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Executive Summary

Representatives from the Louisiana Department of
Transportation and Development (La DOTD), Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), and the I-10 Corridor
Improvement Study consultant team joined together to
provide community outreach and public meetings for the
Stage 0 portion of the I-10 Corridor Improvement Study
(State Project No. H.004100.1, Legacy Project No. 700-17-
0209). This second round of Public Meetings occurred on
February 22, February 25, and March 9, 2016.

The project team conducted the community outreach and
public involvement portion for this stage of the study and
was responsible for meetings with local elected officials,
focus groups, public input surveys, and notifications made
to the public regarding opportunities to have their opinions

heard in a public setting. This document provides methods
employed to generate input through this round of
meetings.

www.franklinassoc.com
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l. Overview of Outreach Activities

A. Elected Officials Interviews
(January — February 2016)

The project team met with elected public officials from across the 1-10 Corridor to gather their
input, gain knowledge of the traffic issues that are affecting citizens in their areas, and to
educate them on the Stage 0 process. Interviews were conducted in person, with a face-to-face
inquiry with each official. Each official was briefed on the status of the I-10 Corridor
Improvement Study. All interviews were conducted by an approved member of the study team.
As of February 2016, 43 public officials received face-to-face meetings.

The purpose of conducting face-to-face interviews was to inform the officials about the
upcoming meetings, to distribute marketing materials, to gather input, and to offer Stakeholders
an opportunity to share their thoughts and needs regarding any improvements and potential
means for improving the I-10 corridor in East Baton Rouge and West Baton Rouge Parishes. Over
100 packets of flyers and push-cards announcing the meetings were sent to area stakeholders.

Appendix A contains further details on outreach efforts to the public officials.
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Il. Media and Communications Efforts

A. Traditional Print Media
The project team created flyers and push cards during this phase of the project to promote the

public meetings. Numerous quantities of push cards and flyers were given out at each meeting
with the elected officials.

Public notices were also placed in the local newspapers at 30 days, two weeks, and one week
prior to the first public meeting. The official journals of record for East Baton Rouge and West
Baton Rouge parishes are The Advocate and The Westside Journal respectively.

Push card front

Stay Informed!

www.i10br.com

Push Card back
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Flyer 1

Note: The second meeting at the Addis, Louisiana Community Center — initially scheduled for
Tuesday, February 23 — had to be rescheduled for March 9" due to severe weather.
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Flyer 2
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Public notices were initially placed in The Advocate on February 8" and 15%
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A second notice was placed on March 1 due to the rescheduled meeting in Addis.
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Public Notice verifications from The Westside Journal covering West Baton Rouge Parish

Affidavit #1 — in West Side Journal Run February 11 and 18
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Notice #1 — in West Side Journal Run February 11 and 18
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Second publishing in West Side Journal on March 3rd
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B. Social Media

On February 8, 2016, in conjunction with LaDOTD’s first news release about the I-10 Public
Meetings, the project team sent the first of two e-blasts, via Constant Contact, to notify
community stakeholders about the upcoming public meetings. The e-blasts were sent to 873
stakeholders. A second e-blast reminder was sent out on February 16, 2016, just ahead of the
first public meeting on February 22, 2016. Because of the postponement of the Addis
community meeting due to weather, cancellation (February 23), reschedule (February 25), and
reminder (March 7) meeting e-blasts were sent to stakeholders as well, in advance of the Addis
meeting on March 9, 2016.

E-blast: I-10 Public Meetings Set - Sent February 8, 2016
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Email Statistics
Email Name:

I-10 Corridor Improvement Study Round 2 Public Meetings ANNOUNCEMENT

Email Run History

Sending Type Sent Run Date Status
Original Send 873 2/8/2016 Successfully Sent
Email Stats
Sent Bounces Spam Reports Opt-outs Opens Clicks Forwards
873 12.8% *1* 0.6% 35.3% 15.6% 0.4%
(112) (5) (269) (42) (2)

Click-through Stats

L Unique Click- Click-through
Email Link .
throughs Distribution
http://files.ctctcdn.com/2330f97f001/32160d67-
42 100.0%
-bec5-4f78-af99-980e98346b5b.pdf
http://www.constantcontact.com/legal/service-- 0 0.0%
provider?cc=about-service-provider =
Total Click-throughs 42 100%
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E-blast: I-10 Public Meetings reminder sent February 16, 2016
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Email Statistics
Email Name:

REMINDER I-10 Corridor Improvement Study Round 2 Public Meetings NEXT WEEK

Lists:

1-10 — GeauxWider 1-10 Focus Group Participants
1-10 Businesses 1-10 Agencies

1-10 citizens 1-10 Focus Group Invitees
1-10 elected officials DDD Leadership

1-10 consultant team

Email Run History

Sending Type Sent Run Date Status
Original Send 869 2/16/2016 Successfully Sent
Email Stats
Sent Bounces Spam Reports Opt-outs Opens Clicks Forwards
869 12.4% *1* 0.6% 28.4% 14.4% 0.5%
(108) (5) (216) (31) (1)

Click-through Stats

L Unique Click- Click-through
Email Link .
throughs Distribution
http://files.ctctcdn.com/2330f97f001/32160d67-
31 100.0%

-bec5-4f78-af99-980e98346b5b.pdf

Total Click-throughs 31 100%
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The public meeting scheduled for Thursday, February 25 at the Baton Rouge
Marriott will still take place, with the meeting beginning at 6:00 p.m.

STATE PROJECT NO. H.004100.1
LEGACY PROJECT NO. 700-17-0209

Copyright © 2016. All Rights Reserved.

E-blast: I-10 Addis Public Meeting Canceled (Due to Severe Weather) Sent February 23, 2016
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Email Statistics
Email Name:

1-10 Corridor Improvement Study Round 2 Public Meeting in Addis CANCELED

Lists:

1-10 — GeauxWider 1-10 Focus Group Participants
1-10 Businesses 1-10 Agencies

1-10 citizens 1-10 Focus Group Invitees
1-10 elected officials DDD Leadership

1-10 consultant team

Email Run History

Sending Type Sent Run Date Status
Original Send 864 2/23/2016 Successfully Sent
Email Stats
Sent Bounces Spam Reports Opt-outs Opens Clicks Forwards
864 12.6% 0 0.1% 24.0% 0 0
(109) (1) (181)

Click-through Stats

Email Link Unique Click-throughs Click-through Distribution

URL tracking statistics are not available for this email. The email was either created prior to
the click-through tracking feature or does not contain tracked links.
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E-blast: I-10 Addis Public Meeting Rescheduled Sent February 25, 2016
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Email Statistics
Email Name:

Reschedule of Addis, LA 1-10 Corridor Improvement Study Round 2 Public Meeting

Lists:

1-10 — GeauxWider 1-10 Focus Group Participants
1-10 Businesses 1-10 Agencies

1-10 citizens 1-10 Focus Group Invitees
1-10 elected officials DDD Leadership

1-10 consultant team

Email Run History

Sending Type Sent Run Date Status
Original Send 863 2/25/2016 Successfully Sent
Email Stats
Sent Bounces Spam Reports Opt-outs Opens Clicks Forwards
863 12.5% 0 0 23.8% 10.6% 0
(108) (180) (19)

Click-through Stats

L Unique Click- Click-through
Email Link .
throughs Distribution
http://files.ctctcdn.com/2330f97f001/058f40c8-
19 100.0%

-6c2b-423f-914e-697e92b73eda.pdf

Total Click-throughs 19 100%
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E-blast: I-10 Addis Public Meeting Reminder
Sent: March 7, 2016
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Email Statistics
Email Name:

REMINDER I-10 Corridor Improvement Study Round 2 Public Meeting (Addis) THIS WEEK

Lists:

1-10 — GeauxWider 1-10 Focus Group Participants
1-10 Businesses 1-10 Agencies

1-10 citizens 1-10 Focus Group Invitees
1-10 elected officials DDD Leadership

1-10 consultant team

Email Run History

Sending Type Sent Run Date Status
Original Send 867 3/7/2016 Successfully Sent
Email Stats
Sent Bounces Spam Reports Opt-outs Opens Clicks Forwards
867 11.8% 0 0 21.6% 10.9% 0
(102) (165) (18)

Click-through Stats

L Unique Click- Click-through
Email Link .
throughs Distribution
http://files.ctctcdn.com/2330f97f001/058f40c8-
18 100.0%

-6c2b-423f-914e-697e92b73eda.pdf

Total Click-throughs 18 100%
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C. Press Releases

DOTD Press Releases issued February 8, 2016
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La DOTD posted multiple announcements about the project on their website. Below are screen
captures of these:
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D. Media communications

Numerous press releases were issued to advertise the upcoming public meetings and then to
advertise the rescheduled meeting in Addis, Louisiana. As a result, the newspapers and
broadcast TV stations produced stories and announcements about the project. Below is a listing
of these:

Item

Date Sent

Entity receiving
information

Result

News article

News Release

Public Notice

News article

News article

News article

Public Notice

News article

News article

News article

News article

News article

News story

News story

News story

News article

News story

01/29/2016

02/08/2016

02/08/2015

02/08/2016

02/08/2016

02/08/2016

02/11/2016

02/12/2016

02/16/2016

02/21/2016

02/21/2016

02/23/2016

02/24/2016

03/09/2016

03/09/2016

03/09/2016

03/09/2016

WBRZ

DOTD — Rodney Mallett

The Advocate

The Advocate

WBRZ

WAFB

The Westside Journal

The Advocate

WBRZ

WBRZ

WDSU (New Orleans)

The Advocate

WAFB

WAFB

WBRZ

The Advocate

WBRZ

WBRZ.com article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

DOTD news release about
upcoming I-10 public meetings.
Ran in The Advocate on 02/08
(two-week naotice)

The Advocate article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

WBRZ.com article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

WAFB.com article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

Ran in The Westside Journal on
02/11 (two-week notice)

The Advocate article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

WBRZ.com article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

WBRZ.com article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

WDSU article about the
upcoming Round Two public
meetings.

The Advocate article about the
first Round Two public
meetings.

Ran story about cancellation
and reschedule of Addis public
meeting.

Ran story about upcoming
Addis public meeting.

Ran story about upcoming
Addis public meeting.

The Advocate article about the
Round Two public meeting in
Addis.

Ran story about Addis public
meeting.




Round Two Public Meeting Report: I-10 Corridor Improvement Study _

lll. Public Meeting Delivery

Beginning Monday, February 22, 2016 through Wednesday, March 9, 2016, the project team
conducted public input meetings in three locations in East and West Baton Rouge parishes to
solicit public input during the Stage 0 portion of the I-10 Corridor Improvement Study. Locations
were selected with an aim to reach various geographic areas along the corridor (east, middle,
and west); and thereby to conveniently accommodate various populations. While all were
evening meetings lasting from 6 — 8 PM, they were scheduled for differing weeknights and this
was partially based upon venue availability.

The meetings were held at the following locations:

Monday, February 22, 2016, 6 PM
McKinley Middle Magnet School
1550 Eddie Robinson Sr. Drive
Baton Rouge, LA 70802

Thursday, February 25, 2016, 6 PM
Baton Rouge Marriott

5500 Hilton Avenue

Baton Rouge, LA 70808

Wednesday, March 9, 2016, 6 PM
Addis Community Center

7520 Highway 1 South

Addis, LA 70710
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A. Meeting Format

All three public meetings delivered identical information, beginning with an informative live
presentation with onscreen graphics, followed by an open house exhibit area featuring maps,
conceptual solutions, traffic simulation videos, and information stations. Each was staffed by
members of the project team and/or LaDOTD. In addition, written comment stations were
available as was a court reporter to capture participants’ spoken comments. Below is an
example of the meeting layout from the Addis, Louisiana Community Center.

Addis had the advantage of being the largest single space, but both McKinley Middle School and
the Marriott ballrooms had the advantage of offering opportunities to separate the initial live
presentation area from the open-house exhibits which followed. The largest exhibit — identified
as “roll plans” in the diagram above — provided a scale drawing of the I-10 corridor illustrating
how one additional lane could be incorporated both east and westbound almost entirely within
the existing right-of-way (not applicable over the Mississippi River Bridge itself.) A general
comment form was available for remarks about this overarching solution. This form is displayed
in section IV-A of this report.

The four interchange areas identified in the above diagram as #1 through #4 offered one or
more conceptual roadway design solutions for specific interchanges along the corridor.
Comment forms unique to each of the four interchange areas were available at those stations to
collect ideas for solving current traffic problems. A list and description of the exhibits is provided
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in section llI-C of this report, and examples of the corresponding interchange comment forms
are found in section IV-B of this report.

B. Meeting Presentation
A PowerPoint presentation was prepared and presented by various members of the project
team. The presentation detailed the following information:

e Purpose of this Public Meeting
e Project Team Members
e DOTD Project Delivery Process
e Project Background
e Round | Public Meeting Review
e Context Sensitive Solutions
e |-10 and the Regional Approach
e Alternative Analysis Overview
— Preliminary Alternatives
— Screening Criteria
— Traffic Analysis
e Interchange Areas 1-4
e Next Steps
e Methods for Providing Input

A copy of the presentation slides, along with the speakers’ script, is included in Appendix B. This
and all meeting material can be found on the project website www.i10br.com.


http://www.i10br.com/
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C. Meeting Exhibits

Considering the public meeting venue floorplan diagram presented above in section IlI-A, one
notices a collection of tables labeled “roll plan” at the center of the room. It is surrounded by
four “interchange Area” tables generally at the corners of the room, and interspersed with
traffic modeling, traffic engineering, and DOTD exhibit tables. The exhibit maps, graphics, charts,
and videos displayed at these stations are described below. They can be viewed (and/or
downloaded) from the project website www.ilObr.com, but due to their print size they are not
included in this report or its appendices.

The above diagram of the project study area illustrates the geographic scope and the relative locations of the four
Interchange Areas.

Base Concept Roll Plans

The “Base Concept” for the corridor was a plan illustrating how one additional lane in both east
and west-bound directions could be added to the interstate infrastructure staying almost
entirely within the corridor’s existing right-of-way. This display was a series of large maps
(represented below) spliced together and covering 11 tables. Subject matter experts (consultant
team engineers) were available at this and all exhibit areas during the open house to describe
the conceptual alternative plans and answer questions.

Above is segment 1 of 4 illustrating the addition of one additional lane to I-10 in West Baton Rouge Parish.
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Above is segment 2 of 4 illustrating the addition of one additional lane to I-10 in both directions except over the
Mississippi River Bridge.

Above is segment 3 of 4 illustrating the base concept in the Old South Baton Rouge and City Park Lake area.

Above is segment 4 of 4 illustrating the base concept between City Park Lake and the 1-10/1-12 split.
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Interchange Area 1

Interchange Area 1 is located in West Baton Rouge Parish and includes the LA 415 and LA 1
interchange areas serving Port Allen, Addis, and other west bank communities. Three
conceptual solutions were proposed by the engineers for this area and displayed on tables as
maps overlying aerial photography. For all four interchange areas, the purpose of displaying
multiple potential solutions and distributing comment forms unique to each interchange area
was to obtain public opinion and clear ideas specifically addressing traffic issues in these areas.
The three proposed concepts for Interchange Area 1 were:

e LA 415 Directional
e LA 1toLAA415 Partial Clover
e LA 1toLA415 Connector

Above is one of the three concepts for Interchange Area 1.
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Interchange Area 2

Interchange Area 2 includes the Washington Street and Dalrymple Drive interchanges in
downtown Baton Rouge. It also includes the junction of I-10 with the 1-110 spur and the
approach to the Mississippi River Bridge. Four conceptual solutions to the interchanges in this
area were prepared by consultant team engineers as follows:

e Dalrymple/Washington Braided Option

e Dalrymple/Washington Braided Ramps Interchange
e Dalrymple/Washington Consolidated Interchange

e Dalrymple Modification Braided - No Frontage

Above is one of the four concepts for Interchange Area 2.
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Interchange Area 3
Interchange Area 3 extends from Perkins Road east to College Drive and includes Acadian
Thruway. Engineers prepared two conceptual solutions for interchanges in this area.

e Perkins Acadian College Exhibit 1
e Perkins Acadian College Exhibit 2

Above is one of the two concepts for Interchange Area 3.

Interchange Area 4

Finally, Interchange Area 4 extends from College Drive east to encompass the 1-10 / I-12 split.
One conceptual solution developed by project engineers involving a “fly-over” from westbound
I-10 directly to the College Drive exit was displayed.

e 1-101-12 College Flyover Exhibit 1

Above is the concept for Interchange Area 4.
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Additional Exhibits

In addition to the plan-view conceptual alternatives drawings displayed at each public meeting,
six additional exhibits including drawings, diagrams, matrices, and on-screen videos were on
display. Descriptions of each follow:

I-10 Existing & Base Concept Cross Sections is an axonometric “cross section” drawing
illustrating how four traffic lanes in each direction can be accommodated within the existing I-10
right-of-way in a typical area along this corridor.
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Tier 1 Alternative Analysis was a detailed matrix listing all 71 alternative solutions either
developed by the consultant team or suggested to the consultant team by public comment
during the course of this project. Each is evaluated on multiple criteria and a decision was made
whether that particular idea or concept should move forward into “Tier 2” for further
consideration. This matrix illustrates that many more ideas were considered than were drawn as
maps for display during the public meetings.
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Tier 1 Alternative Analysis Screening Criteria was a board containing descriptions of the various
criteria used to screen — and thereby eliminate from further consideration — many of the 71
unique Alternatives Concepts listed in the Tier 1 Alternative Analysis matrix.
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Interchange Types was a board displaying graphic diagrams of various types of interstate
highway interchange configurations.
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Video Presentation of example Context
Sensitive Solutions (CSS) was a looped
PowerPoint presentation displayed on an
HDTV screen showcasing various CSS
treatments involving highway infrastructure
from across the country.

Traffic modeling videos, showing projected
future traffic volumes both with and
without roadway improvements, were
shown at the station labeled “Traffic HDTV”.

At the DOTD station, staff from the DOTD
Right-of-Way office were available to
answer questions pertaining to possible
land acquisition. All images shown in this
report are thumbnail representations and
understandably difficult to read. Electronic
versions of the full-size exhibits displayed at
these stations during the Round 2 public
meetings are available on the project
website.
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D. Meeting Attendance
Sign-in sheets at each of the three meetings reflect attendance totals as follows:

Agencies
General | and Elected Project
Meeting Public Officials Media Team Total
Monday,
February 22 —
McKinley 31 12 2 17 62
Middle
Magnet School
Thursday,
February 25—
Marriott
Baton Rouge
Wednesday,
March 9 —
Addis 89 29 2 15 135
Community
Center

Totals 167 * Gk *
Official Count of 1-10 Corridor Improvement Study Round 2

47 20 4 11 82

*Not totaled because it would largely be re-counts of the same individuals.

**Five unique media agencies: WAFB Ch.9, The Advocate, Westside Journal, Hometown
Productions, Full Circle Communications.

Sign in sheets can be viewed as Appendix C.

Attendance during Round Two was substantially lower than during Round One held in
September of 2015. While weather was a factor mid-week of the February 22-25 meetings, the
cancelled and then rescheduled meeting at the Addis Community Center ended up having the
highest attendance of the three events. Public outreach efforts for Round Two in the form of
public notices, on-camera interviews, social media, and direct interactions were essentially the
same as for Round One, and there were no significant local events other than weather which
might have seriously affected attendance. Possible reasons for the enhanced interest and
attendance during Round One include 1) it was the public launch of this much-anticipated
transportation project, and 2) online public surveys preceding Round One likely stimulated the
interest of the public.
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IV. Comment Compilation
During the public meetings opportunities were provided for participants to give their written
comments and suggestions for the project. Five different paper forms were provided:

1) A “general” comment form, provided upon entering the open house exhibits

2) Comment form for Interchange #1 — LA 1 and LA 415 in West Baton Rouge
Parish

3) Comment form for Interchange #2 — Washington Street and Dalrymple Drive

4) Comment form for Interchange #3 — Perkins Road, Acadian Thruway and College
Drive

5) Comment form for Interchange #4 —1-10/12 Split

General comments could be provided in writing at the meetings, orally to a court reporter at the
meetings, or submitted later via email or U.S. mail. For those attendees wanting more time to
make their comments, project staff made it known that comments would be received via email
or U.S. mail for two weeks following the last meeting — March 19%", 2016 was the closing date.

The four interchange comment forms were part of a table-top exercise and were intended to
get more specific ideas and comments concerning various interchange options at four segments
of the interstate study area.

A. Public Meeting Comment Forms

The general comment form sought ideas and concerns covering the entire scope of the project,
allowing persons to write whatever they wished. Forty-five written comment forms were
deposited in comment boxes during the Round Two meetings. Synonymous to the general
written comment form was the opportunity to give verbal comments to a court reporter
provided at each meeting who then transcribed the comments. Ten persons availed themselves
to this opportunity during the Round Two meetings. These comments are contained at the end
of Appendix D.
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General comment form used during the Round 2 public meetings.
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Corridor Improvement Comments
(From Comment forms)

Stop studying...Just do something
New Bridge

Add a lane to I-10

Close Washington Street exit

Move Washington Street exit
Improve interchanges outside of EBR
Remove Perkins Road exit

Improve LA 1

LA 1/LA 415 Connector

Improve Acadian Thwy

Toll Road

Ferry

Improve 10/12 Split

Widen Highland/Nicholson exit

Loop

Highpass

Improve Florida Blvd. and Airline Hwy.
Improve Dalrymple

Improve I-10 Lighting

Add Sidewalks to Interchanges

o
=

2

w
I
[62]
[e)]

B Corridor Improvement Comments
Chart 1: Summary of Comments from Written Comment Forms

A total of 45 general comment forms were deposited into the comment boxes at the meetings.
Others may have been completed later and sent in by email or U.S. mail. Of the 45 comments
provided, 23 were unique suggestions, meaning that the remaining 22 contained duplicate
suggestions. These are tallied in the chart above. Six of the 45 comment forms said “just do
something” or “stop doing studies” or similar. Four respondents suggested adding a lane to I-10
in both directions, and this is an idea integral to the study’s conceptual solution as illustrated by
the full corridor base improvements map exhibited at each open house. Four comments
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recommended closing the existing east-bound exit to Washington Street, and four more
recommended moving that exit for a total of eight. Three suggested adding lanes to the existing
Mississippi River Bridge. Two recommended removing the Perkins Road exit. Two proposed
improvements to the 1-10/1-110 interchange area while two proposed interchange
improvements for locations outside of the study area. Other ideas listed above received one
endorsement each and ranged from interchange improvements to lighting to other regional
transportation improvements.

B. Public Meeting Feedback

As described previously, the open house portion of the meeting offered exhibits describing
possible solutions for four interchange areas along the 1-10 corridor through Baton Rouge and
across the river into West Baton Rouge Parish. At each exhibit station, unique comment forms
were available for attendees to offer ideas, suggestions, and concerns about various conceptual
solutions which may include modifying ramps, providing frontage roads, or other changes. Each
form included a small aerial photo of that interstate segment, a list of current problems or
concerns, a count of how many conceptual solutions produced by the project engineers were on
display, and a space requesting written comments. Attendees were encouraged to record their
ideas and concerns specific to that interchange area onto the corresponding form and leave it
with the exhibit facilitator. These forms were collected after each meeting. Fifty-eight
comments were received from these exercises.
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Interchange Area #1

Twelve comments at the Interchange #1 exhibit area focused on improvements on the West
Baton Rouge Parish side of the corridor; specifically to LA 1 and to LA 415. An additional two
comments desired improvements to the bridge over the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW).
Other ideas identified in the above chart received one endorsement each.

Interchange #1: LA 1 and LA 415 in West Baton Rouge

14
12
10
8
6
4
2 I
, N N N N N
LA1/ LA 415 Improve New Bridge AddLlLaneonl- Highpass Frontage Road Bypass
Connector Intracoastal 10 Bridge
Canal B Interchange #1 Suggestions

Comment Summary for Interchange #1 (LA 415 and LA 1 in WBR)
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Comment form for Interchange Area #1
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Interchange Area #2

At the Interchange #2 exhibit area, 12 written comments were received endorsing the braided
ramp or consolidated interchange concepts presented at that station. One comment desires
east-bound interstate access from Dalrymple (presently not available), one comment endorsed
relocating the Washington Street exit, and another was concerned about environmental impacts
of the corridor expressing a desire for sound walls.

Interchange #2: Washington Street and Dalrymple Drive

Braided Ramps/Consolidate interchange
Eastbound Dalrymple ramp

Add a Lane on I-10

Move Washington Street exit

Build Sound Walls

[EnN

0 2 3 4 5 6

B Interchange #2 Suggestions

Comment Summary for Interchange #2 (Washington Street and Dalrymple Drive)
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Comment form for Interchange Area #2
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Interchange Area #3

At the Interchange #3 exhibit area, there were six written comments endorsing the removal of
or in some way alleviating the weave problem between Acadian Thruway and College Drive. One
remarked on the need to improve (extend) acceleration lanes of on-ramps. One believed lighting
could help, and another endorsed the regional transportation concept of a commuter train.

Interchange #3: Perkins Road, Acadian Thruway and College Dr.

Remove or Improve weave between Acadian and College
Make adequate acceleration lanes

Install acceleration lights

Commuter Train

o
- I I I
N
w
IS
v
(<)}

H Interchange #3 Suggestions

Comment Summary for Interchange #3 (Perkins Road, Acadian Thruway and College Drive)
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Comment form for Interchange Area #3
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Interchange Area #4
At the Interchange #4 exhibit area, only one conceptual interchange improvement was
presented. Nine comments received at this station endorsed the concept of a new College Drive

fly-over exit which would alleviate the current weave problem.

Interchange #4: College Drive and I-10/1-12 Split

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
H Interchange #4 Suggestions

Comment Summary for Interchange #4 (College Drive and 1-10/112 Split)

Comment form for Interchange Area #4
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C. Oral Comments Captured by Court Reporter

A court reporter was present at all three Round Two meetings allowing participants the option
of giving their comments verbally. Below are the results from the comments transcribed by the
court reporter:

Comments to Court Reporter (All three meetings)

New Bridge

Improve Surface Streets

Crossover bridge b/w Essen and College
Ferry

Parallel Highway in WBR

LA 1/LA415 Connector

Add lanes on current I-10 bridge

o
[y

2 3 4 5 6

B Suggestions given to Court Reporter

Comments from Court Reporter

During the course of the Round Two meetings, ten persons provided verbal comments to the
court reporter. Three of these comments included suggestions to construct a new bridge. Two
comments endorsed the need to improve existing surface streets. One suggested a ferry,
another recommended a parallel highway in West Baton Rouge Parish, and another endorsed
the conceptual LA 1 to LA 415 connector highway.
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D. Comments Received by Mail or Email

Meeting participants — and anyone who was subsequently informed of this opportunity by
word-of-mouth or social media — had the option to submit comments to the project team by
U.S. mail or email. The deadline for submittal (postmark) was two weeks after the last public
meeting — March 19%, 2016. Below are the results from these comments:

Comments via Mail or Email

Close Washington Street exit | NNREREREEEG
CSS at LSU Lakes

Add laneson I-10 [

Ferry I

Loop NN

Monorail [N

Improve I-110 |G

Restripe I-10W on MRB |G

o
-

2 3 4 5 6

B Comments from Emails

Comments Received by Mail or Email

Ten comments were received by U.S. mail or email, meeting the March 19" deadline. Of these,
two endorsed closing the eastbound Washington Street exit, and two approved the idea of
implementing Context Sensitive Solutions at the LSU Lake crossing. One commenter endorsed
the base concept of adding one lane in each direction to I-10. One desired improvements at I-
110, and one suggested that re-striping the I-10 westbound merge lane on the Mississippi River
Bridge from St. Ferdinand Street would be an improvement. One endorsed the regional solution
of a “loop” around downtown Baton Rouge.

Appendix D of this report contains copies of all completed comment forms, transcripts and
emails in their original format.
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V. Public Meeting Photos
McKinley Middle Magnet School McKinley Middle Magnet School

McKinley Middle Magnet School McKinley Middle Magnet School

McKinley Middle Magnet School McKinley Middle Magnet School
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Baton Rouge Marriott Baton Rouge Marriott

Baton Rouge Marriott Baton Rouge Marriott

Baton Rouge Marriott Baton Rouge Marriott
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Addis Community Center Addis Community Center

Addis Community Center Addis Community Center

Addis Community Center Addis Community Center
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Welcome to our I-10 Corridor Improvement Study Public Meeting. My name is Perry
Franklin, president of Franklin Associates, a member of the I-10 Corridor project team.

| would like to thank you for participating in tonight’s important meeting to discuss an
important topic to our region, state and country.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 1
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-10 CORRIDOR
~ IMPROVEMENTSTUDY

Three events were scheduled for this second round of Public Meetings:

* McKinley Middle Magnet School on Monday, February 22

* Baton Rouge Marriott on Thursday February 25

* Addis Community Center on Wednesday, March 9 (rescheduled from February 23" due
to inclement weather)

All of the meeting times are from 6:00 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The same information is being
presented at all three meetings.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 2
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* Recap the First Round of Meetings

* ReviewDOTD's Regional Approach

« Update You on the Progress Since the First Round of
Meetings

* What to Expect Next

The purpose of the public meetings is to:

* Give a summary of the first round of meetings which were held last September

» Review DOTD’s regional approach and understand how this project fits in with
that approach

* Update you on what we’ve been doing since the first round of meetings

* Gather public input and offer all key stakeholders and citizens the opportunity to
assess the need for improvements to the I-10 Corridor in Baton Rouge

* Gather public input on potential means for improving the I-10 corridor from LA
415 to Essen Lane

* Explain what can be expected after this round of public meetings.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 3
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1. Welcome
2. Inform the Public:
* Round 1 Recap

* Project Status
» Next Steps

3. “Ask the Project Team”

* One-on-one opportunity toreview data and
critique the study plans

Here’s the agenda for tonight’s meeting.

We will begin by giving you a summary of what was presented in Round 1 of the public
meetings last September. You will hear the outcome of your comments from those
meetings. We will explain what we have been working on since those meetings.

This data will be followed by a presentation from DOTD, the Engineering and traffic analysis
teams from Providence Engineering, Sigma Consulting Group, and Urban Systems
discussing findings related to traffic studies and engineering analysis.

After these presentations, you can go to one of our “Ask the Project Team” tables and
speak one-on-one with our engineering and traffic experts or speak with a representative

from DOTD and ask specific questions about the proposed corridor improvement ideas.

Your suggestions can be captured at the tables, at the comment stations, or on the website
at www.i10br.com.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 4
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THIS PROJECT?

This is a DOTD project, and I-10 is a federal highway, so the Federal Highway Administration
is also providing oversight on this project. The Capital Region Planning Commission (CRPC),
our regional metropolitan planning organization, is providing technical assistance.

Providence is the prime contractor for this project, and there are five other firms that are
subcontracting with Providence. Those firms include Urban Systems (handling traffic
analysis), TY. Lin International (handling bridge design), Sigma Consulting Group (handling
engineering), Franklin Associates (handling communications, surveying and public
outreach)and Bowlby and Associates (handling noise analysis).

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 5
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We are currently at Stage 0 of this study. At this stage, the project team is tasked with
determining whether potential improvements are feasible and should move forward into
subsequent stages.

Once we finish Stage 0, which has an anticipated end time of this summer, if the project
and potential improvements that are created from this process are deemed feasible in
terms of overall human and environmental impacts, we move to Stage 1. It is at Stage 1
that the engineers and environmental specialists really refine the alternatives, keeping in
mind the impact on the environment around the project, which includes the
neighborhoods, businesses and people that would be affected. This stage typically takes 18
to 36 months, however some portions of the project may be able to be moved quicker.
Once an alternative is selected, the project can then move to Stage 2.

The Department could decide to move to Stage 3 even though construction funding has not

been identified. Stages 3 and 4 take around 36 months to complete. If money is identified
for Stage 5, then construction can proceed.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 6
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PURPOSE AND NEED

» To improve safety throughout the
corridor

« To reduce congestion and improve
traffic flow in the 1-10 corridor

* To provide for the continuing growth
of the economy and population of
metropolitan Baton Rouge

In accordance with the Federal Highway Administration and DOTD’s processes, a study of
improvements must have a defined purpose and need. The current draft preliminary
purpose and need reads as follows:

. To improve safety throughout the corridor

. To reduce congestion and improve traffic flow in the I-10 corridor. Congestion
will not be completely eliminated, but there are things we can do to reduce
it.

. To provide for the continuing growth of the economy and population of

metropolitan Baton Rouge

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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This is the project study area. The area of I-10 that we are focusing on for the purposes of
this project extend from the LA 415/Lobdell exit in West Baton Rouge Parish, crossing the

New Mississippi River bridge into Baton Rouge, and extending to the I-10/1-12 split at Essen
Lane, incorporating a little of I-12 at Essen Lane into the project.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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Round One Public Input Meetings

Beginning August 31, through September 3, 2015, the project team conducted public input
meetings in three locations in East and West Baton Rouge parishes to solicit public input
during the Stage 0 portion of the I-10 Corridor Improvement Study. The following slides
provide a brief recap of those meetings.
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Prior to the first round of Stage O public meetings, the project team and the LSU Public
Policy Research Laboratory conducted a total of three surveys to get input from residents,
businesses, and travelers along the I-10 Corridor.

The first two surveys were scientific surveys conducted by the LSU Public Policy Research
Lab. One was a survey of residents from East and West Baton Rouge, Ascension, Iberville
and Livingston parishes. The second LSU survey was a scientific survey of businesses within
five miles of 1-10 between Lake Charles and Slidell. These two were designed to match
geographic and demographic representations of these areas.

The third survey was a non-scientific, public input survey. This survey produced over 13,800
responses.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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Highlights:

* Add one lane in each direction
while still providing additional capacity on
the interstate

+ Widen to the inside as well to provide
adequate shoulders

* Provide sound walls in various locations for
noise mitigation
« Context Sensitive Solutions

Base Concept (From Survey)

* A concept that came from the surveys was to add an additional lane in each direction
from LA 415 to Essen Lane with the exception of the Mississippi River Bridge.

* This concept as presented at the first round of public meetings, will have the least
impact to adjacent properties

* In areas where it is possible, we will look to widen to the inside as well as the outside in
order to provide wider shoulders

* Sound walls will be placed in various locations that qualify along the corridor

* We will also look for areas in and around the interstate corridor that can be improved
aesthetically. This is known as Context Sensitive Solutions

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 11
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SOLUTIONS

What is CSS¢
» Every project has a unique context

comprised of the cultural, environmental,

socioeconomic, and physical features of the
corridor and surrounding area

« Important to mitigate impacts to preserve
and enhance the communities adjacent to
the project

CSS

. Every project has a unique context comprised of the cultural, environmental,
socioeconomic, and physical features of the corridor and surrounding area

. It is important to mitigate impacts to preserve and enhance the communities

adjacent to the project

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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SOLUTIONS

Example

City Park Lake Rendering

One place we feel could be a great location for Context Sensitive Solutions that was
presented previously is in the City Park Lake Bridge area. This location is currently a
centerpiece of Baton Rouge in the I-10 Corridor, and efforts are already underway to
beautify the entire lakes area. The picture you are seeing now is a representation of one
option that could be implemented in this area. Additional effort will continue to be
undertaken to determine what would best fit everyone’s desires for this area. At the first
meeting and again tonight we have a scrolling set of pictures referred to as architectural
inspirations to spark ideas of possibilities.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 13
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205 Total Responses

ﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬂ.—
One additional lane in each direction
Add multiplelanesin each direction
Improve surface streets
Bypass
Double deck interstate
New bridge
Move/remove the Washington Street exit

At the first round of public meetings, we asked those who were interested to sit at tables
and offer their solutions to the traffic problem and some of their ideas and opinions on
potential improvements. We received a total of 205 various responses including

adding one additional lane in each direction

Adding multiple lanes in each direction

Improve surface streets

Construct a bypass

Double deck the interstate, also referred to as a highpass

Construct a new bridge, either adjacent to the existing I-10 bridge or in another
southern location

Move or remove the Washington Street exit

All information regarding the first round of public meetings can be found on our project
website, www.il0br.com.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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DOTD will now give a brief overview of how this project is being looked at as a part of more
expansive regional traffic improvement approach.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 15
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JYY L\ Y, N
WITH THE REGIONAL APPROACH?

» Other projects cannot reduce future demand

on |-10 to less than today’s volumes

* Improvementsto I-10 must be part of the
overall solution

* A multi-faceted approachis required

How does this project fit in with DOTD’s Regional Approach?
Other projects cannot reduce future demand on [-10 to less than today’s volumes, and we

all agree that today’s congestion is not acceptable. Increasing the capacity of I-10 must be
part of the overall solution that will require a multi-faceted approach.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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JYY L\ Y, N
WITH THE REGIONAL APPROACH?

* An acceptable I-10 improvement alone will
not solve the traffic problem

* |-10 improvements must be included in a suite
of regional projects

* DOTD's Statewide Transportation Plan projects
have the potential to make things better

The complete solution to Baton Rouge’s traffic problem cannot be accomplished by
improving I-10 alone. The improvement that would be necessary to provide that total
solution would require a substantial impact to the community adjacent to the interstate.
Therefore, a complete regional approach is necessary. This means including the I-10 project
in a suite of projects. DOTD’s statewide transportation plan outlines the projects necessary
to help improve traffic conditions.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 17
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REGIONAL MEGA-PROJECTS

Hammond

The major projects included in the top 2 priority levels in the statewide transportation plan
affecting the capital region include:

* Improving I-10

* New south bridge

* North Bypass

* LA1-LA415 Connector

* Widen I-10, Highland Rd to LA 22
* Widen |-12, Satsuma to Hammond

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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We will now discuss what has transpired since the first round of public meetings.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 19
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8 Mainline Alternatives Analyzed, Including:
« One Additional Lane
« Mulfi-lane Addition
» High Pass
« New Adjacent Bridge Crossing

* Lanes on outside of existing Bridge (Direct
Connection from LA 1 to Nicholson)

* |I-110 Westbank Connection, movable barrier,
and frontage roads at various locations

62 Interchange Alternatives

From all the responses received through all the various means of public input, a list of
alternatives were developed so that they could be screened against a certain set of criteria
in order to determine what should move forward for further study.

Improvements to I-10 mainline were analyzed including
* One Additional Lane
* Multi-lane Addition
* High Pass
* New Adjacent Bridge Crossing
* Lanes on outside of existing Bridge (Direct Connection from LA 1 to
Nicholson)

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 20
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Screening Criteria:
. i i

« Safety Improvement

* Impacts to acreage and structures
* Impacts to environment

» Cost

* Ability to phase construction

Once all the various alternatives were defined, a set of screening criteria was developed in

order to determine what projects were viable to move forward to the next round of study.

Each alternative was screened according to the portion of I-10 that it improved. Mainline

concepts were compared with a certain set of criteria. Interchange concepts were screened

against a different set of criteria. Both of those sets of criteria contained the following

categories of screening.

Traffic Operations — does the concept improve operations at major bottleneck points and

through the entire project area, only portions of the project area, or only at spot locations?

Safety Improvements — will the concept be expected to result in a significant or moderate

improvement in safety or provide no improvement at all?

Impacts to acreage and structures or as we term it Right of Way impacts. How many

impacts to residential, commercial, and public facilities are expected for each concept?

* What kind of impact to the environment will the concept have? Will it impact wetlands,
parks, historic structures, etc.

* What'’s the anticipated cost of the concept?

* And finally, can the concept be constructed in different phases or parts as money
becomes available?

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 21
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Sample #1: Multi-Lane Addition

» Concept wouldadd up to two additional lanes in each
direction on |-10 and add an adjacent Mississippi River Bridge
crossing to handle future traffic demand

What you see here is a sample of how the screening criteria was applied to one of the
mainline concepts, the multi-lane addition. This concept would add up to two additional
lanes in each direction on 1-10 and add an adjacent Mississippi River Bridge crossing in
order to accommodate those additional lanes. This concept is expected to handle the
future traffic demand.

So applying the criteria you would see that the acreage required, the impacts to residential
structures and the impacts to businesses causes the impact to right of way to be high.

We also see a high impact to the environment. Along with other issues, this would have a
major visual impact throughout the community.

The safety benefit of this improvement would be major, but so would the cost with an
estimated price tag over 1 billion dollars.

It is able to phased but portions of this project, like the construction of a new bridge, would
carry a substantial cost.

Finally, the traffic operations for this concept would provide high capacity.

In the end, once all the criteria are used to compare this project, it was recommended that
this concept not move forward for additional study.
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Sample #2: Washington §t./Dalrymple Interchange
Combination

* Concept wouldcombine Washington St. and Dalrymple
Dr. with a frontage road and provide an eastbound on
ramp to serve Washington and Dalrymple traffic

*« Cost

+« Able to Phase Construction N/A

We'll now look at an interchange alternative. This is one of several of the Washington
Street area interchange concepts. This concept would combine Washington St. and
Dalrymple Dr. with a frontage road and provide an eastbound on ramp to serve Washington
and Dalrymple traffic, as well as add an additional left exit to the Washington Street area
serving 1-110 southbound traffic. Right now, traffic coming from 1-110 crosses two lanes of
I-10 traffic causing congestion at the 10/110 merge. Also, there is no eastbound on ramp
for traffic exiting at Dalrymple. Anyone who isn’t familiar with the area has a hard time
getting back onto I-10 eastbound. Regular users cut through the neighborhoods. This
concept would help alleviate those problems. You can see this concept on paper at one of
the stations in the open house, which we will explain to you later on in this presentation.

As you can see here, this concept would potentially impact 15 residential structure so the
right of way category was considered a high impact. This is a preliminary conservative
number which we feel may come down during further development. All the other
evaluation categories were considered positive, so it was recommended that this concept
move forward for additional study.

Again, we have an exhibit in the open house where you can look at all the different
concepts and how they were evaluated.
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« One Additional Lane in each direction

* Inferchange Modifications
=LA 415

-—tA
» Washington

= Dalrymple

= Perkins

= Acadian

» College

» |-10/ 1-12 Split

After all the application of the various screening criteria, it was recommended that the
following concepts be considered for additional study in Stage 1.

One additional lane in each direction on the mainline of I-10

As well as potential interchange modifications at the following locations:
LA 415
LAl
Washington
Dalrymple
Perkins
Acadian
College
[-10 / 1-12 Split

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study
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The current slide shows a sample existing area of I-10 with three travel lanes in each
direction. This is actually representative of an area where the right of way is most narrow.
This was something that was shown at the first round of public meetings.
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'/ (] \ RN

Additional Lane Concept Cross Section

* This shows the same area that was just seen with an additional lane in each direction.

* There are 4 continuous thru lanes and wider shoulders

* This is an example of an area that would be potentially eligible for sound walls

* In the majority of the corridor, adding one lane in each direction can be constructed
within the existing right of way
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The traffic analysis conducted included:
« One additional lane in each direction
except on the MRB
MinatonSt . e loff
accessible from 1-110 SB

+ Directionalramps from [-10/1-12 WB to
College Drive.

Traffic simulation models were developed for the additional lane concept. They included a
new Washington St Ramp on the left side of I-110. They also included directional ramps
from 1-10 and I-12 to the College Exit, which would eliminate the triple lane change. These
models will be shown on monitors during the open house part of the meeting. The traffic
models were used to estimate the benefits of these potential improvements.
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If these improvements were in place today,
models indicated that this is how the
morning travel fimes would improve:

ravel limes - ea

FIOEB at 110 l

Modeling using existing traffic volumes indicates average travel times in the AM peak
period could be reduced as shown with the additional lane concept. The red bars indicate
the existing travel times and the green are with the add lane concept improvements. Travel
times do and will continue to vary depending on the time and route. This presents a
comparison of average travel times in the AM peak.
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If these improvements were in place today,
models indicated that this is how the
evening fravel fimes would improve:

—————— TravelTimes=PMPeak ————

-10 EB at LA 1 to Perkins b

FIOEB at 110

5 B Existing
Hioss o tizes [y
CERIEEN .

This slide presents the same comparison of travel times for the PM Peak Period. The red
bar presents existing and the green is with the additional lane concept. As shown in these
two slides, significant reductions in travel times can be expected as a result of the proposed
improvements. However just building these improvements alone will not provide enough
capacity / relief forever.
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By 2032, with increases in traffic, the
duration of congestion is expected

—to double with no improvements.

The impact of the additional lane
concept on the duration of
congestion will vary by location.

Traffic volumes are expected to increase over time. As presented at the last public meeting,
traffic demand is expected to increase and without improvements, the duration of
congestion is expected to double by the year 2032. As traffic volumes increase, the
improvement each driver could expect from the additional lane concept will vary by location
along the study corridor.
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AM Average Travel Times

Travel Times in the models were compared and the results for critical routes in the AM
peak are presented here. The yellow bar is existing average travel times with today’s
volumes, the red is with the projected volumes in 2032 in a “do nothing” scenario and the
green is with the additional lane, left exit at Washington and directional ramps to College
from I-10 and I-12 modeled with the projected volumes in 2032 during the AM peak.

What the data indicates is that even with the increased traffic, these improvements are
expected to decrease travel times on the I-10 mainline from what is experienced today. /t
also indicates that eventually additional measures will be needed to improve access from LA
1 to handle the future traffic demand.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 31



Round 2 Public Meetings Presentation 4/13/2016

PM Average Travel Times

This slide presents the same future year average travel time comparison for the PM Peak
Period. The results mimic those of the AM. The traffic analysis indicates the additional
lane will provide significant improvement, but over time the increased traffic demand will
require improving access from the westbank to the eastbank. This supports the conclusion
that improvements to I-10 alone will not be enough; a regional approach will be required
to manage congestion over the long term.
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Looking at LA 1 with other measures
of effectiveness...

...Tthroughput is expected to
increase by 30%-45% in the AM and
PM peaks.

While travel times provide a good indication of the expected improvements, they don’t
always tell the whole story. Other measures of effectiveness are used in conjunction with
travel times to evaluate the impacts of improvements. For example, with the additional
lane, the throughput or number of vehicles that could get on I-10 from LA 1 is expected to
increase by 30-45% in the peak hours. Therefore although in the future travel times may be
slightly worse than the current conditions, it will be far better than doing nothing. This
points to the need for additional improvements which is why, as previously stated, the I-10
project is a necessary component, but not the only component, in an overall plan for the
region.

[-10 Corridor Improvements Study 33



Round 2 Public Meetings Presentation 4/13/2016

Four stations for potential interchange modifications:
1) LA 415 and LA
2) Washington and Dalrymple
3) Perkins, Acadian, and College
4) College and|-10/1-12 Split
Visit stations, ask questions, and give opinions on sheet
that contains map and explanation area

Leave your opinion card for that interchange at table

Can do for all four interchanges, or as many as you like.

As we discussed earlier, one additional lane is being proposed as the base concept as well
as interchange modifications in various locations. At our “ask the expert” tables, you will be
able to take a look at the various concepts proposed for those interchanges. The
interchanges are grouped as follows

LA 415 and LA1

Washington and Dalrymple

Perkins, Acadian, and College

College and I-10/1-12 Split
We ask that you visit stations, ask questions, and give opinions on sheet that contains map
and explanation area. Please leave your opinion card for that interchange at the table. You
can visit all four interchange stations, or as many as you like throughout the night.
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LA 415/LA 1 in WBR Parish

We'd like to give you a little outline of items to consider while you visit each interchange
area. For the LA415/LA1 area in west baton rouge, the problems that you can find there are
* severe backups onto LA 1 northbound for morning and evening.

* Trucks have problems coming up to speed due to the slope of the ramp up to the bridge.
* Traffic merges to center lane due to Washington Street lane drop.

Our main goal for improvement is to reduce congestion on LA 1 northbound. There are
three proposed concepts in this area that we’d like to get your opinion on.
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Washington Street/ Dalrymple Drive

Problems

In the Washington Street and Dalrymple Drive area, the problems that we see are:

Merging traffic from 1-110 trying to exit at Washington St.

Northbound Washington on-ramp distance to I-10/1-110 split causes
double lane change to cross bridge westbound

No eastbound on-ramp at Dalrymple confuses visitors and causes traffic
to flow through adjacent neighborhoods to get to I-10

Our improvement Goals here are to:

Improve safety by providing an alternative for southbound traffic on I-
110 to access Washington Street

Improve safety by modifying the westbound Washington St. area
entrance and addressing the distance for the double lane change to get
to I-10 Westbound and across the bridge

Provide full access interchange for both Washington St. and Dalrymple

There are four proposed concepts in this area that we’d like to get your opinion on.
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Perkins Road/Acadian Thruway/College Drive

For Perkins, Acadian and College Drive, the problems seen here include:
* Extremely short acceleration lanes provided at Acadian and Perkins
westbound on-ramps
* Weaving between Acadian and College causes congestion on I-10,
particularly eastbound
The improvement goals in this area are to:
* Improve safety by providing adequate acceleration lanes
* Remove or improve weave between Acadian and College
We have two proposed concepts in this area that we’d like to get your opinion on.
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College Drive/I-10/1-12 Split

And finally, we have the College Drive, I-10/1-12 split area. The main problem here is that
westbound traffic from I-10 has to make a triple lane change across I-12 traffic to exit at

College Drive. We are looking to improve safety by removing the triple lane change from
westbound [-10, and we have one concept that addresses that.
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« Finalize the Stage 0 Document
* Include all alternatives considered, state
those that were eliminated from further
consideration and why
* Document all public outreach efforts
and responses gathered

* Move into Stage 1 (Environmental
Evaluation) where the product from
Stage 0 willbe adopted and the
remaining alternatives will be further
developed and impacts further
analyzed

The next steps are to Finalize the Stage 0 Document and include all alternatives considered,
state those that were eliminated from further consideration and why, document all public
outreach efforts and responses gathered which you can be a part of here tonight, and then
we’ll move into Stage 1 (Environmental Evaluation) where the product from Stage 0 will be
adopted and the remaining alternatives further developed and impacts further analyzed
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* Phase |: Purpose and Need

* Phase lll: Documentation

* Environmental Closure

The Stage 1 Process is progressed in several phases.
Phase I: Purpose and Need
* Project Identification/Project Development Activities
* Develop Purpose and Need/Preliminary Environmental Issues
Phase II: Alternatives Study
* Project Mapping/Environmental Inventory/Preliminary Activities Development
and Screening
* Refine Alternatives — Identify Preferred Alternative
Phase Ill: Documentation
* Prepare Draft Environmental Documents
* Address Comments — Identify Selected Alternative
* Prepare Final Environmental Document
* Issue Decision Document
Environmental Closure
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View Exhibits and “Ask the Project Team”
~ ¢ Mainline tayout

* Interchange Alternatives

Hiceliile
* Engineering
« DOTD

At the tables are representatives from DOTD, Providence (engineering), Urban Systems
(traffic), Sigma Consulting (engineering) and Franklin Associates (public comments). We
have the mainline one additional lane exhibit that you can visit, the various interchange
areas throughout the room, traffic model visualizations that show the impact of the
mainline concept on traffic flow, the engineering area where you can review all the
concepts considered, view the screening criteria, and view the potential context sensitive
solutions presentation, as well as members from DOTD that can speak with you about
various aspects of the project.
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Concepts, Potential Impacts, Aesthetics,
Potential Improvements.....

* Provide Written Comments

If you would like your idea or suggestion to become a part of this project’s public record,
you must complete the comment form which was given to you when you signed in by
March 7th.

Near the exits, you will find a white box to insert your completed comment forms.
You may also provide verbal comments to the court reporter.

We'd love to get your ideas on the concepts, potential impacts, aesthetics, and potential
improvements.
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www.i10br.com

At this time, | would like to invite you to tour the exhibits around the room and speak to
the project team.

Thank you for coming to tonight’s public meeting, and we look forward to receiving your
feedback.
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From: phillip fetterman [mailto:psfetterman@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2016 5:11 PM

To: shawn.wilson@la.gov; Chad Vosburg; rodney.mallett@la.gov; Miles Williams
Subject: comments to the i-10 widening project

Dr Wilson, though | did not write down the comments that | gave you, Chad and Miles last Wednesday (March 9, 2016), | did want to take this
opportunity to document them.

For the most part, what your team has presented looks reasonable (without seeing any data). The comments that | have are as follows:

e  Eliminate the Washington Street exit off of I-10. It is a significant safety issue, particularly if someone traveling 1-110 decides to exit
Washington Street, in addition to interrupting the continues flow of traffic coming off the new Mississippi River Bridge. And in my
travels on 1-10, | don't ever remember seeing someone exit 1-10 via Washington Street. There are plenty of other nearby exits that
people can take to exit I-10 in that area.

e Bridge over University Lakes - keep it simple, maintaining the current design. Some of the nice to have proposed designs shown
merely run up the cost for the project. With the backlog of projects that LaDOTD has, let's take the savings achieved by maintaining
the simple current design and using the money on other much needed projects in Louisiana.

e Park under bridge over University Lakes - The city-parish currently has over 180 parks, many of which are not used (if they are, it's
when no one else is around). The city-parish does have comparable parks nearby that have many of the features proposed by putting
one under the bridge. And again the costs that would be saved by not building a park under the bridge could be used for the myriad
other projects LaDOTD has to do.

e Install another lane between the 1-10/1-110 split to where 1-10 widens at College - If | were king for a day, | would do it. It gives
vehicles/traffic much needed additional room to adjust/move to the lanes that they will take if going on 1-12 or I-10.

e  What is the timeline for doing this project? 1 would hope sooner rather than later. In the past | have heard that it will take 10 years to
do the job. I expect that we can do better than that. By the way, | have been involved in the management of multi-billion dollar
industrial projects that we have done in less than 7 years from conceptual design to start-up and production. That should give you an
idea of how soon this project should be done from conceptual design to cutting the ribbon.

After last weeks meeting, | went to south Florida, traveling 1-75. It is a road that has very heavy traffic, even on a Sunday morning. There is a
bevy of projects on that road between the I1-10/1-75 interchange and south of Orlando. The road for the most part is already three lanes and it is
being widened, etc in a number of locations.

Now speaking of widening/providing additional lanes, I-12 between Walker and Slidell and 1-10 between Highland and Gonzales are perfect
candidates...because of their heavy traffic. What are the plans to widen them?

Sincerely,


mailto:psfetterman@yahoo.com
mailto:shawn.wilson@la.gov
mailto:rodney.mallett@la.gov

From: Courtney Kokser [mailto:ckokser21@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2016 8:28 AM

To: DOTD-CustomerService

Subject: Unsafe Merge

Louisiana Department of Transportation,

| am concerned about the safety of a merge lane onto 1-10. The merge ramp in downtown Baton
Rouge from St. Louis street to get onto the Horace Wilkinson Bridge heading Westbound is too
short for motorist to safety merge.

| take this bridge to work every single day and it is absolutely terrifying. If there is any on-
coming traffic when you are trying to merge and the drivers are not kind enough to move to
another lane it is impossible not to stop to avoid a crash. Stopping in an acceleration lane
NEVER a good idea and | have almost been rear-ended several times when I've had to do this.
However, it is simply unavoidable with the short distance to accelerate the ramp offers.

The lane is at MOST 500 ft and if a little research is done studies show a safe length would be
closer to 800 ft (see links below).

http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/publications/manuals/fulltext/M22-01/1360.pdf
http://ntl.bts.gov/lib/45000/45000/45083/Final Acceleration Lane Report 3-23-11.pdf

It's obvious the length of this lane needs to be increased. Of course this would take time, money
and resources and | understand that. What | suggest is to please re-paint the lines on 1-10 to allow
the merger to have the right of way or to at least put a sign such as "Short Ramp Yield to
Merger".

| thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Courtney Amato


mailto:ckokser21@gmail.com
http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/publications/manuals/fulltext/M22-01/1360.pdf
http://ntl.bts.gov/lib/45000/45000/45083/Final_Acceleration_Lane_Report_3-23-11.pdf

Name
DORIAN HEROMAN, P.E.
Email

dorian.heroman@la.gov

Phone
(225) 219-3468
City
BATON ROUGE
Zip Code
70816
What area do you represent? (required)
I-12 East of the Split
What is your comment related to? (required)
Roadway Design

Comments

A. At Gross Tete, build a roadway to connect to the Sunshine bridge for travel to New Orleans via the Sunshine
bridge and south to I-10;

B. At Gross Tete, build a roadway to connect to the St. Frncsville bridge over to |- 55 in the Amite area for travel
north ;

C. eliminate the 'Washington St. onramp; build a 2-lane off ramp from the 1-10/12 bridge, going east;

D. converge all traffic from 1-110 going south at the 'Governor's Mansion area’' into one-lane on the east side of
the roadway; this allows downtown to merge before the bridge trgaffic;

E. build a monorail system travling E-W along an elevated rail above Florida Blvd from Hammond to BR at the
area west of the Post office, after the main post office is relocated to the old building site east of RR-tracks on
Florida, south of the old Goudchaux's//[FEMA temp offices.


mailto:dorian.heroman@la.gov
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