OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF THE GREATER LAFOURCHE PORT COMMISSION
MARCH 10, 196l

The Greater Lafourche Port Commission, of the State of Loulsiana,
met in special session at its regular meeting place, the Office of the
Greater Lafourche Port Commission, Galllano, Loulsiana, on Tuesday,
March 10, 1964, at 10:00 A.M., pursuant to the provisions of due
notice given in writimg to each and every member thereof and duly
posted in the manner required by law.

There were present: Senator A.0. Rappelet, Felton Galiano,

.Daize Cheramie, Euzebe Chouest, Minor Cheramie and Dr. J.A. Gravois.

There were absent: Gullmo Pitre, Earl Angelle and Jessie Guidr}.

Also present were Stanley L. Perry, Attorney for the Board, and
Mr. William J, Dawson, representing the firm of Dawson, Gilbert &
Pilcher, Consultimg Engineers.,

The Greater Lafourche Port Commission was duly convened by
Senator A.0. Rappelet, President, who announced the purposes of the
meeting in accordance with the aforesaid written notice thereof,
and then stated that the Commission was ready for the transaction
of business.,

Mr. William Dawson, Consultant Engineer for the port, advised
the board that immediate action was necessary to bring about the
lowering, according to dredging plans, of a pipeline which crosses
Bayou Lafourche in the General area under construction by the port.
The pipeline is owned and operated by Tennessee Gas Pipe Line
Company. Mr, Dawson advised that the dredging contractor was
approaching the pipeline and that considerable extra dredging cost
would be entailed unless the pipeline was lowered in the very near
future.

Mr. Stanley Perry, Attorney for the port, advised that he had
recently been in contact with the attorney for Tennessee Gas Pipe
Line Company in connection with the pipeline in question. Perry
reported that Tennessee Gas was taking the position that 1t should
bear the cost of lowering the pipeline in the area of the existing
channel proper, but that the port commission, or some other agency,
should undergo the cost of lowering the pipeline in any are outside
of the existing channel on which the pipeline company has secured

a right-of-way or servitude. Although precise cost estimates were
not yet available, Perry stated that from his conversation with the
company's attorney, the pipe line company was anticipating a
contribution from the port of approximately $37,000 as its share

of lowerins the pipeline in question in the areas outside of the
existing channel proper.

Mr. Perry advised the board that there was some question

concerning the legal 1liability of the port to contribute toward
the lowerinz of the pipeline, particularly in view of the terminology
of the permit issued to the nipeline company by the Louisiana
Department of Public Works. Mr. Perry stated that before advising
the board concerning its liability, he would like to further
investigate the matter and if possible secure an opinion from the
State Attorney General. However, in view of the urgent time

element, and further in view of the fact that precise cost estimates






