spoll, and also necessary retaining dikes,
bulkheads and embankments therefor or the costs of such retalining works;

b. BHold and save the United States free from damsges due to
the construction works; - ‘

. ‘Provide and maintain at local expense adequate public
terminal and transfer facilities open to all on equal terms;

d. Accomplish, without cost to the United States, all altera-
tions of pipelines, powerlines, utility lines, cables, and highway facil-
ities, when and as required for construction of the project;

e. Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and main-
tenance of the salt water barrier and appurtenances upon its completion;
and ' '

£, Assume all obligations of ownership, operation, and
meintenance of the access park and minimum recreational facilities upon
its completion, and maintain free and ready public access to the water
areas adjacent to the park at all times.

88. It is further recommended that the project for Chocolate Bayou,
Texas, be incorporated into the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway project as
a tributary and discontinued as a separate project.

3 Incls ‘ /bﬂ?g M
C

1. Plates 1 and 2 , olonel, CE
2. Appendixes I thru III District Engineer
3. Attachment
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{First endorsement]

SWDGW-14 : :
SUBJECT: Review of Reports on Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Chocolate
' Bayou, Texas

United States Army Engineer Division, Southwestern, Dallas, Texas
February 6, 196k
TO: Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army, Washington, D, C.

I concur in the conelusions and recommendations of the District
‘Englneer.

C. H, DUNN
Brigaedier General, USA
DMvision Engineer
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

APPENDIX I
ECONOMIC EVALUATION

1. General.- This appendix contains economic data and analyses of the
benefits that would be attributable to navigation improvement of Chocolate
Bayou from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway to the mouth in Chocolate Bay,
thence upstream to a point near Liverpcol, Texas. Three plans have been
evaluated to determine the project effect with respect to mnavigation,
salinity contrel, and recreation, and the benefits, if any, of each function
of the proposed waterway under each plan of improvement.

2. The analyses and computations contained herein are based on data
and statistics compiled from a survey of the waterway and the tributary
area, records and statistical data furnished by maritime, industry, and
business representatives; and interviews with local interests. Reports of
waterborne commerce compiled annually by the Corps of Engineers and other
applicable economic statistica were consulted for information pertinent to
the project.

3. Project area.- Chocolate Bayou rises at a point about 20 miles
southwest of Houston, Texas, and flows some 36 miles in a southeasterly
direction across the eastern section of Brazoria County before emptying
into Chocolate Bay, an arm of West Bay. The watershed slopes gently to the
Gulf from an elevation of about 70 feet above mean sea level, to the coastal
marshes of the bay and drains an area of approximately 160 square miles.

The stream meanders through the project area with depths ranging from 6 to 20
feet below mean low tide;, and is tidal for a distance of about 18 miles from
its mouth. The area is sparsely settled and, except for a new chemical plant
recently constructed by the Monsanto Chemical Co.;, agricultural production

is the primary economic activity in the area under existing conditions.

A more detailed discussion of the economics of the area is given in

exhibit 2 of this appendix.

NAVIGAT ION

4, Existing channel.- Local interests have improved the natural stream
by dredging a channel 10 feet deep by 100 feet wide, extending from about
mile 376 on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through Chocolate and Lost Bays
upstream for a distance of about 8 miles to the Monsanto Chemical plant.
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5. Existing commerce.- Through the year 1961 unmanfactured sesshell
was the only commodity moving over Chocolate Bayou. The movement of petroleum
&nd chemical products was started in 1962, following completion of the
Monsanto plant amd, in that yeér, about 298,000 tons of these commodities
and about 243,000 tons of seashells were moved on the waterway. A summary
of the commerce reported in the '"Waterbornme Commerce of the United States,
1962," on this waterway for the decade 1953 through 1962 is shown in table A,

TABLE A

ANNUAL COMMERCE = 1953 through 1962

Total tonnage - Total tonnage
Year (2000 1lbs.) Year (2000 ibs.)
1953 120,163 1958 295,239
1954 115,045 1959 134,360
1955 88,235 1960 150,752
1956 - 119,210 1961 309,482
1957 126,718 1962 570,95C

6. As shown in table A, the volume of seashell commerce moved on the
previously unimproved channel through 1961 has steadily increased over the
past years. A study of seashell movement disclosed that the seashells were
used mostly for construction materials for county and state highways. For
the 10-year period 1953-1962, the annual commerce in seashells averaged about
170,000 tons. :

7. The volume of petroleum and chemical products reported in the
Corps of Engineers’ "Waterborne Statistics - 1962;" amounts to about 327,000
tons .. The new plant was activated during the year and representatives of
the local industry indicate that about 298,000 tons of this commerce were
moved during the last 7-month pericd of the year. It is estimated that the
gommerce in petroleum and chemical products is now moving at an amnual rate
of about 500,000 tons.

8. Prospective commerce.~ The primcipal commodities of prospective
commerce that would move on the improved waterway consist of seashells or
similar construction meterials, crude petrcleum, petroleum and chemical
intermediate and end products, and diversified commerce generated on the
canalized waterway from industrial and commercial development during the
50-year perlod of analysis used for project evaluation.

9. Seashells.- According to local interests the prospective commerce
in seashells on Chocolate Bayou will total about 1.25 million tons annually
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at the end of the first 25 years of the period of analysis. Studies of move-
ments of seashelis over similar waterways in the area indicete that this esti-
mate is not utireasonable, particularly in view of the comparatively rapid
growth that occurs in an area in the initial stages of industrialization. The
initial development of & diversified economy in an area along the Texas Gulf
Coast generates a substantial demand for seashells for new roads, enlargement
of existing highways, roads, and municipal streets, shell concrete for parking
areas, ramps and miscellaneous structures, subbase for heavy industry plant
sites and many other uses, These demands will level off as the new economy:
matures until movement of these materials is primarily on a sustaining basis
with a small i{ncrement of tonnage to provide for normal growth. It is con-
sidered that a congervative estimate of the prospective commerce in seashells,
adjusted for the factors discussed above, would amount to a uniform growth of
about 16,600 tons annually to a maximum of about 1.0 million tons at the end
of the SO-year pericd of analysis.

10. Authorities on seashell resources along the Texas Gulf Coast are
not in agreement &s to the expected commercial life of these resources under
existing and anticipated future depletion rates. Estimates of the useful life
of seashell resources before depletion vary from 40 to 100 years. For the
purpose of this report, however, this uncertainty is not considered to be a
critical factor. Even though the seashell resource should become drastically
curtailed or exhausted, the need for materials to serve the same uses will
continue. Substitute materials such as limestone, and sand and gravel, are
available from a number ¢f sources for waterborne movement. The actual
material used is determined largely by the delivered cast. If the seashells
are not available it is believed that use of the other materials will increase
and will offset the decrease in seashell movement; accordingly, prospective
commerce in seashells has been estimited to inérease uniformly and reach a
total of 1.0 million tons annually at the end of the 50th yesr.

11. Petroleum and chemicals.- Local interests estimate that prospective
. petroleum and chemical products will amount to 1.5 million tons annually by
the end of the yéar 1964. The annual rate at the end of 1962 was about 0.5
million tons. Based on a straight line projection, the estimates of local
interests indicate that this commerce would amount to about 25 million tons
by the 50th year. In view of the transitional phase of the industry and
economy of the area, a straight line projection from the tonnage in 1962

to 1.5 million tons in 1964 would give undue emphasis to the characteristic
rapid growth in commerce generated by a new industrial complex;, and would
not reflect normal leveling of growth of this commerce after initial produc~
tion volumes have been attained. Investigations in the Chocolate Bayou area
show that one plant {s producing, one is under construction, and a third is
in the planning stage. These plants are or will be interrelated either in
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their feed stocks or end products in a manner typical of several similar
industrial complexes of varying stages of maturity along the Texas Gulf
Coast. Based on statistics of more mature industrial complexes in con-
tiguous areas, it is considered that a very conservative estimate of the
prospective commerce in petroleum and chemicals at this time would amount
to a uniform increase of about 70,000 tons annually to a maximum of about
4.0 million tong at the end of the 50-year period of analysis.

12. Miscellaneous commerce.- Records of commerce on existing shallow-
draft channel projects in the Galveston District show that most of the
waterways carry varying amounts of miscellaneous commodities. to serve the
needs of the area. These miscellaneous commodities vary in class and
quantity on each channel. The Chocolate Bayou project undoubtedly would
develop a considerable commerce in miscellaneous commodities, however, since
these commoditlies cannot be identified at this time this traffic is not
evaluated for the purposes of this report.

13. Summary of prospective commerce.- In summary, the total estimated
prospective commerce that would move over the improved Chocolate Bayou
channel is estimated to amount to 4.0 million tons of petroleum and chemical
commodities and 1.0 million tons of seashells, or a total of 5.0 million
tons of commerce by the end of the 50-year period of analysis.,

" 14, Existing vessel traffic.- A detailed tabulation of the trips,
drafts, and direction of movement of vessel traffic on Chocolate Bayou for
the calendar year 1962 is given in table B.
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TABLE B

TRIPS AND DRAFTS OF VESSELS

(Calendar year 1962)

INBOUND
: “Self- : 3 :
Draft : propelled : Non-self s :
(ft.) vessels s___propelled vessels -~ : Other : Total
H Towboat or % H H g
3 tugboat : Dry cargo : Tanker : H
8 H 125 : 163 121 - : 409
7 : 13 H 32 3 - : = : 45
6 H 84 : 8 H - H : 95
5 H 26 H 1 44 s - : 71
3 ? - 3 - 3 1 - : 1
2 H - H - 2 32 H - H 32
Total : 248 : 204 : 198 3 H 653
QUTBOUND
: Self- 2
Draft 3  propelled H Non-self :
(fr.) : vessels : o v 1s Other : Total
: Towboat or : ¢ :
:  tugboat : Dry cargo : Tanker : 3
8 121 : 4 ;39 - : 164
7 H 12 : 1 H - H - 13
6 : 90 3 - : -3 H 93
5 3 26 : - g - - : 26
3 H = H - 1 - : 1
2 3 - 2 197 s 157 H - H 354
: 249 $ 202 s 197 3 ¢

Total =

as o

651
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15. Practically all of the existing traffic consists of barge tows of
one towboat with one or two barges arranged in tandem. These tows are
utilized in the movement of seashells from reefs in both Galveston and San
Antonio Bays into the Chocolate Bayou area, and in the movement of petroleum
. and chemical products through the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway into Chocolate
Bayou.

16. Under existing conditions local interests report that damages to
vessel traffic occur mainly in the unimproved channel above the locally
improved channel. According to the local interests these marine accidents
consist of collisions and groundings which involve damage to propellers,
broken shafts or transmissions, sinkings and damage to fixed piers and other
shore facilities, .

17. A summary of the trips, drafts, and direction of movement of vessel
traffic on Chocolate Bayou for the decade 1953-1962 1s given in table C.
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TABLE C

SUMMARY OF TRIPS AND DRAFTS OF VESSELS
(1953-1962)

: ' Total
Year: - VESSEL TRIPS L % inbound

s~ Total Inbound . B Iotal ouTbound™— _ : . and

: _ (drafts in feet) : _ . (drafts in feet) __._soutbound

: _ X Totali — ¢ & & : Total
8 yi 6 5 lega:trips: 8 7 .6 5 less : trips

a4

- 86 54 15 283 438 :  B82

1

1953: 40 207 179 16 2 444

CETEE L I 1)

1956: 53 155 189 - 1 98 : 1 35 98 - 262 396 i 794
1955: 3% 95 161 2 - 292 : - 25 71 2 192 290 : 582
19561 - 130 188 - - 318 i - 8 100 - 210 319 . 637
9570 13 76 205 2 - 29 i - 7 119 - 170 29 i 592
1958: 161 112 256 - =~ 529 : - 4 214 . a1 529 : 1058
1959: 69 54 141 - 1 265 1 - 3 112 - 150 265 : 530
1960: 118 46 131 - - 295 : 1 3 118 - 173 295 . 590
1961: 201 36 165 - - 402 :37 3 16 - 246 402 : 804

1962: 409 45 95 71 33 653 :164 13 93 26 355 651 : 1304
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18. Traffic on the bayou was relatively stable and averaged about 719
vessel trips annually over the period 1953-1962. The traffic increased
sharply in 1962 following completion of the Monsanto plant.

19.  Prospective vessel traffic.- It is anticipated that the number of
trips of vessels on an improved waterway would diminish initially through
more efficient loading of existing equipment and the use of larger capacity
equipment that could trensport the same tonnage in fewer trips. However, it
is estimated that the period of this decrease in vessel traffic would be of
comparatively short duration and that the increasing movement of commerce
would be reflected in a uniform increase in vessel trips as the eccnomy of
the area develops. It is estimated that the number of trips of vessels with
loaded drafts of 7 feet or over will average about 295@@ trips annually,
over the 50-year period.

20. Estimates of benefits to navigation.- Benefits that would be
attributable to an improved channel in Chocolate Bayou are the savings in
transportation cost of barge movement of prospective commerce in fully loaded
barges or by more efficient use of equipment on the improved channel as com-
pared to the cost of moving this commerce over the existing chanmnel in reach
1 and over the original unimproved channel in reach 2. Additional navigation
- savings would be realized from the reduction in hazards to navigation from
deepening, widening and curve easing in the existing channel. Maintenance of
reach 1 is justified by savings from the locally dredged channel attributable
to existing petroleum commerce of 500,000 tons and existing seashell commerce
of 170,000 tons. '

21. Qgeration of shell barges.- Seashells dredged from reefs in both

San Antonio Bay and Galveston Bay are moved inland through Chocolate Bayou
to shell material yards on the bayou. This commerce is presently being
transported in tows of one 600-HP towboat and two 2,000-ton open barges
partially loaded. The barges are loaded to an average of about 1,360 tons.
Present conditions of the unimproved channel necessitate reducing this volume
to about 1,000 tons per barge during the winter months. Barges are loaded
‘to about 1,600 tons during the summer months. Sharp bends in the unimproved
channel limit the length of tows to less than 250 feet and limit the speed
to 3 miles per hour. The two-barge tow is split up before entering the
uvnimproved channel at mile 8.2 and the barges sare moved separately upstream
to the seashell material yards.

22. The available depths of waters in the bays at the points of origin
of the seashells limit transportation equipment used in the movement of sea-
shells to a maximum 7-foot draft. The 12- x 125-foot channel proposed for
reach 2 in plan 3 would provide some additional efficiency in operation of
this equipment through more maneuver room and some increase in operating
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speed but these additional benefits are considered minor. For the purposes

of this report, estimates cf benefits from & reduction in cost of transporting
seashells are to be considered the same for all three plans. Savings in
transportation costs attributable to the propcsed improvements are derived
from elimination of splitting the tows in Chocolate Bayou and the ability

to ‘operate tows more efficiently. These savings for the prospective commerce
in seashells are reduced to an average anmial equivalent benefit for each

of the three plans. '

23. Estimates of benefits are based on the difference in the cost of
transporting the prospective commerce in seashells over reach 2 of the
existing bayou channel, 28 compared to the chamnel proposed under each of
the three plans. Savings to navigation derived from the movement of
170,000 tons of existing commerce are estimated to emount to $25,200
annually. Movement of the future increased commerce in seashells, which

“would reach a total of one million tons annually in the 50th year of the
project, would derive additional savings in the emount of $122,800 in that
year. The equivalent average annual value of these additional savings based
on a 3 percent interest rate for the 50-year period amounts to about

$48,000 annually. The total benefits from savings in transportation of

the prospective commerce in seashells for plans 1, 2, and 3 are estimated

at $73,200 annually.

24, Operation of petroleum barges.- Additional benefits have been esti-
mated from the movement of 500,000 tons of existing commerce of petroleum and
chemical products in reach 1 only for the improvements proposed in plans 2 and
3 of this report. Benefits from the movement of 875,000 tons of prospective
petrcleum commerce over reach 2 in plans 1 and 2 are based on the difference
in transportation cost of moving this traffic over the unimproved channel as
compared to moving this traffic over the improved 9- x 100-foot channel. The
movement of petroleum and chemical products would be handled via tows made
up Of one GUU-HT touwbvsi and iwv Lauk Vairges vi about 10,000 Lavvels
1,500 tons capacity each. Under the present unimproved channel conditions;
the handling of these tows on reach 2 of the baycu would, of necessity, be
in the same manner as that used by the seashell barges. The two-barge tow
would be split in Chocolate Bayou, at mile 8.2, and the barges would move
individually up the bayou. Benefits from the movement of 3,125,000 tons of
prospective petroleum commerce over reach 1 in plans 2 and 3, and 875,000 tons
of prospective commerce over reach 2 in plan 3, & 12- x 123-foot channel; are
based on the difference in transportation cost of moving this traffic in
larger and faster tows with the average tow being made up of one 1200-HP
towboat and two tank barges of about 20,000 bbls. capacity each. A summary
of the estimated savings to navigstion on the movement of the existing
petroleum and chemical commerce over Chocclate Bayou for the plans investigate
is given in table D.

50



TABLE D

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED SAVINGS TO NAVIGATION IN
PETROLEUM AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS TRANSPORTATION COSTS

I

Hours Cost ‘Total
Cost . per per Cost - Average savings
per round round per savings (500, 000
Reach hour trip trip ton per ton _toens)

EXISTING CHANNEL CONDITICNS
(ONE 600-HP TOWBOAT WITH TWO 1500-TON TANK BARGES)

1 $37.27 13.6 $507  $0.169 - -
2 37.27 19.0 708 0.236 - -
PLAN NO. 1
(ONE 600~HP TOWBOAT WITH TWO 1500-TON TANK BARGES)
1 $37.27 13.6 $507  $0.169 - -
2 37.27 15.1 563 0.188 $0.048 _
PLAN NO. 2

(ONE 1200-HP TOWBCAT AND TWC 3000-TON TANK BARGES -~ REACH 1;
ONE 600-HP TOWBOAT WITH TWO 1500-TON TANK BARGES -REACH 2)

1 $54.77 2.1 $498  $0.083 $0.086 $43, 000
2 37.27 15.1 563 0.188 0.048 -
PLAN NO. 3
(ONE 120C-HP TOWBOAT AND TWC 3000-TON TANK BARGES)
1 $54.77 9.1 $498  $0.083 $0.086 $43,000
2 54,77 10.1

553 6.092 0.096 -
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25. Estimates of the total benefits from savings in the transportation
costs of the prospective commerce in petroleum and chemicals are reduced to
an equivalent average annual benefit for each of the plans investigated.

26. Plan No. 1.- &. Reach l:, No additional savings have been
estimated from a reduction in transportation costs of the 500,000 tons of .
existing, or 2,625,000 tons of increased petroleum and chemical commerce
attributeble to this reach of the chanmel.

b. Reach 2: At this time there is no petroleum commerce transiting
reach 2; however, movement of an estimated 875,000 tons of prospective com-
merce in petroleum and chemicals attributable to improvements in this reach
would derive a savings in the amount of $42,000 in the 50th year of the
project life. The additional savings reduced to an average annual équivalent
benefit, using a 3 percent interest rate would amount to about $16,400
annually over the 50-year period. The total benefits from a reduction in
cost of transportation of petroleum and chemicals attributable to reach 2
of plan 1 is estimated at $16,400 annually.

27. Plan No. 2.- &. Reach 1% Based on & similar analysis and the use
of larger and more efficient equipment; initial savings to transportation in
the movement of existing commerce over this reach amount to about $43,000
annually. The additional savings in the movement of 2,625,000 tons of
increased commerce in petroleum and chemicals would ammunt to $225,700
in the 50th year of the project. These savings, reduced tc &n equivalent
average annual benefit at 3 percent imterest rate would amount to about
$88,300 annually,

b, Reach 2: As in plan 1, estimated savings in the movement of
875,000 tons of prospective commerce in petrcleum and chemicals attributable
to improvements in this reach would amount to $42,000 in the 50th year of
Lie pLUJt:L.h iife. Thease umva,uaay reduced 5 anm aversgt annusl cavivalant

WY N 0 e B WO  Neo | e o ¥ w2 o i Rn

benefit, would amount to sbout $16,400 annually.

¢. Total benefits attributable te the chamnels proposed under
plan 2 from reduced cost in transporting the prospective commerce in
petroleum and chemicals amount to about $147,700 snnually over the 50 years
of the project life.

28, Plan No. 3.- a. Reach l: The estimated savings attributable to
improvements to reach 1 would amount to $43,000 annually for 500,000 tons of
existing petroleum and chemical commerce and $88,300 annually for 2,625,000
tong of increased petroleum and chemical commerce.
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b. Reach 2: Based on the use of larger and more efficient equip-
ment, savings in transportation cost in the movement of 875,000 tons of
prospective commerce over reach 2 amount to $84,000 in the 50th year of the
project life. These savings, reduced to an average annual equivalent benefit,
would- amount to about $32,900 annually.

c. Total benefits attributable to the channel proposed under plan.3
from reduced cost in transporting the prospective commerce in petroleum and
chemicals are estimated at $164,200 annually over the 50-year project life.

29. Hazards to navigation.- The existing stream in reach 2 has a
narrow, meandering channel and the navigational accidents have been quite
frequent in the past with damages to pleasure craft, private piers and
commercial equipment. These accidents have ranged from slight damages to
complete replacements of pleasure craft and the salvage of a sunken towboat,
Often, while making a sharp bend in the bayou, a towboat will damage its
propeller, shaft, or transmission when the tow would inadvertently move too
close and strike the stream bank. In December 1961 the tug "Joyce" struck
an unknown submerged object and sank at about channel mile 10.4. The salvage
cost for this accident amounted to approximately $40,000. During that year
alone, losses of operating time, labor and equipments rentals amounted to more
than $50,000, however, there are no available records of all damages to navi-
gation that have occurred due to the hazardous conditions of the channel.
Estimates of benefits from a reduction in hazards to navigation are based on
the amount of traffic congestion, type of traffic, and operating speeds of
vessels engaged in the movement of the existing and prospective commerce and
in pleasure craft operating in and out of the Chocolate Bayou area. These
factors are considered in relation to channel size and alignment, The estimated
average annual benefits from reduction in hazards to navigation tu existing
and prospective traffic in reaches 1 and 2 are shown in table E;

TABLE E

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED AVERAGE ANNUAL BENEFITS FROM
REDUCTION IN HAZARDS TO NAVIGATION
_ OVER 50-YEAR PERIOD OF ANALYSIS

'+ PIANNO. 1 : PLANNO. 2 :  PLAN NO. 3
Item : Reach 1 : Reach 2 : Reach 1 : Reach 2 : Reach 1 : Reach 2

Existing traffic : - . $5,000  $8,000  $5,000  $8,000  $8,000
Future additional :

traffic : - : 7,000 10,000 7,000 10,000 12,000
Total prospective ,

for reach - 12,000 18,000 12,000 18,000 20, 000
Total prospective

for plan $12,000 $30, 000 $38,000
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30.

Summary of navigation benefits.-

The total benefits creditable to

navigation improvements proposed under the three plans considered as estimated
in the preceding paragraphs are summarized in table F, as follows:

TABLE F
. SUMMARY OF TOTAL ESTIMATED AVERAGE ANNUAL NAVIGATION BENEFITS

Existing : Future increase :'Total prospective
commerce ¢ _in commerce* : commerce .
Itenm Reach l:Reach 2 : Reach 1:Reach 2 : Reach 1:Reach 2
. PLAN NO, 1
Savings in seashells :
transportation - $25,200 - $48,000 = $73,200
Savings in petroleum &
chemical transportation - - - 16,400 - 16, 400
Reduction in hazards to
navigation- - 5,000 - 7,000 - 12,000
Total - 30,200 - 71,400. - 101,600
TOTAL PLAN NO, I--=-----. $101,600
. PLAN NO. 2
Savings in seashells
trangportation . - $25,200 - $48,000 . - $73, 200
Savings in petroleum &
‘chemical transportation $43,00C - $88,300 $16,400 $131,300 $16,400
Reduction in hazards to .
navigation 8,000 5,000 10,000 7,000 18,000 12,0C0
Total 51,000 30,200 98,300 71,400 149,300 101,600 -
TOTAL PLAN NO, 2=-======== $250,900
. PLAN NO. 3
Savings in seashells trans- ’
portation - $25,200 - $45,000 - $73,200
Savings in petroleum & B S
chemical transportation $43,000 - $88, 300 32,900 131,300 32,900
Reduction in hazards to R -
.navigation - 8,000 -8,000 10,000 12,000 18,000 20,000
: Total 51,000 33,200 98,300 92,900 149,300 126,100
TOTAL PLAN NO, 3~=-=-=====$275,400

*Equivalent average annual values
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RECREATION

31. General.- Chocolate Bayou provides an easy access to small boats
of water sports enthusiasts and recreational boaters to the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway in West Bay and from the Gulf of Mexico through San Luis Pass. The
bayou is also well located for ready access by residents of the area over an
adequate system of county roads and state highways. For these reasons,
development of additional recreational facilities in conmection with improve~
ment of the bayou for navigation are considered in this study.

32, Present recreational facilities.- At present there are several
commercial small boat facilities situated on Chocolate Bayou. They include
Chocolate Bayou Marina, Johnsons Marina, Petersons Yacht Basin, and Snug
Harbor Marina. These establishments offer service facilities that include
fuel and oil, launching ramps, launching slings, sleeping accommodations,
food and drinks, and marine repair services. In addition numerous private
plers and shore facilities have been constructed by owners of homes along .
both banks of the bayou.

33. Proposed recreational facilities,- The growing popularity of
boating as a form of outdoor recreation has greatly increased the need for
adequate public access to bodies of water. For this reason, an access park
with minimum recreational facilities is proposed for comstruction in conjunc-
tion with the navigation project. Facilities to be provided for initial
installation at the access park would consist of a boat launching ramp,
picnic tables, fireplaces, and sanitary facilities.

34. Future recreational development.- Based upon a formula contained
in the Delaware River Basin Report, and the 1.25 million people residing in
the proposed project's zone of influence (50-mile radius of the project),

a potential of 29,000 visitors for water based recreation could be estimated
for the project area on a normsl summer Sunday. With numerous other facilities
being located in the general service area, it would not be expected that
visitation to the Chocolate Bayou facility would even approach the potential
computed in this manner. However, the facility would be well located and
undoubtedly would attract a considerable number of visitors from facilities
that are now crowded beyond reasonable capacity. It is expected that the
proposed access park will experience full initial use. At least two other
suitable sites along Chocolate Bayou are presently undeveloped. When
visitation to the proposed park constantly exceeds its capacity, the develop-
ment of additional access parks should be considered.

35. Recreational benefits.- The recreational benefits for the proposed
access park are based upon an estimated 38,000 visitor days per year. The
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38,000 visitor days were derived under the assumptions that an average of

28 family units would visit the park each day for 340 days (365 days/year

(-) 25 days/year of inclement weather), and that each family unit would

average four people. The unit value of the recreational activities is _
estimated at $0.50 per visitor day. Therefore, the annual recreational benefits
for the proposed access park are estimated at $19,000,

SALINITY CONTIROL

36. General.- Project evaluation studies pertaining to the proposed
navigation channel in Chocolate Bayou include consideration of crop damage
incurred by rice growers from salt contamination of rice irrigation water
taken from Chocolate Bayou and the effect that the proposed channel improve-
ments will have on the salt contamination problem.

37. Irrigation.- The rice industry in the project area began in the
middle °30's when growing cotton was no longer profitable. Two irrigation
companies, the Brazoria County Rice Co., and Duward Harper Canal (now known
as the Chocolate Bayou Rice and Canal Co.) started at almost the same time.
The Brazorla County Rice Co. takes irrigation water from Chocolate Bayou at
mile 14.4. The Chocolate Bayou Rice and Canal Co. takes water for its
carals at about mile 17.0. There are 30,000 acres of rice under cultivation
in the drainage area, of which about 4,000 acres are usually irrigated from
Chocolate Bayou. The remainder is normally irrigated with water diverted
from the Brazos River to the west. Irrigation water generally is needed
during the period from April thru Septermber, with the peak demands occurring
either in July or August. While the quality of water required for irrigating
rice varies with the seasons and growth stage of the crop, the required
volume depends principally upon the amount and distribution of local rainfall.
In wet years good crops have been produced by pumping only one or two acre-
feet of water per acre of crop while during dry years, which are accompanied
by low flows in the bayou, optimum production may require about 4 acre-feet
of water per acre of crop.

38. Saltwater intrusion.- Studies have been made of the saltwater
intrusion problem. It was found that, under both the former natural condi-
tions and the existing conditions of channel improvement to the Monsanto
Chemical Co. plant, there is no consistent or predictable condition of
movement or behavior of the saltwater wedge in Chocolate Bayou. The degree
of salinity in bayou water will be affected by tidal and wind influenced
water levels in Chocolate Bay, rainfall runoff into the bayou, pumping
rates related to the growing cycle which will affect fresh water storage in
the bayou; and return flow into the bayou from both the Chocolate Bayou water
and the water imported from the Brazos River. Generally the Chocolate Bayou
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water will be utilized so long as it is suitable. However, when this water
becomes too saline, its use will be discontinued and the more costly Brazos
River water use will be increased.

39. Prevention of damages from saltwater intrusion.- In the absence
reliable data that would permit a realistic analysis of the saltwater damag
to rice crops under original unimproved, existing, and improved conditions,
quantitative evaluation of the damages that would be eliminated, reduced or
prevented by & structure designed to solve the problem can be made. Howeve
it is a well known fact that deepening and/or widening of the tidal reaches
coastal streams increases the upstream movement of a saltwater wedge and; a
other factors remaining the same, increases the magnitude of any existing
saltwater intrusion problem. '

40. Installation of a ssltwater barrier would serve to mitigate any
damages that might be induced by additional enlargement or extension cf the
existing navigation improvements. It would also eliminate practically all
of the damages that may have been incurred by comnstrustion of the existing
improved channel as well as damages that may have existed under the natural
conditions of the bayou prior to any navigation improvement. There are no
available data that would permit & reasongble evaluation or identification
of damages attributable to each of these conditions. It is known, however,
that the Chocolate Baycu water used for irrigation has a value of many
thousands of dollars per year compared to the cost of alternative water
supplied from the Brazos River. Since a simple barrier structure can be cor
structed at comparatively small cost; for the purpose of this report the
overall benefits from prevention of damages from saltwater intrusion under
existing conditions are evaluated as being at least equal to the annual
charges for construction, operation and maintenance of the barrier, which
are estimated at $9,000.

BENEF ITS

41, Average annual equivalent benefits.- The benefits derived from
the increments of future growth of prospective commerce were reduced to
average annual equivalent benefits, with computations based on a compound
interest rate of 3 percent over a project analysis period of 350 years. For
example, under plan No. 1 the navigation benefits from a reduction in trans-
portation cost of the existing commerce of 170,000 tons of seashells transit
ing reach 2 are estimated to amount tc $25,200 annually. Based ou the
analysis of prospective seashell commerce over reach 2, this benefit would
increase uniformly to $122,800 at the end of the 50-year period of analysis.
The reduction factor, taken from EM-1120-2-118, is .39115. Thus, the averag
annual equivalent value of the $122,800 increase reached in 530 years
would be $48,000. This amount, added to the estimate of benefits to be
derived from existing commerce, gives a total average annual benefit over
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the 50-year period of $73,200. Average annual equivalent benefits for all
estimates based on prospective commerce were computed in the same manner,

42, Summary of benefits.- The benefite creditable to all improvements
proposed under the plans considered in this report have been estimated on the
basis. of January 1964 prices. Estimates of the total average annual benefits
-creditable to each plan of improvement are summarized in tseble G.

TABLE G
SUMMARY OF TOTAL ESTIMATED AVERAGE ANNUAL BENEF ITS*

(in thousands of dollars)

__Plans congidexed
Item . No. I~ No. 2 No. 3

Savings to transpcrtation § 89.6 $220.9 7 .$237.4
Reduction in hazards to navigation 12.0 _ 3¢.0 38.0

Prevention of damages from
saltwater intrusion 9.0 9.0 9.0
Recreation o _19.0 19.0 19.0
Total benefits 129,6 278.9 303.4

*Includes equivalent average annual benefits

43. Comparison of benefits and costs.- The estimated annual charges
for the recommended plan of improvement are presented in detail in appendix II
to this report. The annual charges include the estimated costs for operating
and maintaining the proposed project. The average annual benefits; as estimated
in this appendix, are $278,900, the annual charges $87,000, and the benefit- -
to-cost ratio is 3,2, ' :

PROJECT FORMULATION

44. General.~ Each of the three channels considered for navigation
improvement was examined in two separate reaches in order to consider the
benefits that would be realized by the existing and prospective commerce.
Examination of project values by separate reaches for each channel size
considered provided economic data for use in the formulation of the project.
To determine the optimum scale of development; a curve was constructed for
each of the plans considered, by plotting the excess benefits over charges.
This curve is shown on exhibit 1 to this appendix. Ingpection of this curve
shows that the plan with the maximum excess of benefits over charges would be
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in the vicinity of plan 2, with a 12- by 125-foot channel for redth l;7and a
9- by 100-~foot channel for reach 2. Additional information describing the
three plans considered, the comparison of the plans, and selection of a plan,
can be found in paragraphs 43 through 48 of the text.
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

APPENDIX TI

ENGINEERING AND COST DATA

1. General.- This appendix presents information pertaining to
detalled estimates of first cost, investment, and asnnual cha.rges for .
the proposed plan of improvement.

2. Plans of :I.mprovemento- Three plans of improvement referred
to as plans 1, 2, and 3 were lnvestigated during this study and are
described in paregraphs 43 through 45 of the text. - Plan 1 includes
maintenance of the locally dredged channel to a depth of 9 feet over &
bottom width of 100 feet; and extension of the 9-foot by 100-foot chan-
nel upstream in Chocolate Bayou to a turning basin of 9-foot depth in
the vieinity of Liverpool. Plsn 2 would enlarge the locally dredged
cheannel to a depth of 12 feet over a bottom width of 125 feet, and would
construct a 9-foot by 100-foot chennel to a turning basin in the vicinity
of ILiverpool. Flan 3 would enlarge the locally dredged channel to 12
feet over a bottom width of 125 feet, and would construct a 1l2-foot by
125-foot channel to a turning bas:l.n in the vicinity of Liverpool.

3. All plans :follow the same alignment for the navigation chennel
_and differ only in the. depth and width of the two reaches of the water-
wey. Bach plan includes a public access park with minimum basic facil-
ities for recreational use adjacent to the project. Each plan also
includes the construction of a salt water barrier. The chennel dimen-
eions for each plan of improvement are as follows:

Plan 1 Plan 2 Plen 3

Reach 1 - locally dredged Depth (ft) 9 12 12
channel from GIWW to width (£t) 100 125 125
mile 8.2 , Length (mi) 8.2 8.2 8.2

Reach 2 - chennel extension Depth gf‘t) .9 9 12
in Chocolate Bayou from width (ft) 100 100 125
mile 8.2 to turning basin  ILength (mi) 5.2 5.2 5.2
at mile 13.2 :

4, Cost estimates.- The detailed estimates of first cost include
the costs for comstruction, lands, rights-of-way end dameges, contingencies,
engineering, supervision, administration, and overhead. Estimates of
annual charges for the improvements include Interest and asmortization
of the investment over a 50-year period, and the costs of annual main-
tenence, operation and advance replacement of the improvements.
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5. Unit pricesa The wnit prices used in the construction cost
estimates are based on costs for similar work in the area prevailing
during January 196k. The unit price for dredging was based on the esti-
mated costs for & modern 20-inch pipeline dredge with aversge monthly
output of 385,000 cubic yards. The estimate of costs for meintenance,
operation; and advance replacement of the locally constructed aids to
navigation were furnished by the U. S. Coast Guard.

6. Interest rates.- An interest rate of 3.0 percent for Federal
investment;, 3.0 percent for non-Federal public investment, and 4.0 per-
cent for non-Federal private investment were used in computing the annusl
charges for a 50-year period.

T. Rights-of-way and spoil disposal aress.- Estimates of the costs
of rights-of-way required for enlarging and extending the Chocolate Bayou
channel, and for constructing the salt water barrier and the access park,
were based on the estimated present velue of the lands. Spoil disposal
areas used in the construction of the local channel would be used for
the dispossl of materials during the construction snd maintenance of
the 12-foot by 125-foot chammel in reach 1. Material excavated during
the construction and maintenance of the 9-foot by 100-foot chennel in
reach 2 would be placed in spcil areas on land, located at intervals
vhere the pipeline costs for the dredging operations would not be exces-
slve.

8. Materisls.- The materials to be encountered in dredging the
channel improvements, and in constructing the salt water barrier and
the access park, would consist of various conbinations of mend, silt,
and clay. The materials should offer no unusual dredging or construc-
tion difficulties.

9.. Meintenence.~ Estimates of the quantities of maintenance dredging
to be removed annually were based on experienced shoaling rates of similar
channels and basins in the district. The cost estimates for maintenance
dredging and for meintensnce and operation of the salt water barrier and
the access park, were based on the costs for similar work and structures
in the district prevailing during January 1964.

10, -Overdepth and side slopes.=- All estimstes of quantities for
dredging include allowances for overdepth dredging. The allowances in-
clude 2 feet of advance maintenance plus 2 feet of allowable overdepth
in the bay channel or 1 foot of allowable overdepth in the landlocked
reaches. Quantities were computed for channel side slopes of 1 vertical
on 5 horizontal in the bay, and 1 vertical on 3 horizomtal in land cuts.
The side slopes would extend from the bottom limits of the allowable overs
depth for advance masintenance.

1l. OSalt water barrier.- The estimates of costs for the salt water
berrier generally described in parsgraphs 52 and 53 of the text and
detailed on plate 3 included the following engineering and design con-
glderations;
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a. The weir section would consist of prestressed concrete
piling grouted after driving to reduce leakage through the barrier.
The piles would be capped with reinforced concrete to provide a consoli-
dated unit having a uniform bop elevation. Concrete piling were selected
in lieu of ste2l sheet piling because they offer better flow character-
istics for a welr, would allow less leakage when the joints are grouted,
and would be affected less by brackish water corrosion.

b. Steel sheet piling were used for the circular cell abut-
ments because of their ability to resist ring tension, and because of
their economy. The steel sheet piling would be treated above the mud
line with an epoxy-coal tar treatment to prevent corrosion. Piling for
both the weir and the abutments can be driven without the cost of dewater-
ing which would be required for a concrete structure.

¢. A hoist with a hand-operated winch would be provided on

the left hand cell, looking downstream, to epable small, shallow-draft
boats to be Lifted across the barrier. To prewent scouring, the channel
would be riprapped for 25 feet on the downstreem side of the barrier. |
To insure sufficient depth of water at the boat hoist, the channel would
be excavated to elevation -3 feet on the side near the hoist. A flood-
light would be provided to illuminate the boat hoist area at night, and
to identify the structure as a hazard to navigation.

12, Access park, recreational facilities.- The estimates of cost
for constructing the recreational facilities at the accéss park described
in paragraph 54 of the text, and indicated on plate 3, were based generally
on similar facilities included in the drawing folioc entitled: "Standard
plans for recreationsl facilities, Corps of Engineers, Civil Works, 1961."

13. Contingencies and allowances.- 'The estimates include allowances
to cover contingencies during construction, and the estimated engineering
and overhead cosis separated into engineering and design costs and super-
vision and administration costs. An allowance of 15 percent was used to
cover contingencies in connection with the dredging operations. A 20 percent
contingency allowance was used in the cost estimates for land acguisition;
construction of spoil ares embankments, dikes, ete.; relocation of utility
crossings; construction of the salt water barrier; and construction of the
access park recreational facilities. The allowances for engineering and
overhead costs were estimated on the basis of current costs in the district.

14. Preauthorization study costs.- The sum of $289000 has been ex-
pended for preauthorization survey and study costs, ineluding the prepara-
tion of this report. The cost estimates in this appendix are exclusive of
the preguthorization study costs.

15, Estimates of first costs and annual charges.- A summary of the first
costs and annual charges for the variocus plans considered in this report is
shown in table "A" of this sppendix. Detailed estimates of first costs and

“annual charges for the proposed plan of improvement are shown in tables B
through I of this appendix.
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

TABLE A

FIRST COSTS AND ANNUAL CHARGES
FOR PLANS CONSIDERED

-(in thousands of‘dollars).

- - t____ Plans congidered
Item ‘ : No. 1 ¢ No, 2(1): TNo. 3
'Federal first costs ' ‘ o
a. Corps of Engineers. : _ 923.0 1,319.0 1,839.0
b. U. S. Cosst Guard None None None -
c. ‘Total Federal first cost 923,0 1,319.0 1,839.0
. Non-Federal first costs | o |
‘a. Non-Federal, public 278.0  306.0 395.0 -
"b. Non-Federal, private _50.0 50.0 ok.0
c. Total non-Federal first cost 328.0 356.0 489.0
Total first cost . - o
a. Federal . 923.0  1,319.0 1,839.0
.bo Non-FedeI‘&l ;!2800 3§§50 ll'B oo
‘ C. TOt&l fir’Bt COB'b 1325100 1, TBﬂQ' 2, izgco
Federal investment . o . ‘
a. Corps of Engineers 923.0 1,319.0 1,839.0
Federal annual charges . : S
a. Corps of Engineers 43.0(2)  60.0(2) 80.0(2)
Non-Federal investment . -
a. Non-Federal, public _ 278.0 - 306.0 395.0
b. Non-Federal, private 0.0 50.0 9k, 0
c. Total non-Federsl investment - 328.0 356.0 189.0
Non-Federal ennual charges : :
a. Non-Federal, public 23.4 24.7 28.3
b. Non-Federal, private 2.3 2.3 LR
¢. Total non-Federal annual charges - 25.T 27.0 32.7
Total annual charges B
&. Federal 43.0(2) 60.0(2) - 80.0(2)
b. Noen-Federal 26.0 27.0 . 33.0
c. Total annual charges 59,0 : 87.0 113.0 -

"Recommended plan. '

Does not include annual cost of $6,000 for maintenance dredging of local
channel, or $5,000 for meintenance and advance replacement of aids to
pavigation constructed by local interests.
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

TABLE B
ESTIMATES OF FIRST COST FOR
RECOMMENDED CHANNEL - IMPROVEMENTS

(12* x 125° channel in reach 1; 9' X 100° channel snd 9' X 600' X 600!

turning basin in reach 2)

Ttem: T - 3 T . Unit  :
No. : Iten ;Unit : Quantity cost : Cost
1. Federal first cost
&a. Corps of Engineers
(01.0) Lands & damages
Acquisition cost’ Ovnership 30 $150.00

Contingencies = ,
Total, land and damages -

(09.0) Channels

Dredging
Reach 1 c.Y. 1,588,000 0.19
Reach 2 _ c.¥. 2,010,000 0.28
Subtotal channels
Contingencies

Total channels

(30.0) Engineering & Design
(31.0) Supervision & Administration
Total Corps of Engineers
b. U. 8. Coast Guard
¢. Federal first cost

2. Non-Federal first cost
a. Non-Federal public

(1) Acquisition cost Ownership 30 - 650,00
(2) Rights-of-way
Reach 1 . Acres 28 250.00
Reach 2 Acres 131 T00.00
(3) Spoil areas
Reach 1 Acres. 56 60.00
Reach 2 Acres 270 90.00
(k) Levees & spillweys Job - 18 98,000.00
Subtotal
Contingencies

Total, non-Fedéral Public
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l, 1393 000
None

1,139,000

19,500

7,000
91,700

35360
24,300

—8388
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TABLE B (CONT'D)

Tten: : : : Unit :
No. : Item 4 : Unit : Quantity : Cost : Cost

b. Non-Federal private
(1) Relocations (utilities)
(a) Relocate Dow Chemical Co. 2-4" pipelines

at Mile 8.8 $ 13,200
(b) Relocate Pan American Refinery Co. 1l-4"
products pipeline at Mile 9.6 10,400
() Relocate Houston Lighting & Power Co. 138 KV
aerial crossing at Mile 9.6 16,000
(d) Relocate Houston Lighting & Power Co. 12 KV 80
aerial crossing at Mile 11.9 1,300
Subtotal 41,500
Contingencies ‘ 8,600
Total, non-ederal Private 50,000
c. Total non-Federal First Cost 341,000

3. Total first cost

a. Federal ' 1,139,000

b. Non-Federal 341,000
Total first cost 1,480,000
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REVIEW OF REPORTS

ON

CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

TABLE C

ESTIMATES OF FIRST COST FOR
RECOMMENDED SALT WATER BARRIER

Ttem: : s : Unit '
No. : Item : Unit : Quentity : cost ¢ Cost
1 Federal first cost
a. Corps of Engineers
{(01.0) Lands & damages Ownership 1 $ 150.00 $ 150
Contingencies )
Total, lands & damages 200
(O4.0) Dem, salt water barrier
1) Structural steel 1b. 2,000 Lo 800
2) Reinforcing steel Lb. 400 .15 60
3) Concrete c.Y. 8 40.00 320
4) Steel sheet piling S.F. 5,550 3.80 21,090
5) Steel sheet piling _
connection Fto Lo 11.00 440
(6) Prestressed concrete
sheet piling S.F. 3,800 5.25 19,950
7) Excavation c.Y. 16,000 .80 12,800
8) Structural backfill C.Y. 7,500 1.00 7,500
9) Riprap, rubble Ton 260 10.00 2,600
;10 Filter blanket c.Y. 80 7.00 560
11) Shell c.Y. 30 5.00 150
12) Hoist Job L.S. 3000.00 3,000
13) Grubbing Acre 3 200.00 600
(14) Floodlight on pole Job L.S. 200.00 200
15) Powerline Mlle 5 3000.00 1,500
Subtotel, construction 71,570
Contingencies 13,230
Totel 8L, BCO
(30.0) Engineering & design 15,000
(31.0) Supervision & administration 15,000
Total Corps of Engineers 115,000
b. Coast Guard None

¢. Total Federal first cost
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TABLE C {Cont'd)

: : : Unit :
Itenm ¢t Unit : Quantity : cost :  Cost
Non-Federal first cost
a. Non-Federal public
l; Acquisition cost Ownership 1 $ 650.00 $ 650
2) Rights-of-way Acre 6 1300.00 7,800
© Subtotal 8,550
Contingencies 1,550
Total non-Federal public 10,000
b. RNon-Federal private Noné
c. Total, non-Federal first cost 10,000
Total first cost
a. Federsl 115,000
b. Ron-Federal 10,000
Motal First cost 125,000
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

" ‘TABLE D

ESTIMATES OF FIRST COST
RECOMMENDED ACCESS PARK

Item: :. : T : Unit :
No. i Ttem : Unit : Quantity : cost ~: Cost
1 Federal first cost
a. Corps of Engineers
(01.0) Lands & damages Ownership 1 $ 150.00 $ 150
Contingenciles 50
Totel, lands & demages 200
(14.0) Recreation facilities
El; 28' Hard surface road  L.F, - 2,000 10.00 20,000
2) Hard surface parking &
' turnabout areas S.F. 30,000 0.35 10,500
3; Picnic tebles Ea. 28 150.00 4,200
L) water well w/pump Ea. 1 900.00 900
5) Comfort stations Ea. 2 200.00 - 4oo
6) Refuse contalners Ea. 14 50,00 700
7) Fireplaces Fa. 14 40,00 560
8; Launching ramp Ea. 1l 1,500.00 1,500
9) Timber T-head wharf Esa. 1 1,500.00 1,500
10) Brush removal Job IL.S.  350.00 350
11) Directional sign Ea. 1 150.00 150
12) 4' x 4O' timber wharf Ea. 1 1,500.00 1,500
{13) Landscaping Job L.s. 500,00 500
' Subtotal, construction 2,7
Contingencies 9,040
Subtotal, access park 51,800
(30.0) Engineering & design 5,000
(31.0) Supervision & administration _8,000
Total Corps of Engineers 65,000
b. U. S. Coast Guard None

¢c. Total Federal first cost
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TABLE ® (Cont'd)

Ttem: : : . : Unit
No. : Item : Unit : Quantity : cost : Cost

2 Non-Federal first cost
a. Non-Federal public

Iands and damages Acres T $ 600.00 3$ 4,200
Contingencies 800
Total non-Federal public 5,000

b. Non-Federal private - ' None
¢. Total non-Federal first cost | 5,000

3 Total first cost
‘a. Federal . 65,000

b. Non-Federal 5,000
Total first cost 70,000
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON

CHOCOLATE BAYQU, TEXAS

TABLE E

TOTAL ESTIMATED FIRST COSTS FOR
RECOMMENDED PLAN OF IMPROVEMENT

¢t Channel
JTtem :

: Salt water: Access:

improvements: barrier

s Total

1.

Federal first costs
a, Corps of Engineers

Construction(i) $ 999,000
Engineering and design 49,000
' Supervision and adminis-
tration 91,000
Subtotal, Corps of
Engineers - 1,139,000
b. U.S. Coast Guard None

¢, Total Federal first cost 1,139,000

Non-Federal first costs
a. Non-Federal, public 291,000
b. Non-Federal, private 50,000

c. Total non-Federal first cost™ 341,000

Total first cost

2., Federal 1,129,000
b. Non-Federal 341,000
¢c. Total first cost 1,480,000

s Park

$ 85,000 $52,000 $1,136,000
15,000 5,000 69,000
15,000 8,000 114,000
115,000 65,000 1,319,000
None None None
115,000 65,000 1,319,000
10,000 5,000 306,000
Ncne None 50,000
10,000 5,000 356,000
115,000 65,000 1,312,000
10,000 5,000 356,000
-'Tﬁﬁfﬁﬁo 70,000 1,675,000

(1) Includes lands and damages (title review)
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS-

TABLE F
ESTIMATES OF ANNUAL CHARGES FOR
RECOMMENDED NAVIGATION IMPROVEMENTS
(12* x 125' channel in reach 1; 9' x 100' channel and 9' x 600' x 600"
turning basin in reach 2)

Ttem: - T
No. : Item : Cost
Estimated construction pericd (months) 6
1 Federal investment
a. Corps of Engineers _ $ 1,139,000
b. U.S5. Coast Guard : None
¢, Total Federal investment - 1,139,000
@ Federal annual charges
a. Corps of Engineers
1. Interest on investment, 3% 34,200
2. Amortizatlon, 50-yrs 10,100
3. Maintenance 8,700
Total Corps of Engineers 53,000 (1)
3 Non-Federal investment _
a. Non-Federal public . 291,000
b. HNon~Federal private ) 50,000
¢, Total non-Federal lnvestment 3El,000
L Non-Federal annual charges
: 8. Non-Federal public .
1. Interest on investment, 3% 8,700
2, Amortization, 50-yrs 2,600
3. Maintenance 1,400
Total non-Federal public 12,700
b. Non-Federal private , :
1. Interest on investment, L% 2,000
2. Amortizaticn, 50-yrs 300
Total non-Federal private 2,300
c. Total non-Federal annual charges ' 15,000
5 Total annual charges _ :
a. Federal . 53,000 (1)
b. Non-Federal 15,000
¢. Total annual charges 68,000

(1) Does not include annual cost of;$6,000 for maintenance dredging of local
channel, or $5,000 maintenance and adwvance replacement of aids to naviga-
tion constructed by local interests.

72



REVIEW OF REPORTS
oN :

CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

TABLE G
ESTIMATES OF ANNUAL CHARGES FOR
RECOMMENDED SALT WATER BARRIER

Iten Cost
Estimated construction period (months) 6
1. Federsl investment o
a. Corps of Engineers $115,000
b. U. 8. Coast Guard None
¢. Total Federal Investment 115,000
2. Pederal annual charges
a. Corps of Engineers _
1; Interest on investment, 3% “ 3,500
2) Amortizstion, 50-yrs 1,000
Total, Corps of Engineers Il'-, 500
b. U. S. Coast Guard _ None
c. Total, Federal annual charges 4,500
‘3. Non-Federel investment
' a. Non-Federal public 10,000
‘b. Non-Federal private __None
"¢« Total non-Federal investment 10, 000
Lk, Non-Federal annual charges
a. Non-Federal public
' 1) Interest on investment, 3% 300
2) Amortization, 50-yrs 100
3) Maintenence b,100 .
Total non-Federal public E,Sw
b. Non-Federal private None
c. Total non-Federal annual charges 4,500
5. - Total ennuel charges
a. Federal b, 500
'b. Non-Federal &, 500
c. Totel annueal charges g, 000

73



REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

TABLE H

ESTIMATES OF ANNUAL CHARGES FOR
RECOMMENDED ACCESS PARK

e w8

Item

Estimated construction period (months) L

l. Federal investment
Corps of Engineers $65,000

2. Federal annual cherges
: Corps of Engineers

1) Interest on investment, 3% 1,900

2) Amortization, 50-yrs ‘ 600

Total, Corps of Engineers ' 2,500

3. Non-Federal investment 5,000

L. Non-Federal annual charges
Non-Federal public

1) Interest on investment, 3% 150
2) Amortization, 50-yrs 50
3) Maintenence 7,300

" Total, non-Federal T, 500

5. Total annual charges
8. Federal _ 2,500
b. Non-Federal _1,500
c. Total annual charges 10,000
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYQU, TEXAS -

TABLE I
TOTAL ESTIMATED ANNUAL CHARGES FOR
RECOMMENDED PLAN OF IMPROVEMENT

:Channel :8alt water:Access:
Item . simprovement ibarrier : park : Total

1. Federal investment

a. Corps of Engineers ~ $1,139,000 $115,000 $65,000 $1,319,000

b. U.S. Coast Guard None None None None

¢. Total Federal investment 1,139,000 115,000 65,000 1,315,000
2. Federal annual charges .

a. Corps of Engineers 53,000 4,500 2,500 £0,000(1)

3. Non-Federal investment
a. Non-Federal, public 201,000 10,000 5,000 306,000

b. Non-Federal, private 50,000 None None 50,000
c. Total non-Federal investment 341,000 10,000 5,000 356,000

4. Non-Federal annual charges

a. Non-Federal, public 12,700 k,500 7,500 2k, 700
b. Non-Federal, private 2,300 None None 2,300
c. Total non-Federsl annual charges 15,000 4,500 7,500 27,000

5. Total annual charges
a. Federal 53,000 4,500 2,500 60,000{1}
b. Non-Federal 15,000 4,500 7,500 27,000
¢. Total annual charges 68,000 g,000 10,000 87,000

(1) Does not include annual cost of $6,000 for maintenance dredging of
local channel, Or $5,000 for maintenance and advance replacement
of aids to navigation constructed by local interests.
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

APPENDIX TIT1

COMMENTS BY OTHER AGENCIES
INTRODUCTION

In accordance with the Interagency Agreement on Coordination of
Water and Releted Land Resources Activities approved by the President
on May 26, 1954, draft copies of the Main Report and sppendixes were
gsent to other Federal agencies at field level for review. Ietters
from these agencies containing thelr comments and replies where
appropriate are presented in this appendix. '
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE

P. 0. 80X ‘I!OC
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO

March 4, 1963

District Engineer

Corps of Engineers, U. S, Army
Post Office Box 1229
Galveston, Texas

Dear Sir:

Mr. Kenneth Heagy's letter of January 4, 1963, reference SWNGW-2b,
requested our comments on a survey study of proposed improvements
to Chocolate Bayou, -Brazoria County, Texas. The study was author-
ized by resolutions adopted by Public Works Committees of the
Senate and House, Juné 30, 1960.

This letter, which constitutes our report on the proposed ilmprove=

ments, has been prepared under the authority snd in accordance

with the provisions of the Fish and Wildllfe Coordination Act

(48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.) and has been
coordinated with the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries. It has re-
ceived the concurrence of the Texas Game and Fish Commission, as
indicated by the enclosed copy of a letter dated February 5, 1963,
signed by Mr. Bugene A. Walker, Director of Program Planning.

The Bureau of Sport Fisherlies and Wildlife has prepared two re-
ports which pertained to dredging a channel in Chocolate Bayou
under Public Notice W-N-243-41l-Permit-4817, issued to Monsanto
Chemical Company. These reports, dated June 29, 1960, and Octo~-
ber 11, 1961, made specific recommendations for the placemeant of
spoil while constructing the channel.

It is our understanding that improvements by the Corps of Englnpers
will include:

1. Assumption by the Federal Government of maintenance
of the 10~ by L00-foot channel dredged by Monsanto
Chemical Company from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway
to the Monsantoc plant on Chocolate Bayou, a distance
of 8.6 miles.
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2. Extension of the 10« by 100-foot Chocolate Bayou
Channel upstreem from the Monsanto Chemical Company
plant to & point near Liverpool, Texas, including a
600~ by 600-foot public turning basin. Portions of
the Bayou will be rectified to form a S5-mile extension.

3. Construction of a salt-water barrier on Chocolate Bayou
about 1.5 miles north of Liverpool, Texas, and 0,5 mile
northwest of the Missouri Pacific Railroad.

Msterial dredged from the extension of the channel will be placed

on land. During future meintenance dredging operations, material

dredged from the existing channel will be placed on existing spoil
areas. _

The existing channel extends northerly from the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway at Mile 379.7 west from Harvey Lock, Louisiana, across’
Chocolate Bay and along an improved channel aligmment of Chocolate
Bayou to the Monsanto Chemical Company plemte The proposed. exten-
sion will follow an improved channel alignment of the Bayou for. an
additional 5 miles.

West Bay, Chocolate Bay, and the lower portion of Chocclate Bayou
have estusrine fishery habitat of high quality. These arecas are
important to meny species of fish end crustaceans valued by sport
and commerciel fishermen. Beds of merine vegetation in Chocolate
Bay are used for spawning by red drum and spotted seatrout. These
beds also are used as nursery end feeding grounds by many fish and
shrimp end as winter feeding grounds by waterfowl. Spotted sea-
trout and many other estuarine species migrate freely up and down
Chocolate Bayoun in the project area and are taken by sport fishermen.

The proposed channel extension will not significantly affect fish
or wildlife resources in Chocolate Bayou, provided care igs taken
to prevent closing of cutoff or tributary channels of the Bayou.
These passegevways are important for access to the Bayou from fish-
ing cemps and private boat docks located along the natural stream
course., '

Spoil placement from the dredging of the existing channel was planned
so that minimal damage to fish and wildlife resources will result.

It is important that spoil plecement in future maintenance dredging
be restricted to established spoil disposal areas.

It is recommended:
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1. That all cutoff and tributary channels of Chocolate
Bayou be kept open and that spoll be prevented from
entering them.

2, That spoll placement from future masintenance dredging
operations be confined to those areas established dur-
ing dredging under Public Notice W-N-2k3-ll-Permit-L817
for the portion south of the Monsanto Chemlical Company
plant And to areas as proposed on the map sccompanying
Mr. Heegy's letter of Jamuary 4, 1963, for the portion
north of the Monsanto Chemical Company plant.

This report 1ls based on information availsble to us as of January T,
1963, and any change in project plans should be called to the atten-
tion of the Buresu of Sport Fisherles and Wildlife and the Texas
Game and Fish Commission.

We appreciate the opporiunity extended to us to comment on the effects
of the proposed project on fish and wildlife.

Sincerely yours,

William T. Krummes
Acting Reglonal. Director

Enclosure
Copies (10)
Distribution:

(4) Executive Secretary, Texass Game and Fish Commission, Austin, Texas

(2) Regional Director, Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, Reglon 2,
St. Petersburg Beach, Florida

(2) Director, Biological Laboratory, Bureau of Commercisl Fisherles,
Galveston, Texas

(2) Field Supervisor, Branch of River Basin Studies, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Fort Worth, Texas

(1) Chairman, Southwest Field Committee, U, S. Department of the
Interior, Muskogee, Oklahoms

(2) Reglonal Director, Bureau of Mines, Reglon &4,
Bartlesville, Oklshoms

79



HOWARD CARNEY, vicE-cHATRRAN BEN F. VAUGHAN., JR.. grairuAN
ATLANTA, GORPUE GHRLAT!

MORRIS HIGLEY
CHILORESS

5. F. CORLEY GAME AND FISH COMMISSION

HOUSTON

CARL L. DUPUY HOWARD D. DOQGEN
-UFKIN EXECUTIVE SRCRETARY
AVETIN

W, J. GUTBIRTH, JR.
ASEY. EXEGUTIVE BECY,
AVSTIN

W, O. REED
AUSTIN, TEXAS paLLAs
) WILSON SOUTHWELL

February 5, 1963 BAN ANTONIO

FRANK M. WOOD
WICKITA FALLS

H. A. WALSHM
B FADG

Regional Director
U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Post Office Box 1306
Albuquerque, New Mexico
Attention Carey H, Bennett
Dear Mr. Bennett:
Reference is made to the draft of your report concerning

the Corps of Engineers investigation of Chocolate Bayou, Brazoria

County, Texas.

We have reviewed and are in concurrence with the finding

of this report.

Sincerely yours,

Eugéne A. Walker
Director, Program Planning

ep
Copy to John Degani
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BRAZORIA COUNTY

ANGLETON, TEXAS

" November 27, 1963

Mr. Howard L., Heald
Chief of Projects
Reports Section

U. S. Corps of Engineers
Santa Fe Building
Galveston, Texas

Dear Mr. Heald:

The members of the Commissioners' Court of Brazoria
County, Texas, have requested me to notify you that they are
thoroughly in accord with your proposed project of widening
Chocolate Bayou for barge traffic and that they wish to endorse
your plans as heretofore outlined to them on November 13, 1963,
here at Angleton in the Commissioners' Courtroom.

It is the hopes of the Commissioners’' Court that
you will proceed to have the plans approved with the under-
standing that the Commissioners' Court will act as sponsor
for this project. '

Very truly yours,

otm O i K

ACA/chb | ALTON C. ARNOLD
' COUNTY JUDGE
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DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
REGIONAL OFFICE

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE Tenth Floor - 1ll4 Commerce Street
Dallas 2, Texas

January 8, 1964

District Engineer

U. 8. Army Engineer District, Galveston
Corps of Engineer

606 Santa Fe Building

P. Q. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas

Attention: Mr. T. W. Elam, Chief
Engineering Division

Dear Sir:

In accordance with your request dated December 27, 1963, we have
reviewed the review of reports on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway,
Chocolate Bayou, Texas.

The proposed plan of improvement provides for modifying the existing
Federal navigation project to provide a channel 12 feet deep and 125
feet wide extending from the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through
Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project channel mile 8.2;
thence 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide to a turning basin, 9 feet

deep and 100 feet square near channel mile 13.2; for a salt water
barrier in Chocolate Bayou about 3.6 miles upstream from the turn-
ing basin; and for an access park with minimum recreational
facilities.

VWater supply for municipal and industrial use is not included as a
project purpose in this report. The proposed plan appears to have
no affects on public health aspects of the area,
Thank you for the opportunity to review this report.
Sincerely yours,
R . ) 2
K-M.H ,(f ~eTrEL -

[ EROME H. SVORE
Regional Program Director
Water Supply & Pollution Control
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
P. 0. Box 648
Temple, Texas 76302

January 10, 1964

Colonel JYames §. Maxwell
District Engineer

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
606 Santa Fe Building

P, O. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas

Dear Colonel Maxwell:

Thank you for the opportunity to review an advance copy of the review
of reports on the Intracoastal Waterway, Chocolate Bayou, Texas.

The report presents the rvesults of an investigation to determine the
advisability of modifying the authorized navigation project for
Chiocolate Bayou.

Based on results of the investigation, it is recommended that the existing
project be modified to provide for a channel 12 feet deep and 125 feet
wide from the main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through
-Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project channel mile 8.2; for a
channel 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide thence to a turning basin with 9-
foot depth in the vicinity of mile 16.8; and for an access park with
minimum Tecreational facilities at an estimated first cost to the United.
States of $1,319,000 for new work, and an increase of $14,000 in the cost
of annual maintenance, subject to certain provisions of local cooperation,
The report further recommends that the Chocolate Bayou, Texas, project be
incorporated inte the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway project as a tributary
and discontinued as a separate project.

Information presented in Exhibit 2 of Appendix 1 states that based on
data analyzed during completion of the economic base study, it is expected
that "=---- most of the agricultural land in Brazoria County is expected
to remain as agricultural land until some time after 20207

Drainage survey investigations completed in Brazoria County by technicians
of the Soil Conservation Service in 1960 ghowed agricultural lands along
Chocolate Bayou from Chocolate Bay to the vicinity of Farm Road 1462 to
be in need of surface drainage and less than 50 percent of the problem
area to be drained at that time. The survey showed that outlets for
needed drainage were adequate.
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It is not felt that improvements proposed for Chocolate Bayoy will
affect adversely the installation of needed on-farm drainage in the area.

The report, in Table 6, pége 31, shows irrigation benefits estimated to
be $9,000 annually. These will accrue as a result of prevention of
damages from salt water intrusion after installation of the salt water

barrier. Irrigation water is pumped from Chocolate Bayou at two points
near Liverpocl.

Our review of the review of reports on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway,
Chocolate Bayou, Texas, indicates that modification of the existing
project for Chocolate Bayou, Texas, will not have any detrimental effect

on projects, existing or proposed, under programs administered by the
Soil Conservation Service,

We are returning the copy of the report as requested in your letter of
transmittal. If we can assist you in any way, please let me know.

Very truly yours,

I

+ N. Smith
State Conservationist
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF MINES

PL 450 0,
: ARFA IV ROOM 206 FEDERAL BUILDING
OFFICE OF MINERAL RESOURCE OFFICE BARTLESVILLE, OKLAHOMA

RS SN KL KB ETR
AREA DIRECTOR
January 13, 1964

Mr. T, W, Elam, Chief
Engineering Division

Corps of Engineers

U.S. Army Engineer District
P.0, Box 1229

Galveston, Texas

Reference: SWGGW~2b
Dear Mr., Elam:

Thank you for sending us an advance copy of the Review of Reports
on Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Chocolate Bayou, Texas, for field
level review.

The recommended. improvements provide for a channel 12 feet deep
and 125 feet wide from the main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to project
channel mile 8.2; for a channel 9 feet deep and 100 feet wide
thence to a turning basin with 9-foot depth in the vicinity of
mile 16.8; for a salt water barrier in the vicinity of mile 16.8;
and for an access park with minimum recreational facilities. The
ratio of average annual benefits to average annual costs is 3.1
to 1.0.

A review of all available office data indicates that the proposed
Project would be beneficial to the mineral industries in the area,
The enlarged channel will provide cheaper transportation for the
expanding petroleum and petrochemical industries in the area.

The Area IV Mineral Resource Office has no objection to the proposed
project,

Sincerely yours,

‘:z7¢a<f'(i/? A NMZ:—"_h“‘ﬁ\

Joseph C. Arun ale
Acting Area Director
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REVIEW OF REPORTS
| ON
CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TEXAS

INFORMATION CALLED FCR BY
SENATE RESOLUTION 148, 85TH CONGRESS
ADOPTED JANUARY 28, 1958

1. Authority.- The following information is furnished in response
to Senate Resolution 148, 85th Congress, edopted Janumary 28, 1958.

2. Requests of local interests.- The navigation improvements re-
quested by local interests at & public hearing in Angleton, Texas, on
February 21, 1962, included enlargement of the existing locally dredged
channel, and extension as necessary to afford the Chocolate Bayou erea
the same barge service accommodeticn as 1s avellsble on the Gulf Intra-
coastal Waterway. ILocal interests also requested that the maintenence
requirements of the locally dredged 10-foot by 100-foot channel extend-
ing from the main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway to the Mon-
santo Chemical Company slip at mile 8.2 be assumed by the Federsl
Government.

3. Certain interests requested that the investigations for naviga-
tion improvements also include a salt water intrusion study and, if
necessary, that a salt water barrier be included as & feature of the
project.

L, Improvements considered.- The report considers all navigatlon
improvements, including the construction of & salt water barrier, requested
by local interests. The improvements proposed under the recommended plan
of improvement have been discussed with the local interests that would
provide the cooperation required for the improvements if and when adopted.
They have expressed satisfaction with the recommended plan of improvement.

O
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