
 
 

PLAQUEMINES RESILIENCY INDEX 
 

Plaquemines stakeholders and resiliency experts were given a series of statements regarding specific 
resiliency elements to evaluate whether the Southwest Louisiana community does each well or poorly. 
Ratings were given on a scale of 1-5 with 5 representing “does well” and 1 representing “does poorly.” 
Participants also evaluated these elements qualitatively through open-ended questions. 

 

 
 
Summary 
The resiliency index shows the Plaquemines Parish community at above average levels across the 
board. The community rates high on disaster recovery and emergency response planning as well as 
warning and evacuation but lower on risk knowledge, coastal restoration and protection. The parish’s 
long-term resiliency is tied to its rating as one of the most vulnerable regions of Louisiana due to 
subsidence, sea level rise and other effects of climate change. 
 
Governance – Rating 3.4  

• Plaquemines Parish government received high marks from stakeholders who were aware of 
the parish’s comprehensive and sophisticated “Plaquemines Parish Coastal Plan.” 



 

• Local officials are well versed and aware of their vulnerabilities. They are advocating for 
Federal funds to implement their Plan and increase resiliency.  

• Stakeholders are frustrated by a lack of action on the part of NGOs, state and Federal 
agencies to fund their projects and feel their local voice is not being heard.  

 
Society & Economy – Rating 3.5 

• There is a strong sense of self-reliance as many residents have lived in the community for 
generations. 

• Local economy is tied to a strong natural resource base in seafood, oil and gas and can 
support diverse and environmentally sustainable livelihoods. 

• Continued economic growth in Plaquemines Parish is constrained by an increasing level of 
risk as a result of land loss, sea level rise and other effects of climate change.  

 
Coastal Restoration and Protection – Rating 3.0 

• Awareness is high about the complexity of wetland loss and tactics for employing a “multiple 
lines of defense” approach, yet the community rates lowest in this category due to its highly 
vulnerable southern region.  

• The damage done to the wetlands from storms and levees has made it difficult to build land; 
tradeoffs may need to be considered. 

• There is no consensus among stakeholders on whether raising levees would contribute to the 
long-term restoration and protection of the region. Some stakeholders view diversions as a 
sustainable solution, while others are critical of their effectiveness in the swift building of land. 

• A tension exists between local planning efforts and state/federal level restrictions such as the 
permitting process that causes significant delays in implementing local projects.  

 
Land Use & Structural Design – Rating 3.6 

• Stakeholders generally believe new structures located outside of high-risk areas are safe, 
although older structures are still at risk.  

• Some believe that addressing the threats from river flooding and fluctuations of high tides is a 
higher priority than raising the height of levees along the Mississippi river.  

• The cost of insurance is hindering community growth—stakeholders are doubtful whether the 
Federal government will continue to bail out populations that continually experience flood 
damage.  

• Evacuated populations who are not rebuilding impacts the long-term viability of the local 
economy and culture. 

 
Risk Knowledge – Rating 3.5 

• Respondents are impressed with the level of community participation in the risk assessment 
process and believe that all elements of resilience are being addressed.  

• The community is knowledgeable about the risks they face related to coastal degradation, 
erosion and community resiliency issues.  

 
Warning & Evacuation/Disaster Recovery & Emergency Response – Rating 4.6 

• Community respondents rated these elements very high and cited the competency of local 
homeland security offices and overall preparedness of the region.  

• Stakeholders strongly believe the community is prepared to respond to hazard warnings with 
appropriate actions and that warning and evacuation systems, policies, plans, procedures 
and infrastructure are in place to alert vulnerable populations in a timely manner. 

• A disaster recovery plan is in place that addresses economic, environmental, and social 
concerns of the community; technical and financial resources are available to support 
emergency response activities and the recovery process. 



 

Transparency, Public Education and Awareness – Rating 3.5 
• Stakeholders believe the community is well prepared to deal with natural disasters 

but has a false sense of security due increasing threats of coastal degradation that 
will result in significant business interruptions in the local economy over the long 
term.  

• Mechanisms for sharing plans and policies that promote public awareness and 
education about the resiliency of the community could be improved. 


