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Tier 1 Alternatives Analysis — Screening Evaluation
LA 23 New Orleans Gulf Coast Railway Relocation PE/NEPA Project

1.0 INTRODUCTION

One of the initial tasks for the LA 23 New Orleans Gulf Coast Railway Relocation Preliminary
Engineering/National Environmental Policy Act (PE/NEPA) Project is to conduct an alternatives
analysis (AA) on an initial set of conceptual alignment options. The starting point for the AAis a
set of rail options that were developed as part of the following prior studies:

e Plaguemines Parish Intermodal Feasibility Study, DMJM Harris, December 2002

e New Orleans & Gulf Coast Railway, Proposed Railroad Relocation & Extension, Jefferson
& Plaguemines Parishes, Louisiana, HDR, October 2011

e Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) IV Grant Application,
New Orleans & Gulf Coast Railroad, Plaguemines Parish, Louisiana, March 2012

The initial AA task is presented in the project scope of work as Task 3.1. The goal of Task 3.1 is
to identify any fatal flaws associated with the conceptual alignment options in order to screen
out the options that show the least amount of promise and to retain a set of conceptual
alternatives that best meet the project purpose and need.

This report is one in a series of reports that describe the conceptual and refined definition of
alternatives under study as listed below. As part of the continuous AA process, the conceptual
alternatives will be further refined based on additional data and analysis and developed into
preliminary alternatives; ultimately, a locally preferred alternative (LPA) will be identified
through the EA process (those steps are not included in this report). Each step of the AA will
include a progressively more rigorous evaluation of the alternatives in terms of design features,
potential impacts, costs, and benefits.

» Conceptual Alignment Options — starting point based on prior studies

» Preliminary Alternatives — refinement of conceptual alignment options; starting point for
the EA

» Locally Preferred Alternative — refinement of preliminary alternatives

This report describes the process of evaluating the conceptual alignment options to derive the
preliminary alternatives. The preliminary alternatives will then be further evaluated with a
recommendation made to the Project Management Committee (PMC) on the identification of
the locally preferred alternative. Once approved by the PMC, the locally preferred alternative
will be further evaluated within the Environmental Assessment (EA).

1.1 Project Description

The Regional Planning Commission for Jefferson, Orleans, Plaquemines, St. Bernard,

St. Tammany and Tangipahoa Parishes (RPC) and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
have entered into a grant agreement to conduct an environmental review and prepare an
environmental document for the relocation of the NOGC Railway that serves Jefferson and
Plaguemines Parishes in the New Orleans region of Southeast Louisiana. The FRA is the lead
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Federal agency for the oversight of the environmental process. The anticipated NEPA Class of
Action is an EA, which would lead to a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) if there are no
significant impacts associated with the project. The project is to identify a preferred alternative
from a range of potential build alternatives that will be developed and evaluated as part of the
EA. The no-build alternative will also be evaluated.

Study Area. The study area encompasses portions of the City of Gretna, unincorporated
Jefferson Parish and Plaguemines Parish. The boundaries of the study area are the Harvey Canal
on the west, the Mississippi River on the north, the Jefferson/Orleans Parish line on the east,
and Walker Road on the south as shown in Figure 1. The portion of the NOGC Railway that is
subject to analysis within the EA extends from the west side of the Harvey Canal, in Harvey to
near the intersection of Louisiana Highway 23 (LA 23)/Belle Chasse Highway and Walker Road in
Belle Chasse; a distance of approximately 18 miles.

On the western limit of the study area near the Harvey Canal, the NOGC rail corridor parallels
LA 18 (4th Street) on the north side and then merges into 4th Street in downtown Gretna. The
tracks are located within the center of 4th Street between Dolhonde Street and Amelia Street
for approximately 0.3 miles. The NOGC Railway also runs within Madison Street between
Americus Street and Stumpf Boulevard for approximately 0.9 miles. Within these limits, the
adjacent land use consists of densely developed residences, businesses, schools and churches.
The City of Gretna and Jefferson Parish West Bank government offices are located within
downtown Gretna.

Beginning south of US Highway 90 Business (US 90B) (West Bank Expressway) and extending to
Walker Road in Belle Chasse, the NOGC Railway parallels LA 23 for the majority of its length.
However a short segment of the rail corridor diverges from the LA 23 right-of-way and runs
parallel to the Mississippi River levee then re-emerges back into the LA 23 corridor near Russell
Drive. Russell Drive is the main entrance to the Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base (NAS JRB)
New Orleans, a Navy airport is located in the southern portion of the study area. Land use
parallel to LA 23 is similarly developed. Within Jefferson Parish, the railway crosses several
principal arterials, including the US 90B frontage roads, Terry Parkway, and Behrman Highway
(LA 428). The railway also crosses two major water bodies on moveable bridges: the Harvey
Canal near 4th Street in Harvey and the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) in Belle Chasse.

The study area is protected by levees and flood protection walls and the southern portion is
located within the 100-year floodplain. Land use is primarily industrial, commercial, and
residential and also includes undeveloped areas. In addition to the GIWW, the study area
contains numerous waterways and wetlands and lies within the Mississippi River deltaic plain
and the Louisiana Coastal Zone.
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LA 23 New Orleans Gulf Coast Railway Relocation PE/NEPA Project

1.2 Conceptual Alignment Options

For the initial screening, four conceptual alignment options were evaluated. All conceptual
alignment options start north of 4th street along the existing NOGC Westwego Subdivision
either east or west of the Harvey Canal, generally parallel to the Harvey Canal for several miles
before crossing the GIWW, and then the options converge at a point southwest of the New
Orleans NAS JRB (Figure 2). A proposed maintenance yard, identified as the Hero Yard, is
located south of NAS JRB property where the alignments converge and before crossing LA 23.

The LA 23 crossing type—either an at-grade crossing or a grade separation (rail over
roadway)—will be determined based on public input. After crossing LA 23, all alignments
connect to the NOGC Belle Chasse Subdivision. A wye connection with single track extends
northward to the Belle Chasse Yard, and a single track extends southward to tie into the
existing NOGC railway that continues south to Myrtle Grove, LA.

Conceptual Alignment Option 1 (Option 1) is the only alignment west of Harvey Canal. All other
options are east of Harvey Canal. Options 3 and 4 are the same except for differences in the
alignment between 4th Street and US 90B. The alignment options are sequentially numbered
from west to east as follows:

e Option 1 - West of Harvey Canal generally along Destrehan Avenue (alignment maps in
Appendix A)

e Option 2 — East of Harvey Canal following existing NOGC track until Lapalco Boulevard
(alignment maps in Appendix B)

e Option 3 — East of Harvey Canal and Peters Road (alignment maps in Appendix C)

e Option 4 — Same as Option 3 except follows St. Joseph Street from 4th Street to US 90B
instead of Peters Road (alignment maps in Appendix C)

Option 1 proposed track begins near MP 4.3 along the NOGC Westwego Subdivision, west of
the existing Harvey Canal Bascule Bridge, at a new turnout with a straight move onto the track
that crosses 4th Street and Destrehan Avenue and continues south along the east side of
Destrehan Avenue (see Figure A-1 in Appendix A).

Option 1 track remains at-grade south of US 90B (Figures A-1 to A-3) to a point where it crosses
over the Cousins Canal Floodwall, requiring a new bridge, east of the Cousins Canal Pump
Station (Figure A-4). The proposed alignment then crosses under the Lapalco Boulevard
Overpass and continues south into the wooded area west of the Harvey Canal Westbank Levee
(Figure A-4 to A-6).

The Option 1 alighment crosses over Harvey Canal, Barataria Bayou, and the GIWW, which
would require three movable bridges (Figure A-7 and A-8) before continuing south and crossing
the proposed Peters Road Extension (Figure A-9).
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Option 1 then crosses Bayou Barriere, which requires a bridge (Figure A-10). After crossing
Bayou Barriere, the proposed Hero Yard (Figures A-10 and A-11) would be located south of the
New Orleans NAS JRB along the proposed track. The proposed track then proceeds southeast
towards LA 23.

After crossing LA 23 (Figure A-12), the Option 1 alignment connects to the existing NOGC Belle
Chasse Subdivision track with a wye connection, allowing trains to continue south along the
existing track (Figure A-14) or to operate northward (Figure A-13) to the NOGC Belle Chase
Yard. The rail crossing at LA 23 will either be at-grade or grade separated, depending on public
input.

Option 2 proposed track begins near MP 4.1 along the NOGC Westwego Subdivision, east of the
existing Harvey Canal Bascule Bridge, at a new turnout with a straight move onto new track that
crosses 4th Street to the west side of northbound Peters Road. The alignment continues
southward and crosses back over southbound Peter Road near Gold Street (Figure B-1) to the
west side of Peters Road where the track connects to the abandoned Harvey Industrial Lead
(formerly Hooper Lead). In numerous locations along this abandoned track, the rails and ties
remain in-place.

An alternate connection at the northern end of the track would utilize the existing track that
already connects to the NOGC Westwego Subdivision and crosses 4th Street at-grade (Figure B-
1). This alternate connection, however, may have operational limitations for the railroad as an
eastbound train has to travel past the connecting turnout before operating in reverse south
along the track.

Option 2 track then continues south under US 90B (Figure B-1) and Lapalco Boulevard to a point
where the track crosses over Peters Road near the northern boundary of the Boomtown
Floodwall (Figure B-4).

The track continues south in mostly undeveloped land (Figure B-5), requiring new bridges to
cross over Murphy Canal (Figure B-6) and Bayou Barataria (Figure B-7). The track again crosses
Peters Road (Figure B-7) before crossing over the GIWW, which would require a movable bridge
(Figure B-8).

Option 2 then crosses Buccaneer Road near East Bayou Road (Figure B-8) and parallels the east
side of the proposed Peters Road Extension (Figure B-9) before crossing Bayou Barriere, which
requires a bridge (Figure B-10). After crossing Bayou Barriere, the proposed Hero Yard (Figure
B-10 and B-11) would be located south of the New Orleans NAS JRB along the proposed track.
The track then proceeds southeast towards LA 23.

After crossing LA 23 (Figure B-12), the track connects to the existing NOGC Belle Chasse
Subdivision track with a wye connection, allowing trains to continue south along the existing
track (Figure B-14) or to operate northward (Figure B-13) to the NOGC Belle Chase Yard. The rail
crossing at LA 23 will either be at-grade or grade separated, depending on public input.
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Option 3 proposed track begins near MP 4.1 along the NOGC Westwego Subdivision, east of the
existing Harvey Canal Bascule Bridge, at a new turnout with a straight move onto new track that
crosses 4th Street to the east side of northbound Peters Road (Figure C-1).

Option 3 continues south along the east side of Peters Road under US 90B (Figure C-1), where
the track shifts to the east just south of (extended) 14th Street to an undeveloped north-south
utility corridor between Peters Road and Pailet Avenue (Figure C-2). The Option 3 alighment
continues southward to Lester Street (Figure C-3) where the track would likely be elevated® in
order to cross Lapalco Boulevard (Figure C-4) at an elevation above the tunnel roadway and the
Harvey Bridge approach roadway, and over the Jefferson Parish West Bank Animal Shelter
parcel (formerly the Hook-n-Slice Golf Range), returning to grade approximately 3,000 feet
south of Lapalco Boulevard (Figure C-5).

The track continues south in mostly undeveloped land (Figure C-5), requiring new bridges to
cross over Murphy Canal (Figure C-6) and Bayou Barataria (Figure C-7). The track again crosses
Peters Road (Figure C-7) before crossing over the GIWW, which would require a movable bridge
(Figure C-8).

Option 3 then crosses Buccaneer Road near East Bayou Road (Figure B-8) and parallels the east
side of the proposed Peters Road Extension (Figure C-9) before crossing Bayou Barriere, which
requires a bridge (Figure C-10). After crossing Bayou Barriere, the proposed Hero Yard (Figure
C-10 and C-11) would be located south of the New Orleans NAS JRB along the proposed track.
The track then proceeds southeast towards LA 23.

After crossing LA 23 (Figure C-12), the track connects to the existing NOGC Belle Chasse
Subdivision track with a wye connection, allowing trains to continue south along the existing
track (Figure C-14) or to operate northward (Figure C-13) to the NOGC Belle Chase Yard. The rail
crossing at LA 23 will either be at-grade or grade separated, depending on public input.

Option 4 proposed track begins near MP 4.1 along the NOGC Westwego Subdivision, east of the
existing Harvey Canal Bascule Bridge, at a new turnout with a straight move onto new track that
crosses 4th Street to the west side of St. Joseph Street (Figure C-1). The track continues south
along the west side of St. Joseph Street, under the elevated US 90B Expressway and at-grade
with the tunnel roadway, where track continues southeast to an undeveloped north-south
corridor between Peters Road and Pailet Avenue. At this location (Figure C-2), the remaining
alignment Option 4 coincides with Option 3 (Figure C-3 to C-14).

2.0 CONCEPTUAL ALIGNMENT OPTION IMPACTS

This section compares the impacts of each of the four conceptual alignment options. The intent
is not to describe all impacts but to briefly outline those impacts that differentiate the options.
The impacts considered are categorized as follows:

! The October 2011 cost estimate assumed an at-grade crossing.
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¢ Physical Environment Considerations — Length of track; acres of required right-of-way
(ROW); and required infrastructure including bridge and tunnel improvements, new
stationary and moveable bridges, and grade separations.

e Human Environment Considerations — Impacts to pedestrian and vehicular traffic,
required at-grade rail crossing (safety considerations), number of parcels impacted, and
impacts to residences and businesses potentially requiring relocation.

e Natural Environment Considerations and Estimated Impacts — Impacts to wetlands and
consideration of the 100-year floodplain.

Table 1 is a summary of the conceptual alighnment option impacts and considerations that will
be discussed in the following sections.

Table 1. Summary of Conceptual Alignment Option Impacts and Considerations

Evaluation Criteria | Units | Option 1 | Option 2 | Option 3 | Option 4
Physical Environment Considerations
Length of track ! Track Feet 51,863 50,644 51,981 51,994
Required 50-ft ROW Acres 60 42 60 60
Major bridge crossings 2 Number 6 4 5
Moveable bridges 3 Number 3 1 1 1
!—|arvey Canal Bascul-e Bridge Yes/No No Ves Ves Ves
improvements required
Harvey Canal Tunnel (HCT) Description Reinforce Top None Overpass of Overpass of
constraints P of HCT HCT Approach | HCT Approach
Bridge over COL.JSInS Canal Yes/No Yes No No No
Floodwall required
Bridge over Lapalco Boulevard
and West Bank Animal Shelter Yes/No No No Yes ves
Connection to existing rail at

Yes/N Y Y, Y Y

LA 23 (TBD) * es/No es es es es
Human Environment Considerations
Reguwest new track along a Yes/No No No No Yes
residential street
At-grade public road crossings Number 14 5 21 22
At-grade prlyate industry Number 33 68 11 11
access crossings
Number of parcels impacted Number 105 26 45 48
Potentlal.relocatlons - Number 26 10 14 24
commercial
Natural Environment Considerations
Wetlands directly impacted > Acres 32 25 26 26
Within the 100-Year floodplain Yes/No Yes Yes Yes Yes

Sources: Data derived from data in October 2011 NOGC report for Segments A through D as well as current maps.

Notes:

Does not include length of Avondale Yard to Harvey Canal — 2nd Mainline.
Refer to proposed bridge structures called out on the figures in Appendices A through C.

All options require a moveable bridge over the GIWW; Option 1 also requires movable bridges over Harvey Canal and Bayou

Barataria. Refer to Figures A-7, A-8, B-8, and C-8.

The cost estimate assumes a grade separation (rail over road) but an at-grade crossing is still under consideration.

5.  Based on estimate of the track length passing through wetland areas multiplied by 50-ft ROW and converted to acres.
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2.1 Physical Environment Considerations

The four conceptual alignment options range in length from approximately 50,600 feet to
52,000 feet (9.6 to 9.8 miles). This does not include the length of the second mainline from
Avondale Yard to Harvey Canal on the northern end of the project or the length of the
connection to the NOGC Belle Chasse Subdivision and existing users on the southern end of the
project. Option 2 requires the least amount of new ROW area (assumes 50-foot ROW)—
approximately 42 acres—since it follows the existing NOGC track for a portion of its length. The
other three options require approximately 60 acres of required ROW.

At the north end of the study area, the major structures impacted include the Harvey Canal
bascule bridge, the US 90B/West Bank Expressway overhead bridge, and the Harvey Canal
Tunnel (Figures A-1, B-1, and C-1). The Harvey Canal bascule bridge that is parallel to 4th Street
has two tracks on the bridge, however, only the north track is utilized for each single track
approach. Detailed bridge inspection should be conducted to document existing bridge
condition and to determine load capacity. Figure 3 shows the Harvey Canal bascule bridge
vehicle and rail bridges in the open position.

Figure 3. Vehicles on 4th Street Waiting to Cross Harvey Canal Bascule Bridge

The Harvey Canal Tunnel, which runs under Peters Road and the US 90B overhead bridge as
shown in Figure 4, may present some challenges for Option 1 and Options 3 and 4 as the
proposed alignments are positioned on top of each tunnel entrance—Option 1 on top of the
Harvey Canal Tunnel entrance on the west side of Harvey Canal (Figure A-1) and Options 3 and
4 are on top of the Harvey Canal Tunnel entrance on the east side of the Harvey Canal (Figure C-
1). The tunnel structural capacity due to the additional anticipated loading at these locations
would need be determined. The US 90B overhead bridge would require the alignment of the
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new track to not encroach on or near the existing bridge piers. Option 2 would not impact the
Harvey Canal Tunnel or the US 90B bridge since it follows the existing NOGC track along Peters
Road (Figure B-1). United States Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) levees and floodwalls in the
study area (Figure 5) need to be taken into consideration. For example, Option 1 would require
a bridge to cross the Cousins Canal Floodwall adjacent to Destrehan Avenue as shown in Figures
5and A-4.

Figure 4. Harvey Canal Tunnel Approach under the US 90B Overhead Bridge near Peters Road
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Options 3 and 4 would require a major bridge structure over Lapalco Boulevard and the future
site of the proposed Jefferson Parish West Bank Animal Shelter, which is currently under
construction (see Figures 6 and Figure C-4).

Figure 6. Future Jefferson Parish West Bank Animal Shelter

] I"umr:Hnr;- E
Jeffers is =
Terson Parisp West Bank Animal Shejter

S

Moveable lift span structures are planned for crossings of the GIWW and other canals with
barge traffic. Option 1 has three proposed moveable bridge structures over the GIWW, Harvey
Canal, and Bayou Barataria (Figure A-7 and A-8). Clearance requirements for moveable bridges
will be in consultation with the United States Coast Guard. For example, for the GIWW, vertical
and horizontal clearances above mean high water (MHW) are specified at 100 and 125 feet,
respectively. The proposed bridges crossing Bayou Barataria in Options 2, 3, and 4 do not
require moveable bridges since there is no barge traffic where those options cross Bayou
Barataria on the east side of Murphy Canal (Figure B-7 and C-7). Option 2 (Figure B-8) and
Options 3 and 4 (Figure C-8) each have one moveable bridge structure over the GIWW. The
skewed crossing of the GIWW in Options 3 and 4 results in increased structure costs compared
to the perpendicular crossing in Options 1 and 2.

2.2 Human Environment Considerations

Extending the existing double track just east of the wye track at UP Westwego Yard (outside the
study area) would require modifications to up to 10 grade crossings for all options. One
additional track would be added to each of these crossings, along with corresponding
repositioning of gates and flashers along the side on which track is added. Connection from the
existing NOGC track, or additional second mainline, to the proposed track relocation would
impact vehicular and pedestrian traffic along 4th Street but to a lesser extent than in the no
build scenario. It is likely that new or additional traffic lights will be required under each option.
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The proposed grade crossings on US 90B frontage roads/entrance ramps and the Harvey Canal
Tunnel approach will require close coordination with the Louisiana Department of
Transportation and Development (LADOTD) to determine traffic impacts.

With any new trackage, a number of impacts to residences and commercial businesses along
the Harvey Canal industrial area can be expected. All options attempt to minimize impacts to
these residences and businesses by positioning the alignment adjacent to the existing roadway
infrastructure. Option 1 has the highest number of total impacted or intersected properties and
relocations (105 parcels and 26 potential relocations as shown in Table 1). Option 2 has the
fewest parcels (26 parcels) and the fewest number of relocations (10 relocations).

Option 2 has the most private industry access crossings, but the fewest public roadway
crossings. Options 3 and 4 have the most public road crossings, but the fewest private industry
access crossings. Option 2 utilizes the existing NOGC track, thus only requiring crossings to be
upgraded or renewed; however, businesses and traffic would still be impacted by the presence
of trains along this currently inactive route.

Between 4th Street and US 90B, Options 1 and 4 would have the greatest impacts on residents
and businesses (Figure A-1 and C-1). The Option 1 alignment follows the Destrehan Road
business corridor (Figure 7). Option 4 would impact a residential area along St. Joseph Street
(Figures 8 and 9).

Options 3 and 4 merge into a utility corridor just south of the West Bank Expressway (US 90B)
and continue south to Lapalco Boulevard (Figure C-2). The utility corridor is located adjacent to
homes on the west side of Pailet Avenue. Options 3 and 4 continue south in close proximity to
homes that are located on the east side of Murphy Canal.

Options 3 and 4 could result in significant traffic impacts as the proposed alignment would cross
Lapalco Boulevard and its frontage roads at-grade. Lapalco Boulevard is a four-lane roadway.
The proposed grade crossings would be approximately 1,350 feet from the center of the
Lapalco Boulevard drawbridge over Harvey Canal. Option 1 does not have this impact because
of the proposed bridge crossing and Option 2 does not have this impact because it is an existing
crossing. On the southern end of the project, Option 1 is the only option with a grade crossing
with proposed Peters Road extension that may impact anticipated traffic volumes.
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Figure 7. Destrehan Road Corridor near 5th Street toward US 90B Overpass

Figure 8. Corner of 4th Street and St. Joseph Street toward US 90B
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Figure 9. Corner of St. Joseph Street and Gold Street

2.3 Natural Environment Considerations

For all conceptual alignment options, roughly 40 to 60 percent of the new ROW area required
would be in wetland areas, with higher percentages on the southern end of the study area. All
options impact in the range of 25 to 32 acres wetland areas as shown in Table 1. Option 2
would impact the fewest acres of wetlands since it follows portions of existing NOGC track.

All of the conceptual alighnment options are within the 100-year floodplain since most of the
southern portion of the study area is within the 100-year floodplain.

3.0 COST CONSIDERATIONS

Option 1 has multiple fatal flaws as indicated by the cost estimates shown in table 2. Option 1 is
almost twice the cost of Option 2 and over $100 million more than Options 3 or 4. The primary
cost difference is related to the number and type of required structures (primarily bridge costs).
Option 1 structures east of the Harvey Canal cost more than twice the Option 2 structures. All
alignment options cross the GIWW which will require a moveable bridge costing between $70
million and $95 million, but Option 1 requires two additional moveable bridges across Harvey
Canal and Bayou Barataria just before the GIWW crossing estimated to cost a total of $113
million. Option 1 is also the only option that requires a bridge crossing the recently-constructed
Cousins Canal Floodwalls as shown in Figure 5.
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Table 2. Estimated Cost of Conceptual Alignment Options (in SMillions)

Feature Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4
Trackwork S26 S26 $26 $26
ROW $35 $23 $33 $33
Earthwork * $5 s4 $5 $5
Road Crossings $10 S8 S11 $12
Utilities > $12 $2 $3 $3
Structures ® $227 $99 $175 $175
Ei)t:;?:i:ion Cost* 2315 »161 3252 3253

Source: Derived from data in NOGC report dated October 2011 for Segments A through D except as specified in Note 3
below. Rounded to nearest $Smillion.
Notes:
1. Includes clearing and grubbing, embankment, subballast, and stabilization.
2. Includes overhead power and major drainage utility relocations.
3. Includes structure costs from the October 2011 estimate plus the cost of structure to elevate rail corridor over
Lapalco Boulevard and the Jefferson Parish West Bank Animal Shelter parcel in Options 3 and 4.
4. Does not include environmental mitigation, final design, or construction management.

The initial assessment of Options 3 and 4 assumed an at-grade crossing at the approach to
Lapalco Boulevard. In order to grade-separate the rail at Lapalco Boulevard, the grade
separation would likely have to start north of Lester Street, and require closure of Joseph Street
to achieve the required vertical clearance at Lapalco Boulevard. The same principle applies for
the south approach, although no closures would be anticipated. The cost associated with a
bridge structure at this location is estimated to be on the order of magnitude of $50 million.

4.0 AGENCY COMMENTS

In a letter response to the Solicitation of Views, Jefferson Parish Department of Engineering
Public Works requested that the RPC place an emphasis on minimizing the impact that the rail
relocation would have on the Peters Road Corridor as follows: 1) Place the railway on the west
side of Peters Road between 4th Street and Lapalco Boulevard to provide as much separation
as possible from the residential areas located on the east side of Peters Road and to maintain
the free flow of traffic at the intersection of the West Bank Expressway (US 90B) and Peters
Road and 2) Place the railway under Lapalco Boulevard Overpass of the Harvey Canal
maintaining free flow of this heavily travelled urban arterial.

Option 2 is the only alignment option consistent with both recommendations. Option 2 places
the rail alignment on the west side of Peters Road between 4th Street and Lapalco Boulevard.
Figure 10 shows the location of Option 2 on the west side of Peters Road approaching the West
Bank Expressway, and Figure 11 shows Option 2 crossing under the West Bank Expressway.

Other local, state and Federal agencies provided comments, however the comments were not
specific to the alignment options.
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Figure 10. West Side of Peters Road North of the West Bank Expressway

Figure 11. West Side of Peters Road under the West Bank Expressway

Weést Bank Expressway
(US 90B)

-—

e |

Existing NOGC track dn |
west side of Peters Road
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5.0 CONCLUSIONS

Conceptual Alignment Options 1, 4, and the portion of Option 3 from 4th Street to south of
Lapalco Boulevard where it connects to Option 2 are recommended for elimination from
further analyses in the tiered evaluation process.

The primary fatal flaw associated with Option 1 is its high cost resulting from the three required
movable bridges on the GIWW, Harvey Canal, and Bayou Barataria. Option 1 also has the
highest number of potential total impacted or intersected properties and business relocations.

The primary fatal flaw associated with Option 4 is the impact to the residential area along
St. Joseph Street. The Option 4 alignment traverses St. Joseph Street for approximately 2,200
feet or 0.4 miles.

A portion of Option 3 from 4th Street to south of Lapalco Boulevard where it connects to
Option 2 is recommended for elimination because it traverses near a residential area from
US 90B to Lester Street and then requires extensive grade separation and a bridge structure
starting near St. Joseph Lane extending to south of the West Bank Animal Shelter tract.

After eliminating Options 1, 4, and the northern portion of Option 3, the remaining options are
Option 2 in its entirety and the southern portion of Option 3 starting near the Peters Road and
Murphy Canal crossing. The commonality between Options 2 and 3 will allow them to be
recombined and refined into more than two preliminary alternatives in the next phase of
alternatives analysis. For example, the northern end of Option 2 could be combined with the
southern end of Option 3.
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Appendix A

Conceptual Alignment Option 1
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