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PROJECT BACKGROUND

In 2004 a draft version Port of South Louisiana
Connector Road Environmental Assessment was

completed.

The recommended improvements included two
segments:

Port oftSouth La. (at' River Road) to US 61;
and,

US 61 to I=10:

Due te concerns over wetlands and/ ether ISSUES,
the projectdidinetreceive a Einding ofi NG
Sighificant impact (FONSI).



PROJECT BACKGROUND

= |nstead, the project was split into two Segments of Independent
Utility:

1. An Environmental Assessment (EA) for the portion between
River Road and US 61

2. An Environmentallimpact Statement (ElIS) for the poriion
pbetween US 64teN=10:




PROJECT OVERVIEW

Project Purpose and Need
PURPOSE:

Ihe purpose of this project Is to provide improved
access between the US 61 (Airline Highway) corridor: in
the Reserve area north to 1-10, for (1) general
commercialland non-commercial traffic in the Parish,
and for. (2) the Port ofi South Loursiana.



PROJECT OVERVIEW

Project Purpose and Need
N == D)

General Commercial and Non-Commercial Access

= Quicker and more direct route to 1-10 from the US 61.
Corriador

= Reduce vehicle hours traveled (VHIT) and thus provide
travel time savings and benefits

= Enable emergency vVenicles to reach I=10 destinations
More promptly

POt ACCESS

= Better; more directiacCess for Port thuckitraffic
= |fessen the impact ofi Port truckitraffic. on local reads



PROJECT BACKGROUND

Early EIS Work

Phase | Early Involvement tasks were completed:
development and refinement of purpose and need,
preparation of a draft coordination plan, and
development of project alternatives.

Public input was a vital part of this process, with
several public meetings held.

12 Build Alternatives were developed; however, 3 WErle
deemed to be not practicable ortoe damaging te the
environment, and Were removed from further
consideration.

Nine Initial BurldrAlternatives Were left, asiwelllas a Iow
cost  ISM Alternative and the No Build Alternative:



INTITIAL NINE BUILD

ALTERNATIVES:
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Irstinl ARersativas

Alrfine Mighway (US §1) to interstate 10
Conneator E18

Fedurul Akl No. HP-TO21$17)

RPC No. PSLC-ST)

Original intent of project was to evaluate and screen these Build Alternatives from NINE
down to no more than TWO, after which they would be fully analyzed along with the no
build alternative and the TSM alternative.

Evaluation and Screening Process was to include readily available or easily developed
data.
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A E Y A
Screening Criteria related to P4 AP-2 AP-7 AP-6 EIS-4 EIS-5 AP-6B EIS-3 P-1
Practicability:
Improved Avcess  Travel Time | Vehicular Traffic; | Vebicular Traflic; | Vehcular Tvaffic: | Vehicular Traflic; | Vehicular Traffic: | Vebicular Traffic; | Vehicular Traffic:  Vebicular Traffic; |  Vebicular Traffic:
Savings for regular traffic (per West: 000 West 1221 West: West. 153 West 00 West West 218 Westt |42 West: (.00
mip; presented in mins. secs ), East: 0:00 East: 0,00 East East: 1:01 East: .08 East East: 146 East. 3:38 East 3:25
Year 2020
Total Daily Travel Time Savings
(manutes pe day, gross) none 2,564 9.133 8.695 13913 2859 13,926
Year 2038
Total Dasly Travel Time Savings
(minutes per day, grossi. none 3051 17.353 27883 27825 30378 44,656

Improved Access  Travel Tme
Savings for emwrgency vehick
maffic (e rip; presented in
NS, secs.)

Screening Criteria related to
Least Damaging:

Wetland Impaers:

Amount of Wetlands
Impacted
fin projected oeres)

Biological Resource Impacts

Water Qualny Impacis:

tlow weedum, high)

Physical Resource Impacts
Ao medum, kiph)

Othver Impacty

Human Environment Impacts:
flow, wedum, kigh)

Center. 000

Center. 846

Cenler

Center 10.29

Center. 407 |

Emergency Access: | Emergency Access: | Emersency Access: | Emergency Access: | Emergency Access: | Emergency Acvess :

Center: 2244

Center: 1052

Emergency Access: | Emergency Access :

Center: 10:16

Center: 5:11

AP-6B

EIS-3

P-1

48,92 acres 50,38 acres 30,71 acres
high medinm medium
low medium low
low low medium
low “lh, fow




FINAL TWO BUILD ALTERNATIVES
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REQ'D. R/W
130'=0" MIN.
C/L LANES
' |
l A
- 30°=0" MIN. R 240" -= 30'=0" MIN
' |

) VARIES VARIES 20'=0" L 10'=0" o ; L a'd [_10'=0" _

4'-0"

ET. JOHN THE BAPTIST PAREH

STAGE 1 - ENVIRONMENTAL MPACT STATENENT
TYPICAL SECTION ~CONNECTOR ROAD

ORS00

ENHANCED ACCESS BETWEEN UB 61 N RESERVE AND 0

9. Ko

TES, INC.

TYPICAL SECTION - CONNECTOR ROAD (RC-2) (55mph)

ALTERNATIVE AP-6B AND ALTERNATIVE P-1
LEGEND
(1) 2" SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (WEARING COURSE).
(2) & SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (BINOER COURSE).
(2) 10" CLASS Il BASE COURSE (CRUSHED STONE OR RECYCLED PCCP),
(4) EMBANKVENT VATERIAL
(&) cEoTOMLE FABRKC
(E) 8" SUPERPAVE ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (EINDER COURSE).

& TO BE CONSTRUCTED FREE OF

OCBSTRUCTIONS
10 0 10 20

ENGNEERS « ACHTECTS - PLANNERS
PROGRAN & PROECT MANAGERS
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LEGEND
(1) 24" P PRES
(2) casT-—PLACE PRE Ca@
(3)TYPE B PRECAST PRESTRESSED CONCRETE GIRDERS
(4) CAST-IN—PLACE CONCRETE SLAB (8" THICK)
(5) 2 CONCRETE MEDIAN BARRER RAL
(6) 1'~1" CONCRETE BASRIER RAL

4 TO SE CONSTRUCTED FREE OF

OBSTRUCTIONS
10 0 10 20
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PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
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PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
ANTICIPATED IMPACTS

Direct Impacts Not Requiring Mitigation:

These Impact categories are considered non-
adverse/beneficial, and require no mitigation
measures. They include:

Traffic Impacts
Economic Impacts

ACCEeSS to: Community, Facilities and SErViGes



PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
ANTICIPATED IMPACTS

Direct Impacts Requiring Mitigation:

Wetlands (36.63 acres ofjurisdictional wetlands
lie within the proposed right-of-way).

Impacts to Wildlife
Surface Water. Quality: Impacts
Ground Water, Quality: Impacts

Construction Perod Impactsi (temporary noise; air
guality;and/vipration iImpacts)



LATEST TASKS

Produced and distributed Draft Environmental
Impact Statement document in March 2015

Held Public Hearing in May 2015

Received both Public and/Agency. Comments
on the Draft EIS; addressed those comments

Held 'Stakeholder Briefing with' elected offcials
and/Port of: SeuthilLouisiana officials to brief
tNem on project status and/te dISCUSS
COMMITMENL tO) Project.



NEXT TASK

= The Preferred Alternative reguires a new I1-10
Interchange.

= An Interchange Justification Report (IJR) must
DE prepared concurrently with the preparation
ofithe Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) and receipt ofia Record ofi Decision
(ROD).




INTERCHANGE JUSTIFICATION
REPORT

= Required by the FHWA and LADOTD.

= Steps/procedures are laid out in LADOTD Traffic
Engineering Manual, and generally include the
fellowing:

Traffic analyses not required for the EIS but reguired
for the IJR will'be performed or updated.

Alternative interchange designs will'be prepared: and
evaluated for FEHWA approval:

The IR willt be a stand-alene doecument; but the
EXxecutive Summary: from: the IJR will e includediin
the Final EIS.



FUTURE STEPS

FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT PROCESS:

=Complete Interchange Justification Report (IJR)

=Revise the EIS based on the findings of the IJR and
prepare the Final'Environmental Impact Statement and
announce Proposed Action.

=Once all'items are addressed the FEHWA will ISsue a
Record/ of:Decision which Is its final action prior. to
design and construction.

FOR ROADWAY IMPLEEMENTATION:

*OBTAIN'EUNDBING — ASs ofiyet; this projectiis: NOi;
fundeda:

=[Design engineening and right=cr=way:acguisition.

"Constructionrofiproject; mcluding implementationrof
mitigation measures:



ADDITIONAL
QUESTIONS OR
COMMENTS?



THANK YOU!



