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TRAFFIC NOISE ANALYSIS 
STATE PROJECT NO.: 

H.002320.2 
Sullivan Road (Wax – Hooper) 

 ROUTE: Sullivan Road 
        PARISH: East Baton Rouge  

 

INTRODUCTION 

The planned improvements to the intersection of Hooper Road at Sullivan Road 
are a part of an improvement project to widen Hooper Road from approximately 750' east 
of Joor Road to Sullivan Road and Sullivan Road from approximately 635' north of Wax 
Road to Hooper Road.  Hooper Road and Sullivan Road are proposed to be widened to a 
four lane section with a raised median.   The Concept Plan indicates that the lane 
configuration at the intersection is to remain the same for each approach; however, the 
westbound left turn lane is proposed to be extended which would eliminate the existing 
two way left turn between Dame Drive and Sullivan Road.   

The proposed project is classified as a Type I Project since additional capacity will be 
added.  Since it is anticipated that federal funding will be used for construction of this project, 
a traffic noise analysis is mandated by the regulations in the Federal Register under 23 CFR 
772. This analysis will be provided to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for 
approval prior to receiving funding. 

This report analyzes noise impacts due to the implementation of the captioned project 
as well as the projected normal traffic growth.  Topics discussed include field measurement, 
computer modeling and methodology, noise impacts, and abatement methods.   Projected noise 
impacts, based on the data for the existing and proposed conditions, will be discussed. Noise 
abatement measures are evaluated for areas where impacts are anticipated.  Traffic noise 
impacts are defined by Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) 
as noise impacts which occur when the predicted traffic noise levels equal or exceed the 
LADOTD Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC), or when the predicted traffic noise levels exceed 
the existing noise levels by 10 dBA.  The NAC are presented below in Table 1.  If it is 
determined that there are noise impacts in the project area, then noise abatement methods will 
be analyzed for reasonability and feasibility. The LADOTD noise abatement policy is provided 
in Appendix C-1. 
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Figure 1: Overhead aerial of project area with labeled roadways. 

 
PURPOSE & SCOPE 

 
The purpose of the project is to improve traffic flow and operations on Sullivan Road 

between Wax Road and Hooper Road. This is to be completed by widening Sullivan Road from 2 
lanes to 4 lanes with a raised median. 

 
The purpose of this noise analysis is to examine the noise impacts associated with the 

addition of a lane to each direction of Sullivan Rd and to examine the reasonability and feasibility 
of noise abatement methods.
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Figure 2: This figure shows the approximate location of the widened lanes. 

3  



DESCRIPTION OF LAND USAGE 

Current Use 

Land usage along the project area consists of a mix of commercial and residential 
properties, and Central Middle school, located near the northeast end of the project at Hooper 
Road.  There are apartment/ condo communities, as well as a shopping area located along the 
project area. All units were included in the study. Activity categories for this project are B, C, and 
E. 

 

Future Use 
 

Future use of the surrounding area will continue to be mixed commercial and residential 
establishments. All activity categories are expected to remain the same; B, C, and E. 
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Table 1: FHWA's Noise Abatement Criteria 
Activity 
Category 

Activity 
Leq(H) 

Evaluation 
Location 

Activity Description In LA, impact 
occurs when noise 
level is equal to or 
greater than the 
values below 

A 57 Exterior Lands where serenity and quiet are of 
extraordinary significance and serve an 
important public need and where the 
preservation of those qualities is essential 
if the area is to continue to serve its 
intended purpose 

56 

B 67 Exterior Residential (includes undeveloped lands 
permitted for residential) 

66 

C 67 Exterior Active sport areas, amphitheaters, 
auditoriums, campgrounds, cemeteries, day 
care centers, hospitals, libraries, medical 
facilities, parks, picnic areas, places of 
worship, playgrounds, public meeting 
rooms, public or nonprofit institutional 
structures, radio studios, recording studios, 
recreation areas, Section 
4(f) sites, schools, television studios, trails 
and trail crossings. (includes undeveloped 
lands permitted for these activities) 

66 

D 52 Interior Auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, 
libraries, medical facilities, places of 
worship, public meeting rooms, public or 
nonprofit institutional structures, radio 
studios, recording studios, schools, and 
television studios. 

51 

E 72 Exterior Hotels, motels, offices, restaurants/bars, 
and other developed lands, properties or 
activities not included in A-D or F. 
(includes undeveloped lands permitted for 
these activities). 

71 

F -- -- Agriculture, airports, bus yards, 
emergency services, industrial, logging, 
maintenance facilities, manufacturing, 
mining, rail yards, retail facilities, 
shipyards, utilities (water resources, water 
treatment, electrical), and warehousing. 

N/A 

G -- -- Undeveloped lands that are not permitted N/A 
The units for the noise levels are hourly A-weighted sound levels (dBA) 
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TRAFFIC NOISE MODEL 

Modeling Procedures 

FHWA Traffic Noise Model 2.5 (TNM) was used to analyze the noise impacts following 
the FHWA Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis and Abatement Guide (FHWA 2011) and the FHWA 
Traffic Noise Model User’s Guide (Version 2.5 Addendum) (FHWA 2004).  Traffic volume and 
axle distribution were obtained from the Traffic and Planning Section of LADOTD.  Traffic was 
assumed to increase 3% annually.  Traffic speed was modeled at 45 mph for automobiles, trucks, 
motorcycles, and buses along Sullivan Road. 

The TNM model combines traffic flow data with a digital representation of the project 
corridor to predict noise levels.  The Average Daily Traffic counts were provided by the 
LADOTD’s Planning and Programming Section. The data included a vehicle classification 
breakdown for 2008 year and for the future year of 2030.   Peak traffic was predicted to be ten 
percent of the Average Daily Traffic. Sullivan Road was modeled as two 12’ roadways for the 
existing condition, and four 12’ roadways for the build condition.  

There are multiple streets and driveways on Sullivan Road along the entire length of the 
project. This scenario makes a noise barrier ineffective due to the large number of openings and 
spacing required for the current situation. For this reason, modeling of a barrier was not done, as 
it would not be reasonable or feasible for construction. 

For the TNM model to predict impacts at a certain location there must be a receiver in the 
area that is exposed to the noise.  Seventy two noise receivers were modeled adjacent to the 
project area. A list of receivers, current noise levels, levels predicted by TNM, and a map of the 
receiver sites are provided in Appendix C-2 
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Model Validation 
 

The existing noise levels were measured in November 2008 using an Integrating Sound 
Level Meter (Model 820, by Larson*Davis).  This is a Type I sound level meter.  The sound 
level meter was calibrated at the beginning of the trip and rechecked before each measurement. 
Measurements were taken in fifteen minute intervals and the traffic was manually counted by 
LADOTD personnel during each interval.  The noise measurements were used to represent the 
hourly Leq and the traffic that was counted during the fifteen minute interval was multiplied by a 
factor of four to represent hourly traffic volume. 

The model was validated by measuring the noise at two locations along the project 
corridor and comparing the actual measured noise levels to the noise levels predicted by the 
TNM model.  If the measured noise level was within three decibels of the predicted noise level, 
then the model results will be considered valid. The two measurement locations used for 
validating the TNM model are near Central Middle School, located in the northeast quadrant of 
the intersection of Sullivan Road and Hooper Road, and Sullivan Apartments, located in the 
northeast quadrant of the intersection of Sullivan road and Central Woods Ave. 

 
These locations are shown in Figure 1 within Appendix C-3.  Table 
2 shows a summary of the validation results and the details of the model validation can be found 
in Appendix C-3
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Table 2: TNM Validation Results. 
Site Time Measured Leq 

(dBA) 
Predicted Leq 

(dBA) 
Difference 

(dBA) 
Central Middle School 09:55 am 67 65 2.0 

  Sullivan Apartments 10:30 am 70 68 2.0 
 

Existing Noise Levels 
 

This simulation predicts which receivers are currently impacted based on the NAC.  For a 
receiver to be impacted it must meet or exceed the NAC criteria.  The TNM Model predicted that 
currently all receptors are impacted except six.  The noise levels range from 65.2 dBA to 76.2 
dBA. It appears that Sullivan Road is the main contributor to the noise environment for most of 
the receivers along the project site. Appendix C-4 contains the simulation results for the existing 
noise levels. 

 
Future No-Build Noise Level 

 
This simulation predicts which receivers will be impacted if the future predicted traffic is 

forced to travel on the existing road with no improvements.  For this simulation, all of the 71 
receptors are impacted for the no-build scenario. These noise levels range from 67.1 dBA to 78.1 
dBA. It appears that Sullivan Road is the main contributor to the noise environment for all of the 
receivers along the project site. The results of the future no-build simulation can be found in 
Appendix C-5. 

 
Future Build Noise Level 

 
This simulation predicts which receivers will be impacted if the future traffic is allowed 

to travel using the proposed improvements. No barrier was modeled in this scenario as it is not 
practical for noise abatement.  All of the receivers are impacted, with noise levels ranging from 
67.4 dBA to 77.5 dBA. It appears that Sullivan Road is the main contributor to the noise 
environment for all of the receivers along the project site. The results of the future build 
simulation can be found in Appendix C-6. 

 
Design Scenario # of Receivers Receivers impacted 66 dB Contour 

 
71 dB Contour 

Existing Condition 71 65 130 ‘ 70 ‘ 
Future No Build 71 71 560 ‘ 220 ‘ 
Future Build 71 71 560 ‘ 220 ‘  
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ANALYSIS OF THE NOISE ABATEMENT METHODS 

Traffic Management Measures 

Traffic management measures include using traffic control devices, reducing speed limit, 
restricting vehicle type or time, and assigning a lane for trucks.  Traffic control devices are 
already installed at the intersection of Hooper Road and Sullivan Road, as well as at the 
intersection of Sullivan Road and Central Woods Ave. Additional signals would increase traffic 
congestion. Reducing speed limits to reduce noise levels would only be effective if the limits 
were reduced substantially, which would likely increase traffic congestions and delays. Thus, 
these measures are not feasible or reasonable. 

 
 

Alteration of Horizontal and Vertical Alignments 
 
The scope of the project is to widen the existing roadway.  Altering the current alignments 

would most likely result in additional impacts to the surrounding properties.  Also, there would be 
additional costs associated with purchasing right-of-way since there is limited corridor space 
available.  This measure is not considered to be feasible or reasonable. 
 

Construction of Noise Barriers 
 

According to the noise abatement criteria set in the LADOTD Highway Traffic Noise 
Policy, a noise barrier must be both feasible and reasonable before it can be proposed. The criteria 
for meeting each requirement is below: 
 

Feasibility includes concerns such as engineering, maintenance, safety, drainage issues 
and 75% of the first row of receptors achieving at least a 5 dBA reduction in highway traffic 
noise.  

Reasonableness includes achieving the noise reduction design goal, cost effectiveness, 
and concurrence of benefited receptors. In order to meet the noise reduction goal, at least one 
receptor must receive an 8 dBA reduction. To be considered reasonable, feasibility requirements 
must first be met 

 
A noise wall would generally be analyzed for noise abatement effectiveness, but due to 

the frequent placement of driveways, no noise reduction would occur because of the frequent 
gaps in wall coverage. Achieving the feasibility criterion of 75% of receivers gaining a 5 dBA 
reduction, and the reasonableness criterion of an 8 dBA reduction for at least one receiver would 
not be possible under these circumstances.  Thus, these measures are not feasible or reasonable.  
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Noise Insulation of Public Use or Nonprofit Institutional Structures 
 

No public use or nonprofit institutional structures are located adjacent to the project area; 
therefore, none were modeled in this analysis. 

 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE ZONING 

 
Approximate locations of the 71 dBA threshold and 66 dBA thresholds are given in order 

to help the local communities with planning. Under the current conditions, the 66 dBA and 71 
dBA thresholds appear to be within existing LADOTD right of way. Under both the Future Build 
and Future No Build Scenarios, the threshold lines appear to be in near locations. The 71 dBA 
threshold is approximately 220ft from the centerline of the roadway, and the 66 dBA threshold is 
approximately 560 feet from the centerline of the roadway.  

 
ANALYSIS OF CONSTRUCTION NOISE 

 
Construction noise is expected to have temporary impacts upon all of the receptors in the 

area.  The particular receivers of concern are the ones located within 500' of the project 
centerline.  It is recommended that all construction operations be restricted to working hours 
whenever possible. 

Abatement measures should be employed whenever possible. All construction 
equipment such as pumps, compressors, generators, bulldozers, cranes, trucks, etc., should be 
properly muffled and all motor panels should be closed to reduce the noise impacts.  Section 
107.14 of the Louisiana Standard Specifications for Roads and Bridges, 2006 edition, and the 
FHWA Highway Construction Noise Handbook (FHWA-HEP-06-015, August 2006) can be 
referenced for further details on the sources and abatement of construction noise. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
There are commercial and residential receivers located adjacent to the project area that 

will be impacted by noise due to this project.  Barrier analysis was not performed as part of this 
noise study as barriers would not meet criteria for feasibility or reasonableness. Therefore, a 
noise wall will not be built as part of this project. 

Construction noise generated as a result of the proposed project will cause temporary 
impacts to the sensitive receivers. The construction contractor will minimize noise impacts by 
adhering to the abatement measures stated in Section 107.14 (Environmental Protection) of the 
Louisiana Standard Specification for Roads and Bridges, 2006 edition. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

This document contains the Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development’s (DOTD) policy 
on highway traffic noise. This policy describes the implementation of the requirements of the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) noise regulations for Federal-aid projects found in 23 Code of Federal 
Regulations Part 772 (23 CFR Part 772).1 DOTD developed this policy in accordance with FHWA regulations 
and guidance, and FHWA reviewed and approved this policy for implementation. 

 
In the 1972 Federal-aid Highway Act, Congress required FHWA to develop a noise standard for new 
Federal-aid highway projects. In accordance with 23 United States Code section 109(i) (23 USC 109(i)), 
FHWA promulgated noise regulations which applied to Federal-aid projects. In June 1995, FHWA 
mandated that state transportation agencies adopt a written Highway Traffic Noise Policy consistent 
with the regulations and their June 1995 guidance. DOTD complied, with its first written policy approved 
by FHWA in August 1996. Since its initial approval, the DOTD highway traffic noise policy has been 
revised three times, in 1997, 2004 and 2009. Each revision required FHWA review and approval prior to 
implementation. On July 13, 2010, FHWA published their new noise regulations in the Federal Register 2 

and mandated that state transportation agencies rewrite their noise policies to be consistent with the 
new regulations. The states were given until January 2011 to submit proposed policies for FHWA review. 
To assist states in rewriting their policies, FHWA published guidance dated June 2010 and revised 
January 2011 which can be found on FHWA’s web site.3 The effective date of the new regulations is July 
13, 2011. 

 
The policy herein contains information on how highway traffic noise impacts are defined, how noise 
abatement is evaluated, and how noise abatement decisions are made in Louisiana. This policy as written 
assumes that the noise analyst is familiar with the provisions of the Federal regulation on which this 
policy is based. If you need further information regarding the policy, contact the DOTD Environmental 
Section at (225) 242-4502. 

 
PURPOSE 

 
The purpose of this written policy is to outline DOTD’s policy and procedures for compliance with the 
FHWA Noise regulations found at 23 CFR 772. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Access CFR regulations from http://www.gpoaccess.gov/cfr/retrieve.html 
2 Access Federal Register, Vol. 75, page 39820 from FR Main page at http://www.gpoaccess.gov/fr/index.html 
3 Access FHWA noise guidance, regulations, and related material from 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/ 
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DEFINITIONS 
 

Reference is made to the definitions contained in the regulations (23 CFR 772.5). Defined below are 
some of the terms specifically referenced in the policy or which require additional refinement. 

 
Benefited Receptor - a recipient of an abatement measure, whether impacted or not, receiving 5 dBA or 
more reduction in the noise level as a result of the proposed abatement. 

 
Common Noise Environment – a group of receptors within the same Activity Category in Table 1 that are 
exposed to similar noise sources and levels; traffic volumes, traffic mix, and speed; and topographic 
features. 

 
Date of Public Knowledge - the date of approval of the Record of Decision, Finding of No Significant 
Impact, or Categorical Exclusion. The date of public knowledge is the date at which the DOTD will no 
longer be responsible for providing noise abatement for new development which occurs adjacent to the 
proposed project.   Provision of such abatement measures becomes the responsibility of the local 
communities or private developers. 

 
Design Year – the future year used to estimate the probable traffic volume for which a highway is 
designed. The design year will normally be 20 years from the projected start of project construction. 

 
Existing Noise Levels – the worst noise hour, resulting from the natural and mechanical sources and human 
activity, usually present in a particular area. 

 
Leq – the equivalent steady-state sound level which in a stated period of time contains the same 
acoustic energy as a time-varying sound level during the same period. 

 
Leq(h) – the hourly value of Leq. 

 
Multifamily Dwelling – A residential structure containing more than one residence. Each residence in a 
multifamily dwelling shall be counted as one receptor when determining impacted and benefited 
receptors. 

 
Noise Reduction Design Goal – the optimum desired noise reduction determined from calculating the 
difference between future build noise levels with abatement to future build noise levels without 
abatement. The noise reduction design goal in Louisiana is 8 dBA. 

 
Permitted – A definite commitment to develop land with an approved specific design of land use activities 
as evidenced by the issuance of a building permit. 

 
Property Owner – an individual or group of individuals that hold a title, deed, or other legal documentation 
of ownership of a property or a residence. 

 
Receptor – A discrete or representative location of a noise sensitive area(s), for any of the land uses 
listed in Table 1. 
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Residence – a dwelling unit. Either a single family residence or each dwelling unit in a multifamily 
dwelling. 

 
Statement of Likelihood – A statement provided in an environmental document based on the feasibility 
and reasonableness analysis at the time the document is being approved. 

 
Traffic Noise Impacts – design year build condition noise levels that approach or exceed the FHWA Noise 
Abatement Criteria for the future build condition, or design year build condition noise levels that exceed 
the existing noise levels by 10 dBA. (Approach is defined as 1 dBA less than the FHWA Noise Abatement 
Criteria.) 

 
Type I Project – 
(1) The construction of a highway on new location; or 
(2) The physical alteration of an existing highway where there is either: 

(a) Substantial Horizontal Alteration (a project that halves the distance between the traffic noise 
source and the closest receptor between the existing condition to the future build condition), or 
(b) Substantial Vertical Alteration (a project that removes shielding therefore exposing the line- 
of-sight between the receptor and the traffic noise source by altering the vertical alignment of the 
highway or by altering the topography); or 

(3) The addition of  a  through-traffic lane. This includes the addition of  a  through-traffic lane that 
functions as a HOV, HOT, bus, or truck climbing lane; or 
(4) The addition of an auxiliary lane, except for when the auxiliary lane is a turn lane; or 
(5) The addition or relocation of interchange lanes or ramps added to a quadrant to complete an existing 
partial interchange; or 
(6) Restriping existing pavement for the purpose of adding a through-traffic lane or an auxiliary lane; or 
(7) The addition of a new or substantial alteration of a weight station, rest stop, ride-share lot or toll 
plaza. 
*Note that if a project is determined to be a Type I project, then the entire project area as defined in the 
environmental document is a Type I project. 

 
Type II Project – a proposed project to provide noise abatement on an existing highway. DOTD does not 
have a Type II program. 

 
Type III Project – a proposed project that does not meet the classification of a Type I or Type II project. 
Type III projects do not require a noise analysis. 

 
APPLICABILITY 

 
This policy applies to all Federal highway projects in the State of Louisiana; that is, any projects that 
receive Federal-aid funds or are otherwise subject to FHWA approval. 

 
This policy also applies to the construction of new control of access highways that are funded through 
DOTD with no FHWA involvement. 

 
Type II programs to provide noise abatement along existing highways are voluntary. DOTD does not 
have a Type II program; therefore, DOTD will not consider Type II projects. 
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DOTD will consider and construct barriers when sufficient funds (Federal or State) are appropriated by 
either State or Federal legislature specific to the construction of a barrier. These legislative mandated 
barriers may or may not be part of a Type I project.  These barriers will be designed in accordance with 
the legislation as to location, height, and other parameters. If the design parameters are not specified in 
the legislation, the barrier will be designed to achieve a reasonable noise reduction in accordance with 
this policy. 

 
This policy shall not prohibit the application of visual screens or security fences. Visual screens and security 
fences are not eligible for Federal-aid funding as noise abatement. 

 
TRAFFIC NOISE ANALYSIS 

 
The traffic noise analysis will include the steps listed below for each alternative under detailed study. Note 
that if any segment or component of an alternative meets the definition of a Type I project, then the 
entire alternative is considered to be Type I and is subject to the noise analysis requirements below. 

 
1.   Identification of Existing Land Uses Affected by Noise: The following types of activities and land 

uses affected by noise from the highway will be identified for analysis: 
a.   Category A: Lands on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary significance and 

serve  an  important  public  need  and  where  the  preservation  of  those  qualities  is 
essential if the area is to continue to serve its intended purpose; 

b.   Category B: residential; 
c. Category C: active sport areas, amphitheaters, auditoriums, campgrounds, cemeteries, 

day care centers, hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, parks, picnic areas, places of 
worship, playgrounds, public meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional structures, 
radio studios, recording studios, recreation areas, Section 4(f) sites, schools, television 
studios, trails, and trail crossings; 

d.   Category D:  auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, places 
of worship, public meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional structures, radio 
studios, recording studios, schools, and television studios; 

e.  Category E: hotels, motels, offices, restaurants/bars, and other developed lands, 
properties or activities not included in A-D or F; 

f. Category  F:  agriculture, airports,  bus  yards,  emergency services,  industrial,  logging, 
maintenance  facilities,  manufacturing,  mining,  rail  yards,  retail  facilities,  shipyards, 
utilities (water resources, water treatment, electrical), and warehousing; and 

g. Category G: undeveloped lands that are not permitted. 
 

Justification for the designation of lands as Category A must be submitted to FHWA on a case- 
by-case basis for concurrence. Justifications will be submitted through the FHWA Division Office 
to FHWA Headquarters. 

 
 
 

2.   Determination of Existing Noise Levels: The determination of existing noise levels will be made 
utilizing field measurements of actual noise levels.  A log will be kept noting the time of day, 
meteorological conditions, calibration results, and any unusual ambient noise sources 
experienced during each measurement. 
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Noise measurements will be taken utilizing ANSI Type 1 or Type 2 Sound Level Meters used in  
accordance with the manufacturer’s operations manual. Meters are to be calibrated before and 
after each measurement.    Meters should have valid factory calibration certification. 
Measurements should be done in accordance with the FHWA publication entitled, “Measurement 
of Highway – Related Noise,” dated May 1996.4

 

 
Noise measurements will be taken in time intervals no shorter than 15 minutes and no longer 
than one hour unless alternate intervals are given prior approval by DOTD. 

 
Actual traffic counts will be made during each field measurement.  These traffic counts will be 
categorized according to the following vehicle classes: 

 
Automobiles (A) – all vehicles with two axles and four wheels designed primarily for transportation 
of nine or less passengers or transportation of cargo. 

 
Medium Trucks (MT) – all vehicles with two axles and six wheels designed for the transportation 
of cargo. 

 
Heavy Trucks (HT) – all vehicles having three or more axles designed for the transportation of 
cargo. 

 
Buses (B) – all vehicles designed to carry more than nine passengers. 

 
Motorcycles (M) – all vehicles with two or three wheels and an open-air driver/passenger 
compartment. 

 
Sites selected for field measurements will receive prior approval of DOTD.   These sites will 
represent noise sensitive receptors in each Activity Category which are likely to be affected by the 
project.   Sites outside of the immediate vicinity of the project may also be chosen to determine 
the ambient noise levels unaffected by the roadway.  For proposed highways on new alignments 
where no highway currently exists, measurements must be taken at representative receptor 
locations.  Unless specifically approved by DOTD, field measurements will be taken to represent 
exterior activities only. 

 
Field measurements will be taken at approved sites at peak and off-peak times. Peak hour noise 
levels will be the hour with the highest noise levels, not necessarily the hour with the highest 
traffic volumes. 

 
Upon the consent of the Environmental Engineer Administrator, existing noise levels may be 
determined by utilizing other methodology, including computer models consistent with the 
current FHWA highway traffic noise prediction model.  Traffic characteristics, data, selection of 
receptor locations, and other input parameters utilized will be at the discretion of DOTD. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

4 Located on web at http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/measurement/measure.cfm 
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3.   Prediction of Traffic Noise Levels: Any traffic noise prediction methodology is approved for use  
in any traffic noise analysis required by this policy if the methodology used at the time the noise 
study is consistent with the requirements of 23 CFR 772.9.5

 

 
Report predicted noise levels in the noise report and related documents in the same format as 
reported by the model used.6

 

 
To validate model results, it is necessary to compare the noise levels measured in the field to 
the noise levels predicted by the model using the roadway parameters and traffic data collected 
in the field. If the modeled results are within 3 dBA of the measured noise levels, no further 
action is required, and the model can be used to determine future noise levels.  If the modeled 
results  are  not  within  3  dBA  of  the  measured  noise  levels,  then  further  investigation  is 
warranted into the reason(s) for the discrepancy prior to using the model to determine future 
noise levels. 

 
In predicting noise levels and assessing noise impacts, traffic characteristics that will yield the 
worst hourly traffic noise impact on a regular basis for the design year will be used. The period 
with the highest sound levels may not be at the peak traffic hour but instead, during some 
period when traffic volumes are lower but the truck mix or vehicle speeds are higher. 

 
Future noise levels will be based on modeling results utilizing data for the design year. This data, 
including traffic volumes, composition and speed, other reasonably foreseeable development, and 
the implementation of other transportation projects, will be based on accepted engineering 
practice and local planning assumptions. 

 
 
 
 

4.   Determination of Traffic Noise Impacts: Traffic noise impacts occur when the future (predicted, 
design year, build condition) noise levels approach or exceed the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria, 
or when the future (predicted, design year, build condition) noise levels exceed the existing noise 
levels at any sensitive receptor by 10 dBA. FHWA requires that the States define approach as at 
least 1 dBA below their Noise Abatement Criteria. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5 The approved model in effect on July 13, 2011, the effective date of the regulations, is FHWA TNM version 2.5. 
When running the TNM 2.5 model, average pavement type must be used for prediction of future noise levels 
unless FHWA approves use of another type. 
6 The current approved model, TNM, reports results in tenths, a decimal format (##.#). 
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FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria 

Hourly A-weighted Sound Level decibels (dBA) 
 

ACTIVITY 
CATEGORY 

ACTIVITY 
LEQ (H) 

EVALUATION 
LOCATION 

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION IN LOUISIANA, 
IMPACT OCCURS 
WHEN NOISE 
LEVEL  IS EQUAL 
TO OR GREATER 
THAN THE 
VALUES BELOW* 

A 57 Exterior Lands on which serenity and quiet are of 
extraordinary significance and serve an important 
public need and where the preservation of those 
qualities is essential if the area is to continue to 
serve its intended purpose. 

 
 

56 

B 67 Exterior Residential (includes undeveloped lands 
permitted for residential). 66 

C 67 Exterior Active  sport  areas,  amphitheaters,  auditoriums, 
campgrounds, cemeteries, day care centers, 
hospitals, libraries, medical facilities, parks, picnic 
areas, places of worship, playgrounds, public 
meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional 
structures, radio studios, recording studios, 
recreation areas, Section 4(f) sites, schools, 
television studios, trails, and trail crossings. 
(Includes undeveloped lands permitted for these 
activities). 

 
 
 
 
 

66 

D 52 Interior Auditoriums, day care centers, hospitals, libraries, 
medical  facilities,  places  of  worship,  public 
meeting rooms, public or nonprofit institutional 
structures, radio studios, recording studios, 
schools, and television studios. 

 
 

51 

E 72 Exterior Hotels,   motels,   offices,   restaurants/bars,   and 
other developed lands, properties or activities not 
included in A-D or F. (Includes undeveloped lands 
permitted for these activities). 

 
71 

F ------ ------ Agriculture,    airports,    bus    yards,    emergency 
services,  industrial,  logging, maintenance facilities, 
manufacturing, mining, rail yards, retail facilities, 
shipyards, utilities (water resources, water 
treatment, electrical), and warehousing. 

 
 

n/a 

G ------ ------ Undeveloped lands that are not permitted. n/a 
*These values are consistent with the FHWA’s requirement for consideration of traffic noise 

impacts 1 dBA below their noise abatement criteria. 
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The noise analysis must include analysis for each type of receptor present in the study area. 
Noise contour lines shall not be used to determine noise impacts, but noise contour lines can be 
used for project alternative screening or for land use planning purposes. 

 
In determining and abating traffic noise impacts, primary consideration is to be given to exterior 
areas of frequent human use. Examples of possible receptor locations for residential receivers are 
patios, courtyards, front or back yard, pool areas, etc. Generally, the receptor location which lies 
between the noise source and the receiver is chosen as the location to model. If the circumstances 
of a particular receiver are atypical, contact the DOTD Environmental Section Coordinator for 
guidance. 

 
In  determining  the  number  of  receptors  impacted/benefited,  the  number  will  include  all 
dwelling units (i.e., owner-occupied, rental units, mobile homes, etc.). Each unit in a multifamily 
building is counted as one receptor. 

 
For  hotels,  motels,  offices,  and  other  developed  lands,  receptor  locations  will  be  sited  at 
outdoor areas  of  frequent human  use  such  as  patios,  courtyards, pool  areas,  locations of 
outdoor seating, etc. 

 
For parks and recreational areas, model each designated use area as a receptor location. For 
example, the park may have ball fields, basketball courts, playground equipment, tennis courts, 
picnic area, pool, etc. Each of these specific activity areas would be modeled to determine noise 
impact at each of these locations. 

 
In those situations where there are no exterior activities to be affected by the traffic noise, or 
where exterior activities are far from or physically shielded from the roadway in a manner that 
prevents an impact on exterior activities, the interior criterion, Activity Category D, shall be used 
as the basis of determining noise impacts. An indoor analysis shall only be done after exhausting 
all outdoor analysis options. Interior noise level predictions may be estimated by using the 
information in Table 6 of FHWA’s guidance document entitled, “Highway Traffic Noise: Analysis 
and Abatement Guidance,” dated June 2010 and revised January 2011.7

 

 
When applying the interior criterion, consideration is given to the impact and abatement of 
interior rooms facing the roadway that are occupied frequently with a use that would benefit from 
a reduction in noise. For example, a classroom, prayer room, or meeting room would benefit from 
a reduction in noise, but a storage room or boiler room would not. When determining the cost 
for reasonableness, one building is one receptor, although multiple rooms may be insulated or 
provided noise reduction windows. 

 
For Category F, no highway noise analysis is required under 23 CFR 772. 

 
For Category G, if the undeveloped land is not permitted for development by the date of public 
knowledge, the noise levels are determined in accordance with 23 CFR 772.17(a) and results are 
documented in the environmental document. 

 
 

7 On-line guidance available at FHWA website, 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/regulations_and_guidance/analysis_and_abatement_guidance/ 

8 
 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/regulations_and_guidance/analysis_and_abatement_guidance/
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/regulations_and_guidance/analysis_and_abatement_guidance/


 

 
5.   Evaluation of Noise Abatement: When traffic noise impacts are identified, noise abatement 

shall be considered and evaluated for feasibility and reasonableness. Traffic noise impacts will 
be determined and alternative noise abatement measures analyzed by giving weight to the 
benefits and cost of abatement, and to the overall social, economic and environmental impacts. 

 
In abating traffic noise impacts, primary consideration is given to exterior areas where frequent 
human use occurs and a lowered noise level would be of benefit. 

 
The noise abatement measures listed below may be incorporated into Type I Federal or Federal- 
aid projects to reduce traffic noise impacts. 

 
(1) Construction of noise barriers, including acquisition of property rights, either within or outside 
the highway right-of-way. Landscaping is not a viable noise barrier; 

 
(2) Traffic management measures (e.g., traffic control devices and signing for prohibition of 
certain vehicle types, time-use restrictions for certain vehicle types, modified speed limits and 
exclusive lane designations); 

 
(3) Alteration of horizontal and vertical alignments; 

 
(4) Acquisition of property rights (predominantly unimproved property) to serve as a buffer zone 
to preempt development which would be adversely impacted by traffic noise; 

 
(5) Noise insulation of Activity Category D land use facilities listed in Table 1. Post-installation 
maintenance and operational costs for noise insulation are not eligible for Federal-aid funding. 

 
 
 

Feasibility: 
 

For a noise barrier to be considered acoustically feasible, 75% of the first row of impacted 
receptors adjacent to the barrier must achieve at least a 5 dBA reduction in highway traffic 
noise. 

 
Other feasibility factors that will be considered are safety, barrier height, topography, drainage, 
utilities, maintenance of the abatement measure, and access to adjacent properties. 

 
DOTD will not build noise barriers that it considers unsafe to the traveling public or adjacent 
properties. Topography and drainage may impact the design of the barrier or make the barrier 
unfeasible to construct. Utilities may render a barrier unfeasible when a conflict between the 
utility and barrier exists and the utility cannot be moved or cannot be moved without creating 
other insurmountable problems. (Note that the cost to relocate a utility will be added to the 
cost of the barrier when the relocation is necessary for the construction of the barrier. If this 
relocation cost is large, the barrier, although feasible, may become unreasonable due to cost.) 
DOTD  must  be  able  to  access  the  barrier  for  maintenance purposes.  If  access  cannot  be 
obtained, the barrier is unfeasible. When access to adjacent properties must be maintained, a 
barrier may be unfeasible if it cannot be designed to provide the needed access. Noise barriers 
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that block existing driveways are considered unfeasible; however, there may be situations 
whereby the property owners agree in writing to forfeit their access eliminating this concern. 
Situations may arise whereby access is needed for seasonal activities such as maintenance or 
management of adjacent properties. These situations will be considered on case by case basis. 

 
Noise barriers on bridges are limited to a maximum height of 14 feet, measured from top of 
noise barrier to bridge slab. Costs associated with mounting the barrier to the bridge, including 
the cost to modify the bridge structure to support the barrier, will be added to the cost of the 
barrier for determining reasonableness. 

 
Reasonableness: 

 
For abatement measure to be considered reasonable all of the following three criteria must be 
met: (a) achievement of the noise reduction design goal, (b) cost effectiveness, and (c) 
concurrence of benefited receptors. 

 
(a)      Noise Reduction Design Goal: When noise abatement measures are being considered, 

every effort will be made to obtain a substantial noise reduction of at least 8 dBA. At a 
minimum, at least one receptor must receive an 8 dBA reduction for the noise abatement 
system to be reasonable.  For noise barriers meeting the abovementioned criteria, the 
height and length of the barrier will be optimized using the cost/benefited receptor ratio. 

 
(b)     Cost Effectiveness: The cost estimate of the noise abatement measure (including but not 

limited to the costs of real estate acquisition, construction servitude or utility relocation) 
should be equal to or less than $35,000 per benefited receptor. The unit cost used to 
estimate the cost of likely barriers will be updated regularly (at least every five years) 
and published on DOTD’s web site. The final analysis regarding cost effectiveness will 
occur during design when more detail information is available regarding the cost of the 
barrier system, and 

 
(c)      Consideration  of  Viewpoints:  As  part  of  the  NEPA  public  involvement  process, 

viewpoints from the community, including benefited receptors, will be solicited for all 
aspects of the project, including noise impacts and abatement. Public Involvement will 
be tailored to the project. If no relevant objections to the proposed noise abatement are 
made at this level of public involvement, this criterion is deemed met and abatement 
considered reasonable from the viewpoint of benefited receptors. If relevant objections 
are identified, a follow-up solicitation will occur with property owners and residents of 
the benefited receptors. The abatement measure will be considered reasonable from 
the viewpoint of benefitting receptors if 50% or more of the responses received are 
positive. Follow-up coordination with benefited receptors may occur during the design 
stage when more detail information is available regarding barrier design. 

 
Follow-up Coordination with Benefited Receptors during Final Design 

 
For noise barriers, the most common type of abatement, the Department will contact 
benefited  receptors  when  the  barrier  design  changes  substantially  from  what  was 
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presented  in  the  NEPA  document.  The  abatement  measure  will  be  considered 
reasonable from the viewpoint of benefitting receptors if 50% or more of the responses 
received are positive. 

 
To ascertain desires, property owners and residents may be invited to attend a meeting 
specifically to discuss the proposed barrier, or they may be asked to complete a survey 
(paper, electronic, phone, etc.). Contact may be made through a variety of means such 
as in person, letters, flyers left at the receptor site, public notices, web sites, phone 
calls, emails or other reliable means or combination of means. Names and/or addresses 
may be obtained from the tax assessor’s roll, clerk of court records, neighborhood 
associations, local government databases, reliable internet sources, or other reliable 
sources or combination of sources. Those who do not respond as requested will be 
deemed as not interested in the barrier. DOTD will give more weight to the desire of the 
property owner than to the desire of the lessee. (When conflicting responses are received, 
DOTD will consider the property owner’s response over that of the lessee’s.) 

 
The criteria above must be met collectively for a noise abatement measure to be deemed 
reasonable. Failure to achieve all criteria collectively will result in the noise abatement measure 
being  deemed  not  reasonable. During  stage  1  of  project  development (NEPA  stage),  the 
analysis will identify noise abatement measures that are likely to be incorporated into the 
project’s design. The final determination of any proposed noise abatement measure will be 
made during the design stage. During the design stage, only abatement measures identified in 
stage 1 as likely will be reevaluated for reasonableness. If the decision to provide an abatement 
measure changes during final design, the Department will inform the public. 

 
 
 

The following optional factors are considered when determining justification for additional cost 
allowances to an already determined reasonable barrier: 

 
• date of development (implementation requires public outreach), 

Favorable consideration will be given to residential developments that existed prior to 
the initial construction of the highway. (This factor applies to projects along existing 
highways and not to new alignments.) 

 
Residential development 

existed prior to the original 
construction of the highway 

 

Added to Reasonableness 
Criteria (b) 

No $0 

Yes $2,000 

 
• changes between existing and future build-conditions, 

Favorable consideration will be given to impacted receptors that experience future build 
noise levels that are 30 dBA more than future no-build noise levels. 
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Incremental Increase in Noise 
Level Between the Future No- 

build and the Future Build Noise 
Levels Before Noise Abatement 

 
Added to Reasonableness 

Criteria (b) 

Less than 30 dBA $0 

30 dBA or greater $2,000 

 
• exposure to higher absolute highway traffic noise levels, 

Favorable consideration will be given to impacted receptors that have predicted future 
noise levels above 76 dBA 

 
Predicted Future Build Noise 

Level Before Noise Abatement 
Added to Reasonableness 

Criteria (b) 

66-75 dBA $0 

76-79 dBA $1,000 

80 dBA or greater $2,000 

 
and 

 
• use of noise compatible planning concepts by the local government, 

Favorable consideration will be given to areas that have noise compatible (relevant to 
highway noise) zoning requirements in place that include the project area. 

 
Noise compatible zoning in place 

for study area 
Added to Reasonableness 

Criteria (b) 

No $0 

Yes, in place for 1 to 2 years $1,000 

Yes, in place for 2 or more years $1,500 

 
 

DOCUMENTATION 
 

The noise study report will document the results of the noise study.  This report may be a standalone 
document incorporated into the NEPA document by reference, or it may be included in the appendix of 
the NEPA document. 

 
Before  adoption  of  a  Final  Environmental Impact  Statement,  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact,  or 
Categorical Exclusion, for Federal-aid projects, the DOTD will identify noise abatement measures which 

12 
 



 

are  both  reasonable  and  feasible  and  likely  to  be  incorporated in  the  project.  The  statement  of 
likelihood included in the environmental document will give the locations and physical description of the 
noise abatement measures as well as explain that the final recommendation will be determined during 
final design with input from benefited receptors. The DOTD will also identify noise impacts for which no 
apparent solution is available. 

 
 
 

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
 

Third party funding is not allowed if the funding is required to make the abatement measure feasible or 
reasonable. Third party funding is acceptable to make functional enhancements such as absorptive 
treatment, access doors, or aesthetic enhancements to a noise abatement measure already determined 
to be both reasonable and feasible. 

 
DOTD allows the use of either absorptive or reflective barriers. DOTD generally assumes reflective barriers 
in its noise analyses. This does not preclude the use of absorptive barriers or absorptive treatments. For 
example, a contractor may be given the option of using any barrier system on the Qualified Products List 
(QPL)8 for construction. The QPL includes both reflective and absorptive systems. Therefore, the contract 
may choose either an absorptive or a reflective system as long as the system is on the QPL. Using an 
absorptive barrier when a reflective barrier was assumed for modeling purposes is not considered a 
substantial change in design for the purposes of soliciting viewpoints of benefited receptors. Note that 
decorative features often requested for visual enhancements may preclude use of absorptive treatments 
or some QPL barrier systems. If separate absorptive treatments are requested, the cost for the treatment 
will be added to the cost of the barrier system to determine reasonableness. If the additional absorptive 
treatment increases the cost above the maximum cost/benefited receptor value, it will not be considered 
for implementation unless the optional reasonableness factors apply. Use of absorptive barriers or 
treatments on a project is discretionary. 

 
Cost averaging is used when a common noise environment exists. Common noise environments occur 
when the traffic mix and speeds are the same. For instance, a common noise environment could occur 
along a road segment between interchanges on a controlled access highway if the traffic speed is 
constant. Application requires that no single common noise environment exceeds $70,000/benefited 
receptor  and  that  collectively  all  common  noise  environments  being  averaged  do  not  exceed 
$35,000/benefited receptor. 

 
Information for Local Officials: In an effort to prevent future traffic noise impacts on currently 
undeveloped lands, DOTD will inform local officials, within whose jurisdiction the highway project is 
located, of the best estimation of future noise levels for both developed and undeveloped lands or 
properties in the immediate vicinity of the project and information that may be useful to local 
communities  to  limit  future  land  development  to  that  which  will  be  compatible  with  anticipated 
highway noise levels. 

 
A copy of the environmental document (with included noise study) and/or noise study report (if one is 
prepared) will  be  provided to  local  officials upon  approval of  the  environmental document. Local 

 
 

8 QPL 69, Noise Reduction Systems (Noise Barriers), can be found at 
http://www.dotd.la.gov/highways/construction/lab/qpl/tableofcontents.shtml 
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officials or agencies, which may have jurisdiction, include the Mayor’s office, city/town/parish council, 
parish police jury, and metropolitan planning organization, as applicable. 

 
Construction Noise: The following general steps are to be performed for all Type I projects: 

 
a. Identify land uses or activities that may be affected by noise from the construction of the project. The 
identification is to be performed during the project development studies. 

 
b. Determine the measures that are needed in the plans and specifications to minimize or eliminate 
adverse construction noise impacts to the community including alternate designs to keep noise levels to a 
minimum (e.g. the use of drilled shafts vs. driven piles in noise sensitive areas).9   This determination will 
include a weighing of benefits achieved and the overall adverse social, economic, and environmental 
effects and costs of abatement measures. 

 
c. Incorporate the needed abatement measures in the plans and specifications, as appropriate. 

 
When practicable, DOTD will construct any permanent noise abatement measures as the first phase of a 
highway construction project to abate construction noise impacts of subsequent phases of the same 
project. 

 
Revision: DOTD may revise this policy as necessary to keep current with the state-of-the-art technology, 
legislation, regulation, and guidance, as well as construction cost indices in the fields of highway traffic 
noise prediction, impact, and abatement. 

 
The unit cost used in the noise analysis for determining reasonableness of noise abatement measures 
will be updated regularly at least every five years. It is the responsibility of the analyst to ensure that 
they are using the correct unit cost. Contact the DOTD Environmental Coordinator for more information. 

 
Revisions to this policy affecting Federal or Federal-aid projects must be concurred with by the FHWA 
prior to adoption. 

 
DOTD and FHWA are not responsible for notification of revisions to this policy.  Inquiries as to the latest 
revision that may be applicable should be made in writing to: 

 
Environmental Engineer Administrator 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development 
Post Office Box 94245 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9245 

 
Implementation Plan: This policy will become effective July 13, 2011. It will apply to all projects started 
on or after the above effective date, and to all projects currently being evaluated pursuant to NEPA that 
do not have a completed noise study. A noise study is deemed completed if it was reviewed and 
commented on by DOTD and/or FHWA and considered final. 

 
 

9 The FHWA Roadway Construction Noise Model (FHWA RCNM) may be used to model construction noise at a 
sensitive receptor. For highly complex and controversial projects in urban areas, the “Highway Construction Noise: 
Measurement, Prediction and Mitigation” (HICNOM) method may be used, but requires specific input. 
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For noise studies performed under past policies:  If, during later stages of project development, 
changes occur that affect only a portion of the project requiring a reevaluation of the noise 
study for that portion, the policy in effect at the time of the original study will be applicable. 
When these situations arise, DOTD will consult with FHWA Division office on the project specific 
issues to ensure that FHWA is in agreement. 
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January 29, 2009 
 
Mr. Robert Heffner 
Chief, Surveillance and Enforcement Section 
New Orleans District 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
7400 Leake Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70118-3651 
 
Ref: Wetland Delineation/Request for Jurisdictional Determination 

Hooper Road and Sullivan Road Intersection Improvements 
Department of Public Works – Green Light Plan 
East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana 

 Providence Project No. 079-007 
 
Dear Mr. Heffner: 
 
On behalf of the East Baton Rouge Parish Department of Public Works, Providence Engineering 
and Environmental Group LLC (Providence) is submitting this wetland delineation data report 
and request for jurisdictional determination for roadway improvements at the intersection of 
Hooper Road and Sullivan Road (referred to as Site) in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. 
 
PROJECT LOCATION & DESCRIPTION 
 
The Site is approximately 7.74 miles east/northeast of the I-110, Baton Rouge Metro Airport exit 
(Exit 6) in Central, Louisiana and is centered at Lat. 30°33’15.35”N; Long. 91°02’12.76”W in 
Sections 5, 6, 68, and 69, T6S-R2E. Approximately 10,200 linear-feet of existing and required, 
100 feet right-of-way (ROW) are proposed for intersection and roadway improvements. The 
proposed Site consists primarily of residential housing and commercial developments with 
mowed and maintained grass dominated by St. Augustine and early successional invader 
species. A total of five (5) unnamed drainage features are proposed to be crossed by the 
project. Access to the location is via existing public roads. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On December 5, 2008, Providence visited the Site and collected field data using methods and 
procedures found in the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual (U.S. Army Engineer 
Waterways Experiment Station 1987) to determine the presence or absence of potential 
jurisdictional wetlands and/or “other” waters of the U.S. on the Site. Mapped information sources 
used by Providence include the Soil Survey of East Baton Rouge Parish (USDA Soil 
Conservation Service 1968), U.S.G.S. 7.5-minute topographic maps, the NRCS Web Soil 
Survey, and infrared aerial photography. Included as attachments are a Vicinity Map (Figure 1), 
Site Location Map (Figure 2), Site Plan (Figures 3a and 3b), Aerial Photograph (Figure 4), 
Soils Map (Figure 5), and Light Detection and Ranging (LIDAR) Map (Figure 6). Also attached 
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for your review are Routine Wetland Determination Data Forms (Appendix A) and copies of the 
Site’s photographs (Appendix B). Photographs are centered on soil profiles and depict typical 
habitat and landscape features in each cardinal direction. 
 
SOILS  
 
The NRCS’s Web Soil Survey was used to map soil series. The revised official series 
descriptions were used to describe profiles, phase, subgroup, and drainage class of soils 
underlying the Site. The Web Soil Survey shows that the Site may be underlain by four (4) 
different soil series ((Deerford-Verdun complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes (DaA), Dexter very fine 
sandy loam, 1 to 3 percent slopes (DrB), Gilbert silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes (GeA), and 
Urban land (UrA)) (Figure 5).  
 
Providence collected soil samples between the surface and approximately 16 inches. The depth 
of each sample was sufficient to determine changes in upper horizons and to observe field 
indicators of hydric soil. Field data indicate that the Site is underlain primarily by Urban land and 
Deerford silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes (Appendix A). Of the above-referenced soils, Gilbert 
silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes, is the only series listed as a hydric soil on both the local list 
(NRCS Web Soil Survey 2008) and national list (NRCS 2008 Hydric Soils List by State). The 
wetland criterion for hydric soils was met at two (2) of the eight (8) sample locations established 
by Providence to characterize the Site (Appendix A). 
 
VEGETATION  
 
Dominant vegetation at the Site is mowed and maintained grass. The Site is dominated by St. 
Augustine grass (Stenotaphrum secundatum), yaupon (Ilex vomitoria), Chinese privet 
(Ligustrum sinense), and Louisiana blackberry (Rubus louisianus). Tree species observed within 
the existing and required ROW consist primarily of loblolly pine (Pinus taeda), Chinese tallow 
tree (Sapium sebiferum), American elm (Ulmus americana), sweet pecan (Carya illinoensis), 
and live oak (Quercus virginiana). The criterion for hydrophytic vegetation was met at all eight 
(8) sample locations established by Providence to characterize the Site (Appendix A).  
 
HYDROLOGY 
 
The Site is relatively level with an elevation at approximately 60-65 feet above National 
Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) (Figure 6). Drainage appears to be by sheet flow in 
conformance with slight changes in elevation throughout the Site. Drainage from sheet flow is 
intercepted by five (5) unnamed drainage features (referred to as Drainage Features 1-5). All 
drainage features identified on the Site are vegetated and range from approximately 5 feet to 50 
feet in width (Figures 3a - 3b and Table 1). Roadside ditches (approximately 5 feet in width 
and 3 feet in depth) parallel Hooper Road to the north and south and Sullivan Road to the east 
and west and act as confluences for sheet flow to Drainage Features 1-5. None of the above-
referenced drainage features at the Site are characterized by herbaceous wetland fringes but 
may potentially be considered “other” waters of the U.S. subject to the Corps jurisdiction due to 
a potential surface connection to Beaver Bayou and the Comite River. The wetland criterion for 
hydrology was absent within areas restricted to the proposed ROW (Appendix A). 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
The Site is comprised mainly of mowed and maintained grass. Vegetative communities at the 
Site are characterized by hydrophytic vegetation; however, no wetland hydrologic indicators 
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ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORMS 



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

T FAC

T FAC+

S FAC

S FAC

H FAC

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 100%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

No FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

Yes

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-10 Ap

11-16+ Eg

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

Yes Aquic Moisture Regime Yes Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions Yes Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

Yes

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

1

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Sapium sebiferum

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Carya illinoensis

Ilex vomitoria

Rubus louisianus

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks:

Subgroup: Typic Glossaqualfs Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Gilbert silt loam, 0-1 percent slopes Drainage Class: poorly drained

10YR 6/2 silt loam

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 5/3 silt loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks: Unconsolidated fill was observed throughout Ap horizon.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

H FAC

H FACU

H FACW+

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 67%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

No FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

N/A

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-16+ Ap

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

No Aquic Moisture Regime No Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions No Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

No

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

2

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Sorghum halepense

Polygonum punctatum

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks: Polygonum punctatum  oobserved within roadside ditch.

Subgroup: N/A Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Urban land Drainage Class: N/A

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 4/3 Fill

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks: Unconsolidated fill and crushed asphalt observed throughout profile.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

H FAC

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 100%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

No FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

N/A

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-3 Ap1

4-16+ Ap2

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

No Aquic Moisture Regime No Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions No Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

No

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks:

WETLAND DETERMINATION

10YR 6/4 N/A

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 4/3 N/A

Subgroup: N/A Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Urban land Drainage Class: N/A

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks:

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID: 3

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

H FAC

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 100%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

No FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

Yes

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-16+ Ap1

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

Yes Aquic Moisture Regime No Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions No Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

No

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

4

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks:

Subgroup: Glossic Natraqualfs Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Deerford silt loam, 0-2 percent slopes Drainage Class: somewhat poorly drained

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 5/4 silt loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks: Unconsolidated fill and crushed asphalt observed throughout profile.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

T FACU+

T FAC

S FAC

H FAC

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 75%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

No FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

N/A

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-16+ Ap

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

No Aquic Moisture Regime No Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions No Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

No

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

5

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Quercus virginiana

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Pinus taeda

Ligustrum sinense

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks:

Subgroup: N/A Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Urban land Drainage Class: N/A

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 6/3 fill

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks: Unconsolidated fill and shale observed throughout profile.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

H FAC

H NI

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 100%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

No FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

Yes

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-4 Ap

5-16+ Bw

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

No Aquic Moisture Regime No Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions No Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

No

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

6

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Lamium maculatum

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks:

Subgroup: Ultic Hapludalfs Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Dexter very fine sandy loam,1-3% slopes Drainage Class: well drained

7.5YR 5/6 10YR 6/3 C/M/D silt loam

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 5/3 silt loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks:

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

T FAC

S FAC

H FAC

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 100%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

Yes FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

Yes

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-3 Ap

4-16+ Bw

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

No Aquic Moisture Regime No Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions No Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

No

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

7

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Pinus taeda

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Ilex vomitoria

Stenotaphrum secundatum

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Remarks:

Subgroup: Ultic Hapludalfs Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Dexter very fine sandy loam,1-3% slopes Drainage Class: well drained

7.5YR 5/6 silt loam

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 5/4 silt loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks:

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?



Date:

Parish:

State:

VEGETATION

Stratum Indicator Stratum Indicator

T FACW

H FACW

H FACU+

H FACU

H FACU

H OBL

H FACW+

H OBL

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC (excluding FAC-): 63%

HYDROLOGY

X Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:

X Aerial Photographs No Inundated

X Other No Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

No Recorded Data Available No Water Marks

No Drift Lines

Field Observations: No Sediment Deposits

None (in.) No Drainage pattern In Wetlands

None (in.) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

None (in.) No Oxidized Root Channels

No Water-Stained Leaves

No Local Soil Survey Data

Yes FAC-Neutral Test

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SOILS

Yes

Depth

(Inches) Horizon

0-5 Ap

6-16+ Eg

No Histosol No Concretions

No Histic Epipedon No High Organic Content in Surface layer in Sandy Soils

No Sulfidic Odor No Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils

Yes Aquic Moisture Regime Yes Listed on Local Hydric Soils List

No Reducing Conditions Yes Listed on National Hydric Soils List

No Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors Other (Explain in Remarks)

Yes

No

Yes

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? No

8

Investigator(s): Monica Herrera and Blake Perkins Louisiana

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes Community ID: Mowed/Maintained

DATA FORM: ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Project/Site: Hooper Road and Sullivan Road 12/5/2008

Applicant/Owner: East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works East Baton Rouge

(If needed, explain on reverse.)

Dominant Plant Species Dominant Plant Species

Ulmus americana

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No Plot ID:

Sorghum halepense

Hydrocotyle umbellata

Andropogon glomeratus

Alopecurus carolinianus

Solidago altissima

Eupatorium capillifolium

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Depth of Surface Water:

Depth to Free Water in Pit:

Depth to Saturated Soil:

Remarks:

Eleocharis palustris

Remarks: Hydrophytic vegetation is restricted to roadside ditch.

Subgroup: Typic Glossaqualfs Do Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

Soil Profile Description:

Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/

Other: USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Map.

Soil Series/Phase: Gilbert silt loam, 0-1 percent slopes Drainage Class: poorly drained

10YR 6/2 10YR 4/6 C/M/D silt loam

(Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Texture, Concretions, Structure, etc.

10YR 5/3 silt loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Remarks:

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Remarks:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?
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Sample Location 1 
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Sample Location 2 
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Sample Location 3 
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Sample Location 4 
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Sample Location 5 
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Sample Location 6 
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Sample Location 7 
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Sample Location 8 
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Northerly view of Drainage Feature 1  

 
 

 
Southerly view of Drainage Feature 1  
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Northerly view of Drainage Feature 2  

 
 

 

 
Southerly view of Drainage Feature 2  
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Northerly view of Drainage Feature 3  

 
 

 
Southerly view of Drainage Feature 3  
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Northerly view of Drainage Feature 4  

 
 

 

 
Southerly view of Drainage Feature 4  
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Northerly view of Drainage Feature 5  

 
 

 
Easterly view of Drainage Feature 5  
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Solicitation of Views  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



January 7, 2013 Solicitation of Views































































November 7, 2013 Solicitiation of Views













































Appendix E 

106 Coordination 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  





Appendix F 

Letter from City of Central Regarding 
Bike Paths  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FHWA Correspondence 

  



Mr. Trey Jesclard 
Assistant Road Design Administrator 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development 
P.O. Box 94245 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Re :  H.002320 Sullivan Rd 

Dear Mr. Jesclard : 

At the first Environmental Assessment public meeting regarding project H.002320 (Sullivan Rd – Wax to 
Hooper), I inquired on behalf of the city of Central on the feasibility of adding bicycle lanes to this project 
to comply with our Master Street Plan.   However, since that time, the city of Central has been working 
with BREC to develop off-road bicycle trails and paths through the community.   

One such off-road bicycle path would connect near the Hooper/Sullivan intersection and travel south 
towards Wax Rd to near Central High School and nearby BREC parks.   As a result, we feel this new 
proposed off-road path would provide a more scenic and safer path than a bicycle lane along the heavily 
traveled Sullivan Rd and would serve the needs of the community greater. 

Therefore, I would like to officially withdraw my previous request of consideration of bicycle lanes along 
this proposed project route on Sullivan Rd.  If you have any questions, please feel free to give me a call. 

Yours truly, 

David Barrow 
Chief Administrative Officer 

13421 Hooper Rd., Ste 9 
Central, LA  70818-2900 
225-261-5255 (office) 
225-261-0811 (fax) 
www.centralgov.com 

Office of the Mayor 

David Barrow 
Chief Administrative Officer 

(225) 261-5255 
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