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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
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Public Involvement Summary
Solicitation of Views, Notice of Intent and 

Public Scoping Meeting 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 

1.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

The limits of the proposed project extend along Interstate Highway 10 (I-10) between the Interstate 
Highway 210 (I-210) interchanges, a distance of approximately 9 miles. The proposed project includes 
the Calcasieu River Bridge.  The primary purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic congestion, 
but will also address safety and roadway/bridge design issues. The below project location map shows 
the limits of the proposed project. 

Figure 1.  Project Location Map. 

The existing I-10 corridor outside of the project limits is a six-lane facility (three lanes in each direction). 
Within the proposed project limits, including the Calcasieu River Bridge, I-10 is primarily a four-lane facility 
(two lanes in each direction).  The proposed project is intended to provide system continuity on I-10 
through the Lake Charles metropolitan area by upgrading the existing system and increasing capacity 
through the region. 

The steep approaches to the Calcasieu River Bridge are becoming four-lane bottlenecks on the 
connecting six-lane highway. The structure has an approximate average daily traffic (ADT) of 53,000 
vehicles per day which is carried on 4 – 12 foot wide lanes without bridge shoulders and the bridge 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

grades are as steep as 5 percent. The Calcasieu River Bridge structure, originally completed in 1952, has 
recently undergone a rehabilitation project, but will be in need of additional improvements in the future. 

In addition to roadway and bridge alternatives, improvements to be investigated within the proposed 
project limits include: a redesign of Sampson Street from Sulphur Avenue to provide grade separations 
with existing railroads; a redesign of the access to and from I-10 on the west side of the bridge between 
Sampson Street and PPG Drive; a redesign of the access to and from I-10 near the east end of the 
bridge; a redesign of access to and from Ryan Street and consideration of the frontage roads from PPG 
Drive to US 90 East. 

An engineering and environmental feasibility study was initiated in 2000, completed in 2002 and identified 
several feasible alternatives. In addition to the feasibility study, in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), several environmental and other studies were initiated for various 
components of the proposed project. Due to issues identified during the NEPA process, environmental 
documents were not finalized.  The two major issues identified during the process were bridge height and 
the discovery of unknown hazardous contamination within the proposed right-of-way (ROW) in the area of 
the Sampson Street interchange.  Because the project is receiving high public interest and there is a 
potential for significant impacts, the Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) 
and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS). 

2.0 SOLICITATION OF VIEWS 

During the initial planning stage of the project, views from Federal, state and local agencies, 
organizations and individuals were solicited. Early coordination was initiated with a Solicitation of Views 
(SOV) packet, which was mailed September 9, 2013 to applicable Federal, state and local agencies, 
organizations, Native American Tribal contacts and elected officials.  The packet included a letter, 
preliminary project description and project location map. The SOV letter requested identification of 
possible adverse economic, social, or environmental effects or concerns. Table 2-1 summarizes the 
responses to the SOV packet by the agencies. Copies of the SOV responses are included in Appendix 
A. SOV responses will also be included and addressed in the EIS. 
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TABLE 2-1. SUMMARY OF SOLICITATION OF VIEWS RESPONSES 

ID# * 

1 

Date 

9/11/13 

Responder & 
Organization 

Sarah Haymaker 
State Conservationist, 
NRCS, USDA 

Response Summary 

Review of project map and narrative indicates the proposed construction areas are within existing 
ROWs and, therefore, are exempt from the rules and regulations of the FPPA-Subtitle I of Title 
XV, Section 1539-1549; nor are impacts to NRCS work in the vicinity anticipated.  Referred to the 
Web Soil Survey for specific information on soils. 

2 9/11/13 Alice Yett 
FAA 

No comment on the SOV. Per the FAA, it will complete a study 45 days before project 
construction that will review impacts to either runways or navigational equipment.  Based on the 
location of the Calcasieu River Bridge, there is potential to impact navigational equipment (i.e., the 
signal emitted from the equipment). The study will be good for 18 months, with a possibility for an 
18-month extension.  FAA suggests DOTD re-initiate contact with the FAA once project design 
begins. 

3 9/12/13 Michael Bechdol 
Coordinator, Sole 
Source Aquifer Program, 
Ground Water/UIC 
Section, USEPA, Region 
IV 

Do not anticipate an adverse effect on the quality of the ground water underlying the project site; 
based solely upon the potential impact to the quality of ground water as it relates to the USEPA’s 
authority pursuant to Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act. 

4 10/2/13 Mayra G. Diaz 
Floodplain Management 
and Insurance Branch, 
FEMA Region VI, 
Mitigation Division 

Request that the parish floodplain administrator be contacted for the review and possible permit 
requirements and that the project be in compliance with EOs 11988 and 11990. 

5 10/2/13 Pam Breaux 
SHPO, LA Office of the 
Lieutenant Governor, 
Department of Culture, 
Recreation & Tourism, 
Office of Cultural 
Development 

The following will need to be provided in order to complete the Section 106 review: description of 
the APE; description of all historic properties within and adjacent to the APE; detailed project 
scope of work including design plans; map and site plan; and photographs of the APE, project 
location and historic structures. 

6 10/3/13 Susan Veillon 
CFM, Floodplain 
Management Program 
Coordinator, DOTD 

Project runs in and out of the flood zone and crosses the Kayouchee Coulee, a designated 
floodway. Give consideration for the occurrence of a base flood inundation, clearing debris and 
keeping the area cleared. Request the floodplain administrators for Calcasieu Parish and Cities of 
Lake Charles and Westlake be contacted to ensure compliance with the National Flood Insurance 
Program. 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

ID# * 

7 

Date 

10/3/13 

Responder & 
Organization 

James H. Welsh 
Commissioner of 
Conservation, LA 
Department of Natural 
Resources, Office of 
Conservation 

Response Summary 

Review of records indicated:  Presence of oil and/or gas wells located near the project area, as 
well as registered water wells in the vicinity of the project area. Unregistered water wells may also 
be located in the area. 

8 10/4/13 Roger Thomas 
CPSO Crash 
Reconstructionist, 
Calcasieu Parish 
Sheriff’s Office, Retired 
LA State Police 
Sergeant, 
Troop D, Lake Charles 

Expressed concerns about utilizing I-210 as a detour route, with large trucks traveling in the right-
outside lane of I-210.  Noted that motorists in the past have suggested large trucks be directed to 
the left inside-lane so that traffic can easily transition onto I-210 from the entrance ramps. 

9 10/7/13 Bill Shearman 
Chairman, Downtown 
Development Authority 
City of Lake Charles 

Included Resolution 2013–10 adopted on Oct. 7, 2013, which 1) encourages holding a public 
meeting as soon as practicable, 2) keeping the existing bridge open for traffic during all 
construction phases, 3) recommends any land removed from DOTD use along the frontage road 
on the south side of the I-10 bridge be reconfigured for more convenient local access and/or 
allocated to the city for reconfiguring access to adjacent city-owned lakefront properties to 
enhance economic development; and 4) recommends bridge improvements and designs include 
the Transportation Enhancement considerations to enhance the gateway into the Downtown 
Lakefront Development District. 

10 10/7/13 Lynn F. Thibodeaux 
Clerk of the Council, City 
of Lake Charles, Office 
of the City Council 

Included Resolution 222-13 in response to the SOV, adopted on 10/2/13, which 1) encourages 
holding a public meeting as soon as practicable, 2) keeping the existing bridge open for traffic 
during all construction phases, 3) recommends any land removed from DOTD use along the 
frontage road on the south side of the I-10 bridge be reconfigured for more convenient local 
access and/or allocated to the city for reconfiguring access to adjacent city-owned lakefront 
properties to enhance economic development; 4) requests incorporating iconic features of the 
current bridge be preserved and used wherever possible or duplicated within the new bridge 
design; 5) recommends the inclusion of transportation enhancement considerations (e.g., gateway 
signage, landscaping) for the City of Lake Charles and City of Westlake gateways, and 6) 
requests that safety concerns be addressed and additional study on the curve and the approach 
to the Opelousas Street exit be performed to eliminate traffic safety hazards. 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

ID# * 

11 

Date 

10/8/13 

Responder & 
Organization 

Grant Bush 
Executive Director, 
IMCAL 
MPO Transportation 
Director 

Response Summary 

Issued support for the project.  Also noted two prior resolutions passed on previously studied I-10 
Bridge options: 1) Resolution #2037 passed by the Transportation Committee on Dec. 11, 2008, 
adopting option 4; and 2) Resolution 2040m passed by IMCAL on April 27, 2009 adopting option 
4.  Option 4 included replacing the existing bridge with a parallel bridge while maintaining traffic on 
the existing bridge. 

12 10/8/13 Cleve Hardman 
Director of Outdoor 
Recreation, LA Office of 
the Lieutenant Governor, 
Department of Culture, 
Recreation & Tourism, 
Office of State Parks 

LWCF Project #22-00201 Lakefront Recreation Area is the only facility in proximity to the project 
boundaries; it does not appear this location will be disrupted by the proposed project. Request 
consideration of restrictions of the LWCF in regards to project development. 

13 10/10/13 Dana Masters 
THPO/Cultural Director, 
Council Member, Jena 
Band of Choctaw 
Indians 

Deferred SOV to the Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana. 

14 10/11/13 Pam Lightfoot 
CFM, Floodplain 
Management Program 
Coordinator, DOTD 

Project runs in and out of the flood zone and crosses the Kayouchee Coulee, a designated 
floodway. Give consideration for the occurrence of a base flood inundation, clearing debris and 
keeping the area cleared. Request the floodplain administrators for Calcasieu Parish and Cities of 
Lake Charles and Westlake be contacted to ensure compliance with the NFIP. 

15 10/17/13 Raul Gutierrez, Ph.D. 
Wetlands Section, Water 
Quality Protection 
Division, USEPA 

Jurisdictional waters of the U.S. occur along the proposed project route. USEPA recommends 
coordination with the USACE, New Orleans District to verify if permits are needed. USEPA will 
review to ensure impacts to waters of the U.S. are minimized and unavoidable impacts 
compensated. 
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ID# * Date Responder & 
Organization Response Summary 

        
                                                                                                                                   

    
  

    
 

 
 

 
 

 

    
     

  
 

   
     
   

   
    

    
     

      
  

       
   

  
    

 
 

 
   

 
 

    
     

  
   

   
  
  
 

   
 

    
 

 
   

    
  

 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

Cheryl Sonnier Nolan General comments relate to the obtainment of all necessary approvals and permits.  This 
Assistant Secretary 

16 11/5/13 
includes the following:  submit a LPDES application if the project results in a discharge to waters 

Office of Environmental of the state; the potential need for modification of the LPDES permit before accepting additional 
Compliance wastewater if the project results in a discharge to an existing wastewater treatment system; 
LDEQ, Office of contacting the LDEQ Water Permits Division for storm water general permits if the construction 
Environmental area is equal to or greater than one acre; contacting the USACE regarding permitting issues if 
Compliance work will occur in areas subject to USACE jurisdiction, which may involve a water quality 

certification from LDEQ; observe precaution to protect groundwater and workers from hazardous 
constituents, if applicable; and if hazardous wastes, soils, or groundwater are encountered, notify 
the LDEQ SPOC. 
Specific comments include the following: 
• Without final piling locations and proposed depths, it is not possible to provide specificity in 

recommending depths which would be protective of the subsurface environment. 
• LDEQ has no objection to piling depths of 75 feet below current existing grade or less north of 

the current I-10 footprint – per the correspondence from LDEQ to DOTD on November 19, 
2009. 

• No piling should exceed a depth of 40 feet below current existing grade south of the current I-
10 footprint with the exception of the following: using a line drawn from CPT18, CPT7, and a 
point 50 feet due east of I8 as a reference, there would be no depth restrictions to the east of 
this line (see EDMS Document ID# 6754900 for reference points). 

17 Rhonda Smith 11/14/13 When draft EIS is complete, send one hard copy and four digital copies to the Region VI office for 
Chief, Office of Planning comment. When ready to file the draft EIS with USEPA, do so electronically by using their e-
and Coordination, NEPA Electronic Filing website (http://www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/submiteis/index.html). Letter 
USEPA identifies generalized issues for attention in the preparation of the EIS, including the following: 

• Clearly identify the underlying purpose and need. 
• Develop a defined screening process for the evaluation of alternatives. 
• Provide a description of the affected environment (baseline conditions). 
• Assess environmental consequences by determining the intensity of impacts and if these 

impacts are significant and adverse, then provide measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate. 
These resources/issues include water resources, Section 4(f) and 6(f), project specific 
locations, biological resources, habitat and wildlife, invasive species, air quality, climate 
change, greenhouse gases, hazardous materials, tribal consultation, cultural resources, 
environmental justice and impacted communities, children’s health and safety, indirect and 
cumulative impacts, mitigation and monitoring, and coordination with land use planning 
activities. Refer to the comment itself in Appendix A for a description of the regulations and 
guidelines dictating the assessment of environmental consequences. 
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Pam Mattingly 18 11/15/13 For floodplain management purposes, the proposed project portion located in the unincorporated 
CFM, Floodplain areas of Calcasieu Parish is outside the 100-year floodplain and has no elevation or permit 
Administrator, requirements. 
Calcasieu Parish Police 
Jury, Division of 
Planning and 
Development 

NOTE: * Copies of the SOV letters in their entirety are found in Appendix A and are referenced by ID #. 
Acronym List: 

ID# * Date Responder & 
Organization Response Summary 

        
                                                                                                                                   

    
  

   
  

 
 

 

 

 
  

 

           
  

   
 

  
    

  
   

 
   

   
  

   
    

  
    

   
   
   
  

  
  

 
    

 
 

APE = Area of Potential Effects 
CFM = Certified Floodplain Manager 
CPSO = Calcasieu Parish Sherriff’s Office 
DOTD = Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development 
EO = Executive Order 
FAA = Federal Aviation Administration 
FPPA = Farmland Protection Policy Act 
FEMA = Federal Emergency Management Administration 
IMCAL = Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development Commission 
LPDES = Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
LDEQ = Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality 
LWCF = Land and Water Conservation Fund 
MPO = Metropolitan Planning Organization 
NFIP = National Flood Insurance Program 
NRCS = National Resources Conservation Service 
ROW = Right-of-Way 
SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer 
SPOC = LDEQ’s Single-Point-of-Contact 
THPO = Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
USACE = United States Army Corps of Engineers 
USDA = United States Department of Agriculture 
USEPA = United States Environmental Protection Agency 
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3.0 NOTICE OF INTENT 

A Notice of Intent (dated July 25, 2013) stating that the FHWA and DOTD had initiated the preparation of 
and EIS for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project (I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) was 
published in the Federal Register on August 1, 2013. A comment letter, submitted by Ms. Leslie Barras, 
was received by FHWA in response to the NOI. See Appendix B-1 for a copy of the NOI and Appendix 
C-1, ID #1 for a copy of Ms. Barras’ letter. What follows is a summary of her comments within that letter. 

Comment ID #1: 
• Commenter requested to be involved in the NEPA scoping and review process for the proposed 

project. 
• Commenter requested status as a consulting part in the Section 106 process of the National 

Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) given her concerns and interest in preserving the existing 
bridge. An explanation related to the Section 106 process is provided in Section 4.0 below. 

• Commenter referenced the Waitemata Harbour Bridge (Auckland Harbour Bridge) in Auckland, 
New Zealand as an “innovative capacity expansion of another truss bridge of the same era as the 
I-10 bridge.” Commenter stated that it is known as a “clip on” bridge because of the addition of 
lanes in the late 1960s on either side of the original bridge. Commenter included pictures of the 
bridge (see below) and the following link, providing an engineering overview of the “clip on” 
project and lessons learned: 
http://www.ipenz.org.nz/heritage/itemdetail.cfm?itemid=117 

Photographs: Waitemata Harbour Bridge (Auckland Harbour Bridge). 

Response to Comment ID #1: Commenter is included on the project mailing list and has and will 
continue to receive quarterly newsletters, meeting invitations and all other project 
updates/correspondence. Commenter has been accepted by FHWA as a Section 106 consulting party 
and will be invited to all meetings/discussions related to this issue. In relation to the “clip on” bridge 
widening, consideration will be given to various bridge design options, including widening of the existing 
bridge, construction of a new bridge, rehabilitation of the existing bridge and a no-build alternative.  
Alternatives will be evaluated based on design, operational and safety considerations; and Section 106 
coordination will occur concurrently and input from these coordination efforts will also be a consideration 
in the selection of a preferred alternative(s) to be evaluated within the EIS. 

Subsequent to the above comments but prior to the Public Scoping Meeting, Ms. Barras submitted an 
additional comment letter dated October 9, 2013, providing comments on the Comprehensive Preliminary 
Alternatives Report1 posted to the project Website.  This report was completed in May 2002 as an 

1 I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge and Approaches Comprehensive Preliminary Alternatives Report, May 2002, S.P. No. 700-10-0115, 
F.A.P. No. BR-10-1(212)29 
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engineering and environmental feasibility study (i.e., Stage 0 report in the DOTD’s project delivery 
process) for a six mile corridor along I-10, including the Calcasieu River Bridge. The report reviewed by 
the commenter summarized the six technical memorandums previously submitted to the state and federal 
agencies during the preliminary phases of the project at the time. After the 2002 Comprehensive 
Preliminary Alternatives Report was completed, the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge and Approaches EA was 
initiated, but then put on hold due to a re-evaluation of the navigational clearance needed at the bridge 
crossing. Below is a summary of Ms. Barras’ comments on the 2002 Comprehensive Preliminary 
Alternatives Report, submitted on October 9, 2013; and a copy of Ms. Barras’ letter outlining these 
comments is presented in Appendix C-1, Comment ID #2. 

Comment ID #2: 
• On the purpose and need, the commenter disagrees that the purpose of the project should be to 

replace the existing bridge. Commenter states the array of alternatives proposed should include 
preservation of the existing bridge.  Commenter states that the purpose and need should present 
updated traffic and safety data. 

• Commenter notes that the Calcasieu River Bridge was declared eligible for the National Register 
of Historic Places (NRHP), was placed on the list of Nationally and Exceptionally Significant 
Features of the Interstate Highway System and that compliance with both Section 106 of the 
NRHP and Section 4(f) is required. Commenter states that if a prudent and feasible alternative 
exists that involves using the historic bridge, the FHWA must select that alternative. 

• Commenter states that additional alternatives need to be identified and evaluated, citing the 
Waitemata Harbour Bridge “clip on” widening as an example option that should be studied (see 
above photographs in this section).  Commenter states that the only alternative from the 2002 
report that preserves the bridge while providing increased capacity, improved access and 
maintaining traffic during construction is Alignment 3, which should be advanced in the NEPA 
process. Commenter states that a variation on this option should be included, which consists of 
using the existing historic bridge for through-traffic and constructing lower-elevation frontage 
roads on either side of the existing bridge for local traffic. 

Response to Comment ID #2: The purpose and need referenced by the commenter was as presented 
in the 2002 Comprehensive Preliminary Alternatives Report, and is therefore, not applicable to the current 
project under study for the EIS. As part of the EIS process, the purpose and need has been revised 
based on the current project and includes updated data.  This Draft Purpose and Need for the EIS subject 
project is posted to the project Website, was summarized in the Fall 2013 project newsletter and has 
been presented and solicited for input at both the Agency and Public Scoping Meeting on October 24, 
2013. As part of the EIS process, consideration will be given to various bridge design options, including 
widening of the existing bridge, construction of a new bridge, rehabilitation of the existing bridge and a no-
build alternative. Alternatives will be evaluated based on design, operational and safety considerations; 
and Section 106 coordination will occur concurrently and input from these coordination efforts will also be 
a consideration in the selection of a preferred alternative(s) to be evaluated within the EIS. In relation to 
construction of lower elevation frontage roads compared to the existing bridge height, FHWA and DOTD, 
in accordance with U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) request, will complete an updated navigation study and 
mitigation plan, which will evaluate existing and future navigational clearance needs for property owners 
north of the bridge, as well as potential economic impacts (see Section 5.1.2, Comment ID# 6). 

4.0 SECTION 106 OF THE NHPA 

The NRHP eligible Calcasieu River Bridge, as well as other historic and/or potentially historic properties, 
may be affected by the proposed project. Section 106 of the NHPA requires the FHWA and the DOTD, in 
consultation with the Louisiana State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), to identify potential parties for 
consultation in order to assure that historic properties are taken into consideration at all levels of project 
planning and development. Accordingly, formal Section 106 consulting party invites were mailed to local 
historic organizations and tribes. See Appendix B-2 for a copy of the Section 106 consulting party invite. 
Additionally, the newspaper meeting advertisement for the Public Scoping Meeting (see Appendix B-5) 
included a solicitation for individuals/organizations requesting to become Section 106 consulting parties. 

9 
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This request was also announced at both the Agency and Public Scoping Meetings, further described in 
Section 5.0. Persons/organizations requesting to be a Section 106 consulting party were asked to 
provide reasons for their request; FHWA will make the final determination of who will be accepted as a 
Section 106 consulting party. 

5.0 AGENCY AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The first agency and public meetings of the EIS process were held on Thursday, October 24, 2013 at the 
Lake Charles Civic Center, located at 900 Lake Shore Drive, Lake Charles, LA, 70601.  The agency 
scoping meeting was held from 2:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. and included a formal presentation and 
question/answer session. An open-forum public scoping meeting was held on the same day from 5:00 
p.m. to 8:00 p.m., which included eight station locations where the public could view project exhibits and 
converse with knowledgeable project team members. The agency and public scoping meetings are 
further described in the sections below. 

5.1 Agency Scoping Meeting 

Agency Work Group (AWG) meetings are the primary mechanism for ensuring agency participation in the 
project development process. The AWG is comprised of lead, cooperating and participating agency 
representatives.  The agency scoping meeting summarized in this report is the first AWG meeting held for 
the proposed project. The purpose of the agency scoping meeting was to facilitate a discussion and 
solicit comments on issues material to the Draft Project Coordination Plan, Draft Purpose and Need and 
proposed study area, as well as solicit input on specific issues/resources to be addressed in the EIS. 
Agency invite letters were mailed to applicable federal, state, regional, and local agencies, as well as 
local elected officials. See Appendix B-3 for a copy of the Agency Scoping Meeting invite. Thirty-six (36) 
agency representatives/elected officials and five consultant representatives attended the Agency Scoping 
Meeting. Sign-in sheets from the Agency Scoping Meeting are presented in Appendix B-7. As previously 
mentioned, this meeting included a formal presentation, after which a question and answer session was 
held. See Appendix B-8 for a copy of the agency presentation. Agency representatives/elected officials 
were also able to view the eight public meeting stations with exhibits to be presented to the general public 
at the public scoping meeting later that day. See Section 5.2 and Appendix B-10 for a description and 
copies of each exhibit, respectively. 

5.1.1 Verbal Comments 

Verbal comments were received during a question and answer session immediately following the agency 
presentation. Table 5-1 below presents a summary of these comments and a corresponding response 
based on the current status of the proposed project. 
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TABLE 5-1.  VERBAL COMMENT SUMMARY – AGENCY SCOPING MEETING 

ID# 

1 

Name & 
Organization 

John Cardone 
City Administrator, 
City of Lake 
Charles 

Comment(s) Summary 

Commenter would like to see alternatives developed 
that include keeping I-10 open as long as possible 
during construction and does not like the idea of having 
only I-210 open during construction. 

Response 

Comment noted. Various alternatives will be studied 
during the alternatives development phase of the 
proposed project. Alternatives will be evaluated based on 
design, operational and safety considerations, which will 
likely include the feasibility and functionality of keeping I-
10 open during construction as a screening criterion. 
Results of the evaluation will be documented, including 
reasons for which any alternatives may have been 
dropped from further consideration. 

2 Grant L. Bush 
Executive 
Director, IMCAL 

As noted in previous comment letters from IMCAL on 
the proposed project, the commenter stated IMCAL’s 
desire to see I-10 remain open during construction. 

Comment noted. See response to comment ID #1 in this 
table. 

3 Jason Derise 
Captain, Lake 
Charles Police 
Department 

Commenter recommended the consideration of 
implementing a draw bridge across the river because 
the marine traffic is not crossing every day, which in 
turn would allow the grades to be as flat as possible, 
thereby improving safety. 

Comment noted. See response to comment ID #1 in this 
table. 

4 Honorable 
Michael E. 
Danahay 
State 
Representative, 
District 33, 
Louisiana House 
of Representatives 

Commenter requested the Project Team expedite the 
EIS process, noting that the three-year estimate for 
completion of the EIS seems long. Commenter 
inquired if there was any funding allocated for the 
project, when funding would be requested and if it 
could be sought before the EIS is completed. 

The Project Team noted that the EIS process would be 
completed in the most timely and efficient manner 
practicable. The Project Team also noted, however, that 
all of the EIS steps are important for NEPA compliance, 
and therefore, necessary to the process itself. See 
Comment ID #7 in this table regarding available funding 
for the proposed project. 

5 James R. 
Wetherington 
Bridge Specialist, 
USCG District 8 

Commenter noted that the bridge is the main concern 
of the USCG. Commenter acknowledged the 2001 
marine use study previously completed for this project, 
but given the amount of time having elapsed, 
requested an updated marine use study be prepared. 
Additionally, the USCG would like the updated marine 
use study to consider a mitigation plan. 

Project Team noted in response to the comment that a 
2006 Lake Charles Port Planning Study also investigated 
navigational clearance. Commenter stated that an 
updated navigation study and mitigation plan would still be 
required by the USCG. Concluded that the Project Team 
would have follow-up discussions with the USCG 
regarding the need for an updated navigation study and 
mitigation plan; and that the USCG would submit a formal 
written request for these updated studies. 

11 
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6 Lori Marinovich 
DDA and 
Planning, City of 
Lake Charles 

Commenter expressed appreciation for the opportunity 
to participate in the Section 106 process. 

Comment noted. Commenter was encouraged during the 
meeting to sign-up to request to be a Section 106 
consulting party and to include a reason for their request. 
Commenter signed-up at the Agency Scoping Meeting 
and FHWA has accepted her request. 

7 Bob Mahoney 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
FHWA 

Commenter expressed appreciation for the agency 
input.  Commenter encouraged all agencies to 
participate and present any known potential issues or 
concerns they may have, stating that the sooner an 
issue is known, the more efficiently it can be addressed 
and the EIS process can move forward. Commenter 
also asked that agencies who request to become a 
Section 106 consulting party give a reason with their 
request. In response to comment ID #4 in this table, 
the commenter noted that funding is not available at 
this time, but local and regional officials do not need to 
wait until after the EIS to begin the process of acquiring 
funding. 

Comment noted. 

Acronym List: 
DDA = Downtown Development Authority 
EIS = Environmental Impact Statement 
FHWA = Federal Highway Administration 
IMCAL = Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development Commission 
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act 
USCG = United States Coast Guard 
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5.1.2 Written Comments 
A total of six written comments were received in response to the Agency Scoping Meeting. Copies of 
these comments are presented in Appendix C-2. Table 5-2 below presents a summary of these 
comments and a corresponding response based on the current status of the proposed project. 
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TABLE 5-2.  WRITTEN COMMENT SUMMARY – AGENCY SCOPING MEETING 

ID# * 

1 

Name & 
Organization 

John S. Bruce 
Public Works 
Director, 
City of Sulphur 

Comment(s) Summary 

1. Regarding the Draft Purpose and Need, the 
commenter noted safety issues with overpasses 
and shoulder widths, geometric and alignment 
issues leading accidents (overturning) at IH-10 
and US 171, and problems resulting from the 
number of travel lanes. 

2. Commenter suggested coordination related to I-
210 maintenance/diversion 

3. Commenter requested to be sent future updates 
on the proposed project. 

Response 

1. Comment noted. All of the commenter’s suggested reasons 
for the project are included within the Draft Purpose and 
Need for proposed project.  The purposes of the proposed 
project are to increase capacity and reduce congestion, 
improve roadway deficiencies and traffic operations and to 
enhance safety.  The ability of a proposed alternative to 
meet the needs of the project and fulfill these stated 
purposes will serve as evaluation criteria for the 
advancement of an alternative throughout the EIS process. 

2. Coordination efforts related to the alternatives development 
and screening process, which will include discussions 
related to alternatives that allow for I-10 and the bridge to 
remain open during construction compared to alternatives 
that would require I-210 to be used as a diversion route, will 
occur during the next AWG meeting (date TBD). 

3. Commenter is included on the project mailing list and will 
continue to receive quarterly project newsletters, meeting 
invites and all other project correspondence and updates. 

2 Lori Marinovich 
DDA and 
Planning, City of 
Lake Charles 

Commenter stated that the City of Lake Charles 
includes historic districts adjacent to the project. 
Commenter requested to become a Section 106 
consulting party with the reasoning that she 
coordinates the historic districts for the City and is 
a member of the preservation society. 

FHWA has reviewed and accepted the commenter’s request to 
be a Section 106 consulting party. As part of the Section 106 
process, steps will be taken to identify historic 
properties/districts and those that are historic will be evaluated 
to see if the proposed project will have adverse effects. 

3 Bill Shearman 
Chairman, DDA 
City of Lake 
Charles 

The City of Lake Charles DDA submitted for the 
official record of the Agency Scoping Meeting a 
copy of their resolution responding to the I-10 
Calcasieu River Bridge SOV packet mailed 
September 9, 2013. The content of this resolution 
is outlined in Table 2-1, Comment ID #9. 

SOV responses will be included and addressed in the EIS. 
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ID# * 

4 

Name & 
Organization 

Lynn F. 
Thibodeaux 
Clerk of the 
Council, City of 
Lake Charles, 
Office of the City 
Council 

Comment(s) Summary 

The Lake Charles City Council submitted for the 
official record of the Agency Scoping Meeting a 
copy of their resolution responding to the I-10 
Calcasieu River Bridge SOV packet mailed 
September 9, 2013.  The content of this resolution 
is outlined in Table 2-1, Comment ID #10. 

Response 

SOV responses will be included and addressed in the EIS. 

5 Joe Toups 
Director, Lake 
Charles Civic 
Center 

1. Regarding the Draft Project Coordination Plan, 
commenter made reference to the quarterly 
project newsletters, but did not make any 
specific suggestions about the newsletter. 

2. Commenter stated that the bridge should be as 
tall as the Trinity River Bridge near Anuach, 
Texas so as to not limit expansion and 
development north of the Calcasieu River 
Bridge. Commenter noted that plant expansions 
will result in large loads of equipment and parts 
shipped to areas north of the bridge. 

1. Comment noted.  The project newsletters will occur on a 
quarterly basis and be emailed to all interested persons 
having notified the Project Team of their desire to receive 
the newsletters, identified stakeholders, elected officials, and 
agency representatives. 

2. Bridge height/navigational clearance will be further analyzed 
as part of the proposed project.  See comment ID #6 in this 
table. 

6 James R. 
Wetherington, 
Bridge 
Specialist, 
USCG District 8 
on behalf of 
David M. Frank, 
Commander, 
USCG District 8 

Commenter submitted a formal letter request to Mr. 
Carl M. Highsmith, Programs Operations Manager, 
FHWA, for an updated navigation study, noting the 
USCG’s acceptance to serve as both a 
Participating and Cooperating Agency.  The letter 
asks that the navigation study update the 2001 
Marine Use Study and 2006 Lake Charles Port 
Planning Study and that it be completed in time to 
be included in the Draft EIS.  Per the USCG, the 
updated navigation study should document all 
navigation north of the bridge site, which should 
include contacting all property owners north of the 
bridge site and documenting their respective 
current and future waterway usage (including but 
not limited to the large vessels known to occupy 
berthing north of the bridge).  Finally, the USCG 
requests that any issues requiring mitigation be 
mentioned specifically and agreed to, at least in 
principal, and specifically noted in the FEIS prior to 
the signature of the ROD. 

An updated navigation study and mitigation plan fulfilling the 
requirements outlined in the USCG’s formal request is being 
undertaken by the FHWA and the DOTD. 
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Name &ID# * Comment(s) Summary Response Organization 
NOTE: * Copies of the Agency Scoping Meeting written comments in their entirety are found in Appendix C-2 and are referenced by ID #. 
Acronym List: 
DDA = Downtown Development Authority 
DOTD = Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development 
EIS = Environmental Impact Statement 
FEIS = Final Environmental Impact Statement 
FHWA = Federal Highway Administration 
IMCAL = Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development Commission 
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act 
ROD = Record of Decision 
USCG = United States Coast Guard 

16 



      
                                                                                                                                

   
 

 
           

       
   

   
 

     
   

           
      

       
   

     
     

     
 

 
    

 
          
           

    
    

 
 

    
   

            
  

 
   

  
 

       
           
   

 
        

  
   

 
    

  
 

        
   

 
 

     
  

           

 
 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

5.2 Public Scoping Meeting 

Public involvement is intended to create opportunities for the pubic to have input in identifying 
transportation problems and solutions and to participate in the project planning process. The purpose of 
the Public Scoping Meeting was to present and solicit comments on the Draft Project Coordination Plan, 
Draft Purpose and Need and project study area, while also aiding in the public’s understanding of the 
NEPA/EIS process.   Public meeting notices (postcards) were mailed to adjacent property owners 
throughout the project corridor, and postcards were also distributed to community centers, libraries, 
churches, and other public facilities within the City of Lake Charles (see Appendix B-4).  Advertisements 
were placed in the local newspapers, running both two and one week prior to the Public Scoping Meeting 
and project newsletters advertising the meeting were mailed to local agencies, officials, businesses and 
other identified stakeholders (see Appendices B-5 and B-6, respectively).  Invites and materials such as 
the Draft Project Coordination Plan and Draft Purpose and Need were posted to the project website prior 
to the meeting.  Eighteen (18) members of the general public; 20 agency representatives, elected 
officials, or media representatives; and eight consultants attended the Public Scoping Meeting. The Public 
Scoping Meeting sign-in sheets are presented in Appendix B-7. Photographs taken at the Public 
Scoping Meeting are presented in Appendix D. 

As previously described, the Public Scoping Meeting included eight different meeting stations, each 
manned by a project team member to answer questions and facilitate discussion.  The eight meeting 
stations are described below, and the exhibits displayed at each station are presented in Appendix B-10. 

Station 1 – Welcome and Section 106 Sign-In: Attendees were asked to sign-in and provide an email 
address if they wished to receive meeting notifications and newsletters on the proposed project. 
Attendees were given three handouts:  1) A project fact sheet presenting a general overview of the 
project, the EIS process, estimated EIS timeline, next steps, and project location map; 2) A project history 
summary outlining previous studies completed within the project corridor and on the Calcasieu River 
Bridge, beginning in 1950 and extending to present-day; and 3) a station checklist that described the 
exhibits and purpose of each meeting station. Additionally, attendees were encouraged to sign-up here if 
they were interested in requesting to be a NHPA Section 106 consulting party and were also asked to 
provide reasoning for that request. A copy of the Fact Sheet, Project History and Station Checklist are 
provided in Appendix B-9. 

Station 2 – Project Location Map: Attendees viewed the overall project location map, including the 
proposed project limits (I-10/1-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End). 

Station 3 – The EIS Process: Attendees were presented with a step-by-step representation of the EIS 
process, including an explanation of where we currently are in this process, what an EIS is, and why is it 
needed. 

Station 4 – Draft Project Timeline: Attendees viewed a graphic representation of the project timeline, 
including when the next public involvement and comment opportunities would occur and where we 
currently are within this timeline of events. 

Station 5 – Draft Purpose and Need: Attendees were invited to discuss the project’s Draft Purpose and 
Need with project staff. 

Station 6 – Preliminary Typical Sections: Attendees were presented with an existing typical section of 
I-10, depicting two-through lanes in each direction as well as a proposed typical section of I-10, depicting 
three-through lanes in each direction. 

Station 7 – Constraints Mapping: Attendees were invited to identify any environmental, topographical or 
other consideration that may affect the location, development or other aspect of the project within the 
study area. Attendees were asked to draw, outline or note any potential constraining factors directly on 

17 
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the maps provided at this station. Previously identified constraining factors were presented on the maps 
for public review. 

Station 8 – Let Us Hear From You: Attendees were invited to ask questions about the project and 
complete written comment forms or give formal verbal comments. Attendees had the option of 
completing the comment form at the meeting, after the meeting or mailing it back, or submitting a 
comment through the project website. 

5.2.1 Verbal Comments 

No formal verbal comments were submitted at the Public Scoping Meeting. However, Project Team 
members documented comments and questions received at the various meeting stations. Table 5-3 
below presents a summary of those comments and questions, with corresponding responses. 

TABLE 5-3.  VERBAL COMMENT SUMMARY – PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

ID# Comments Response 
1 The new bridge should be a 

signature bridge similar to the 
existing Calcasieu River Bridge. 

Comment noted. Various alternatives will be studied during 
the alternatives development phase of the proposed project, 
including rehabilitation and the no-build alternative. 
Alternatives will be evaluated based on design, operational 
and safety considerations. Results of the evaluation will be 
documented, including reasons for which any alternatives may 
have been dropped from further consideration. The aesthetic 
design and construction of the proposed bridge will be based 
on numerous factors, including but not limited to the type/style 
of bridge constructed, bridge design criteria, available funding, 
and public and governmental support. Section 106 
coordination efforts, as well as future Agency Work Group and 
public meetings will present opportunities for discussion 
related to the bridge design/aesthetic. Bridge aesthetics will 
be formalized during final project design. 

2 The new bridge should be 
architecturally appealing. 

See response to Comment ID #1 in this table. 

3 The existing bridge, including 
the bridge height, is signature 
to Lake Charles and should 
stay. 

See response to Comment ID #1 in this table. 

4 Beautification efforts should 
occur along the I-10 corridor. 

Comment noted. 

5 Request for a segmented 
bridge. 

See response to Comment ID #1 in this table. 

6 Request that the bridge be high 
enough to not have an impact 
on industry. 

FHWA and DOTD, in accordance with USCG request, will 
complete an updated navigation study and mitigation plan, 
which will evaluate existing and future navigational clearance 
needs for property owners north of the bridge, as well as 
potential economic impacts (see Section 5.1.2, Comment ID# 
6). 

7 The lowest bridge height will 
adversely affect port 
development to the north of the 
existing Calcasieu River Bridge 

See response to Comment ID #6 in this table. 
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8 Ramps should be designed to 
have the best economic impact. 

Comment noted. The purposes of the proposed project are to 
increase capacity and reduce congestion, improve roadway 
deficiencies and traffic operations and to enhance safety. 
Additionally, the proposed project would provide better access 
by redesigning interchanges and improving frontage roads, 
thus supporting economic development in the Lake Charles 
metropolitan area.  The ability of a proposed alternative to 
meet the needs of the project and fulfill these stated purposes 
will serve as evaluation criteria for the advancement of an 
alternative throughout the EIS process. 

9 What is the proposed bridge 
height? 

Questions 
Bridge height has not yet been determined.  See response to 
Comment ID #6 in this table. 

10 Has funding been allocated for 
the proposed project? 

The proposed project is included in the current (2008) 
Statewide Transportation Plan (STP) as a Priority A Mega 
highway project.  Priority A Mega highway projects are 
selected through a process that considers future travel 
demand, as estimated by the Statewide Travel Demand 
Model, economic impacts, safety, etc.  This process allows the 
most needed projects to be implemented first. 

DOTD allocates funding to projects in phases (Feasibility, 
Environmental, ROW, Utility, Design, and Construction), and 
funding is set up for an active phase. For this project, the 
current active and funded phase is “Environmental”. Feasibility 
has been completed and the next phase following 
environmental to be activated/funded will be “Design”. 

5.2.2 Written Comments 

A total of nine written comments were received in response to the Public Scoping Meeting. Copies of 
these written comments are presented in Appendix C-3. The comments are identified in Table 5-4 
below. Because several of the comments address multiple issues, the comments are summarized below 
Table 5-4, and responses are provided accordingly.  

TABLE 5-4.  WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED – PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

ID# * 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
6 
7 

Name 

Anonymous 

Charlie Atherton 

Steve Belin 

Steve Geiger 

Adley Cormier 

Ben Garber 
Igbal Mohammad 
Cornelius Moon 

Organization 
(if applicable) 

--
Lake Charles Harbor and 
Terminal District (LCHTD) 

Phillips 66 

Phillips 66 

Lake Charles Historic 
Preservation Commission 
--
--
--

Title 
(if applicable) 

--

--

Manager, Eastern Region Remediation 
Management, Phillips 66 
Manager, Lake Charles Manufacturing 
Complex, Phillips 66 

Member 

--
--
--
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8 
Don Tipton 

Friend Ships Unlimited Executive Board of Directors Sandra Tipton 
Teri Shields 

9 Michael Tritico, RESTORE Biologist and President of RESTORE 
10 Michael Tritico RESTORE Biologist and President of RESTORE 
11 Perry D. Vincent LA Radio Communications, Inc. --
Notes: 
* Copies of the Public Scoping Meeting written comments in their entirety are found in Appendix C-3 and are referenced by ID #. 
-- no data 

ID #1:  Anonymous 

Comment 1: Commenter stated that those responsible for the hazardous contamination should be made 
to clean up the EDC plume, as well as maintaining continued monitoring via the state or federal 
government to ensure the EDC will not contaminate the Chicot Aquifer. Commenter requested the public 
be informed about the EDC plume and requested an investigation for all other contamination. Commenter 
stated that the bridge is not the primary concern, but instead it is the health of the citizenry. Commenter 
asked what has been done to ensure such contamination does not happen again and why Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) documents related to the EDC contamination have been redacted. 

Response 1: Comment and concerns noted. The EDC contamination and its effects on the proposed 
project are being investigated as part of the EIS process. 

Comment 2: Commenter requested the new bridge be constructed to the north of the existing bridge on 
“good land”. 

Response 2: Comment noted. In relation to the proposed project corridor, I-10 was identified by the 
U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) in September 2007 as one of six interstate routes to participate 
in a federal initiative to develop multi-state corridors to help reduce congestion. Accordingly, I-10 joined the 
USDOT "Corridors of the Future" program aimed at developing innovative national and regional approaches 
to reduce congestion and improve the efficiency of freight delivery. Moreover, the existing I-10 corridor has 
been designated as the project study area based on the purpose and need of the proposed project, which is 
to increase capacity and reduce congestion on I-10 between the I-210 interchanges in the Lake Charles 
region. Various alternatives, including different potential bridge locations, will be studied during the 
alternatives development phase of the proposed project, including the no-build alternative. Bridge 
locations extending north of the existing Calcasieu River Bridge (at distances of approximately 45 feet 
and 170 feet from the existing bridge centerline) have previously been evaluated and remain under 
consideration at this time. As part of the EIS process, alternatives will be evaluated based on design, 
operational and safety considerations. Results of the evaluation will be documented, including reasons for 
which any alternatives may have been dropped from further consideration. 

ID #2:  Charlie Atherton (LCHTD) 

Comment 1: Commenter stated that the Calcasieu River Bridge should remain at its current 135-foot 
height, noting that the height was engineered to allow for the passage of ships that utilize the full carrying 
capacity of the Calcasieu River north where the water depth is naturally 60 to 80 feet deep. Commenter 
cited that after World War II, the navy docked hundreds of ships for miles along the river upstream of the 
bridge, proving suitability for navigability, and included the following photo as an example: 
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Commenter noted that Friend Ships utilizes the river crossing and that there are others who want to bring 
in large ships. Commenter stated it is against the law to restrict navigation or to block navigable 
waterways, citing 33 USC 494 (Obstruction of navigation, alterations and removals; lights and signals; 
draws).  Commenter is requesting all documentation noting the decision to construct a 73-foot high bridge 
versus a 135-foot bridge be entered into the public record and expressed concern that the decision to 
construct a 73-foot high bridge was made without the proper public participation process. 

Response 1: Two prior navigation/bridge height studies were completed in relation to the proposed 
project: a 2001 Marine Use Study and a 2006 Lake Charles Port Planning Study. These two previous 
studies are available for viewing on the project website (http://i10lakecharles.com/). Public involvement 
efforts have occurred throughout the environmental process of this project, stemming back as early as 
2000 during the feasibility study phase of the project; and these public involvement efforts have included 
information related to the aforementioned bridge height studies. FHWA and DOTD, in accordance with 
USCG request, will complete an updated navigation study and mitigation plan, which will evaluate existing 
and future navigational clearance needs for property owners north of the bridge, as well as potential 
economic impacts (see Section 5.1.2, Comment ID# 6). Accordingly, a bridge height for the proposed 
Calcasieu River Bridge has yet to be determined and is still under study as part of the EIS process. All 
past and future public involvement efforts have and will continue to be documented as part of the official 
public record, 

Comment 2: Commenter stated that the lower-height bridge concept is politically driven by 
ConocoPhillips in order to conceal the level of EDC contamination under the bridge; and elected officials 
have fast tracked the decision for a lower-height bridge over the objection of the public. 

Response 2: Comment and concerns noted. The EDC contamination and its effects on the proposed 
project are being investigated as part of the EIS process. 
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Comment 3: Commenter stated that the LCHTD passed a resolution (Resolution 3004-032) on May 24, 
2004 that expressed support for maintaining the existing bridge height and width characteristics of the 
Calcasieu River Bridge for any new replacement bridge planned for future construction. 

Response 3: Comment noted. For the record, the Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and 
Development Commission (IMCAL), the Lake Charles MPO, voted on December 19, 2007 in favor of a 
73-foot vertical clearance for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge (see Appendix B-11). 

Comment 4: Commenter presented an editorial from the American Press dated January 6, 2008 
endorsing a 90-foot bridge height for the Calcasieu River Bridge instead of the 73-foot bridge height, 
noting that the 90-foot bridge height was also supported by Lake Charles Mayor Randy Roach. 
Commenter presented a 2007 article from the Sun Herald (serving Biloxi-Gulfport and the Mississippi Gulf 
Coast) discussing the potential implementation of a 73-foot bridge versus a 90-foot bridge for the I-10 
Calcasieu River Bridge, including discussion of how constructing a bridge with too low of a vertical 
clearance could impact future economic development. Commenter presented a 2006 editorial from the 
Gulf Coast News (serving the Mississippi Gulf Coast) discussing potential damaging economic impacts 
associated with plans to rebuild the Hurricane Katrina damaged Bay St. Louis and Biloxi-Ocean Springs 
Bridges without a draw span, which the former bridges had, and at a height that would obstruct 
navigation. 
plan, which will evaluate existing and future navigational clearance needs for property owners north of the 
bridge, as well as potential economic impacts (see Section 5.1.2, Comment ID# 6). 

Response 4: Comment and concerns noted. FHWA and DOTD, in accordance with USCG request, 
will complete an updated navigation study and mitigation 

ID #3: Steve Geiger and Steve Belin (Phillips 66) 

Comment: The letter provided on behalf of Phillips 66 states that their comments are intended to 
“present and clarify for both DOTD and the public, the documented facts regarding impacts to the soil and 
groundwater beneath the proposed I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge.” The statements provided on behalf of 
Phillips 66 are summarized as follows, with the full comment letter and reference figures included in 
Appendix C-3, ID #2. Note that these statements are written from the perspective of Phillips 66 alone, 
and do not necessarily represent the opinions or edicts of FHWA or DOTD. 

• In 1994, a pipeline spilled EDC2 into a ditch along Isle of Capri Boulevard, just south of the 
current I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge. Phillips 66 (as its predecessor companies) began an 
emergency response effort at the time of discovery and have continued to implement long term 
cleanup work, in conjunction with the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ), to 
remediate soil and groundwater impacted by EDC in the area. Work Plans and Progress Reports 
have been regularly submitted to the LDEQ, and are available to the public at the LDEQ website. 
Virtually all of the free phase EDC has been captured and removed from the subsurface. 

• Phillips 66 has worked cooperatively with the DOTD to evaluate the potential for EDC to impact 
future bridge construction activities, citing the installation of ground water monitoring wells in a 
marsh area north of the existing bridge, which identified low concentrations of EDC in 
groundwater below the marsh at depths of approximately 55 feet below ground surface. These 
impacts are above the depth of the Chicot Aquifer, are above the water intakes for the town and 
do not represent a threat to the drinking water of Westlake. 

• Phillips 66 continues to monitor the presence of EDC in the area through the monitoring wells and 
has worked with LDEQ to establish a site-specific cleanup standard for EDC in the marsh area 
following the LDEQ RECAP3 process. Results show the concentration of EDC in the path of the 
new bridge to be below any concentration that would be a threat to the drinking water aquifer, to 

2 EDC = 1,2 dichloroethane 
3 RECAP = Risk Evaluation and Corrective Action Program.  A RECAP cleanup standard is a target concentration that when 
achieved, will be protective of human health and the environment. 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

workers on the bridge or to any persons traveling over the bridge or in the area (see Appendix C-
3, ID #2, Pg. 6, Figure 1). Accordingly, no EDC cleanup is necessary in the path of the new I-10 
bridge as currently proposed. 

• More aggressive remediation (proposed to be completed before any bridge construction begins) 
is being completed by Phillips 66 for an area beneath and to the south of the existing bridge 
where further EDC remediation is necessary (see Appendix C-3, ID #2, Pg. 6, Figure 1). 

• Figure 2 of Appendix C-3, ID #2, Pg. 7 provides the location of the marsh monitoring points with 
test results from 2011 – 2014.  Testing is performed by an independent third party engineer, 
shipped under chain of custody and analyzed by an independent third party laboratory; and the 
DOTD and LDEQ have also collected samples in the area to provide independent confirmation 
the results. 

• The LDEQ has reviewed these data and on June 18, 2010 wrote a letter to DOTD providing their 
conclusions. Phillips 66 provided a copy of this letter, which expresses concern for the 
installation of foundation pilings for the new bridge through subsurface zones known to be 
contaminated with EDC. Specific comments from LDEQ includes the following, based on 
preliminary piling locations as of October 19, 2009 (subject to change once final piling locations 
are determined): 

o Without final piling locations and proposed depths, it is not possible to provide specificity 
in recommending depths which would be protective of the subsurface environment. 

o LDEQ has no objection to piling depths of 75 feet below current existing grade or less 
north of the current I-10 footprint – per the correspondence from LDEQ to DOTD on 
November 19, 2009. 

o No piling should exceed a depth of 40 feet below current existing grade south of the 
current I-10 footprint with the exception of the following: using a line drawn from CPT18, 
CPT7, and a point 50 feet due east of I8 as a reference, there would be no depth 
restrictions to the east of this line. 

• Phillips 66 fully supports construction of the new I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge, will continue to 
remediate any remaining impacts from the 1994 spill and offer to work cooperatively with DOTD 
and their consultants preparing the EIS. 

Response: Comment noted. The EDC contamination and its effects on the proposed project are being 
investigated as part of the EIS process. 

ID #4:  Adley Cormier (Lake Charles Historic Preservation Commission) 

Comment 1: As a member of the Lake Charles Historic Preservation Commission and longtime 
historian, commenter requested to become a Section 106 consulting party. 

Response 1: FHWA has reviewed and accepted the commenter’s request to be a Section 106 
consulting party. 

Comment 2: Commenter expressed concern with any changes to the major vehicle corridor through 
central and north Lake Charles, noting that because of the unique geography, the route of I-10 displaced 
historic structures. Commenter would like to help mitigate any adverse change in the future. 

Response 2: Comment and concerns noted. As a Section 106 consulting party, commenter will be able 
to provide input on the alternative and project development process.  Adverse impacts will be avoided 
when practicable, and mitigated for if unavoidable, in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations 
governing historic structures. 

ID #5: Ben Garber 

Comment: Commenter expressed concern about the UP Railroad bridge bottleneck, citing that the 
railroad bridge is 107 years old and needs to be removed. Commenter would like to see a new railroad 
bridge incorporated into the project design, stating that development north of the Calcasieu River cannot 
occur without a redesign of the railroad bridge. 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

Response: Comment noted; however, the UP Railroad Bridge referenced by the commenter is outside 
the scope of the proposed project.  The scope of the proposed project includes improvements to I-10, 
including the Calcasieu River Bridge, and the evaluation of alternatives for re-designing the at-grade 
Sampson Street interchange with existing railroad crossings. 

ID #6:  Igbal Mohammad 

Comment: Request by commenter to receive future updates on the proposed project. 

Response: Commenter was added to the project mailing list and will receive future quarterly project 
newsletters, meeting invites, and project correspondence and updates. 

ID #7:  Cornelius Moon 

Comment 1: Regarding the Draft Purpose and Need, commenter states key reasons for the project 
include that the bridge is over 50 years old and in need of constant repair, the grade is too steep and 
there are safety issues. 

Response 1: Comment noted. All of the commenter’s suggested reasons for the project (i.e., safety 
issues and not meeting current design standards such as the steep bridge grade) are included within the 
Draft Purpose and Need for proposed project.  The purposes of the proposed project are to increase 
capacity and reduce congestion, improve roadway deficiencies and traffic operations and to enhance 
safety.  The ability of a proposed alternative to meet the needs of the project and fulfill these stated 
purposes will serve as evaluation criteria for the advancement of an alternative throughout the EIS 
process. 

Comment 2:  Commenter stated that the Draft Project Coordination Plan was an “excellent plan”. 

Response 2: Comment noted. 

Comment 3: Commenter recommended constructing a new “signature bridge”, specifically 
recommending a cable-stayed span bridge like the Audubon Bridge in West Feliciana Parish. 

Response 3: Comment noted. Various alternatives will be studied during the alternatives development 
phase of the proposed project, including rehabilitation and the no-build alternative.  Alternatives will be 
evaluated based on design, operational and safety considerations. Results of the evaluation will be 
documented, including reasons for which any alternatives may have been dropped from further 
consideration. The aesthetic design and construction of the proposed bridge will be based on numerous 
factors, including but not limited to the type/style of bridge constructed, bridge design criteria, available 
funding and public and governmental support.  Section 106 coordination efforts, as well as future Agency 
Work Group and public meetings will present opportunities for discussion related to the bridge 
design/aesthetic.  Bridge aesthetics will be formalized during final project design. 

ID #8:  Don and Sandra Tipton, Teri Shields (Friend Ships Unlimited) 

Comment 1: Friend Ships is a maritime corporation located north of the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge. 
Commenters expressed concern related to a new bridge having a navigational clearance below that of 
the existing bridge for the reasons that follow. Note that these statements are written from the 
perspective of Friend Ships United alone, and do not necessarily represent the opinions or edicts of 
FHWA or DOTD. 

• Maintaining a vertical clearance as high as 135-feet is in the best interest of waterfront land 
owners for economic purposes. The Port of Lake Charles and City of Westlake own deep water 
frontage north of the bridge, which if unavailable to navigational traffic, could adversely affect jobs 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

and diminish the value of future economic development in the low income, primarily African-
American community of North Lake Charles. 

• Friend Ships owns four ships and two large classic wooden boats that transit under the current 
bridge, with at least one ship requiring 111 foot vertical clearance and another classic vessel 
requiring similar clearance.  The future plans of Friend Ships include the obtainment of three 
additional vessels, creation of a marina, job training center and repair yard for large classic boats. 

• While other ship channels on the Calcasieu River have to be continually dredged at the cost of 
millions, this is a naturally deep channel that has never needed and never will need to be 
dredged. 

• The channel is a protected safe harbor in times of storm and is utilized regularly for that purpose. 
• Lowering the bridge is driven by an agenda to minimize the cleanup required by the chemical 

companies. 
• It is incorrect to state that there is insufficient maritime traffic in the area. Because the bridge-

lowering project has been proposed for so long, maritime entities have not been willing to risk an 
investment. Once it is known that navigational clearance will be maintained, interest in the deep 
water aspects of the navigational channel will resume. 

• Commenters suggested building a new bridge with the vertical clearance height of 135-feet or to 
install a drawbridge to be opened once a day. 

Response 1: Comment and concerns noted.  FHWA and DOTD, in accordance with USCG request, will 
complete an updated navigation study and mitigation plan, which will evaluate existing and future 
navigational clearance needs for property owners north of the bridge, as well as potential economic 
impacts (see Section 5.1.2, Comment ID# 6). 

Comment 2: Commenters would like to be given a chance to expound on their views in an open forum. 

Response 2: The public meeting held on October 24, 2013 was an open forum format in which the 
general public was invited to participate and provide comments and feedback to the project team. The 
public was invited to submit written or verbal comments at the meeting itself, through the project website 
or by sending written comments via mail or email during the formal 10-day comment period following the 
public meeting.  The comments received are summarized and addressed within this summary report, 
which will be published for public review on the project website and available for review by applicable 
agencies and elected officials. At least two other open forum public meetings will occur over the EIS 
project timeline during the alternatives development and selection process, as well as a formal public 
hearing following the publication of the Draft EIS. Members of the public will have an opportunity to 
submit written and/or verbal comments at all of these future public involvement opportunities. 

ID #9:  Michael Tritico (RESTORE) 

Comment 1: Regarding the Draft Purpose and Need, the commenter noted that traffic congestion, safety 
and bridge design issues need to be carefully studied and changes made so that existing problems can 
be removed. 

Response 1: Comment noted. The existing problems noted by the commenter (i.e., traffic congestion, 
safety and bridge design issues) are included within the Draft Purpose and Need for proposed project. 
The purposes of the proposed project are to increase capacity and reduce congestion, improve roadway 
deficiencies and traffic operations and to enhance safety. The ability of a proposed alternative to meet 
the needs of the project and fulfill these stated purposes will serve as evaluation criteria for the 
advancement of an alternative throughout the EIS process. 

Comment 2: Regarding the Draft Project Coordination Plan, the commenter stated that this project has 
seemingly been stuck in the planning phase with no practical forward movement. However, the 
commenter explained that the public involvement opportunities (e.g., website, newsletters, etc.) are 
welcome improvements. 

Response 2: Comment noted. 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

Comment 3: Commenter would like to receive future updates on the proposed project; short notifications 
via email and lengthy correspondence via mail. 

Response 3: Commenter is included on the project mailing list and will receive quarterly project 
newsletters, meeting invites and updated correspondence and updates via email and mail, accordingly. 

Comment 4: Commenter provided numerous statements related to constructing the new I-10 Calcasieu 
River Bridge north of its present location, including the following: 

• Suggests constructing the bridge near Joe Miller Road, in the corridor between Moss Bluff and 
Gillis, or in the corridor between Gillis and Ragley. Any of these corridors are far enough north 
that the vertical bridge height issue would no longer be a problem, the ROW within the Gillis and 
Ragley corridor would likely be less expensive to acquire, and if constructed south of Ragley, the 
new interstate would be out of the area shown by the National Hurricane Center’s Sea, Lake and 
Overland Surges from Hurricanes (SLOSH) model to be vulnerable to tropical storm surges. 

• By moving I-10 and the new bridge north, any impediments to navigation generated by 
constructing a lower vertical clearance bridge would be eliminated. It is important to leave the 
existing navigational clearance of the Calcasieu River Bridge so that organizations like Friend 
Ships can complete their humanitarian work. If a low vertical bridge is implemented, it should be 
a draw bridge so that Friend Ships can fulfill their humanitarian duties. 

• With sensible planning and proper advertisement, a more northern interstate route would not 
adversely affect development and the Lake Charles economy. 

Response 4: Comment noted. FHWA and DOTD, in accordance with USCG request, will complete an 
updated navigation study and mitigation plan, which will evaluate existing and future navigational 
clearance needs for property owners north of the bridge, as well as potential economic impacts (see 
Section 5.1.2, Comment ID# 6). In relation to the proposed project corridor, I-10 was identified by the 
USDOT in September 2007 as one of six interstate routes to participate in a federal initiative to develop 
multi-state corridors to help reduce congestion. Accordingly, I-10 joined the USDOT "Corridors of the 
Future" program aimed at developing innovative national and regional approaches to reduce congestion and 
improve the efficiency of freight delivery. Moreover, the existing I-10 corridor has been designated as the 
project study area based on the purpose and need of the proposed project, which is to increase capacity 
and reduce congestion on I-10 between the I-210 interchanges in the Lake Charles region. Various 
alternatives, including different potential bridge locations, will be studied during the alternatives 
development phase of the proposed project, including the no-build alternative.  Bridge locations extending 
north of the existing Calcasieu River Bridge (at distances of approximately 45 feet and 170 feet from the 
existing bridge centerline) have previously been evaluated and remain under consideration at this time. 
Alternatives will be evaluated based on design, operational and safety considerations. Results of the 
evaluation will be documented, including reasons for which any alternatives may have been dropped from 
further consideration. 

Comment 5:  Commenter provided numerous statements related to the EDC contamination within the 
project area, including the following: 

• Commenter is concerned that the bridge has become increasingly unstable, not only because of 
its age but because the ground has been softened by the EDC contamination. 

• Commenter stated that he has received 54 pages of material based on his FOIA requests, but 
that some of the information has been redacted. 

• Commenter referenced two previous studies on the effect of EDC on local clays, which show that 
the regional clay is quickly and severely degraded by EDC, losing its ability to bear weight and 
slow down the movement of fluids. 

• Commenter questioned the exact location of the EDC plume, stating that it may have reached the 
railroad tracks north of I-10 in the project area. 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-20 East 

• Commenter stated that the concentration of the contamination is 90,000 times the LDEQ’s Risk 
Evaluation and Corrective Action Program (RECAP)4 trigger level of 5 ppb. 

• Commenter has not seen any boring tests for load bearing capacity, and believes these tests 
exist and would like the highway department to make the results public. 

• Based on FOIA documents, commenter cited that as of 2009, the contamination was found within 
40 feet of the top of the Chicot Aquifer, and that it is inevitable that the EDC will enter that aquifer. 

• Commenter stated that FOIA materials show that the LDEQ is concerned about new bridge 
pilings hastening EDC contamination into the Chicot Aquifer. 

• Commenter states that the EDC plume is moving in a direction contrary to the usual direction of 
groundwater flow in this region, caused by the heavy draft of the Westlake Municipal Water 
Supply well pulling the plume downward and northeastward.  Accordingly, the commenter feels 
that Westlake may need to find a new public water supply. 

• Commenter discussed the viability of recovery wells, stating that they are only sparingly-efficient 
and cannot remediate a problem once the contaminants pervade the subsurface to any significant 
extent. 

• Commenter states that given the number of people depending on the groundwater, as well as 
that there are an additional 16 public water supply wells within two-miles of the study area, a 
recovery well field location within the bridge ROW would do the most good, as opposed to the 
construction of a new bridge. 

• Commenter has requested FHWA send him more recent and extensive information (e.g., boring 
data, litigation discussions/status), emphasizing the need for full disclosure related to the EDC 
contamination. 

Response 5: Comment and concerns noted. The EDC contamination and its effects on the proposed 
project are being investigated as part of the EIS process. 

ID #10:  Mike Tritico (RESTORE): 

Comment: Commenter noted that he received FOIA records regarding the testing/measurement of the 
EDC contamination plume approximately 2 ½ years ago from the federal and state highway agencies. 
Commenter also stated that he received approximately 3,000 pages several months prior to this comment 
of mostly redacted information. Commenter requested un-redacted copies, and as of the week of this 
Public Scoping Meeting, received 54 pages of FOIA documents, again with redacted information. 
Commenter requests un-redacted, clear copies of this information. 

Response: Based on the comments received, it is unclear from where (what agency/persons) the 
records with redacted information originated. Information related to the EDC contamination is available 
via a public records request through the DEQ website at the following web address: 
https://edms.deq.louisiana.gov/prr/RequestForm.aspx. 

ID #11: Perry D. Vincent (Louisiana Radio Communications, Inc.) 

Comment 1: Regarding the Draft Purpose and Need, the age of the bridge and capacity of the I-10 to I-
210 stretch hinders the growth of the City of Lake Charles. 

Response 1: Comment noted. The commenter’s suggested reasons for the project are included within 
the Draft Purpose and Need for proposed project. The purposes of the proposed project are to increase 
capacity and reduce congestion, improve roadway deficiencies and traffic operations and to enhance 
safety. Additionally, the proposed project would provide better access by redesigning interchanges and 
improving frontage roads, thus supporting economic development in the Lake Charles metropolitan area. 

4 RECAP = A RECAP cleanup standard is a target concentration that when achieved, will be protective of human 
health and the environment. 
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The ability of a proposed alternative to meet the needs of the project and fulfill these stated purposes will 
serve as evaluation criteria for the advancement of an alternative throughout the EIS process. 

Comment 2: The meeting was great; and please publicize throughout the media. 

Response 2: Comment noted. 
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ID #2

« OE/AAA 

Notice Criteria Tool 

The requirements for filing with the Federal Aviation Administration for proposed structures vary based on a 
number of factors: height, proximity to an airport, location, and frequencies emitted from the structure, etc. For 
more details, please reference CFR Title 14 Part 77.9. 

You must file with the FAA at least 45 days prior to construction if: 
your structure will exceed 200ft above ground level  
your structure will be in proximity to an airport and will exceed the slope ratio 
your structure involves construction of a traverseway (i.e. highway, railroad, waterway etc...) and once 
adjusted upward with the appropriate vertical distance would exceed a standard of 77.9(a) or (b) 
your structure will emit frequencies, and does not meet the conditions of the FAA Co-location Policy 
your structure will be in an instrument approach area and might exceed part 77 Subpart C  
your proposed structure will be in proximity to a navigation facility and may impact the assurance of 
navigation signal reception 
your structure will be on an airport or heliport  
filing has been requested by the FAA 

If you require additional information regarding the filing requirements for your structure, please identify and 
contact the appropriate FAA representative using the Air Traffic Areas of Responsibility map for Off Airport 
construction, or contact the FAA Airports Region / District Office for On Airport construction. 

The tool below will assist in applying Part 77 Notice Criteria. 

Latitude: 30 Deg 14 M 13.63 S 

Longitude: 93 Deg 14 M 28.72 S 
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Horizontal Datum: NAD83 

Site Elevation (SE): 4  (nearest foot) 

Structure Height (AGL): 152  (nearest foot) 

Traverseway: No Traverseway 
(Additional height is added to certain structures under 77.9(c)) 

Is structure on airport:  No

 Yes 

Results 
You exceed the following Notice Criteria: 

Your proposed structure is in proximity to a navigation facility 
and may impact the assurance of navigation signal reception. 
The FAA, in accordance with 77.9, requests that you file. 

The FAA requests that you file 

https://oeaaa.faa.gov/oeaaa/external/gisTools/gisAction.jsp 9/11/2013 
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Environmental Section 
Bobby Jindal, Governor 

PO Box 94245 | Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245 
Sherri H. LeBas, P.E., Secretary 

Phone: 225-242-4502 Fax: 225-242-4500 

October 10, 2013 

STATE PROJECT NO. H.003931.2 

FEDERAL AID PROJECT NO. BR-10-1(212)29 

I-10 CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

(1-10/I-210 WEST END TO I-10/I-210 EAST END) 

CALCASIEU PARISH 

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO BE A CONSULTING PARTY FOR SECTION 106 PROCESS 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) and the Federal Highway Administration 

(FHWA) are proposing federally-funded capacity improvements to I-10 between the I-210 interchanges, a 

distance of approximately nine (9) miles. The proposed project includes the potential reconstruction of the 

Calcasieu River Bridge. The Calcasieu River Bridge was originally constructed in the late 1940s and early 1950s 

as part of the US 90 system and then integrated as part of I-10 in the 1960s.  The Calcasieu River Bridge has been 

deemed eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Attached is a location map of the proposed 

project and photos of the Calcasieu River Bridge.  

The NRHP eligible Calcasieu River Bridge, as well as other historic and/or potentially historic properties, may be 

affected by the proposed project. Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires the FHWA and 

the DOTD, in consultation with the Louisiana State Historic Preservation Officer, to identify potential parties for 

consultation in order to assure that historic properties are taken into consideration at all levels of project planning 

and development. 

For additional information, or to request to be a consulting party, please contact Ms. Noel Ardoin, P.E., with the 

DOTD by phone at (225) 242-4501 or e-mail at Noel.Ardoin@la.gov, or Mr. Joachim Umeozulu, P.E., with the 

DOTD by phone at (225) 379-1386 or e-mail at Joachim.Umeozulu@la.gov. You may also send a request via 

mail to the Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development, Attention: Ms. Noel Ardoin, P.O. Box 

94245, Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245. Please provide reasons for requesting to be a consulting party. FHWA 

will make the determination of who will be accepted as a consulting party. Responses would be appreciated by 

November 25, 2013.  If you are aware of other individuals or other organizations that may be interested in the 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project, please forward their names and contact information to Ms. Noel Ardoin or 

Mr. Joachim Umeozulu at the contact information provided above. 

Sincerely, 

Noel Ardoin 

Environmental Engineer Administrator 

Attachments 

cc:  FHWA 

NA/ 

Louisiana Department of Transportation & Development | 1201 Capitol Access Road | Baton Rouge, LA 70802 | 225-379-1200 
An Equal Opportunity Employer | A Drug-Free Workplace | Agency of Louisiana.gov | dotd.la.gov 
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   Calcasieu River Bridge Photographs 

Photograph 1. 

Photograph 2. 
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Office of Engineering 
PO Box 94245 | Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245 Sherri H. LeBas, P.E., Secretary 
Phone: 225-379-1234 

October 7, 2013 

RE: Interstate 10 (I-10) Calcasieu River Bridge 
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 
Agency Scoping Meeting Invitation 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) and the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) have initiated the preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge (I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 
Project in Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana. A Notice of Intent (NOI) dated July 25, 2013 was 
published in the Federal Register on August 1, 2013.  

You are invited to an Agency Scoping Meeting for the above-captioned project.  The proposed 
project is approximately 9 miles in length and includes alternatives for I-10 in the Lake Charles 
region between the I-210 interchanges, including the Calcasieu River Bridge (see enclosed 
project location map). The primary purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic 
congestion, but will also address safety and roadway/bridge design issues.  The EIS will involve 
an analysis of several proposed alternatives and their associated environmental concerns. 

The Agency Scoping Meeting will be held at the Lake Charles Civic Center, Jean Lafitte Room 
at 900 Lakeshore Drive, Lake Charles, LA 70601 from 2:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. on Thursday, 
October 24, 2013. The consultant team will present a project overview.  Representatives from 
the DOTD, FHWA, and consultant team will facilitate a discussion on issues material to the Draft 
Project Coordination Plan, Draft Purpose and Need and proposed study area, as well as solicit 
input on specific issues/resources to be addressed in the EIS.   

We would also like to remind you that a Public Scoping Meeting will be held at the same 
location on the same day from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  The public has been invited to this 
meeting to learn more about the project (the Draft Purpose and Need, Draft Project 
Coordination Plan, and proposed study area will be presented), discuss issues, and ask 
questions. Comments will be accepted at the meeting, through the project website 
(www.i10lakecharles.com) or by mail postmarked no later than Monday, November 4, 2013. 

If you have any questions or would like to discuss in the proposed project in more detail, please 
contact Ms. Noel A. Ardoin, P.E. with the DOTD at (225) 242-4501; Mr. Joachim Umeozulu, 
P.E. with the DOTD at (225) 379-1386; or Mr. Bob Mahoney with the FHWA at (225) 757-7624. 

An Equal Opportunity Employer | A Drug-Free Workplace | Agency of Louisiana.gov | www.dotd.la.gov 
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Thank you in advance for your interest in this project. 

Sincerely, 

Noel A. Ardoin, P.E. 
Environmental Engineer Administrator 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development 

Enclosure: Project Location Map 

cc: Project File 

An Equal Opportunity Employer | A Drug-Free Workplace | Agency of Louisiana.gov | www.dotd.la.gov 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 
Notice is hereby given that the Louisiana Department of Transportation and 
Development (DOTD) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will conduct 
an open-forum public meeting for: 

State Project No. H.003931.2 
Federal Aid Project No. BR-10-1(212)29 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 

Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana 

The meeting will be held at the following place and time: 

THURSDAY 
October 24, 2013 

5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 

Lake Charles Civic Center 
Jean Lafitte Room 

900 Lakeshore Drive 
Lake Charles, LA 70601 

The purpose of the public meeting is to present an overview of the I-10 Calcasieu 
River Bridge Project, including the project study area, purpose and need and future 
coordination efforts, as well as the process for preparing an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS). The EIS will evaluate environmental impacts associated with the 
proposed widening and infrastructure improvements to I-10 in Lake Charles 
between the I-210 intersections, including the Calcasieu River Bridge.  The primary 
purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic congestion, but will also 
address safety and roadway/bridge design deficiencies.  

The Calcasieu River Bridge has been deemed eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places. The bridge, as well as other historic and/or potentially historic 
properties may be affected by the proposed project. Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act requires the FHWA and the DOTD, in consultation with the 
Louisiana State Historic Preservation Officer, to identify potential consulting parties 
and to invite them to participate in the Section 106 process. 

Persons interested in the proposed project, as well as interested Section 106 
consulting parties, are invited to be present at the above time and place to review 
the study materials and comment on the information presented. The meeting will be 
an open-house format and there will be no formal presentation. Information on the 
proposed project can also be viewed at the project website, www.i10lakecharles. 
com. 

All comments received during the public meeting and written comments post-marked 
within ten (10) calendar days of the meeting will become part of the official public 
record. If you are unable to attend the meeting, you may mail your comments to 
the address listed below: 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
c/o HNTB Corporation 
10000 Perkins Rowe 

Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

Comments may also be submitted, and questions answered, by logging on to the 
project website and selecting Contact Us. 

For additional information or to request to be a Section 106 consulting party, please 
contact either Ms. Noel Ardoin, P.E., with the DOTD by phone at (225) 242-4501 
or e-mail at Noel.Ardoin@LA.GOV, or Mr. Joachim Umeozulu, P.E., with the DOTD 
by phone at (225) 379-1386 or e-mail at Joachim.Umeozulu@LA.GOV. You may 
also send a request via mail to the Louisiana Department of Transportation and 
Development, Attention: Ms. Noel Ardoin, P.O. Box 94245, Baton Rouge, LA 70804. 
Please provide reasons for requesting to be a consulting party.  Requests would 
be appreciated by November 25, 2013. If you are aware of other individuals 
or other organizations that may be interested in the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
Project, please forward their names and contact information to Ms. Noel Ardoin or 
Mr. Joachim Umeozulu at the contact information provided above. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or require an interpreter 
to participate in this meeting, please contact 
Ms. Adriane McRae with HNTB Corporation 
at least five (5) working days prior to the 
meeting date by email at AMcRae@HNTB. 
com, phone at (225) 368-2840, or mail at 
HNTB Corporation, 10000 Perkins Rowe, 
Baton Rouge, LA,  70810. 

00833261 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project
(I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-210 East)  

We Need Your Input

You are invited to a Public  Scoping Meeting 
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
Thursday, October 24, 2013

Lake Charles Civic Center, Jean Lafitte Room
900 Lakeshore Drive, Lake Charles, LA  70601

OPEN HOUSE FORMAT - Come and go anytime between 5:00 p.m. 
and 8:00 p.m. There will be no formal presentation. Join us for review 
and provide comments on:

1. Draft Project Coordination Plan
2. Draft Purpose and Need of the Project

3. Project Study Area
Comments will be accepted at the Public Scoping Meeting and during 
a formal comment period lasting up to 10 days following the meeting. 
Please contact Ms. Adriane McRae with HNTB at (225) 368-2840 at 
least 5 days prior to the Public Scoping Meeting if special assistance or 
an interpreter is needed for meeting participation.  

Comments may also be submitted, and questions answered, by logging 
on to the project web site at www.i10lakecharles.com and selecting 
Contact Us.

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project
10000 Perkins Rowe, Suite 640
Baton Rouge, LA 70810

Calcasieu website: www.i10lakecharles.com
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Project History 
The I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge was constructed in 1952 as a part of 
the U.S. 90 highway system, but was integrated as part of I-10 in the 
1960s. The bridge helped ease congestion in the Lake Charles region 
by eliminating traffic delays caused by the original drawbridge and 
allowing ships to pass freely beneath its 135 foot-high span. However, 
continued growth in the area over the last 60 years has increased 
demand along I-10 from the east and west interchanges with I-210, 
including over the Calcasieu River Bridge. 
The proposed project includes alternatives for additional capacity 
along this stretch of I-10 in the Lake Charles region. A feasibility 
and environmental study for the project was previously completed 
in 2004. 
Because of the potential for impacts and issues associated with various 
socioeconomic and environmental resources and the high-level of 
public interest, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) 

 Volume I 

have initiated the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the proposed project. The EIS will serve as a tool that assists 
with decision making and will evaluate and document the environmental 
impact of each alternative. 

The Problem 
Declining Capacity and Increased Congestion  

•	 Existing capacity of the Calcasieu River Bridge is approximately 
53,000 vehicles per day (vpd), but existing traffic volumes within 
the proposed project limits exceed 64,000 vpd. In the future, traffic 
volumes are expected to continue to increase. 

Lack of System Connectivity 
•	 Existing I-10 within the project limits (including the Calcasieu River 

Bridge) is 2 lanes in each direction, whereas I-10 immediately 
outside of the project limits is 3 lanes in each direction, creating a 
lack of connectivity and continuity on I-10. 

Roadway Deficiencies 
•	 The existing load limit of the Calcasieu River Bridge is inadequate for 

an interstate highway; and the lack of shoulders and vertical geometry 
on the existing bridge do not meet current roadway design criteria. 

Safety Concerns 

•	 Reduction of lanes (from 3 to 2 lanes in each direction) in the project 
area creates a bottleneck, limiting maneuverability and reducing 
travel speeds. 

•	 Vehicles experiencing trouble have no place to pull over with the 
lack of shoulders on the bridge. 

•	 Steep roadway grades slow traffic on the up-slope and make it more 
difficult to stop on the down-slope, further compromising safety. 

•	 The existing low vertical clearance of the bridge has resulted in 
over-height vehicle collisions. 

A Proposed Solution 
Proposed improvements to be investigated include: 
•	 Designing the proposed bridge structure to accommodate 3 travel 

lanes and 1 auxiliary lane, with inside and outside shoulders and 
potential frontage roads in each direction 

•	 Lowering the height of the bridge 
•	 Reducing the existing 420 foot truss span of the bridge to 2 main 

spans 
•	 Beyond the bridge limits, reconstructing the I-10 mainlanes to 

accommodate 3 travel lanes in each direction to match the existing 
typical sections of I-10 outside the proposed project limits 

•	 Redesigning the Sampson Street interchange including review of 
crossings with existing railroads 

•	 Redesigning the access to and from I-10 on the west side of the 
bridge between Sampson Street and PPG Drive and near the east 
end of the bridge 

•	 Consideration of frontage roads from PPG Drive to US 90 East 

For more information on the project please visit our website at: www.i10lakecharles.com 
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•	 First, public and agency scoping meetings will be held October 24, 
2013 (see meeting invite on Page 4). 

•	 Subsequent to the scoping meetings, the alternatives development 
process will begin and preliminary alternatives evaluation criteria 
will be generated.

•	 Public Meeting #1 – Next, the final Purpose and Need, Project
Coordination Plan, and preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
criteria will be presented at Public Meeting #1 and comments solicited 
(date to-be-determined).  

•	 With consideration given to agency and public comments, the 
alternative evaluation criteria will be finalized and the reasonable
alternative(s) will be identified.

•	 Public Meeting #2 – Thereafter, the reasonable alternatives will be 
presented to the public and comments solicited (date to-be-determined).

After that…begin preparation of the draft EIS!

What's Next?

Study Area Map

For more information on the project please visit our website at: 
www.i10lakecharles.com

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge

Length: Approximately 9 miles 

Alternatives: Several alternatives will 
be considered, including (but not limited 
to) the widening of I-10, associated
interchanges, and the Calcasieu River 
Bridge; roadway/bridge rehabilitation; 
and a no-build alternative.

Project Highlights

3
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Project Benefts 
•	 Reduce congestion and facilitate connectivity on I-10 
•	 Improve roadway deficiencies 

•	 Reduce the existing steep profile of the bridge 

•	 Address long-standing public safety concerns and traffic congestion 
problems associated with the existing at-grade railroad crossings 

•	 Improve response time during industry emergency evacuations 
•	 Provide a facility in accordance with the Louisiana State Transporta-

tion Plan and the National I-10 Freight Corridor Study 
•	 Provide better access by redesigning interchanges and improving 

frontage roads, thus supporting economic development in the Lake 
Charles metropolitan area 

“…the lower the profile the less effect the [Calcasieu] bridge 
would have on heavy vehicle speeds and a lower number of 
accidents would be anticipated. Alternatively, the higher the 
profile the greater effect on heavy vehicle speeds, resulting 
in a higher number of accidents.” 

Excerpt from the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Height Special 
Study (2007) - Accident Rate Comparison of Heavy Trucks 

What is an EIS? 
An EIS is a full-disclosure document that details the process through 
which a transportation project was developed, includes a considerable 
range of reasonable alternatives, analyzes the potential impacts resulting 
from the alternatives and demonstrates compliance with applicable 
environmental laws, as well as provides a means for public input into 
the decision making process. The EIS is carried out for major federal 
actions in response to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). An EIS is the most thorough and comprehensive level of NEPA 
documentation. The EIS process is completed in the following major 
steps: Notice of Intent (NOI), Draft EIS, Public Hearing, Final EIS and 
Record of Decision (ROD). New laws now allow the option of combining 
the Final EIS and the ROD. 

When will construction begin? 

Construction would begin after the environmental review 
process (NEPA process) and design efforts are completed. The 
NEPA process is anticipated to be completed in approximately 
three years. Once funding is identified for design of the 
improvements, the design is anticipated to take two years. As 
with design, funding identification will be required prior to the 
beginning of construction. 

Preliminary NEPA Timeline 

Public & Agency 
Scoping Meetings 

Alternatives Development 
& Screening Process 

Recommendation of 
Reasonable Alternative(s) 

Prepare Draft EIS 

Public Hearing 

Prepare Final EIS 

Anticipated FEIS Approval 

fall 2013 

fall 2013 
- summer 2014 

summer 2014 
- fall 2014 

fall 2014 
- summer 2015 

summer 2015 
- fall 2015 

fall 2015 
- spring 2016 

spring 2016 

2 
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•	 Reduce congestion and facilitate connectivity on I-10
•	 Improve	roadway	deficiencies
•	 Reduce	the	existing	steep	profile	of	the	bridge
•	 Address	long-standing	public	safety	concerns	and	traffic	congestion	

problems associated with the existing at-grade railroad crossings
•	 Improve response time during industry emergency evacuations
•	 Provide a facility in accordance with the Louisiana State Transporta-

tion Plan and the National I-10 Freight Corridor Study
•	 Provide better access by redesigning interchanges and improving 

frontage roads, thus supporting economic development in the Lake 
Charles metropolitan area

 

An EIS is a full-disclosure document that details the process through 
which a transportation project was developed, includes a considerable 
range of reasonable alternatives, analyzes the potential impacts resulting  
from the alternatives and demonstrates compliance with applicable  
environmental laws, as well as provides a means for public input into 
the decision making process.  The EIS is carried out for major federal 
actions in response to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA).  An EIS is the most thorough and comprehensive level of NEPA  
documentation. The EIS process is completed in the following major  
steps: Notice of Intent (NOI), Draft EIS, Public Hearing, Final EIS and  
Record of Decision (ROD). New laws now allow the option of combining 
the Final EIS and the ROD.

Project Benefts

What is an EIS? Preliminary NEPA Timeline

“…the lower the profile the less effect the [Calcasieu] bridge 
would have on heavy vehicle speeds and a lower number of 
accidents would be anticipated. Alternatively, the higher the 
profile the greater effect on heavy vehicle speeds, resulting 
in a higher number of accidents.” 

Excerpt from the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Height Special 
Study (2007) - Accident Rate Comparison of Heavy Trucks

When will construction begin?
Construction would begin after the environmental review  
process (NEPA process) and design efforts are completed. The 
NEPA process is anticipated to be completed in approximately  
three	 years.	 Once	 funding	 is	 identified	 for	 design	 of	 the	 
improvements, the design is anticipated to take two years. As 
with	design,	funding	identification	will	be	required	prior	to	the	
beginning of construction.   

2

Public & Agency
Scoping Meetings

Alternatives Development 
& Screening Process

Recommendation of
Reasonable Alternative(s)

fall 2013

fall 2013
- summer 2014

summer 2014
- fall 2014

Prepare Draft EIS fall 2014 
- summer 2015

Public Hearing summer 2015
- fall 2015

Prepare Final EIS fall 2015
- spring 2016

Anticipated FEIS Approval spring 2016
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Project Highlights 

Length: Approximately 9 miles 

Alternatives: Several alternatives will 
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be considered, including14(but not limited 
to) the widening of I-10, associated 
interchanges, and the Calcasieu River 
Bridge; roadway/bridge rehabilitation; 
and a no-build alternative. 

What's Next? 
•	 First, public and agency scoping meetings will be held October 24, For more information on the project please visit our website at:  

2013 (see meeting invite on Page 4). www.i10lakecharles.com 
•	 Subsequent to the scoping meetings, the alternatives development 

process will begin and preliminary alternatives evaluation criteria 
will be generated. 

•	 Public	 Meeting	 #1	 –	 Next,	 the	 final	 Purpose	 and	 Need,	 Project	 
Coordination Plan, and preliminary alternatives and evaluation 
criteria will be presented at Public Meeting #1 and comments solicited 
(date to-be-determined). 

•	 With consideration given to agency and public comments, the 
alternative	 evaluation	 criteria	 will	 be	 finalized	 and	 the	 reasonable	 
alternative(s)	will	be	identified. 

•	 Public Meeting #2 – Thereafter, the reasonable alternatives will be 
presented to the public and comments solicited (date to-be-determined). 

After that…begin preparation of the draft EIS! 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project
(I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-210 East)  

Fall 2013  Volume I

Declining Capacity and Increased Congestion  

•	 Existing capacity of the Calcasieu River Bridge is approximately 
53,000 vehicles per day (vpd), but existing traffic volumes within
the proposed project limits exceed 64,000 vpd. In the future, traffic
volumes are expected to continue to increase.

Lack of System Connectivity  
•	 Existing I-10 within the project limits (including the Calcasieu River 

Bridge) is 2 lanes in each direction, whereas I-10 immediately 
outside of the project limits is 3 lanes in each direction, creating a 
lack of connectivity and continuity on I-10.

Roadway Deficiencies 
•	 The existing load limit of the Calcasieu River Bridge is inadequate for 

an interstate highway; and the lack of shoulders and vertical geometry 
on the existing bridge do not meet current roadway design criteria.

Safety Concerns 

•	 Reduction of lanes (from 3 to 2 lanes in each direction) in the project 
area creates a bottleneck, limiting maneuverability and reducing 
travel speeds.

•	 Vehicles experiencing trouble have no place to pull over with the 
lack of shoulders on the bridge.

•	 Steep roadway grades slow traffic on the up-slope and make it more
difficult to stop on the down-slope, further compromising safety.

•	 The existing low vertical clearance of the bridge has resulted in 
over-height vehicle collisions.

Proposed improvements to be investigated include: 
•	 Designing the proposed bridge structure to accommodate 3 travel 

lanes and 1 auxiliary lane, with inside and outside shoulders and 
potential frontage roads in each direction 

•	 Lowering the height of the bridge 
•	 Reducing the existing 420 foot truss span of the bridge to 2 main 

spans
•	 Beyond the bridge limits, reconstructing the I-10 mainlanes to 

accommodate 3 travel lanes in each direction to match the existing 
typical sections of I-10 outside the proposed project limits

•	 Redesigning the Sampson Street interchange including review of 
crossings with existing railroads

•	 Redesigning the access to and from I-10 on the west side of the 
bridge between Sampson Street and PPG Drive and near the east 
end of the bridge

•	 Consideration of frontage roads from PPG Drive to US 90 East

The I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge was constructed in 1952 as a part of 
the U.S. 90 highway system, but was integrated as part of I-10 in the 
1960s. The bridge helped ease congestion in the Lake Charles region 
by eliminating traffic delays caused by the original drawbridge and
allowing ships to pass freely beneath its 135 foot-high span. However, 
continued growth in the area over the last 60 years has increased 
demand along I-10 from the east and west interchanges with I-210, 
including over the Calcasieu River Bridge. 
The proposed project includes alternatives for additional capacity
along this stretch of I-10 in the Lake Charles region. A feasibility
and environmental study for the project was previously completed
in 2004.
Because of the potential for impacts and issues associated with various 
socioeconomic and environmental resources and the high-level of 
public interest, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD)

The Problem A Proposed Solution

Project History have initiated the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the proposed project. The EIS will serve as a tool that assists 
with decision making and will evaluate and document the environmental 
impact of each alternative. 

For more information on the project please visit our website at: www.i10lakecharles.com

 

 

 

 

    

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

	 	 	 	 	 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	

 
 

  

 

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	

 

 

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 

 

  
  
  

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We Need Your Input 

You are invited to a Public  Scoping Meeting 
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
Thursday, October 24, 2013 

Lake Charles Civic Center, Jean Lafitte Room 

900 Lakeshore Drive, Lake Charles, LA  70601 

OPEN HOUSE FORMAT - Come and go anytime between 5:00 p.m. 
and 8:00 p.m. There will be no formal presentation. Join us for review 
and provide comments on: 

1. Draft Project Coordination Plan 
2. Draft Purpose and Need of the Project 

3. Project Study Area 
Comments will be accepted at the Public Scoping Meeting and during 
a formal comment period lasting up to 10 days following the meeting. 
Please contact Ms. Adriane McRae with HNTB at (225) 368-2840 at 
least 5 days prior to the Public Scoping Meeting if special assistance or 
an interpreter is needed for meeting participation. 

Comments may also be submitted, and questions answered, by logging 
on to the project web site at www.i10lakecharles.com and selecting 
Contact Us. 

Calcasieu website: www.i10lakecharles.com 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
10000 Perkins Rowe, Suite 640 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End Public Meeting 

Station Checklist

☐Station 1: Welcome and Section 106 Sign-In 
Sign-in here to receive future meeting notices on the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project. Also sign-up here if you are interested in becoming a 
National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 Consulting Party (Note: Please provide reasons for requesting to be a consulting party. FHWA 
will make the final determination of who is accepted as a consulting party). 

☐Station 2: Project Location Map 
View the overall project location map with the proposed project limits: (I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End). 

☐Station 3: The EIS Process 
Learn what an EIS is, why it is necessary, and how the EIS process works. 

☐Station 4: Draft Project Timeline 
Throughout the EIS process, you will have several opportunities to tell us your opinion. Find out when these opportunities will occur along with 
the estimated timeline for EIS completion (Note: The information presented here is from the Draft Project Coordination Plan). 

☐Station 5: Draft Purpose and Need 
Review the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project’s Draft Purpose and Need. 

☐Station 6: Preliminary Typical Sections 
The proposed project will evaluate alternatives for widening existing I-10 between the I-210 interchanges from the existing 4 through lanes 
(2 lanes in each direction) to 6 through lanes (3 lanes in each direction). After this Public Scoping Meeting, the Alternatives Development 
and Screening Process will begin. It is during this phase of the EIS process that various alternatives for improving capacity on I-10, as well as 
improvements to the Calcasieu River Bridge and Sampson Street Interchange, will be developed and screened for viability. These alternatives 
will be presented and you will have an opportunity to give your input at the next public meeting scheduled in spring 2014. 

☐Station 7: Constraints Mapping 
Constraints are any environmental, topographical or other consideration that may affect the location, 
development or other aspect of a project within the study area. Constraints are identified to ensure 
a comprehensive understanding of the study area. Feel free to draw, outline or note any potential 
constraining factors directly on the maps provided at this station. 

☐Station 8: Let Us Hear From You 
Take the opportunity to fill out a written comment form or provide a verbal comment on the items 
presented at this public meeting. Be sure to ask the project team if you have any unanswered 
questions. Also learn about other ways to provide comments on the proposed project, such as through 
the project website at www.i10lakecharles.com. 

www. i10lakecharles.com I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project (I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End 

The I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge is originally constructed as a part of US 90.1950’s 

www. i10lakecharles.com 

1960’s The I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge is integrated as part of I-10. 

1970’s 
Due to numerous accidents on the bridge, the DOTD investigates skid resistance and an epoxy overlay for the bridge. Bridge inspections 
identify areas of concern. 

1980’s Consideration of an epoxy overlay is abandoned in favor of a bridge replacement feasibility study. 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project (I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 

2000 
The DOTD initiates an engineering and environmental feasibility study for an area of I-10 extending from PPG Drive to US 90. 
The feasibility study examines numerous project alternatives for replacement of the existing high-level bridge (135-foot vertical 
clearance for ship traffic) with different bridge profiles and heights, as well as replacing the existing Sampson Street interchange 
(including geometric improvements to current standards and a grade separation with the adjacent Union Pacific mainline railroad). 
The first public meeting is held. 

2001 A Marine Use Study determines that mid-level (73-foot) and high-level (118 – 125-foot) vertical clearance bridges are feasible. 

2002 
Six technical memoranda and a Comprehensive Preliminary Alternatives Report are prepared and conclude that replacement of the 
existing bridge on a new parallel alignment with a lower level bridge (73-foot vertical clearance) is the best solution, is feasible and 
should be advanced. 
The second public meeting is held to present the findings. 

2003 In accordance with NEPA, the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge and Approaches EA is initiated. 

2004 
The first public meeting is held for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge and Approaches EA. 
The DOTD begins a re-evaluation of the navigational clearance based on the concern of a local organization. 
As to not delay improvements to the Sampson Street interchange during the bridge height resolution process, the DOTD separates 
the Calcasieu River Bridge component and the Sampson Street interchange component of the overall I-10 corridor into two separate 
EAs. 

2005 The I-10 Sampson Street Interchange EA is initiated and the public meeting is held. 

2006 
A Lake Charles Port Planning Study is prepared and determines that the mid-level bridge (73-foot vertical clearance) would be 
sufficient for all reasonable shipping interests. 
The I-10 Sampson Street Interchange EA is suspended pending resolution of a hazardous contamination matter near the existing interchange. 

2007 
Based on public comments, a Bridge Height Special Study is prepared with the purpose of examining an “In-Between” bridge profile 
(approximately 90-100-foot vertical clearance) to replace the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge instead of the previously studied mid-level 
(73-foot) and high-level (118-125-foot) bridge profiles. 

2008 

2010 

The Lake Charles MPO (IMCAL) adopts the mid-level bridge (73-foot vertical clearance) as its preferred alternative and requests 
the DOTD proceed with development of that proposal. 
FHWA approves to restart the NEPA process as an EIS rather than an EA due to the discovery of hazardous contamination. 
Note: An EIS is prepared for major federal actions that significantly affect the environment. 

▪ 

▪ 
▪ 

▪ 

▪ 
▪ 

▪ 

▪ 

▪ 

▪ 
▪ 
▪ 
▪ 
▪ 

▪ 

▪ 

▪ 
▪ 

▪ 

▪

Timeline Action 

DOTD = Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development 
EA = Environmental Assessment 
EIS = Environmental Impact Statement 

IMCAL = Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development Commission 
MPO = Metropolitan Planning Organization 
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
NOI = Notice of Intent 

DOTD = 
Glossary of Terms 

2012 
The DOTD completes a maintenance and repair project. Includes main truss connection repairs, pin plate connection repairs on 
approach spans, cleaning and spot painting local areas, bridge railing repairs, and resealing bridge joints. 

▪ 

▪ 

Present 
The DOTD and the FHWA publish a NOI to prepare an EIS for capacity improvements to I-10 between the I-210 interchanges, which 
includes the Calcasieu River Bridge and Sampson Street interchange. 

▪ 
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I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 

What is the I-10 Calcasieu River 
Bridge Project? 
The proposed project includes the evaluation of improvements to I-10 
between the I-10/I-210 west and I-10/I-210 east interchanges, including 
over the Calcasieu River Bridge, in Lake Charles, LA. The total project 
length is approximately 9 miles and includes the roadway and bridge 
approaches. The primary purpose of the proposed project is to improve 
traffic congestion, but the project will also address safety and roadway/ 
bridge design issues. 
A feasibility study for the project was completed in 2004. Because of the 
potential for impacts and issues associated with various socioeconomic 
and environmental resources, and the high level of public interest, 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Louisiana 
Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) have initiated 
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 
proposed project. 

What is an EIS? 
An EIS is a full-disclosure document that details the process through 
which a transportation project was developed, includes a considerable 
range of reasonable alternatives, analyzes the potential impacts resulting 
from the alternative and demonstrates compliance with applicable 
environmental laws, as well as provides a means for public input into 
the decision making process. The EIS is carried out for major federal 
actions in response to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). An EIS is the most thorough and comprehensive level of 
NEPA documentation. The EIS process is completed in the following 
major steps: Notice of Intent (NOI), Draft EIS, Public Hearing, Final 
EIS, Record of Decision (ROD). New laws now allow the option of 
combining the Final EIS and the ROD. 

Why is the proposed project 
needed? 
Inadequate Capacity and Increased Congestion  

•	 Existing traffic volumes exceed existing capacity and in the future, 
traffic volumes are expected to continue to increase. 

Will I have any input on the project? 

Lack of System Connectivity 

•	 Existing I-10 within the project limits is 2 lanes in each direction, 
whereas I-10 outside the project limits is 3 lanes in each direction. 
This creates a lack of connectivity and continuity on I-10. 

Roadway Deficiencies 
•	 Existing load limit, lack of shoulders and vertical geometry of bridge 

do not meet current roadway design criteria. 
Safety Concerns 

•	 Safety is compromised by steep bridge grades, limited maneuverability 
(lack of shoulders), and bottlenecks generated from the transition 
from 3 to 2 lanes on I-10 within the project limits. 

•	 Existing low vertical clearance of bridge has resulted in over-height 
vehicle collisions. 

What are some of the proposed 
improvements to be investigated? 
•	 Designing the proposed bridge structure to accommodate 3 travel 

lanes and 1 auxiliary lane, with inside and outside shoulders and 
potential frontage roads in each direction 

•	 Lowering the height of the bridge 
•	 Reducing the existing 420 foot truss span of the bridge to 2 main 

spans 
•	 Beyond the bridge limits, reconstructing the I-10 mainlanes to 

accommodate 3 travel lanes in each direction 
•	 Redesigning the Sampson Street interchange including review of 

crossings with existing railroads 
•	 Redesigning access to and from I-10 on the west side of the bridge 

between Sampson Street and PPG Drive and near the east end of 
the bridge 

•	 Consideration of frontage roads from PPG Drive to US 90 East 

Several public meetings will be held to solicit comments and suggestions from the public. 
Comments may also be submitted, and questions answered, by logging on to the project 
website at www.i10lakecharles.com and selecting Contact Us. 

102213 
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October 9, 2013 

Sent via email to kbprejean@hntb.com 

Ms. Kate Prejean 
HNTB Corporation 
10000 Perkins Rowe, Ste. 640 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

RE: State Project No.: H.003931.2 
Federal Aid Project No.: BR-10-1(212)29 
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge, Calcasieu Parish 

Dear Ms. Prejean: 

This submittal provides preliminary comments on the above-referenced project.  
Although I live in Orange, I frequently cross the Calcasieu River via the historic bridge 
in order to conduct business and shop in Lake Charles and as a through-way to 
Lafayette, Baton Rouge, and beyond.  Additionally, with the replacement of the I-10 
Neches River Bridge in Beaumont underway, and the planned construction to 
rehabilitate and expand the capacity of I-10 through Orange County to the Sabine River, 
it is easier for us to shop in Lake Charles than to drive to Beaumont, a situation that will 
persist for many years. As explained below, I would like to see the unique, historic 
bridge preserved and improved in this project.  The rehabilitation alternative would 
support the public’s existing investment in this component of interstate infrastructure 
and maintain an iconic feature of the Lake Charles skyline.    

I have briefly reviewed the Comprehensive Preliminary Alternatives Report (HNTB 
Corporation et al, May 2002, hereafter “HNTB 2002”) as well as the project website. 
These preliminary comments assume that the project would be funded in large part by 
federal highway-aid monies and, thus, that the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) will be a key decision maker in this proposal.  

Purpose and Need for the Project 

The purpose and need for the project is described as replacing the existing Calcasieu 
River Bridge (HNTB 2002, Summary, Section 1.2), and three of the four bridge 
alignment alternatives that were costed in Table 3-1 include demolition costs for the 
existing bridge.  The absolute statement that this project is to replace the existing bridge 
is not an acceptable way to frame the project purpose and need under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA).  The purpose and need should be stated, and backed up with 
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recent, quantitative data, with respect to legitimate purposes of the federal interstate 
highway system (e.g., enhance and improve mobility, increase safety, support local 
economic development initiatives).1 The array of alternatives that address these 
purported needs should then be developed, including preserving the existing bridge. 
Subsequent scoping and environmental review documentation presented to the public 
needs to properly frame the purpose and need as justified by the data. 

The HNTB 2002 report does not present any traffic or safety data (that I could find)— 
current and horizon year—that would help me and other members of the public 
understand the current and projected demands for cross-river mobility.  Additionally, 
the traffic data needs to distinguish between through-traffic and local traffic (by 
direction and peak-hour) since the split would be helpful in identifying and assessing 
alternatives.  Significant new traffic generators need to be evaluated as well, particularly 
the proposed $600 million Golden Nugget Casino and Resort planned next to 
L’Auberge du Lac Hotel and Casino at the near-west side of the existing bridge and 
river crossing. 

Historic Calcasieu River Bridge 

The existing bridge was declared eligible for the National Register of Historic Places in 
2006 and placed on the List of Nationally and Exceptionally Significant Features of the 
Interstate Highway System that same year.  Thus, compliance with both Section 106 of 
the NHPA and Section 4(f) (49 U.S. Code § 303) is required.  Section 4(f) prohibits the 
destruction of historic bridges and other protected sites, unless it can be demonstrated 
that there is “no feasible and prudent alternative” to the demolition, and the project 
includes “all possible planning” to minimize harm.  Before selecting an alternative that 
would destroy the existing historic bridge, the case law2 and implementing regulations 
impose a very high legal hurdle upon the FHWA (and LaDOTD):  they must find that 
preservation of the existing bridge poses “unique problems or unusual factors” or that 
the cost, social and economic impacts, or community disruption resulting from 
preserving the bridge would reach “an extraordinary magnitude.” 23 C.F.R. § 774.17 
(emphasis added).  If a prudent and feasible alternative exists that involves using the 
historic bridge—as has been presented in the HNTB 2002 report (see below), the 
FHWA must select that alternative. 

1See NEPA and Transportation Decisionmaking: The Importance of Purpose and Need in Environmental 

Documents, www.environmental.fhwa.dot.gov/projdec/tdmneed.asp at 1 (“FWHA Guidance”). The 
FHWA Guidance states that data should be provided to substantiate a variety of factors relating to purpose 
and need, including a reduction in vehicle hours of travel, improvements in travel speeds, reduction in 
travel accidents, savings in cost to the traveling public, enhanced economic development potential, 
increased tax base, improved access to public facilities, and the like. Id. at 4. 
2See Citizens to Preserve Overton Park Inc. v. Volpe, 401 U.S. 402, 413 (1971). 
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Alternatives 

Additional alternatives need to be identified and evaluated.  In an email to the FHWA 
dated August 9, 2013, I submitted a completed example (including photos that I took) of 
an innovative capacity expansion of another truss bridge of the same era as the I-10 
bridge.  The project is the Waitemata Harbour Bridge (Auckland Harbour Bridge) in the 
center of Auckland, New Zealand (population 1.4 million).  It is the longest bridge in 
the country and the expansion is known as the "clip on" bridge because of the addition 
of lanes in the late 1960s on either side of the original bridge. The link 
http://www.ipenz.org.nz/heritage/itemdetail.cfm?itemid=117 (from the website of 
Engineering Heritage New Zealand) provides an engineering overview of the "clip on" 
project and lessons learned.  This option needs to be added to the alternatives that are 
analyzed for preserving and enhancing the public’s existing investment in the I-10 
historic bridge. 

Of the alternatives that were reviewed in the HNTB 2002 report, only Alignment 3, 
Bridge Concept D (new six-lane upriver bridge, rehabilitation and continued use of the 
existing bridge for local access/frontage roads) preserves the historic bridge while 
providing increased capacity, especially for through-traffic.  This alternative is 
recognized in the 2002 report as the “most desirable” from a constructability standpoint 
(p. 2-35).  It would also improve access into the Lake Charles public beach, Lakeshore 
Drive, and the historic downtown by reconstructing the east exit off the existing bridge 
into a boulevard-type arterial that provides better connectivity for local traffic. This 
option would also provide the full capacity of the existing bridge for maintenance of 
traffic during construction of new lanes upriver.  For all of these reasons, Alignment 3, 
Bridge Concept D should be advanced into an in-depth engineering review and 
consideration in the NEPA process. 

Additionally, a variation on this option should be included, which would consist of 
using the existing historic bridge for through-traffic and constructing lower-elevation 
frontage roads on either side of the existing bridge for local traffic.  As noted in the 
HNTB 2002 report, the navigational clearance for new crossings is 77.3 feet (73 ft. 
above a 4.3-ft. NGVD), thus providing a less-expensive new construction option to 
accommodate local traffic.  On the south side, the new frontage crossing could tie into 
the existing at-grade frontage road for the beach.  On the north side, there may be 
conflicts with pipe racks associated with the petrochemical plants, but these physical 
constraints likely need to be evaluated anyway.   

In closing, I appreciate the opportunity to provide these preliminary comments on this 
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project proposal.  Please ensure that these comments are included in the administrative 
record for this proposed action. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie Barras 
912 W. Cypress Avenue 
Orange, TX 77630 
lebarras@gmail.com 
409-768-0747 

c:  Noel A. Ardoin, P.E., LaDOTD
     Robert Mahoney, FHWA, Louisiana Division
     Kitty Henderson, Historic Bridge Foundation
     Elizabeth Merritt, National Trust for Historic Preservation
     Carol Legard, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
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ID #3 
ID #4

Agency Scoping 
Meeting Name and Organization Location 

Comment ID # 

ID #3 
Bill Shearman 

Chairman, DDA, City of 
Lake Charles 

See Appendix A, 
ID #9 

ID #4 

Lynn F. Thibodeaux 
Clerk of the council, City of 

Lake Charles, 
Office of the City Council 

See Appendix A, 
ID #10 
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_______________________________________ 

April English 

ID #2

From: April English 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 11:37 AM 
To: April English 
Subject: RE: I-10 Lake Charles Feedback 

From: Administrator of lakecharles.cloudaccess.net [rdoshi@hntb.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 02:39 
To: inquiry@i10lakecharles.com 
Subject: I‐10 Lake Charles Feedback 

I‐10 Lake Charles Feedback 

I10 bridge comments 
Charlie Atherton<charlieatherton@suddenlink.net> 

Name : Charlie Atherton 
Email : charlieatherton@suddenlink.net 
Subject : I10 bridge comments 
Message : The Calcasieu River Bridge should remain at it's current height of 135 feet. This current height is not by 
accident. This height is engineered to allow for the passage of ships that utilize the full carrying capacity of the Calcasieu 
River north where the water depth is naturally 60 to 80 feet deep. If the Titanic was afloat today the Calcasieu River 
woruld allow the passage of the Titanic under the existing 135 foot bridge as originally designed. After WWII the navy 
docked hundreds of ships for miles along the river upstream of the bridge, proving navigation subility. Shipping north of 
the bridge was originally hampered by the non‐alignment of two railroad bridges until recent years when one of the 
bridges has now been removed allowing large ships to once again navigate upstream. The low level bridge concept was 
originally thought up and politically driven by ConocoPhillips with the hope that the EDC contamination under the bridge 
would not be found out. Loc al elected officials fast tracked the decision for a low level bridge over the objection of the 
public. Since everyone now knows how severe the EDC contamination by ConocoPhillips is and is now being addressed 
by the agencies, the bridge should remain t it's current height to allow future development of the miles of naturally deep 
water north of the bridge. Friend Ships discovered this secret long ago and utilizes the river along with others who want 
to bring in large ships. http://www.ars.usda.gov/is/graphics/photos/formosan/k8085‐1.jpg 
The LCHTD passed a resolution to keep the bridge at it's current height so they can fully utilize their public property 
north of the bridge. 

Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal District 
Board of Commissioners 

Resolution 2004‐032 

A RESOLUTION expressing support to maintain the current height and width characteristics of the I‐10 for any new 
replacement bridge planned for future construction. 

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Department of Transportation & Development is currently studying replacing the Calcasieu 
River I‐10 bridge; and WHEREAS, the District believes it is in the best interest of navigational interest and the general 
public that any new bridge maintain the height and width characteristics of the current bridge. 

1 Appendix C-3, Pg. 3
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_____________________________ 

ID #2
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE LAKE CHARLES HARBOR AND TERMINAL 
DISTRICT IN REGULAR SESSION CONVENED THAT: 
SECTION 1: The Board of Commissioners of the Lake Charles Harbor & Terminal District does hereby express its support 
for maintaining, as to any new I‐10 Calcasieu River bridge, the height and width characteristics of the current I‐10 
Calcasieu River bridge. 
THUS PASSED AND ADOPTED at Lake Charles, Louisiana, on this 24th day of May, 2004. 

FRED R. GODWIN, President 

AMERICAN PRESS EDITORIAL 
Jan 6, 2008 pE4 
Advocates of lower bridge shortsighted 

There has been plenty of talk in the last few months about the proposed height for a new Interstate 10 Calcasieu River 
Bridge. 
We’ve heard from both sides about why they believe the bridge should be either 73 feet or 90 feet tall. Each gave good 

reasons for their position. 
The state Department of Transportation and Development has recommended a 73‐foot‐tall bridge. The estimated cost 

for the new bridge will be about $130 million. 
A DOTD report states it would cost about $15 million less to build than a 90‐foot‐tall bridge and be much safer for the 

50,000 motorists that cross the bridge each day. 
However, the nonprofit group Friend Ships and Lake Charles officials opposed that idea, saying a 73‐foot bridge would 

prevent larger vessels from reaching the charity’s facility and restrict development along the river north of the bridge. 
The Lake Charles City Council voted 5‐2 on Nov. 21, 2007 to support a 90‐foot bridge. This is what Mayor Randy Roach 

is supporting. 
A few weeks later, the Calcasieu Parish Police Jury voted by a 8‐6 vote to endorse a 73‐foot‐tall bridge. 
The Westlake City Council and Sulphur Mayor Ron LeLeux both support the Police Jury’s decision. 
On Dec. 19 that the Metropolitan Planning Organization voted 4‐1 in support of the shorter bridge. 
Roach has said the lower bridge will keep large vessels from sailing north of the bridge. 
This in turn will affect any possible economic development for the hundreds of acres of undeveloped property lying 

along the river here, he said. 
We wholeheartedly agree with the mayor on this one. 
Local officials can’t foresee what will happen in the next 50 year. Building a lower bridge will have major repercussions 

down the line. 
If it’s built at the lower footage, then the land along the river north of it will be unusable as waterfront industrial 

property. 
The deep‐water section of this part of the river has so much potential. Public officials who support the lower bridge, 

which would effectively cut off potential development north of it, lack vision. 
Lower‐bridge proponents argue that the land north of the bridge hasn’t been developed since the current I‐10 bridge 

was built in 1952. Thank goodness this thinking didn’t prevail after the U.S. Air Force abandoned Chennault Air Base in 
the early 1960s, leaving its 10,000‐foot runway dormant for more than 25 years. 
We understand that the higher bridge will cost more money, but in the long run it will turn out to be good investment 

for this area’s economy. 
The 90‐foot bridge is the way to go. 

http://epaper.americanpress.com/Repository/ml.asp?Ref=QW1QLzIwMDgvMDEvMDYjQXIwNDQwMg==&Mode=HTML 
&Locale=english‐skin‐custom 

It is against the law to restrict navigation or to block navagible waterways. 
TITLE 33 > CHAPTER 11 > SUBCHAPTER I > § 494 Prev | Next § 494. Obstruction of navigation; alterations and removals; 
lights and signals; draws 

2 Appendix C-3, Pg. 4
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ID #2

No bridge erected or maintained under the provisions of sections 491 to 498 of this title, shall at any time unreasonably 
obstruct the free navigation of the waters over which it is constructed, and if any bridge erected in accordance with the 
provisions of said sections, shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of Transportation at any time unreasonably obstruct 
such navigation, either on account of insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or if there be difficulty in passing 
the draw opening or the drawspan of such bridge by rafts, steamboats, or other water craft, it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of Transportation after giving the parties interested reasonable opportunity to be heard, to notify the persons 
owning or controlling such bridge to so alter the same as to render navigation through or under it reasonably free, easy, 
and unobstructed, stating in such notice the changes required to be made, and prescribing in each case a reasonable 
time in which to make 
such changes, and if at the end of the time so specified the changes so required have not been made, the persons 
owning or controlling such bridge shall be deemed guilty of a violation of said sections; and all such alterations shall be 
made and all such obstructions shall be removed at the expense of the persons owning or operating said bridge. The 
persons owning or operating any such bridge shall maintain, at their own expense, such lights and other signals thereon 
as the Commandant of the Coast Guard shall prescribe. If the bridge shall be constructed with a draw, then the draw 
shall be opened promptly by the persons owning or operating such bridge upon reasonable signal for the passage of 
boats and other water craft. 

We are requesting that the official paper trail with all of the appropriate legal signatures that changes the bridge height 
from 135 feet to an illegl 73 foot height entered into the public record of this project. 
We do not believe the all the agencies with legislative oversight have all legally followed the required public 
participation process or have actually signed off on the decision for an illegal low level bridge, especially the Bridge 
Administration of the Coast Guard. Office of Bridge Administration (CG‐5411) 
2100 Second Street, SW, Room 3500 
Washington, DC 20593‐0001 
(202) 372‐1511 
fax (202) 372‐1914 
"Intermodal Mobility, Safety & Security" 

Federal Maritime Law May Be Violated if MDOT Builds New Biloxi‐Ocean Springs Bridge Without Drawspan 
by Keith Burton ‐ GCN Filed 1/7/06 

Updated 1/9/06 and 1/30/06 Since shortly after Hurricane Katrina, MDOT has said that it planned 
to rebuild the damaged Bay St. Louis and Biloxi‐Ocean Springs bridges without a drawspan, which the former bridges 
had. But to do so will violate Federal Maritime Law. 
Recently, both the Harrison County Development Commission and the Mississippi Development Authority went on 
record saying that MDOT's plan to build new bridges with nearly 100 feet of height and no drawspan would not be 
adequate. 
Federal Maritime Law prohibits the building of bridges "...that shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free 
navigation of the waters over which it is constructed..." The law further states that any impeding structure, if 
constructed, "...shall be removed at the expense of the persons owning or operating said bridge." 
MDOT's proposed bridges at either end of Harrison County would restrict needed height requirements for shipbuilding 
in Harrison and Hancock Counties. 
With the notice by the HCDC and the MDA, officials with MDOT are now aware that building bridges without drawspans 
would adversely effect the Coast's navigational requirements, triggering the federal law. As a result, it now appears 
likely that MDOT will have to reconsider its plans. Not to do so, could result in further delays in replacing the bridges and 
certainly impact the future of some key Coast industries, which are major employers that must have a clear access 
waterway. One example recently cited is that of Trinity Yachts in Gulfport. It is one of two shipyards bidding on a 300‐
foot mega‐yacht that would require 110‐ to 120‐feet clearance when it would be taken to open water by barge. It sees a 
future workforce of 700‐750 people building larger yachts. 
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ID #2
The fact that MDOT refuses to acknowledge that their bridge proposals do not meet the Coast's true needs now must be 
questioned by all public and governmental officials. MDOT's continuous lack of awareness can only impede the 
rebuilding of these bridges as it clear that a growing number of issues now cloud MDOT's plans. 
In a time when Louisiana's transportation department has rebuilt the Katrina‐damaged I‐10 bridge over Lake 
Pontchartrain, MDOT's lack of performance over the Coast's two bridges is truly damming and already represents a 
major failure in the state's post‐Katrina recovery effort. Even the best current estimates place the opening of MDOT's 
new bridges nearly two years away. At the current rate and in light of ever‐increasing issues, this estimate is optimistic. 
Coast residents and businesses, including the casino industry need to be alarmed at MDOT's progress and have reason 
now to question MDOT's public statements on its efforts. 
Meanwhile, GCN has learned that the Harrison County Board of Supervisors will likely add their voice to request MDOT 
to add drawspans in their proposed Biloxi‐Ocean Spring and Bay St. Louis bridges. In an interview with GCN on Jan. 9, 
District 2 Supervisor Larry Benefield said that the county must have drawspans and that the board initially was under the 
impression from MDOT that drawspans would be included. 
"I can't imagine that we build a bridge without drawspans, " Benefield said. "I think you will see us make a decision on 
the drawspans." 
Benefield, who is also the board's vice‐president, said it is in the best interests of the county that the new bridges have 
drawspans to allow for future economic development of the county. 

MORE INFORMATION 
Federal Law on Bridges 
Federal Law on Bridges (viewable with a browser) 

Federal Law on Bridges over Waters (opens a .pdf file) Bridge Battles: Drawbridge Would Lengthen Project ‐ Sun Herald 

Transportation committee decides I‐10 bridge issue 

12/19/07 

By Theresa Schmidt 
The State Department of Transportation now has direction from local government on how high is high enough for the I‐
10 Calcasieu River Bridge. Today's vote by the Transportation Policy Committee of Imcal allows bridge designers to move 
forward. 
The debate on the height of the bridge has gone on for months all leading up to this day when Imcal's transportation 
policy committee would meet‐‐ and take a stand. The vote here gets the ball rolling on design of a new bridge and 
Westlake interchange. 
But first the committee heard from attorney Hunter Lundy, representing some who want a 90 foot bridge rather than 73 
as recommended by the state. "When we'll spend $12‐14 million more on the bridge at Contraband Bayou to preserve 
recreational traffic, recreational boats for south Lake Charles, why won't we spend $12‐14 million more to compromise 
on a 90 foot bridge that cannot block off economic development." 

4 Appendix C-3, Pg. 6



                                                 
                                         
                         

                                     
                                         

                                       
                                             

   
                                       

                 
                                     

 
 

                                             
                       

               
 
 

 

                        
                     
             
                  
                     

                    
                       

  
                   

         
                   

 

                       
            

        

ID #2
Concerned citizen Charlie Atherton says a 135 foot bridge is the way to go. "To build a new I‐10 bridge less than 135 feet 
in height to kill shipping, economic development north of I‐10 is against federal law, a disservice to the public, an abuse 
of power by decision makers, and a bad mistake that'll never be corrected." 
As expected, committee members voted four to one in agreement with the state's recommendation of a clearance of 
73 feet. Lake Charles Mayor Randy Roach was the lone no vote. He feels 90 feet would have been a reasonable 
compromise. "This decision is a hundred year decision. It's a decision that's going to affect this community for years to 
come. Here's a deep water area that's naturally deep water, and we won't be able to access it because the bridge will be 
too low." 
With the committee's stand state highway officials will move forward with planning and designs so that if and when 
Congress provides money, Calcasieu will be ready to go. 
Officials predict areas whose plans are ready to go are more apt to get funding, if it becomes available. 
http://www.kplctv.com/global/story.asp?s=7521477 

The new I10 bridge must remain at 135 feet in height to allow for future development of the miles of natuaally deep 80 
foot water north of the bridge that never needs to be dredged. 
Charlie Atherton 122 Vine St. Sulphur, La., 70663 

5 Appendix C-3, Pg. 7

http://www.kplctv.com/global/story.asp?s=7521477


ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 8



ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 9



ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 10



ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 11



ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 12



ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 13



ID #3

Appendix C-3, Pg. 14



ID #4

Appendix C-3, Pg. 15



ID #5

Appendix C-3, Pg. 16



ID #6

Appendix C-3, Pg. 17



ID #7

Appendix C-3, Pg. 18



ID #7

Appendix C-3, Pg. 19



ID #8

Appendix C-3, Pg. 20



ID #8

Appendix C-3, Pg. 21



ID #8

Appendix C-3, Pg. 22



ID #9

Appendix C-3, Pg. 23



ID #9

Appendix C-3, Pg. 24



ID #9

Appendix C-3, Pg. 25



ID #9

Appendix C-3, Pg. 26



ID #9

Appendix C-3, Pg. 27



ID #9

Appendix C-3, Pg. 28



ID #10

Appendix C-3, Pg. 29



ID #11

Appendix C-3, Pg. 30



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  
   

 

 

 

 

Appendix D 
Meeting Photographs 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Public Scoping Meeting Photographs 

Appendix D



 

 

 

APPENDIX C.2 

Agency / Public Meeting #2 
Summary Report 

August 2017 



 
 

 
    

 
 

 

 

I-10 CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
I-10/I-210 West End - I-10/I-210 East End 

AGENCY & PUBLIC MEETING 
COMMENTS & RESPONSES 

Agency Meeting held August 3, 2017 
from 2:00 PM to 3:00 PM 

Public Meeting held August 3, 2017 
from 5:00 PM to 8:00 PM 

State Project Number: H.003931 
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana 



  

         
      

 

  
  

   
    

 

  
      

   
     

  

  

           
     

   
    

     

   
 

  
 

  
     

   
 

 
 

 

  
         
             

      

          
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The second agency meeting and second public meeting were held on Thursday August 3, 2017 
at the Lake Charles Civic Center, Contraband Room at 900 Lakeshore Drive Lake Charles, LA 
70601.  

The agency meeting was held from 2:00 PM to 3:00 PM, followed by the public meeting from 5:00 
PM to 8:00 PM. 

The comment period opened on August 3, 2017 and ended August 14, 2017.  Attendees at the 
agency and public meetings could provide comments through a variety of methods, including the 
following: 

• Submitting a written or verbal comment at the Agency/Public Meeting; 
• Mailing a written comment to I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project c/o HNTB Corporation, 

2021 Lakeshore Drive, Suite 230, New Orleans, LA 70122; or 
• Logging on to the project website (www.i10lakecharles.com) and selecting Contact Us. 

Section 2.0 presents comments received from agencies and responses to those comments. 
Similarly, Section 3.0 presents comments received from the public and responses to those 
comments. 

2.0 AGENCY MEETING COMMENTS 

Commenters are identified in Table 1, summarized below the table, and responses are provided 
accordingly. Copies of the comments are included in Attachment A. 

Table 1. Agency Comments Based on Material Presented at Agency Meeting 
ID# * Name Organization Title 

1 Beck, Robert FAA Manager, Operations Support Group 

2 Sanders, Kristin Louisiana Office of Cultural 
Development, Department of Culture 

Deputy State Historic Preservation 
Officer 

3 Luckett-Snyder, 
Casey EPA, Superfund Division Remedial Project Manager 

Note:  * Copies of the comments are found in Attachment E and are referenced by ID #. 
Acronyms: 
FAA = Federal Aviation Administration 
EPA = United States Environmental Protection Agency 

ID #1:  Beck, Robert with FAA 

2• Comment 1: Encourage coordination with FAA’s Obstruction Evaluation/Airport Airspace 
Analysis (OE/AAA) office so that they can review the alternatives to provide possible 
impacts. If any part of the project exceeds notification criteria under FAR Part 77, notice 
to the FAA is required at least 30 days prior to the proposed construction date. 

• Response 1: Comment noted. FAA’s OE/AAA office will be added to the Agency Work 
Group for future coordination. 

Page 1
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ID #2: Sanders, Kristen with Louisiana Office of Cultural Development 

• Comment 1: The interchanges proposed in the Preliminary Build Alternatives 2 – 4 have 
the potential to adversely affect historic standing structures. 

• Response 1: Comment noted. An assessment of potential impacts to historic standing 
structures will be completed for the Reasonable Alternatives. If adverse impacts are 
identified, the Project Team will work to avoid and/or minimize such impacts to the extent 
practicable. 

• Comment 2: In order to comment per Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800), need Areas 
of Potential Effects (APE) for the Preliminary Build Alternatives and an assessment on the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility made on all the standing structures 
within the APE. 

• Response 2: Comment noted. The APEs will be established for the Reasonable 
Alternatives. The Project Team will coordinate with SHPO on the APEs. Once approved 
by SHPO, the NRHP eligibility of all standing structures within the APEs will be evaluated 
as part of the EIS. 

ID #3:  Luckett-Snyder, Casey with EPA 

• Comment 1: PBAs that involve the extension of Sulphur Ave. to Enterprise Blvd. have 
the potential to impact the Gulf State Utilities North Ryan Street Superfund Site (Site). 
Although remediation has occurred, low level threat contamination remains in the subsoil 
of former exposed tar area (see graphic in comment). Request coordination prior to design 
and construction should a Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. be selected as a 
Reasonable Alternative. 

• Response 1: Comment noted. The Project Team will coordinate with EPA as the EIS 
progresses and the Reasonable Alternatives are further refined. 

• Comment 2: EPA must review and approve a Soil and Stormwater Management Plan 
that includes (1) sampling and analysis plan for contaminants; (2) plan to deal with and 
disposal of contaminated soil; (3) plan that ensures legal disposal of contaminated soil; 
and (4) plan to minimize stormwater contact with contaminated soil. 

• Response 2: Comment noted. The Project Team will coordinate with EPA and complete 
the necessary plans and analyses should they be warranted and/or document as a 
commitment that will be followed up in future phases of the project, if needed. 

• Comment 3: Any future property owners of all or a portion of the property must comply 
with land use restrictions to control and limit exposure to Site contamination. 

• Response 3: Comment noted. 

• Comment 4: Project should follow requirements of 29 CFR 1910.120 concerning 
HAZWOPER training requirements for construction workers who may be working with 
contaminated subsurface soils. 

• Response 4: Comment noted. 
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3.0 PUBLIC MEETING COMMENTS 

Table 2 provides a listing of all comments received. For reporting purposes, comments are summarized into major points. Also included in 
Table 2 are the corresponding response codes for each comment, which can be directly accessed by clicking on the hyperlink in the 
response code column. The response code key is presented in Table 3. Copies of all comments received are included in Attachment B. 

Table 2. Public Comments Received and Response Codes 
Name 

(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 
Code(s) 

Abdalla, A 8/13/17 Make existing I-210 Loop the designated I-10 route and make the present I-10 route I-210  D-1 

Alejandro, L 8/4/17 Suggest an underground tunnel. Would be easy and cheaper to build. D-1 

Ashworth, Emily 8/3/17 
1. Do not support PBA 1. C-1 

2. Support PBA 3, Support Sub-Alt B. B-3, B-6 

Atherton, Charlie 8/14/17 

1. Support bridge remaining at current height of 135 feet to maximize the future navigational use and 
development of the naturally deep and protected waters. A-1 

2. Requesting the official paper trail with all the appropriate legal signatures that changes the bridge 
height from 135 feet to 73 feet be entered into the public record of this project. E-2 

3. Do not believe all the agencies with legal authority and legislative oversight have legally followed the 
required public participation process or signed off on the decision for the 73-foot bridge, especially 
absent is the Bridge Administration of the Coast Guard, Office of Bridge Administration. 

E-2 

Bates, Betty 8/3/17 

1. Support Sub-Alt. E B-9 

2. Do not support Enterprise Sub-Alts C-6, C-8 
3. Please construct infrastructure from I-10 to Westlake first – takes 30-40 min to get out of Westlake A-1, G-1 
4. Support replacement of Calcasieu River Bridge B-11 

Bates, Don 8/3/17 Stay away from contaminated area at all cost. C-11 

Bonvillian, Betty 
8/12/17 

1. Do not disturb the aquifer. E-6 
2. Request two bridges with cross overs for emergency personnel. D-1 
3. Heavy trucks should have their own reinforced lane, paid for by the industries with heavy trucks that 

tear up the road and release pollutants. A-1 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Borel, Mattie 8/3/17 

1. Need for new I-10 bridge is imminent B-11 
2. Grade of future bridge should be studied. Grade of the current bridge has caused many accidents. D-2 
3. Do not dig around the EDC spill area. C-11 
4. Concerned about potential impacts to the aquifer. E-6 
5. The height of the current bridge was determined to allow large ships to go under the bridge and hide 

from the enemy in times of past warfare. This should be considered for times of future warfare before 
lowering the height of the bridge. 

A-1, E-2 

Capdebosco, 
Pam 8/3/17 

1. Support PBAs 2 and 3, Sub-Alt. C B-2, B-3, B-7 
2. Want direct access to both east and west and downtown Lake Charles at Ryan St. because of the 

location of community events and restaurants. D-2 

3. Take flooding issues into consideration as well as the contamination of water and air. E-1, D-2, H-2 

Carleton, Mike 8/3/17 1. Do not support PBA-4 C-4 
2. Get the EDC contamination site cleaned up H-1 

Cormier, Adley 8/5/17 

1. Please reaffirm the general right-of-way is not expected to impact the historic sites of Corporation 
Cemetery (at Moss and Church) and Cantonment Atkinson/Bilbo Cemetery. E-1 

2. Support widespan option (assume means long span bridge option). B-3 
3. Support moveable bridge to direct traffic to Enterprise Blvd. B-13 
4. Support additional connections to Lakeshore Dr. and Ryan St (assume means west of Ryan St.) B-5, B-7, B-9 
5. Moveable bridge at the site of the Old Spanish Trail bridge along with an alignment of Sampson St. 

(which would run with no connection to I-10 at this site) to Mike Hooks to Marine St. to Nelson would 
be useful to move traffic from West to East Calcasieu. 

A-1, D-1 

Council, Walter 8/3/17 
1. Support PBA 2 and Support Sub-Alt. B. B-2, B-6 
2. DOTD requires Complete Streets consideration for all new projects. Sub-Alternative B offers 

opportunity to implement pedestrian, bike and regional transit opportunities. E-4 

Crawford, Craig * 8/3/17 Please do not cut straight across Lake Charles. It would ruin the beauty of the lake. C-4 

Crawford, Craig * 8/3/17 
1. Do not cut across Lake Charles, keep bridge in existing location. C-4 
2. Would like an architecturally pleasant bridge that incorporates the crossed gun logo. A-1 
3. Reuse or sell the guardrail from the current bridge. A-1 

Diamond, R. 
Patrick 8/3/17 1. Add at least 1 or 2 toll lanes to bridge to help with financing G-1 

2. Use suspension bridge option to span the EDC area and railroad tracks on I-10 and Sampson St. B-3 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Fritzenschaft, 
Peter 8/5/17 

Suggest the following design instead of those presented at the public meeting: 
• Build a north loop of I-210 from west I-10 interchange around the backside (west) of Sasol and Nelson 

Power station up to Hwy. 171 north of Moss Bluff. 
• Continue the North I-210 Loop from Hwy. 171 to the east I-10 interchange - do not stop at Hwy. 171 
• Would require bridges over West Fork and Calcasieu River, but smaller scale than a new I-10 bridge. 
• With this north loop and the I-210 loop open to traffic, conduct demolition of the I-10 bridge, leaving the 

concrete piers in place for future use. 
• Build a lower profile I-10 bridge on the existing concrete piers. 
• Benefits of the above design include (1) there would be 3 avenues of interstate roadway for east-west 

traffic (2) heavy industry traffic would be re-routed around the outside of Westlake greatly lowering the 
amount of traffic going through town and minimizing the problems the train causes when it goes 
through Westlake to a more acceptable level, (3) would provide a means to remove the current I-10 
bridge from use during refurbishment without greatly impeding traffic flow, (4) would provide a more 
efficient means of egress for south Lake Charles in the case of hurricane evacuation, and (5) would 
provide the area with an adequate infrastructure that will allow growth well into the future. 

A-1, D-1 

Gibson, Angela 8/3/17 Anything that can be done to alleviate the extra traffic that will go to I-10 during the I-210 bridge project 
should be done before the I-210 bridge project starts. A-1 

Harbison, 
Richard with 
Phillips 66 
Company 

8/14/17 

1. The EIS process that DOTD is now continuing after a four-year hiatus does not meet federal 
regulatory standards. F-2 

2. DOTD has skipped critically important steps that it said it would take in the October 2013 Public Scoping 
meeting. F-3 

3. Both the feasibility study and the scoping process that form the foundation of the proposed EIS are 
outdated and inconsistent with the process described to the public four years ago. F-4 

4. DOTD has apparently relied on outdated and incorrect data to eliminate from consideration the most 
cost-effective alternative, PBA 1-F. F-5, B-1, B-10 

5. PBA 1-F was eliminated from consideration in a secret process in which the public and stakeholders 
were not given the opportunity to provide meaningful input. F-6 

6. Many of the specific safety and congestion issues that were identified as a problem at Sampson St. in 
the draft 2013 purpose and need statement were removed from the purpose and need presented at 
the August 3, 2017 meeting. 

F-7 

Hersey, Elizabeth 8/11/17 

1. Please explain how far the bridge will be from my home on Church Street. Is the bridge going in a 
circle from right to left still passing next my property? I-1 

2. Will I be offered to sell and move or stay? E-5 
3. It appears it is coming to I-10 east toward Railroad Avenue and Hersey street. Explanation needed. I-2 
4. Request more police in the area to deal with panhandlers. A-1 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Knapp, Leonard 8/10/17 

1. Streamline and compress the environmental process. F-1 
2. Bridge is obsolete and needs to be replaced now. B-11 
3. Need discussion of the impact of the contamination now under the bridge and its impact on cost and 

problems which might result. H-1 

4. Look at an alternative location north of the present site that might avoid the issue of contamination, 
going through Moss Bluff. D-1 

Lake Charles 
Yacht Club 8/9/17 1. Support renovation/replacement of the I-10 bridge. B-11 

2. Do not support new bridge across the middle of Lake Charles C-4 

Leger, Randy 8/3/17 
1. Support Sub-Alts. A and B. B-5, B-6 
2. Must keep I-10 bridge open while new bridge is built. Own a business on the east side and we need 

to be able to deliver our product on the west side of the bridge in a timely manner. D-4 

Magallon, 
Benjamin 8/3/17 

1. PBAs 2 and 3 have the most desired balance of mitigation impacts. While PBA 2 is less costly than 
PBA 3, the potential for added benefits to travel and tourism with a long-span bridge could be one 
way to show long term off-sets to the difference in cost. 

B-2, B-3 

2. For the north/south connectivity of surface level roads, address bike/pedestrian connectivity. E-4 
Mansell, E. 8/3/17 Looking forward to job being done. A-1 

Marcon, John 8/3/17 

1. Recommend solidifying the EDC site by grout, etc. If made a solid site it eliminates the EDC from 
moving. In 1991 Olin build a large retaining wall to build a new wastewater treatment plant using a 
large auger to build the wall. The wall is still standing. I think a similar system could be used to 
solidify the contaminated site. 

A-1, H-1 

2. The option of the bridge through the Olin site (PBA 4) goes through difficult/expensive terrain. E-3 
McDonald, Marc 8/4/17 Will the graphics/information presented at the public meeting be posted on the website or elsewhere? A-2 
Poppell, Brittney 7/27/17 Will the project require right-of-way acquisition? E-5 
Powell, A. 8/3/17 Support PBA 3. B-3 
Reilly, Patrick 8/4/17 Is it possible to receive and review the slide presentation shown at the August 3rd meeting? A-2 

Robinson, Jeff 8/5/17 

1. The bridge is part of an interstate system that is regulated in part by the Federal government and 
should be built with Federal funds or with grants for most of the project. G-1 

2. The new bridge should be built along the I-10 corridor to keep the main flow of traffic on the interstate 
system. It also serves as an alternate route when south Lake Charles and I-210 are too congested. B-12 

3. Make the new bridge no less than three lanes in each direction rather than two lanes due to ever 
growing traffic congestion. D-2 

4. Lake Charles could have built a new bridge a few years ago when the cost would have been 
cheaper.  The cost will continue to rise – get it done now. A-1 

5. Do not over plan and spend a fortune on planners and over-priced project plans and studies. Use one 
of the many studies that have already been done. F-1 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Roy, Lanny with 
A Community 
Voice (ACV) 

8/2/17 

1. ACV is in favor of the bridge replacement project. B-11 
2. Need sufficient and adequate alternate routes with traffic controls during bridge down time, especially 

during hurricane season to ensure safety of all commuters. D-4 

3. Due to the EDC contamination, safety precautions must be put in place with safe work practices 
employed and adequately trained workers.  Constant monitoring practices must be established. H-1 

4. Support implementation of Lead Safe Work Practices for the removal and disposal of the existing 
bridge, as most bridges build around the time of the Calcasieu River Bridge contain lead based paint. E-3 

5. Support using Disadvantaged Business Enterprise contractors and local residents for jobs, as the 
majority of large scale construction projects across the state employee out of state contractors that 
fail to return investment into the communities in which they work. 

D-6 

Searcy, Carly 8/3/17 
1. Concerned about the potential impacts to drinking water. E-6 
2. The option that avoids the major contaminants is probably very costly. A-1, G-2 
3. I want to know more about the different truss systems to keep from drilling below the aquifer. I-3 

Spain, Mike 8/1/17 What is the estimate on construction cost for the project? G-2 

Stewart, Charles 8/3/17 
1. Without knowing the cost my recommendation is either PBA 2 or PBA 3. B-2, B-3, G-2 
2. Support either Sub-Alternatives A, C or E. B-5, B-7, B-9 
3. Do not support options that extend to Enterprise Blvd. (B or D). C-6, C-8 

Still, Mary 8/10/17 1. Supports a new bridge soon – needed for safety. B-11 
2. Prefabricate as much of the bridge as possible to make construction go faster. A-1 

Tipton, D. with 
Friend Ships 8/12/17 

Commenter expressed the following concerns: 
• Lowering the bridge will permanently destroy the potential maritime economic development and 

reduce property values. 
• Lowering the bridge could limit vessels from utilizing any future potential marinas included in the 

North Lake Charles Riverfront Parkway and Redevelopment Plan. 
• The American Press published an editorial in 2008 that details reasons that the advocates of a 

lower bridge are shortsighted. 
• Friend Ships has eight vessels that currently transit the Calcasieu River. 
• Friend Ships provides a unique product and is a key resource to this region. 
• Lowering the bridge would virtually shut down current operations, prohibit future growth and 

eliminate their ability to expand. 
• Post-World War II, the river banks in north Lake Charles housed hundreds of ships returning from 

the war. 
• Lowering the bridge discourages potential economically viable maritime operations from relocating 

north of the I-10 bridge. 

A-1, E-2 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Tipton, D. with 
Friend Ships 
(continued) 

• Per USCG regulations and settled law, the USCG cannot allow a structure to be built over 
navigable waters that does not provide for the reasonable needs of current and future navigation. 

• Friend Ships’ area is a natural safe harbor from storms. 
• Park West Children’s Fund/Friend Ships is authorized by the USCG as a TWIC security dock for 

the moorage of US and foreign vessels of different sizes and heights. 
• The long-term future of Friend Ships and land owners who will be affected by the lowering of the 

bridge cannot adequately be predicted. 

A-1, E-2 

Tritico, Michael 
with RESTORE 8/10/17 

1. Support a bypass north of Lake Charles at a latitude that would not require a massive bridge. D-1 
2. Error on PBA 4: The two new bridge crossings are not over Bayou Contraband, but are on the 

Clooney Island Loop of the Calcasieu River. A-4 

3. Do not support PBA 4 – it would be an eyesore and hazard to boaters. C-4 
4. EDC contamination must be studied in the EIS and presented to the public. H-1 
5. RESTORE was told that the rules for the Interstate specifically prohibit drawbridges or turnstile 

bridges (and tunnels). What has changed? D-5 

6. Westlake municipal water wells just north of the railroad seem to be drawing EDC upgradient toward 
themselves. The EDC would destroy the soil beneath the proposed Sub-Alts. A-E and PBAs 2 and 3. H-2 

7. There should immediately be a test well drilled somewhere north of the last set of monitoring wells 
which showed the presence of EDC. All previous zones should be sampled for all chlorinated 
hydrocarbons as the well is being drilled. 

H-3 

8. EDC causes a collapse of the crystalline structure of local clays – it would be best to plan for future 
problems rather than planning to put alternatives into places where problems will eventually occur. H-4 

9. Water levels in the nearshore wells rise/fall with the tidal pulses of the river. This constant movement 
of fluid should be factored into the projects of arrival time of the EDC at the Westlake municipal wells 
before going through the trouble of building the Sulphur Avenue extension alternatives. 

H-5 

10. The impact of railroad vibrations on clay and sand in the project area should be studied – the pulses 
of a train caused a sudden collapse of the substrate and the train and tracks in India years ago. A-1 

11. Annual sampling of the EDC contamination should be occurring and that information made available 
online for the public. H-6 

12. Given the damage to the bridge, it would be better to do a planned removal of the bridge before a 
cataclysmic collapse, whether or not a replacement bridge is ready. A-1 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Tritico, Michael 
with RESTORE 

Note: These 
comments are 
dated 10/25/13 and 
were based on 
materials presented 

1. Regarding the Draft Purpose and Need, the commenter noted that traffic congestion, safety and 
bridge design issues need to be carefully studied and changes made so that existing problems can 
be removed. 

A-1 

2. Regarding the Draft Project Coordination Plan, the commenter stated that this project has been stuck 
in the planning phase with no practical forward movement. However, the commenter explained that 
the public involvement opportunities (e.g., website, newsletters, etc.) are welcome improvements. 

A-1, F-1 

3. Commenter would like to receive future updates on the proposed project; short notifications via email 
and lengthy correspondence via mail. A-3 

4. Commenter provided statements related to constructing the new I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge north of 
its present location: 
• Construct the bridge near Joe Miller Road, in the corridor between Moss Bluff and Gillis, or in the 

corridor between Gillis and Ragley. 
• Vertical bridge height not a problem in these corridors 
• ROW would likely be less expensive to acquire 
• If constructed south of Ragley, interstate would be out of the area shown by the National Hurricane D-1, E-2 

at the 8/24/13 
Public Scoping 
Meeting. 
Commenter re-
submitted the 
comments in 
response to the 
August 3, 2017 
Public Meeting. 
. 

8/10/17 Center’s SLOSH model to be vulnerable to tropical storm surges 
• Would remove impediments to navigation; important to leave the existing navigational clearance 

so that organizations like Friend Ships can complete their humanitarian work 
• With planning and proper advertisement, a more northern interstate route would not adversely 

affect development and the economy 
5. Commenter provided statements related to the EDC contamination: 

• Bridge increasingly unstable due to age and the EDC contamination. 
• Some FOIA material requests has been redacted. 
• Studies show the effect of EDC on local clays; regional clay is quickly and severely degraded by 

EDC, losing its ability to bear weight and slow down the movement of fluids. 
• EDC plume may have reached the railroad tracks north of I-10 
• Concentration of EDC is 90,000 times the LDEQ’s RECAP trigger level of 5 ppb. 
• If boring tests for load bearing capacity have been completed, they need to be made public. 
• As of 2009, EDC was within 40 feet of the top of the Chicot Aquifer. Is inevitable that the EDC will 

enter that aquifer. 
• FOIA materials show that the LDEQ is concerned about new bridge pilings hastening EDC 

contamination into the Chicot Aquifer. 

A-1, H-1, H-4, 
H-6, H-7 
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Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Response 

Code(s) 

Tritico, Michael 
with RESTORE 
(continued – 
10/25/13 
comments) 

• EDC is moving in a direction contrary of groundwater flow in the region, caused by the heavy draft 
of the Westlake Municipal Water Supply well pulling the plume downward and northeastward. 

• Recovery wells are sparingly-efficient and cannot remediate a problem once the contaminants 
pervade the subsurface. 

• Given the number of people depending on the groundwater, a recovery well field location within 
the bridge ROW would do the most good, as opposed to the construction of a new bridge. 

• Commenter requests FHWA send more recent and extensive information (e.g., boring data, 
litigation discussions/status), emphasizing the need for full disclosure related to the EDC. 

A-1, H-1, H-4, 
H-6, H-7 

Unknown 1 8/4/17 When will materials be available showing the alternatives from the public meeting? A-2 

Unknown 2 8/4/17 
1. I am in favor of the project to construct a new I-10 bridge with three lanes in each direction and a 

shoulder on each side; and new bridge should be just north of the existing bridge. B-12, D-2 

2. Reject the South alternative, as it will destroy the scenic beauty of our Lake Charles. C-4 

Unknown 3 8/8/17 

1. More cost effective to reduce the proposed bridge that would not touch the EDC spill by adding a 
two-lane exit ramp high enough to go over the railroad track on Sampson St. and also have an 
entrance ramp coming back onto I-10 and looping under the interstate to continue east. 

A-1, B-1, B-10 

2. Think of future infrastructure needs and increase the number of lanes to eight instead of six. A-1, D-2 
3. Do not support compensated foundation. C-2 
4. Do not tamper with water source. E-6 

Unknown 4 8/8/17 

1. Want to see a committee of local public officials meet with all parties involved with the pollution issue 
to get it settled as soon as possible. A-1, H-1 

2. The design of the bridge could mimic the same I-10 bridge over the Sabine River where large tug 
boats could continue to service the port property just north of it. A-1, D-1 

3. Have three lanes each side and the outside west lane could veer over the railroad tracks and tie into 
the Westlake entrance road. A-1, D-1 

4. Support new bridge immediately north of the existing bridge. B-12 
5. As a small business owner in Sulphur we are seeing the impact of slow traffic with both bridges open. 

If I-10 is shut down, it would be a disaster for the economy. A-1, D-4 

6. Neighboring states will help get funding because I-10 is a major pipeline for the Gulf Coast economy. G-1 

Whelan, Wendy 8/3/17 

1. Support PBA 3 B-3 
2. Strongly oppose PBA 1, PBA 2, and Sub-Alternative F C-1, C-2, C-10 
3. Do not support Sub-Alts. with Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. C-6, C-8 
4. Support Sub-Alternatives A, C and E. B-5, B-7, B-9 

Wranosky, Linda 8/7/17 Support PBA 3. B-3 
Note:  * Crawford, Craig submitted one comment by email and one comment on the public meeting comment form. Both included a Do Not Support 
comment for PBA 4.  Accordingly, and as tallied in Table 7, Mr. Crawford’s Do Not Support comment for PBA 4 was only considered once. 
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Table 3. Responses to Comments (Response Codes A-I) 
A  General 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

A-1 General comment or 
suggestion Comment noted. 

A-2 Public meeting materials 

All materials presented at the public meeting, including handouts, the 
repeating presentation, and exhibit boards can be found on the project 
website www.i10lakecharles.com under the public involvement tab. 
Commenters requesting the location of public meeting materials were 
contacted by the Project Team. 

A-3 Request to receive future 
updates on the project 

Commenter has been added to the project mailing list and will receive 
updates as they are available. 

A-4 Comment requiring revision 
by Project Team Comment noted and the applicable exhibits will be revised. 

B  Support specified PBA, Sub Alternative or project feature 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

B-1 Support PBA 1 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-2 Support PBA 2 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-3 Support PBA 3 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-4 Support PBA 4 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-5 Support Sub-Alt. A Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-6 Support Sub-Alt. B Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-7 Support Sub-Alt. C Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-8 Support Sub-Alt. D Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-9 Support Sub-Alt. E Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
B-10 Support Sub-Alt. F Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 

B-11 
General support for new 
bridge (but no specific 
alternative identified) 

Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 

B-12 Support new bridge along 
existing I-10 corridor Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 

B-13 Support Sulphur Ave. 
extension to Enterprise Blvd. Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 

C  Do not support specified PBA, Sub Alternative or project feature 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

C-1 Do not support PBA 1 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-2 Do not support PBA 2 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-3 Do not support PBA 3 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-4 Do not support PBA 4 Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-5 Do not support Sub-Alt. A Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-6 Do not support Sub-Alt. B Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-7 Do not support Sub-Alt. C Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-8 Do not support Sub-Alt. D Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-9 Do not support Sub-Alt. E Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
C-10 Do not support Sub-Alt. F Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 

C-11 
Do not support general 
construction in EDC 
contamination area 

Comment noted and incorporated into alternatives screening analysis. 
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 =D  Questions/comments on project design and construction 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

D-1 Suggest new alternative for 
evaluation 

Comment noted. The PBAs were identified after various stages of 
alternatives development and refinement, including a Feasibility Study, 
multiple bridge height and engineering studies, and public and agency 
coordination, thus encompassing the range of alternatives for the 
proposal. NEPA requires an EIS to examine all reasonable 
alternatives. In accordance with NEPA, a reasonable range of 
alternatives representative of the full spectrum of Reasonable 
Alternatives was explored and objectively evaluated for the project. 

D-2 Project design features 

All of the proposed PBAs include the following improvements along I-
10 between the I-210 interchanges: 
• Proposed widening of I-10 b/w the I-210 interchanges to six, 12-ft 

lanes (3 in each direction) with 12-foot shoulders 
• Proposed replacement of I-10 EB to I-210 SB ramp bridge 
• Proposed 6 lane overpass at PPG Dr. 
• Proposed replacement/improvement of US 90 overpass to allow I-

10 to be widened 
• Proposed access improvements to Sampson St. to/from I-10 
• Proposed 6-lane overpasses to improve vertical clearance and 

new U-Turns under the overpasses at the following locations: 
Veterans Memorial Blvd, Ryan St., Bilbo St., Krikman St., 
Enterprise Blvd., Shattuck St., Railroad Crossing, and Opelousas 
St. 

• Proposed improvements to US 171 overpass to allow I-10 to be 
widened and improve vertical clearance 

• Replacement of the existing Calcasieu River Bridge 
• Required drainage improvements 

Regarding the proposed number of I-10 main lanes: The current 
proposal for I-10 is three lanes in each direction. The traffic analysis to 
be completed for the Reasonable Alternatives as part of the EIS would 
confirm if the proposed three lanes in each direction are anticipated to 
meet the needs of future traffic or if additional lanes would be needed. 

Regarding the bridge grade: The existing steep grades slow traffic on 
the up-slope and make it more difficult to stop on the downslope. The 
existing bridge grade is 5% on the east approach. That exceeds the 
recommended 3% maximum grade of DOTD design guidelines. The 
grade of the new Calcasieu River Bridge will be 3%, which is 
anticipated to improve driver safety. 

D-3 Compensated foundation 

A compensated foundation consists of excavating a volume of the 
ground below grade, reducing the weight and partly or wholly 
compensating for the loads imposed by the new bridge. If constructed, 
the compensated foundation would be constructed above any known 
EDC contamination. Should PBA 2 (compensated foundation) be 
identified as a Reasonable Alternative, the design and impacts of a 
compensated foundation would be evaluated in detail within the EIS. 

D-4 Maintenance of traffic 

Travel on I-10 would be maintained during the project’s construction. 
This includes maintaining traffic on I-10 while the new Calcasieu River 
Bridge is constructed and while I-10 between the I-210 interchanges is 
under construction. 

D-5 Moveable bridge Regarding the location of the moveable bridge: There is no movable 
bridge structure proposed along the I-10 corridor in the project area. 
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The new I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge is proposed as a fixed, non-
moveable structure. There is a movable bridge proposed as part of the 
Sulphur Avenue extension; however, this will not be part of the 
interstate 

D-6 
Use Disadvantage Business 
Enterprise (DBE) firm and 
local contractors. 

Comment noted. Use of DBE firms and/or local contractors would be 
per the DOTD policy in effect at the time of contract advertisement. 

E  Questions/comments on environmental impacts/issues 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

E-1 

Potential social, economic 
and environmental impacts 
and/or request for protection 
of environmental resources in 

Social, economic, and environmental resources were considered 
during the development, evaluation and screening of Preliminary 
Alternatives in an effort to avoid and/or minimize any potential future 
negative impacts on these resources. Once the Reasonable 
Alternatives are finalized, the alternative designs will be further refined 
and evaluated as part of the EIS. These refined designs will be 
specifically evaluated for their potential direct, indirect and cumulative 
impacts on the study area resources. Efforts would be made to avoid, 
minimize, or mitigate potential environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed Reasonable Alternative(s) for the project. 

the study area. Regarding potential impacts to Corporation Cemetery and Cantonment 
Atkinson/Bilbo Cemetery: ROW impacts are not anticipated to 
Corporation Cemetery and Cantonment Atkinson/Bilbo Cemetery for 
PBAs 1, 2 and 3.  PBA 4 potentially could require ROW from 
Cantonment Atkinson/Bilbo Cemetery; however DOTD would work to 
refine the alignment to either avoid or minimize, to the extent 
practicable, ROW needs. 

E-2 USCG coordination and 
navigational clearance 

Per the 2014 Navigational Study for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
and Approaches, a 73-ft. vertical clearance for the new Calcasieu 
River Bridge (as recommended by DOTD) blocks navigation for five 
existing vessels and three reasonably foreseen future vessels, all 
owned (or will be owned) by Friend Ships. In accordance with the 
USCG White Paper (USCG Bridge Program, Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation White Paper, 2012) and as part of the EIS, DOTD will 
evaluate if the vessels can be modified to pass under the proposed 
bridge (if economically feasible) and determine if there are alternative 
routes available for passage. DOTD is currently working with Friend 
Ships to identify potential locations south of the new bridge where their 
vessels could be relocated. DOTD is also coordinating with the USCG 
Bridge Administrator on the navigational clearance determination and 
following USCG guidance. 

Regarding the request that the navigational clearance determination 
be included as part of the public record: Documents associated with 
the navigational clearance determination will be included as part of the 
public record per the discretion of the USCG. 

E-3 Hazardous materials (non-
EDC) 

Lead safe work practices would be utilized if lead is encountered at 
any stage of the proposed project. Regarding the Olin remediated 
landfill, the proposed preliminary alignment for PBA 4 could potentially 
impact the remediated landfill. However, as the proposed alignment is 
preliminary, DOTD would work to avoid or minimize impacts to the 
remediated landfill, as practicable. Should the proposed alignment be 
selected as the Preferred Alternative and impact the remediated 
landfill, DOTD would follow the appropriate procedures to mitigate and 
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monitor the impacts as regulated by the EPA. 

E-4 Bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities 

DOTD and FHWA are committed to the incorporation of Context 
Sensitive Solutions (CSS) and the complete streets policy into the 
proposed project design. CSS is when interdisciplinary teams work 
with public and agency stakeholders to tailor solutions to the setting; 
preserve scenic, aesthetic, historic, and environmental resources; and 
maintain safety and mobility. The intent of the DOTD complete streets 
policy is to create a comprehensive, integrated, connected 
transportation network for Louisiana that balances access, mobility, 
and safety needs of motorists, transit users, bicyclists, and pedestrians 
of all ages and abilities. 

E-5 Right-of-Way (ROW) 

Regarding ROW acquisition: Efforts would be made to avoid, 
minimize, or mitigate potential environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed alternative(s) to ROW and structures.  Real property 
would be acquired in accordance with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act which provides 
important protections and assistance for people affected by Federally 
funded projects. It ensures that people whose real property is 
acquired, or who move as a result of projects receiving Federal funds, 
will be treated fairly and equitably and will receive assistance in 
moving from the property they occupy. 

Regarding if ROW will be required for the project:  It is anticipated that 
the proposed project would require ROW at various locations along 
the project corridor. ROW needs differ amongst the PBAs and Sub-
Alternatives. Minimize ROW impacts is one of the 11 project objectives 
used to screen the PBAs. Potential ROW impacts associated with 
each PBA and their associated Sub-Alts. can be found in the 
Objectives Screening Matrix presented in Attachment C.  Once the 
Reasonable Alternatives are identified, the design schematics will be 
advanced and potential ROW impacts refined as part of the EIS. 
It is at that time that specific ROW impacts will be determined. 

Regarding the residence on Church St.: It is not anticipated that ROW 
would be needed from the property on Church St. given its distance 
from the I-10 corridor and that the improvements to I-10 in that area 
are proposed to remain along the same corridor as existing I-10. 

E-6 Chicot Aquifer 

The EDC release is located above the Chicot Aquifer, which supplies 
the drinking water for Lake Charles and surrounding communities. The 
traditional construction of an elevated bridge structure would require 
driving piles in the EDC area, which in turn could aggravate the 
downward migration of the contaminant towards the aquifer.  DOTD 
developed technical solutions to avoid or minimize the risk of 
construction in the EDC area. Those technical solutions include 
constructing the I-10 bridge west approach span using a compensated 
foundation (PBA 2), spanning the EDC area with a long span bridge 
(PBA 3), or completely avoiding the EDC area by constructing a new 
bridge across Lake Charles south of the existing I-10 corridor (PBA 4). 
In addition, elevating Sampson St. above the railroad lines would 
require driving piles in the EDC area. To avoid or minimize risk of 
construction in the EDC area, DOTD developed options for 
circumventing the at-grade railroad crossings. These options involve 
the extension of Sulphur Avenue west across the Calcasieu River, with 
various options for tying into I-10 (Sub-Alternatives A-E). It is DOTD’s 
goal to avoid or minimize any risk associated with construction in the 
EDC area. 
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 =F  Questions/comments on the EIS process 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

F-1 Streamline the environmental 
process 

The environmental process will occur in accordance with NEPA, the 
federal regulations for implementing NEPA (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508; 
23 CFR 771), and other federal legislation further refining the 
environmental process (e.g., SAFETEA-LU, MAP-21, Fast Act). It is 
the goal of the Project Team to complete the environmental process in 
a timely manner; and efforts to streamline that process may be 
considered if determined practicable and in accordance with federal 
regulations and legislation. 

F-2 
EIS has been on hold for four 
years, which does not meet 
federal regulatory standard. 

DOTD has and will continue to follow the EIS process in accordance 
with the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) issued Regulations for 
Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (40 CFR §§ 1500–1508) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) issued regulations (23 CFR § 771), 
Environmental Impact and Related Procedures. 

F-3 

DOTD has skipped steps in 
the EIS process that were 
presented at the 2013 
Scoping Meeting 

Project timelines are necessarily updated based on project needs, 
changing circumstances, and/or complexity of issues. While the 
project timeline was modified from the version presented at the 
October 2013 scoping meeting, none of the steps mandated by NEPA 
and governing the EIS process, nor evaluations/materials resulting 
from those steps have been eliminated. The public and agencies were 
given the opportunity as part of the August 3, 2017 public and agency 
meetings to review and comment on all aspects of the proposed 
project, and that input will be considered and incorporated as 
practicable. 

F-4 Feasibility and scoping 
process are outdated 

The DOTD recommended PBAs available for comment at the August 
3, 2017 public and agency meetings were identified after various 
stages of development and refinement and were not solely based on 
the previously completed and approved Feasibility Study. Other 
studies and input subsequent to the Feasibility Study shaped the 
refinement of the PBAs including but not limited to several marine 
use/bridge height evaluations, previous public and agency input, and 
other engineering and environmental factors such as the discovery of 
EDC contamination in the project area. Please also see response 
codes F-2 and F-3. 

F-5 Screening process used 
outdated EDC data 

Data used at the August 3, 2017 public meeting was based on EDC 
Isoconcentration Maps from First Quarter 2016. Per your comments, 
“Data collected by Phillips 66 over the last 1 ½ years indicates the 
EDC plume is no longer present north of I-10.” EDC has been 
regularly detected in the area north of I-10, and was detected in MW-
34UI and in the northern-most perimeter wells as recently as the Third 
Quarter of 2017. Monitoring well data has historically shown that EDC 
is present north of I-10, spanning through the DOTD right-of-way and 
migrating towards, and now past, the original northern perimeter wells. 
Given that unknowns remain about the full extent, depth and migration 
of the EDC, First Quarter 2016 data were used because the data 
better correspond with the dynamics of the contamination spill over a 
broader period of time. 

F-6 
The screening process was 
completed without input from 
the public and stakeholders. 

The purpose of the August 3, 2017 meetings was to provide the public 
and agencies an opportunity to review and comment on all aspects of 
the proposed project, including the Preliminary Alternatives, 
alternatives screening process, criteria/measures used to screen the 
alternatives, screening results, and DOTD recommended Reasonable 
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Alternatives, all of which were in draft/preliminary form awaiting public 
and agency comment. The detailed screening matrices showing how 
each screening objective was evaluated and rated for each 
Preliminary Build Alternative were also available for review at the 
public meeting. To encourage further transparency and public input, all 
meeting materials have been made available on the project website. In 
accordance with the NEPA process, public and agency input solicited 
will be considered and materials modified based on this input as 
determined practicable.  Note that the Reasonable Alternatives 
presented at the public meeting are recommendations only, and the 
finalization of those recommendations will not occur until after public 
and agency input obtained from the August 3, 2017 meetings are 
incorporated into the screening analysis. Ultimately, the final 
identification of Reasonable Alternatives will be made by DOTD in 
coordination with FHWA based on professional judgement with 
consideration given to all project objectives, including environmental 
issues, cost, engineering issues, and public and agency input. 

F-7 

The purpose and need 
presented at the public 
meeting is different than what 
was presented at the 2013 
Scoping Meeting 

The purpose and need of the project has not changed from that 
presented at the 2013 scoping meeting. Congestion and safety issues 
at Sampson St. are included under the project needs of Increased 
Traffic Congestion and Roadway and Bridge Safety Concerns, 
respectively. Accordingly, the congestion and safety concerns at 
Sampson St. were included as part of the Tier 1 Purpose and Need 
Screening. The purpose and need of the project is to improve the lack 
of system connectivity, reduce traffic congestion, improve structural 
and functional roadway and bridge deficiencies, and improve safety. 

G  Questions/comments about project financing and cost 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

G-1 Project funding 

Construction of the proposed project will be dependent on funding 
availability. The project could be funded from multiple potential 
sources including but not limited to Federal aid, state funding, private 
contributions, and tolling. It is unlikely that the entire project would be 
funded at one time. A key activity within the NEPA process is to further 
evaluate the Reasonable Alternatives, identify segments of 
independent utility and develop an implementation schedule for those 
improvements based on priorities tied to purpose and need and project 
goals.  As the design schematics of the Reasonable Alternatives are 
advanced, and cost estimates become more refined, DOTD will 
identify the set of “most likely improvements”, which could form the 
basis for the first construction phase. 

G-2 Cost of project 

Optimize cost is one of 11 project objectives used to screen the PBAs. 
The estimated construction cost (2017) for the project ranges from 
approximately $600 Million for PBA 1; approximately $770 to $800 
Million for PBA 2 – compensated foundation (depending on the Sub-
Alt.); approximately $820 - $850 Million for PBA 3 – long span bridge 
(depending on the Sub-Alt.); and approximately $990 Million to 1 
billion for PBA 4 – South Corridor (depending on the Sub-Alt.).  The 
preliminary construction costs associated with each PBA and 
associated Sub-Alt. can be found in the Objectives Screening Matrix 
presented in Attachment C. Cost estimates will be refined as the 
design schematics of the Reasonable Alternatives are advanced 
through the NEPA process. 
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 =H  Comments related to EDC contamination 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

H-1 EDC contamination 

The EDC contamination in relation to the proposed project 
will be evaluated in the EIS based on available information 
and to the extent practicable in coordination with Louisiana 
Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ). Assessment 
and remediation of the EDC spill is the responsibility of the 
entity responsible for its release, Phillips66. LDEQ is 
working with Phillips66 on the monitoring and remediation 
of the EDC contamination. Well monitoring findings are 
available to the public through the LDEQ Electronic 
Document Management System (EDMS). If a proposed 
alternative with the potential to encounter EDC is selected 
as the Preferred Alternative, DOTD would follow the proper 
procedures to ensure the safety of its employees, 
contractors, and the public. 

H-2 

Westlake municipal water wells just north 
of the railroad seem to be drawing the 
EDC upgradient toward themselves. The 
EDC would destroy the soil beneath 
Sub-Alts A-E and PBAs 2 and 3. 

The potential impact of EDC on the integrity of soils, along 
with other mitigating factors, will be considered during the 
evaluation process of the Reasonable Alternatives and 
beyond, regardless to which Alternative is selected as 
“Preferred“. 

H-3 

There should immediately be a test well 
drilled somewhere north of the last set of 
monitoring wells which showed the 
presence of EDC. All previous zones 
should be sampled for all chlorinated 
hydrocarbons as the well is being drilled. 

DOTD concurs that additional wells, both north and 
northwest of the current northern most wells, would be 
beneficial to the assessment and remediation of the EDC 
release. This has been conveyed to Phillips66 and the 
LDEQ. 

H-4 

EDC causes a collapse of the crystalline 
structure of local clays – it would be best 
to plan for future problems rather than 
planning to put alternatives into places 
where problems will eventually occur. 

DOTD recognizes the behavior of EDC in soil and agrees 
with the reference to its structural impact on clays. Such 
behavior and other challenges associated with EDC are 
considered in the various alternatives evaluated, which is a 
required component of the NEPA process. Ultimately, EDC 
impacted alternatives could be screened out via the NEPA 
process. 

H-5 

The water levels in the nearshore wells 
rise and fall with the tidal pulses of the 
river. This constant movement of fluid 
should be factored into the projects of 
arrival time of the EDC at the Westlake 
municipal wells before going through the 
trouble of building and of the alternatives 
that involve a Sulphur Avenue extension. 

Additional hydrogeological data from the referenced area 
would certainly be supportive to pending decisions with 
respect to the dynamics and resulting impacts from the rise 
and fall of tides and movement of EDC. Fate and Transport 
Modeling of EDC in this area could be an effective tool to 
acquire additional information in this instance. As 
referenced in response H-2, DOTD agrees that additional 
test data would be beneficial to the decision-making 
process. DOTD is hopeful Phillips66, as the responsible 
party for the EDC release, recognizes the value of this 
needed information and will consider such a study. 

H-6 

Annual sampling of the EDC 
contamination should be occurring and 
that information made available online 
for the public. 

Monitor wells associated with the EDC release are actually 
required to be sampled and tested on a quarterly basis in 
the North Clooney Loop Area, which includes the area 
north of I-10. The results from this testing are compiled 
and reported semi-annually and subsequently made 
available to the public via LDEQ’s Electronic Document 
Management System (EDMS). All other test data reported 
to the LDEQ for this site (as with all other sites) are also 
recorded in this database. As the owner of the database, 
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LDEQ may have exceptions to their publication routine 
where it may be necessary to withhold or redact sensitive 
data or information. 

H-7 

The EDC plume is moving in a direction 
contrary to the usual direction of 
groundwater flow in this region, caused 
by the heavy draft of the Westlake 
Municipal Water Supply well pulling the 
plume down and 
northeastward. Westlake may need to 
find a new public water supply. 

Further study would be needed to determine if the cause 
for contaminants detected in the northern perimeter wells 
can be attributed to public and/or industrial supply pumping 
wells in deeper zones and/or if there is an alternate source. 
Detections of petroleum-related volatile hydrocarbons in 
the northern perimeter wells, which differs from 
constituents detected to the south of I-10 related to the 
EDC pipeline and tank releases, indicates a potential 
contributing source unrelated to the EDC releases. 

I  Unclear Comment 
Response 

Code General Topic Addressed Response 

I-1 Church St. property 

The westbound approach of the Calcasieu River Bridge would be over 
1.5 miles from the specified residence. Unclear about the “bridge 
going in a circle from right to left”.  Assuming commenter is referencing 
the I-10 overpass going over the railroad. The project proposes the 
replacement of the I-10 railroad overpass, but the new overpass would 
remain in the same location as the existing overpass. 

I-2 Railroad Ave. and Hersey St. 

Assuming commenter is referencing I-10 as it moves east toward 
Railroad Ave. and Hersey St. Improvements to I-10 in the area near 
Railroad Ave. and Hersey St. will remain in the same general footprint 
as existing I-10. 

I-3 Truss systems Assuming commenter is referencing the compensated foundation 
alternative. If accurate, see response code D-3. 
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ID #2

June 7, 2017 

April English 
Environmental Planner 
HNTB Corporation 
Attn: LDOTD Environmental Section 
P.O. Box 94245 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245 

Re: Section 106 Review and Compliance 
State Project No. H.003931 
Proposed I-10 Calcasieu River Bride Project 
Built Environment Comments on Interchange 

Preliminary Build Alternatives 
Calcasieu Parish, LA 

Dear Ms. English: 

Thank you for your letter of May 8, 2016, concerning the above-referenced undertaking.  We are of the 
opinion that the interchanges proposed in Preliminary Build Alternatives numbers two through four have the 
potential to adversely affect historic standing structures.  In order to comment per the Section 106 
Regulations (36CFR800), we would need Areas of Potential Effects established for those Preliminary Build 
Alternatives and an assessment on the National Register of Historic Places-eligibility made on all of the 
standing structures located within the Areas of Potential Effects. 

If you have any questions, please contact Mike Varnado in the Division of Historic Preservation at 
(225) 219-4596. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin Sanders 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

KS:MV:s 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Suggestion 
Date: Friday, August 04, 2017 8:22:34 PM 

You received a message from Alejandroluiss@gmail.com 

I think a underwater tunnel would easy and cheaper to build 

Page 29

mailto:rapid_contact@yoursite.com
mailto:aenglish@HNTB.com
mailto:Alejandroluiss@gmail.com


Page 30



Page 31



  

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

  
  

 

 

 

From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project No. H.003931 / No. BR-10-1(212)29 
Date: Monday, August 14, 2017 4:02:51 PM 

You received a message from charlieatherton@suddenlink.net 

I10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
State Project No. H.003931 / Federal Aid Project No. BR-10-1(212)29 
Charlie Atherton Public Comments 8/14/17 

To Decision Makers, 
The Calcasieu River Bridge should remain at its current height of 135 feet.  This current height is not by accident. 
This height is engineered to allow for the passage of ships that utilize the full carrying capacity of the Calcasieu 
River north where the water depth is naturally up to 61feet deep.  If the Titanic was afloat today the Calcasieu River 
would allow the passage of the Titanic under the existing 135 foot bridge as originally designed.  After WWII the 
navy docked hundreds of ships for miles along the river upstream of the bridge, proving navigation suitability. 
Shipping north of the bridge was originally hampered by the non-alignment of two railroad bridges until recent 
years when one of the bridges has now been removed allowing large ships to once again navigate upstream.  The 
low level bridge concept was originally thought up and politically driven by ConocoPhillips with the hope that the 
EDC contamination under the bridge would not be found out.  Local elected officials fast tracked the decision for a 
low level bridge over the objection of the public.  Since everyone now knows how severe the EDC contamination by 
ConocoPhillips is and is now being addressed by the agencies, the bridge should remain at its current height to allow 
future development of the miles of naturally deep water north of the bridge.  Friend Ships discovered this secret long 
ago and utilizes the river along with others who want to bring in large ships.  The Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal 
District passed a resolution to keep the bridge at its current height so they can fully utilize public and port property 
north of the bridge. 
We are requesting that the official paper trail with all of the appropriate legal signatures that changes the bridge 
height from 135 feet to an illegal 73 foot height, be entered into the public record of this project. 
We do not believe the all the agencies with legal authority and legislative oversight have all legally followed the 
required public participation process or have actually signed off on the decision for an illegal low level bridge to be 
built across the Calcasieu River on I10, especially absent is the Bridge Administration of the Coast Guard, Office of 
Bridge Administration. 
We ask that the I10 Bridge remain at the 135’ current correct height over the Calcasieu River to maximize the future 
navigational use and development of the naturally deep and protected waters.  This is the only remaining land 
readily available on the Calcasieu River for ship berthing, docks, and economic marine development. 
Charlie Atherton 
122 Vine St. 
Sulphur, La. 70663 
NOTE;  PICTURES ARE INCLUDED BUT DO NOT SHOW UP.  I WILL ALSO SEND BY EMAIL TO 
Joachim.Umeozulu@LA.GOV 

Excerpt from KPLC TV 12/19/07; 
Concerned citizen Charlie Atherton says a 135 foot bridge is the way to go. "To build a new I-10 bridge less than 
135 feet in height to kill shipping, economic development north of I-10 is against federal law, a disservice to the 
public, an abuse of power by decision makers, and a bad mistake that'll never be corrected." 
As expected, committee members voted four to one in agreement with the state's recommendation of a clearance of 
73 feet. Lake Charles Mayor Randy Roach was the lone no vote. He feels 90 feet would have been a reasonable 
compromise. "This decision is a hundred year decision. It's a decision that's going to affect this community for years 
to come. Here's a deep water area that's naturally deep water, and we won't be able to access it because the bridge 
will be too low." 

http://www.charts.noaa.gov/OnLineViewer/11347.shtml  shows naturally deep water that has never been dredged 
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that is as deep as 61 feet. 

TITLE 33 > CHAPTER 11 > SUBCHAPTER I > § 494 
Prev | Next 
§ 494. Obstruction of navigation; alterations and removals; lights and signals; draws 
How Current is This? 
No bridge erected or maintained under the provisions of sections 491 to 498 of this title, shall at any time 
unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of the waters over which it is constructed, and if any bridge erected in 
accordance with the provisions of said sections, shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of Transportation at any time 
unreasonably obstruct such navigation, either on account of insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or if 
there be difficulty in passing the draw opening or the drawspan of such bridge by rafts, steamboats, or other water 
craft, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Transportation after giving the parties interested reasonable opportunity 
to be heard, to notify the persons owning or controlling such bridge to so alter the same as to render navigation 
through or under it reasonably free, easy, and unobstructed, stating in such notice the changes required to be made, 
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_____________________________ 

_____________________________ 

and prescribing in each case a reasonable time in which to make such changes, and if at the end of the time so 
specified the changes so required have not been made, the persons owning or controlling such bridge shall be 
deemed guilty of a violation of said sections; and all such alterations shall be made and all such obstructions shall be 
removed at the expense of the persons owning or operating said bridge. The persons owning or operating any such 
bridge shall maintain, at their own expense, such lights and other signals thereon as the Commandant of the Coast 
Guard shall prescribe. If the bridge shall be constructed with a draw, then the draw shall be opened promptly by the 
persons owning or operating such bridge upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats and other water craft. 

Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal District
 Board of Commissioners

 Resolution 2004-032 

A RESOLUTION expressing support to maintain the current height and width characteristics of the I-10 for any 
new replacement bridge planned for future construction. 

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Department of Transportation & Development is currently studying replacing the 
Calcasieu River I-10 bridge; and 
WHEREAS, the District believes it is in the best interest of navigational interest and the general public that any new 
bridge maintain the height and width characteristics of the current bridge. 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE LAKE CHARLES 
HARBOR AND TERMINAL DISTRICT IN REGULAR SESSION CONVENED THAT: 
SECTION 1: The Board of Commissioners of the Lake Charles Harbor & Terminal District does hereby express its 
support for maintaining, as to any new I-10 Calcasieu River bridge, the height and width characteristics of the 
current I-10 Calcasieu River bridge. 
THUS PASSED AND ADOPTED at Lake Charles, Louisiana, on this 24th day of May, 2004. 

FRED R. GODWIN, President 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the Board 
of Commissioners of the Lake Charles Harbor & Terminal District in regular session convened on the 24th day of 
May, 2004. 

MARSHALL J. SIMIEN, JR., 
Secretary/Treasurer 
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Federal Maritime Law May Be Violated if MDOT Builds New Biloxi-Ocean Springs Bridge Without Drawspan 
by Keith Burton - GCN  Filed 1/7/06

 Updated 1/9/06 and 1/30/06 
Since shortly after Hurricane Katrina, MDOT has said that it planned to rebuild the damaged Bay St. Louis and 
Biloxi-Ocean Springs bridges without a drawspan, which the former bridges had. But to do so will violate Federal 
Maritime Law. 
Recently, both the Harrison County Development Commission and the Mississippi Development Authority went on 
record saying that MDOT's plan to build new bridges with nearly 100 feet of height  and no drawspan would not be 
adequate. 
Federal Maritime Law prohibits the building of bridges "...that  shall at any time unreasonably obstruct the free 
navigation of the waters over which it is constructed..." The law further states that any impeding structure, if 
constructed, "...shall be removed at the expense of the persons owning or operating said bridge." 
MDOT's proposed bridges at either end of Harrison County would restrict needed height requirements for 
shipbuilding in Harrison and Hancock Counties. 
With the notice by the HCDC and the MDA, officials with MDOT are now aware that building bridges without 
drawspans would adversely effect the Coast's navigational requirements, triggering the federal law. As a result, it 
now appears likely that MDOT will have to reconsider its plans. Not to do so, could result in further delays in 
replacing the bridges and certainly  impact the future of some key Coast industries,  which are major employers that 
must have a clear access waterway. One example recently cited is that of Trinity Yachts in Gulfport. It is one of two 
shipyards bidding on a 300-foot mega-yacht that would require 110- to 120-feet clearance when it would be taken to 
open water by barge. It sees a future workforce of 700-750 people building larger yachts. 
The fact that MDOT refuses to acknowledge that their bridge proposals do not meet the Coast's true needs now must 
be questioned by all public and governmental officials. MDOT's continuous lack of awareness can only impede the 
rebuilding of these bridges as it clear that a growing number of issues now cloud MDOT's plans. 
In a time when Louisiana's transportation department has rebuilt the Katrina-damaged I-10 bridge over Lake 
Pontchartrain, MDOT's lack of performance over the Coast's two bridges is truly damming and already represents a 
major failure in the state's post-Katrina recovery effort. Even the best current estimates place the opening of 
MDOT's new bridges nearly two years away. At the current rate and in light of ever-increasing issues, this estimate 
is optimistic. 
Coast residents and businesses, including the casino industry need to be alarmed at MDOT's progress and have 
reason now to question MDOT's public statements on its efforts. 
Meanwhile, GCN has learned that the Harrison County Board of Supervisors will likely add their voice to  request 
MDOT to add drawspans in their proposed Biloxi-Ocean Spring and Bay St. Louis bridges. In an interview with 
GCN on Jan. 9, District 2 Supervisor Larry Benefield said that the county must have drawspans and that the board 
initially was under the impression from MDOT that drawspans would be included. 
"I can't imagine that we build a bridge without drawspans, " Benefield said. "I think you will see us make a decision 
on the drawspans." 
Benefield, who is also the board's vice-president, said it is in the best interests of the county that the new bridges 
have drawspans to allow for future economic development of the county. 

MORE INFORMATION 
Federal Law on Bridges 
Federal Law on Bridges (viewable with a browser) 
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Federal Law on Bridges over Waters (opens a .pdf file) 
Bridge Battles: Drawbridge Would Lengthen Project - Sun Herald 

AMERICAN PRESS EDITORIAL 
Jan 6, 2008 pE4 
Advocates of lower bridge shortsighted

 There has been plenty of talk in the last few months about the proposed height for a new Interstate 10 Calcasieu 
River Bridge.
 We’ve heard from both sides about why they believe the bridge should be either 73 feet or 90 feet tall. Each gave 

good reasons for their position.
 The state Department of Transportation and Development has recommended a 73-foot-tall bridge. The estimated 

cost for the new bridge will be about $130 million.
 A DOTD report states it would cost about $15 million less to build than a 90-foot-tall bridge and be much safer for 

the 50,000 motorists that cross the bridge each day.
 However, the nonprofit group Friend Ships and Lake Charles officials opposed that idea, saying a 73-foot bridge 

would prevent larger vessels from reaching the charity’s facility and restrict development along the river north of the 
bridge.
 The Lake Charles City Council voted 5-2 on Nov. 21, 2007 to support a 90-foot bridge. This is what Mayor Randy 

Roach is supporting.
 A few weeks later, the Calcasieu Parish Police Jury voted by a 8-6 vote to endorse a 73-foot-tall bridge.
 The Westlake City Council and Sulphur Mayor Ron LeLeux both support the Police Jury’s decision.
 On Dec. 19 that the Metropolitan Planning Organization voted 4-1 in support of the shorter bridge.
 Roach has said the lower bridge will keep large vessels from sailing north of the bridge.
 This in turn will affect any possible economic development for the hundreds of acres of undeveloped property 

lying along the river here, he said.
 We wholeheartedly agree with the mayor on this one.
 Local officials can’t foresee what will happen in the next 50 year. Building a lower bridge will have major 

repercussions down the line.
 If it’s built at the lower footage, then the land along the river north of it will be unusable as waterfront industrial 

property.
 The deep-water section of this part of the river has so much potential. Public officials who support the lower 

bridge, which would effectively cut off potential development north of it, lack vision.
 Lower-bridge proponents argue that the land north of the bridge hasn’t been developed since the current I-10 

bridge was built in 1952. Thank goodness this thinking didn’t prevail after the U.S. Air Force abandoned Chennault 
Air Base in the early 1960s, leaving its 10,000-foot runway dormant for more than 25 years.
 We understand that the higher bridge will cost more money, but in the long run it will turn out to be good 

investment for this area’s economy.
 The 90-foot bridge is the way to go. 
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Betty Bates, City Council West Lake Louisiana: 

What I would like to ask all of you is please do the infrastructure from getting from interstate 10 to West 
Lake before you start the other large bypass. It’s desperate over here in West Lake. We have line from 
Interstate 10 all the way to Sulphur, getting out of West Lake takes us 30-40 minutes (its line to line to 
line). It is terrible. We need help. And the bridge, of course, please do it as soon as possible. I have been 
traveling over it for 57 years and I have seen it go down, go down, go down and I am very frightened 
that one of these days it might collapse. Those 18 wheelers, you will have 10 and 12 on one side and 
maybe 10 and 12 on the other and its terrible. It’s unsafe. Please tend to this. 

Betty Bates, West Lake Louisiana City Council Person: 

Looking over all the plans, we have decided that E is probably our best bet.  The Enterprise Blvd exit is a 
very bad decision. If you are going to St Patrick’s Hospital you would have to go all the way Enterprise 
Blvd come all the way go all the way across to St. Patrick’s. If you come down off E, you gonna come 
down and come down and go to St Patrick’s Hospital, you will be able to get off. Other- wise it’s not, it’s 
not a good decision. Enterprise Blvd is a disaster. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: 8/3/17 public forum 
Date: Friday, August 04, 2017 11:21:38 AM 

You received a message from michaeldcarleton@gmail.com 

I did not attend the forum so my comments are based on the written materials provided to me. 1. The main reason 
for me commenting is to encourage the DOTD to eliminate from future consideration entirely PBA 4 and eliminate 
it from all future materials. I'm frankly disappointed the DOTD would even spend the time marking such a route on 
paper. This would be a ridiculous eyesore to build a new bridge through the heart of Lake Charles, not to mention all 
the impact on lake recreation and lakeside properties. I don't care if there's a nuclear waste dump underneath the 
current bridge this still makes no sense. Get the area cleaned up and move on. 2. I thought Conoco had already 
cleaned up some of the EDC waste. If the remainder needs to be cleared to satisfy EPA that should be a priority 
getting it done while further planning and funding for the bridge is in the works. Thank you. Mike Carleton 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: public comments 
Date: Saturday, August 05, 2017 12:03:23 PM 

You received a message from ajpcormier@gmail.com 

first, I would like future updates on this project 

My name and address are:  Adley Cormier, 631 Sixth Street, Lake Charles, LA  70601.  I serve on the City of Lake 
Charles Historic Preservation Commission. 

I wished to reaffirm that the general right of way for work on this corridor is not expected to be wider/greater than 
the current boundaries so that expected work will not impact on the two principle adjacent historic sites of 
Corporation Cemetery (at Moss and Church) and the Cantonment Atkinson/Bilbo Cemetery site at the south bend of 
Lakeshore Drive.  Should changes to design be contemplated, please advise of the possible impacts. 

As to general comments, the widespan option rather than the compensated foundation seems to me to be the wiser 
move  with the built elements chosen to avoid the known sites of contamination. 

As to the Sampson street issue, the possibility of a moveable bridge to direct traffic to Enterprise Boulevard seems 
the most useful.  I would urge that additional connections to Lakeshore Drive and Ryan Street would be great 
options as well.  Frankly, a movable bridge at the site of the Old Spanish Trail bridge along with an alignment of 
Sampson (which would run with no connection to I-10 at this site) to Mike Hooks to Marine St to Nelson would be 
a useful component to moving traffic from West Calcasieu to East Calcasieu. 

Page 46

mailto:rapid_contact@yoursite.com
mailto:aenglish@HNTB.com
mailto:ajpcormier@gmail.com


Page 47



Page 48



From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Bridge Calcasieu 
Date: Thursday, August 03, 2017 5:12:48 PM 

You received a message from craighcrawford@ygmail.com 

I just saw some possible alternate plans for the I-10 bridge that propose that it cut straight across Lake Charles. 
Please do not do this unless your plan is to ruin the entire lake and beauty of the lake. 

Figure B and Figure C of the plan are criminal and should treated as such. Please do not ruin our lake. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
Date: Thursday, August 10, 2017 10:38:00 PM 

You received a message from knapplk@bellsouth.net 

I was unable to attend the public hearing in Lake Charles last week, but wish to be included for further notice and 
discussion regarding one of the most important decisions regarding I-10 in the upcoming future.  First, I would 
suggest that the process as outlined needs to be streamlined and compressed.  The bridge is now obsolete and needs 
replacement underway now.  I understand the importance of the EIS and do not wish to undermine a thorough 
review, but suggest it needs to be done more expediently.  Second, as part of the assessment, there needs to be a 
through discussion of the impact of the contamination now under the bridge and its impact on cost and problems 
which might result.  Third, I would suggest a thorough look at an alternative location, north of the present site that 
might avoid the issue of the contamination, going through Moss Bluff. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Leonard Knapp, Jr.; 3320 Country Club Drive, Lake Charles, LA  70605; phone:  337-304-9300 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
Date: Thursday, August 10, 2017 10:38:00 PM 

You received a message from knapplk@bellsouth.net 

I was unable to attend the public hearing in Lake Charles last week, but wish to be included for further notice and 
discussion regarding one of the most important decisions regarding I-10 in the upcoming future.  First, I would 
suggest that the process as outlined needs to be streamlined and compressed.  The bridge is now obsolete and needs 
replacement underway now.  I understand the importance of the EIS and do not wish to undermine a thorough 
review, but suggest it needs to be done more expediently.  Second, as part of the assessment, there needs to be a 
through discussion of the impact of the contamination now under the bridge and its impact on cost and problems 
which might result.  Third, I would suggest a thorough look at an alternative location, north of the present site that 
might avoid the issue of the contamination, going through Moss Bluff. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Leonard Knapp, Jr.; 3320 Country Club Drive, Lake Charles, LA  70605; phone:  337-304-9300 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Feedback from the LC Yacht Club 
Date: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 10:28:47 AM 

You received a message from pg245091@hotmail.com 

I write on behalf of the board of directors of the Lake Charles Yacht Club (at the foot of the bridge). 
We welcome the renovation / replacement of the I10 bridge, which is long overdue. However, we object to the 
proposed route that goes across the middle of the lake: it would be an eyesore as well as a navigation hazard for 
small boats on the lake. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Public Hearing 
Date: Friday, August 04, 2017 7:41:02 PM 

You received a message from marcmcdonald81@bellsouth.net 

Will this graphics and information presented at the Aug 3 public meeting be posted on this website or elsewhere? 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Project impacts 
Date: Thursday, July 27, 2017 11:25:58 AM 

You received a message from brittneypoppell@gmail.com 

Good afternoon, 
Can you tell me if the Calcasieu River bridge project will require right of way acquisition? 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I10 Calcasieu Bridge Meeting 
Date: Friday, August 04, 2017 10:20:12 AM 

You received a message from patrickreilly015@gmail.com 

Is it possible to receive and review the slide presentation shown at the August 3rd meeting? I was not able to make 
the meeting because of work, but am very interested in this topic. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Bridge 
Date: Saturday, August 05, 2017 6:48:49 AM 

You received a message from cajunwelding@gmail.com 

1. This bridge is part of an interstate system that is regulated, in part by the federal gov. and should be be either 
built with federal funds or at least with grants for most of the project. 
2. 2-10  bridge supports south Lake Charles Area,  another bridge should be built where the I-10 bridge is, on I-10, 
to keep main flow of traffic on interstate system  that is only passing through as well as possibly keeping funding 
Fed.  It also serves as alternate route when south lake charles and 2-10 ro too congested. 
3. The new bridge has to be no less then 3 lanes per side rather then 2 due to the ever growing traffic. I know it will 
cost more but lake charles has long out grown its 2 lane system and will continue to become worse. Beaumont, Tx 
made the mistake of building a new or rebuilt 2 lane bridge and it only bottlenecks the traffic in both directions. 
Lake Charles needs to be smart and correct the danger of congestion while the chance is here. 
4. Lake Charles could have built a new bridge for 1/2 the cost a few short years ago, now we will pay premium steel, 
concrete, and labor cost due to the many projects in the area so cost should not even be spoken. We knew we had to 
upgrade or rebuild a bridge that was falling apart at an alarming rate, and we waited. Now we will have to bite the 
bullet, pull up our boots, and pay over prices. The cost will only rise over time as they have since Lake Charles was 
founded almost 150 years ago. Just get it done and ask President Trump for some of that infrastructure funding he 
promised. 
5. Don't over plan and spend a fortune on planners and pictures of a potential project, enough over priced project 
plans and studies on cost for a new bridge have been done in the past. Use one of the many studies and planning 
board reports that have already been  done for this project. we have spent millions of dollars on at least 2 or 3 studies 
only to say we can't afford it. What a waste of tax dollars!!! 

Jeff Robinson 
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From: Spain, Mike P. 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
Date: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 9:29:52 AM 
Attachments: image001.png 

Good Morning, 
Is there an engineers estimate on the construction cost/budget for this project??  We are trying to 
get an idea of the estimated size of the project.  Hope all is well and greatly appreciate the help.  If 
it’s easier to talk on the phone, please don’t hesitate to give me a call on my cell 407-367-9497. 
Thanks, 
Mike 

Mike Spain 
Business Development Manager 
T 407-331-3100 Ext. 50117 M 407-367-9497 
mpspain@laneconstruct.com 

The Lane Construction Corporation 
2601 Maitland Center Parkway 
Maitland, FL 32751 

www.laneconstruct.com 

Note: This message is for the named person's use only. It may contain confidential, proprietary 
or legally privileged information. No confidentiality or privilege is waived or lost by any miss-
transmission. If you receive this message in error, please immediately delete it and all copies 
of it from your system, destroy any hard copies of it and notify the sender. You must not, 
directly or indirectly, use, disclose, distribute, print, or copy any part of this message if you are 
not the intended recipient. LANE INDUSTRIES and any of its subsidiaries each reserve the 
right to monitor all e-mail communications through its networks. Any views expressed in this 
message are those of the individual sender, except where the message states otherwise and the 
sender is authorized to state them to be the views of any such entity. Thank You. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Friend Ships Comments on I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 
Date: Saturday, August 12, 2017 9:19:19 PM 

You received a message from dstipton@aol.com 

FRIEND SHIPS AREAS OF CONCERN 
Re: navigational needs for the Calcasieu River north of I-10 
• To lower the bridge will be to permanently destroy the potential maritime economic development for our 
community and drastically reduce property values for all the land owners. Ports and the maritime industry have an 
annual $33 billion impact to the State of Louisiana’s economy, approximately 23% of the gross state product.  Ports 
and the maritime industry have an impact of $5.7 billion in the job market by supporting 270,000 jobs directly and 
indirectly.  This is one in every eight jobs in the State.  In 2004, the Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal District 
passed a resolution to keep the bridge at its current height. For every dollar that comes into Lake Charles, 46% is 
related to the Calcasieu River Channel and it is forecast that within 10 years, the area’s maritime traffic will double. 

• The Army Corp of Engineers has proposed the North Lake Charles Riverfront Parkway and Redevelopment 
Plan that includes several marinas.  Lowering the bridge will severely limit the size of vessels that could utilize such 
marinas. 

• The American Press published an editorial in 2008 that details reasons that the advocates of a lower bridge are 
shortsighted. 

• Friend Ships has eight vessels that currently transit the Calcasieu River. 

• Friend Ships provides a completely unique product and is a key resource to this region-including large scale 
disaster relief with hot meal service, commodity distribution, medical services and house to house assistance for the 
elderly and others in need.  Our operations are one of kind. The impact to Friend Ships would be devastating when 
we are precluded from transiting the waterway if the proposed lowering of the bridge is enacted.  It would virtually 
shut down our current operations, prohibit future growth and eliminate our ability to expand. 

• After World War II the river banks in North Lake Charles housed hundreds of ships returning from the war. 

• Prior to the current bridge being constructed, vehicles were stopped at least 435 times a month for the Willow 
Drive Bridge to open and allow marine traffic to travel on the Calcasieu River, thus it was determined by the Coast 
Guard that the height of the current bridge should be 135’. Later, a railroad bridge was built in close vicinity to the 
current railroad bridge that made navigation difficult and brought marine traffic to North Lake Charles to a 
minimum.  This 2nd bridge was destroyed and dismantled in the 1970’s. Since that time, it seemed to have been 
forgotten that this deep water channel was available and significant ship traffic did not return for some time but the 
tremendous potential of this area still exists as a most valuable asset to the community.  In 2003, Friend Ships was 
made aware of this amazing deep water facility by a seismic company that was considering relocating their 
operation to North Lake Charles.  Shortly thereafter, discussions of lowering the bridge became public and this, of 
course, would serve to discourage any maritime operation from relocating north of the I-10 Bridge. 

• It is illegal to unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of the waters over which it is constructed according to 
33 US Code 494.  The Calcasieu River north of the I-10 Bridge is a remarkable, natural deep water channel that 
doesn’t require costly dredging. According to the Coast Guard regulations and settled law, they cannot allow a 
structure to be built over navigable waters of the United States that does not provide for the reasonable needs of 
current and foreseeable future navigation. 

• Our area is a natural safe harbor from storms, a very important safety benefit in our hurricane prone region. 

• As a support to our humanitarian work, Park West Children's Fund/ Friend Ships is now authorized by the 
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Coast Guard as a TWIC security dock for the moorage of US and foreign vessels. We currently operate a productive 
business here at Port Mercy providing moorage for ships that supports our operations.  The size of our own ships is 
only one part of the equation now in our interest in seeing the bridge stay high because we host ships of many 
different sizes and heights. 
• We would like to stress that our long-term future, as well as that of all the land owners who will be affected by 
the potential lowering of the I-10 Bridge, cannot be adequately predicted.  Throughout the 30 year history of Friend 
Ships, we have averaged one new vessel every 2.5 years.  Since these vessels are provided to us through donation 
and as the humanitarian need arises, we have no way to know the length, depth or air draft of such vessels in 
advance. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Proposed bridge alternatives 
Date: Friday, August 04, 2017 9:34:48 AM 

You received a message from QWICKONE@GMAIL.COM 

When will a document be available showing the new proposed alternate routes as displayed at the August 3rd 
meeting for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge be available? Thank you. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Public Comment about I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
Date: Friday, August 04, 2017 10:38:23 AM 

You received a message from volatilegx@gmail.com 

I am in favor of the project to construct a new I-10 bridge with three lanes in each direction and a shoulder on each 
side. The new bridge should be placed just to the North of the existing bridge. The proposed location for the bridge 
to the South should be rejected, as it will destroy the scenic beauty of our Lake Charles. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: i10 bridge and samson st interchange. 
Date: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 11:25:00 AM 

You received a message from mb0234@yahoo.com 

It seems to me that it would be more cost effective to reduce the proposed bridge that would not touch the EDC spill 
by adding a two lane exit ramp high enough to go over the RR track on Sampson and also have an entrance ramp 
coming back onto I-10 and looping under the interstate to continue east. 
Also, we should think of future infrastructure needs, as apparently leaders in the past did not, and increase the 
number of lanes to eight instead of six. We could actually use those eight lanes right now. 
Under no circumstances should we consider a compensated foundation for this bridge. Do not tamper with our water 
source; our ultimate source of survival. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: I-10 Bridege Lake Charles La. 
Date: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 12:33:08 PM 

You received a message from jrv@centurygrp.com 

I would like to see a committee of local public officials meet with all parties involved with the pollution issue to get 
it settled as soon as possible. Also the design of the bridge could mimic the same I-10 Bridge over the Sabine River 
where large tug boats could continue to service the port property just north of it. Have three lanes each side and the 
outside west lane could veer over the railroad tracks and tie into the Westlake entrance road.We need to start 
immediately so that we can build the bridge just north of the existing bridge before it is shut down due to cracked 
beams etc.. As a small business owner in Sulphur we are seeing the impact of slow traffic with both bridges open. If 
I-10 is shutdown it will be a disaster for the economy in SW La. and have a large impact on adjacent states along the 
gulf coast. The neighboring states will help us get funding because I-10 is a major pipeline for the gulf coast 
economy. 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles Bridge 
To: April English 
Subject: Comments on I-10 Bridge project 
Date: Monday, August 07, 2017 11:46:33 AM 

You received a message from wranoskys@yahoo.com 

I viewed the online video presentation of last Thursday's public meeting.  I'm sorry I was not at that meeting.  I 
applaud efforts to undertake the re-building of the I-10 bridge, since it's obviously a current high risk collapse.  I am 
not an engineer, but if I grasped all the problems and choices we're faced with, I would support the most 
conservative approach to the replacement.  That seems to me to be the long span or two bridges together North of 
the current bridge, to be anchored with the safest foundation outside of the EDC area. 
Thanks for the opportunity to make my comment on this very important decision.  Sincerely, Linda Wranosky, 4004 
Woodcrest Street, Lake Charles, LA 70605 
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Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD), in conjunction with the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), are preparingan Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project. The proposed project is approximately 9 miles in 
length and includes alternatives for improvements to I-10 in the Lake Charles region between the 
I-210 interchanges, including the Calcasieu River Bridge (see Figure 1). 

Figure 1: Project Location Map 

The purpose and need of the proposed Project is to (a) address the lack of system connectivity 
on I-10; (b) reduce congestion; (c) address roadway and bridge deficiencies; and (d) address 
roadway and bridge safety concerns. The alternatives developed to address the above needs will 
be evaluated in the EIS. An EIS studies a range of reasonable alternatives, demonstrates 
compliance with environmental laws, and provides a means for public and agency input into the 
decision-making process. 

1 



       

 

         
      

         
     

       
       

     
   

           
         

  

    

      
       

  
 
 

  

          
     

  

       

         
      

        
     

  
     

   
          

         
  

   
    

  

 
  

          
    

 

Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

The following document summarizes the input obtained as part of the third round of agency and 
public meetings associated with the proposed project. The purpose of these meetings was to 
present project features such as the study area and purpose and need (previously presented at
the 2013 Scoping Meeting) and obtain input on the proposed Preliminary Alternatives, including 
a newalternative, PBA5 with Sub-Alternative G, developed after the previous public meeting held 
in August 2017. Also presentedat the meeting were the draft alternatives screening methodology, 
the draft screening results, and the LADOTD/FHWA recommended Reasonable Alternatives for 
detailed evaluation in the EIS. Meeting attendees were given the opportunity to comment on these 
items as well as all aspects of the project. Note: these are recommendations only; the 
Reasonable Alternatives will not be formally identified until public and agency input is incorporated 
into the screening of alternatives. 

2.0 ELECTED OFFICIAL/AGENCY BRIEFING & PUBLIC MEETING #3 

The second elected officials/agencybriefing and thirdpublic meeting were held on Thursday,April 
25, 2019 at the following location, pictured in Figure 2: 

Recreation District #1 
Multipurpose Complex
1221 Sampson Street 
Westlake, LA 70669 

The elected officials/agency briefing was held from 2:30 PM to 3:30 PM, followed by the public 
meeting from 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM. 

Figure 2: Meeting Location 
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Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

2.1 Advertisement & Outreach 

Multiple avenues of advertisement and outreach were utilized to inform the agencies, public, and 
other stakeholders about the meetings. They are as follows: 

• Agency Meeting Invite Letters - Agency meeting invitation letters mailed to over 100 
Federal, state, and local agency representatives and tribes; and over 40 local and 
legislative elected officials. See Appendix A-1 for example invite letter and list of invitees. 

• Public Meeting Notices - Postcards were mailed and emailed to over 200 individuals 
owning property located adjacent to the Preliminary Alternatives. See Appendix A-2 for 
a copy of the postcard. 

• Newspaper Advertisements - Ran in the Lake Charles American Press two weeks and 
one week prior to the public meeting. See Appendix A-3 for the meeting advertisement 
copy and tear sheets from the newspaper. 

• Virtual Public Meeting– A virtual public meeting was created and placed on the project 
website, www.i10lakecharles.com. All exhibits and materials from the meeting were 
posted to the website on April 20, 2019. 

• Press Release – Sent to local television and media outlets. See Appendix A-4. 

2.2 Meeting Attendance 

The elected officials/agency briefing was attended by 7 agency representatives and elected 
officials. Public Meeting #3 was attended by 54 individuals, not including LADOTD, FHWA and 
the Consultant Team. Public meeting participants represented a wide range of interests and 
included members of the public, members of community organizations, elected officials and 
agencies. Copies of the sign-in sheets from the briefing and meeting are included in Appendices 
B-1 and B-2, respectively. Project Team sign-in sheets are provided in Appendix B-3. 

2.3 Meeting Format and Materials 

The briefing began with a welcome from LADOTD, followed by introductions of attendees and a 
brief presentation by the Project Team. A repeating presentation explaining the purpose of the 
meeting and providing an overview was then shown, followed by a question/answer session. 

The nine stations were set up prior to the briefing so that attendees could view materials to be 
presented later in the evening to the public. A copy of the repeating presentation is included in 
Appendix C-1. 

The public meeting utilized an open-house format with nine distinct stations, including a station 
where attendees could view the repeating presentation and meeting materials. Project Team 
members were available at every station to provide information and answer questions. 

The nine public meeting stations are described below, in the order that they were intended to be 
viewed by the public. The materials available at each station are summarized in Table 1 and 
described below. 
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Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

Station 1: Welcome & Sign-In - At this station, members of the public signed in, learned about 
the meeting format, and received introductory handout materials. Materials handed out 
(Appendix C-2) included: 

• A public meeting program guide describing the meeting format and station set-up; 
• A project features handout describing the proposed improvements and Preliminary 

Alternatives; and 
• A comment form. 

Station 2: Presentation – This station was set up for attendees to view a repeating presentation 
on a large screen. The presentation provided a project overview, outlined the Preliminary 
Alternatives (including new alternative PBA 5 with Sub Alternative G), discussed the alternatives
screening process, and instructed the public on how to submit comments. The presentation was 
designed to repeat after each showing so that attendees could viewit at any time over the duration 
of the public meeting (Appendix C-1). 

Station 3: Project Overview – Three exhibit boards (Appendix C-3) were on display at this 
station: 

• A map of the project study area; 
• An exhibit describing the purpose and need of the project and; 
• An exhibit providing information about the EIS process and anticipated project timeline 

Station 4: Environmental – Four exhibit boards (Appendix C-4) were on display at this station: 

• Two constraints maps presenting the environmental constraints identified to-date (an east 
exhibit and west exhibit); 

• An exhibit describing Section 106 of the NRHP, the Programmatic Agreement for Historic 
Bridges as it relates to the Calcasieu River Bridge. 

Station 5:PreliminaryAlternatives and Alternatives Screening Process– Two exhibit boards 
(Appendix C-5) were on display at this station: 

• An exhibit outlining the Preliminary Alternatives; and 
• An exhibit presenting the screening process – or how the Preliminary Alternatives will be 

narrowed to Reasonable Alternatives for further evaluation in the EIS. 

Station 6: Features of the Preliminary Build Alternatives – Three exhibits (Appendix C-6) 
were on display at this station: 

• A large 8-feet by 10-feet display of the project area with callouts for major features of the 
Preliminary Build Alternatives, including but not limited to what improvements are 
planned along the entire project corridor,different construction method possibilities in/over 
the EDC contamination area, and visual examples of howthe new main-span of the 
Calcasieu River Bridge could look; and 

• Three exhibit boards outlining access to/fromI-10 at Sampson Street: One for
Preliminary Sub-Alternatives A-C, one for Preliminary Sub-Alternatives D-F, and one for 
Preliminary Sub-Alternative G. 

Station 7: Schematics – This station included drawings of the proposed Preliminary Build 
Alternatives and associated Sampson Street Sub-Alternatives laid out on long tables for public 
viewing. The station also included one exhibit board detailing which Preliminary Sub-Alternatives 
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Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

were associated with each Preliminary Build Alternative and laminated schematic diagrams of 
the PBA+Sub-Alt combinations. The Potential Construction Detours were also presented on 
laminated sheets for review of phasing with pre-construction activities and potential detours 
during construction. Copies of these materials are provided in Appendix C-7. 

Station 8: Screening Results – Three exhibit boards (Appendix C-8) were on display at this 
station: 

• An exhibit outlining all 11 screening objectives and associated screening measures; 
• An exhibit providing a high-level overview of the draft screening results; and 
• An exhibit identifying the recommended Reasonable Alternatives for further evaluation in 

the EIS. 

Multiple laminated copies of the draft alternatives screening matrices were available at this station 
providing the public with an opportunity to view details of the results from the alternatives 
screening process that led to the Reasonable Alternatives being recommended for evaluation in 
the EIS. 

Station 9: We Want to Hear from You - This station included a sitting area and comment forms 
for meeting participants to complete and submit comment forms at the meeting venue. Station 9 
also presented an exhibit detailing the various methods members of the public could obtain more 
information or provide comments on the project. At the end of the meeting, all written comments 
were collected from the comment box and are included in the compilation in Appendix D. 

The materials described at each of the nine stations above are summarized in Table 1.  Photos 
from the meetings are included in Appendix E. In addition to these materials, right-of-way 
specialists from LADOTD were available at a table to answer questions from the public and 
present information in the LADOTD Acquisition of Right of Way and Relocation Assistance 
Brochure (Appendix F). 

2.4 Virtual Public Meeting 

Figure 3 illustrates the webpage used to present the virtual public meeting. The webpage was 
activated on April 20, 2019 and was maintained through the end of the public comment period 
on May 5, 2019. According to the website analytics (Figure 4), the virtual public meeting page 
was viewed 238 times during that period for an average period of 2 minutes 25 seconds. 
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Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

Table 1: Public Meeting Materials 
Station Type Title 

Station 1: 
Welcome & Sign-In 

Handout 

Handout 

Handout 

Public Meeting Program Guide 

Project Features 

Comment Form 

Station 2: 
Presentation Television Repeating Presentation 

Station 3: 
Project Overview 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Study Area Map 

Purpose and Need 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Process and Timeline 

Station 4: 
Environmental 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Constraints Map (West) 

Constraints Map (East) 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
Station 5: 
Preliminary
Alternatives and 
Alternatives Screening 
Process 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Preliminary Alternatives 

Alternatives Screening Process 

Station 6: 
Features of the 
Preliminary Build 
Alternatives 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Features of the Preliminary Build Alternatives 

Preliminary Sub-Alternatives A-C 

Preliminary Sub-Alternatives D-F 

Exhibit Board Preliminary Sub-Alternative G 

Station 7: 
Schematics 

Exhibit Board 

Aerial Roll Plots 

Aerial Roll Plots 

Preliminary Build Alternatives with Sub-Alternatives 

Preliminary Build Alternatives 1 – 3 with Sub-Alternatives A - E 

Preliminary Build Alternative 4 with Sub-Alternatives A & B 

Laminated 11x17 Construction Phasing and Potential Detours 

Station 8: 
Screening Results 

Exhibit Board 

Exhibit Board 

Laminated 11x17 

Screening Objectives 

Screening Results 

Alternatives Screening Matrices 

Station 9:  
We Want to Hear from 
You! 

Exhibit Board We Want to Hear from You! 

6 



       

  

       

  

Public Meeting Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

Figure 3: Virtual Public Meeting Webpage 
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Public Involvement Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

Figure 4: Website Analytics with Public Involvement Timeline 

April 20-May 5, 2019 

April 1-April 30, 2019 
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Public Involvement Summary Report I-10 Improvements & Calcasieu River Bridge 

2.5 Comments 

2.5.1 Agency Comments 

Table 2: Agency Comments 
Name Organization Title 

Walter Council  IMCAL  Regional Transportation 
Planner III 

Della Hoffpauir  Westlake City Council Councilwoman District C 

2.5.2 Public Meeting Comments 

The public comment period opened on April 25, 2019 and ended May 5, 2019. Attendees could 
provide comments through a variety of methods, including the following: 

 Submitting a written or verbal comment at Public Meeting Station 9; 
 Mailing a written comment to I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project c/o HNTB Corporation, 

10000 Perkins Rowe, Suite 640, Baton Rouge, LA 70810; or 
 Logging on to the project website (www.i10lakecharles.com) and visiting the Virtual Public 

Meeting or selecting Contact Us. 

Table 3 lists the number of comments received by method in which they were submitted. 

Table 3: Number of Comments Received   
Submission Method * Number of Comments 

Comment Form at Public Meeting 8 
US Mail/E-Mail  2 
Project Website 21 

Total Comments Received 31 

Copies of all comments received through these channels are included in Appendix D-1. 
Table 4 summarizes the comments received by name and date, and provides a response from 
LADOTD. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix 

Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Source Response 

Harbison, 
Richard 5/3/19 

Phillips 66 fully supports thoughtful 
improvements to the Calcasieu River 
crossing, believes that PBA 1-F should be 
included in the recommended reasonable 
alternatives, and should not be screened 
out. They disagree with DOTD’s reliance on 
the 2016 data and its risk assessment of 
construction in the EDC area. Detailed 
summary of these comments are attached. 

Mail Detailed responses to these comments are provided in Appendix D-2. 

Richardson, 
Danielle 4/26/19 

1. Do you know when they will buy property if 
this bridge happens? 

2. Suggests an additional bridge at the end of 
Mike Hooks road ending at the port area to 
help traffic congestion, as well as a ferry. 

3. Supports a new bridge and does not mind 
paying for it with tolls. 

Website 

1. Once the Reasonable Alternatives are identified, the potential 
ROW impacts will be assessed and disclosed in the EIS. Final 
determination about specific properties that need to be acquired 
will be determined after project planning is complete. At this time, 
a date for acquisitions has not been set. 

2. The proposed alternatives will address traffic and connectivity on 
the south side of the proposed mainline from the river to I-210/I-
10 interchange west end including Mike Hooks Road and the port 
area. 

3. Comment noted. 

Partin, Ryan 4/26/19 Close the entrance ramp from Westlake. It is 
too close to the bridge. Website 

The Sampson Street Sub-Alternatives would improve connectivity, 
congestion, and safety along Sampson Street and the I-10 Calcasieu 
River Bridge. 

Gothreaux, 
Timothy 4/26/19 Need for new I-10 bridge is Imminent. Website Comment noted. 

Cangelose, 
Laura 4/26/19 

Desperate need for relief in the area. 
Temporary inconvenience is worth it for a long-
term solution. 

Website Comment noted. 

Woods, 
Melissa 4/26/19 

Prefers doing nothing rather than causing more 
traffic delays and alternate routes. Does not 
support tolling or any of the alternatives 

Website Comment noted. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix (cont.) 

Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Source Response 

Steiner, 
Andrew 4/26/19 

Does not support PBA 4. Supports moveable 
bridge for Sulphur Avenue and extension to I-
10 to provide alternate route to mainline 
bridge. Sees advantage of and would accept 
extension all the way to Enterprise. Supports 
overpasses crossing the railroads. 

Website Comment noted. 

Young, Blaine 4/26/19 

1. Supports the movable bridge connecting I-
10 and Sampson St. Supports overpass in 
Westlake for Westbound traffic. 

2. Another option for that could be build the 
overpass/interstate entrance off of Sulphur 
Ave. That way while its being built Sampson 
wouldn't be shut down. 

Website 1.Comments noted. 
2.Only PBA 5-G would close Sampson Street during construction. 

Hale, Mary 4/26/19 
Supports the Sulphur Avenue extension. 
Supports any ideas to solve traffic/train 
conflicts. Supports tolls. 

Website Comments noted. 

Benoit, 
Jeremy 4/26/19 

Paying police officers to be present along the 
foot of the I-10 bridge especially westbound at 
the Lakeshore Dr. feeder road, and entrance 
ramp, should at least be implementing the 
zipper method to keep traffic flowing. Most of 
the problem lies in the fact that 18 wheelers 
merge to the left lanes, and can't climb the 
bridge well. Signs need to be replaced, and/or 
added to ensure they stay in right lane on 
bridge. 

Website Comments noted. 

Rebekah 4/27/19 
Does not support tolls; supports flat fee at an 
extremely reduced rate for residents of 
Calcasieu Parish. 

Website Comment noted. 

Cain, Dave 4/27/19 Does not support tolls due to already high 
taxes. Website Comment noted. 

Reagan 4/28/19 Does not support tolls. Website Comment noted. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix (cont.)  

Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Source Response 

Ellender, 
Kelvin 4/28/19 

Great presentation, to update the public on 
your plans concerning the Calcasieu River-I-10 
Bridge. Not impressed with length of study; 
This plan is to improve the I-10 corridor from I-
210 to I-210 exits. Now, that is a great plan for 
Lake Charles, but it is VERY short sighted for 
those of us west of the west most I-210 exit. 
Although you plan would help Lake Charles 
residents exit I-10 onto the northern streets of 
Lake Charles, your plan does nothing about the 
three exchanges that must handle the full force 
of construction workers of all industries except 
for SASOL and about half of Phillips 66. Those 
of us who live west of the river must deal with 
the traffic on Hwy 27, Hwy 90, Cities Service 
and Old Spanish Trail. All of these are paths 
that the workers take to their jobs, that are 
over congested and are the real traffic issue. 
Yes, we need another, wider, I-10 bridge. Yes, 
we need a wider I-210 bridge. But the roads 
that the workers are traveling all lead there. 
Alleviate congestion by having larger bridges; 
But the money that you are planning on 
spending to improve the corridor from I-210 
exit to I-210 exit, would be MUCH better spent 
widening the I-10 corridor where the most 
traffic congestion is. 

Website Comments noted. 

Woodside, 
Joe 4/28/19 Does not support tolls. Website Comment noted. 

Bengston, 
Lynn 4/29/19 Does not support tolls for Westlake residents. If 

tolled need other options for non-toll route. Website Comment noted. 

Duhon, 
Matthew J. 4/29/19 Does not support tolls due to already high 

taxes. Website Comment noted. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix (cont.)  

Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Source Response 

Duhon, 
Howard 4/29/19 Does not support tolls. Website Comment noted. 

DeVore, 
Daniel 4/29/19 Does not support tolls due to already high 

taxes. Website Comment noted. 

Landry, 
Patrick 5/3/19 

Supports moving forward with evaluation of 
PBA 2-C, PBA 3-A, and PBA 5-G.  Other design 
recommendations include: 
• Elevate I-10 over US-171 to help improve I-10 

geometry and interchange connectivity w/ 
minimum impact. 

• I-10 near Ryan Street - Remove WB off ramp 
to LS Drive to reduce restricted movement 
controls. 

• Remove EB on ramp from LS Drive to improve 
ramp spacing and add connection from I-10 
WB SR to I-10 EB SR to improve Ryan St. 
Access. 

• Include I-10 geometric improvements at RR 
overpass near Opelousas St. 

• Add 3 thru lanes at all 2 lane sections in study 
area including I-210 interchanges between 
ramp connections. 

Website 

The current proposal for I-10 is three lanes on the I-10 mainline and 
bridge in each direction between the I-210 interchanges. The traffic 
analysis to be prepared as part of the EIS will determine if this 
number will meet the needs of future traffic. 
Other proposed improvements along I-10 between the I-210 
interchanges include: 
• Replacement of the I-10 EB to I-210 ramp bridge. 
• Six-lane overpass of PPG Drive. 
• Changes to US 90 overpass to allow for widening of the I-10 

mainline. 
• Access improvements for Sampson St. to/from I-10. 
• Six-lane overpasses with improved vertical clearance at Veterans 

Memorial Blvd., Ryan St., Bilbo St., Kirkman St., Enterprise Blvd., 
Shattuck St., and Opelousas St., and RR overpass near Opelousas 
St. New U-turns under the overpasses as needed. 

• Improvements to US 171 overpass to allow for widening and 
improving vertical clearance. 

• Replacement of the Calcasieu River Bridge 
• Required drainage improvements. 

Kramer, 
Daniel A. 5/3/19 

Against the 73' minimum under-span height of 
the bridge. Bridge should continue to have the 
135' vertical clearance to support the 
businesses north of the proposed Interstate 10 
Calcasieu River Bridge, such as Louisiana Scrap 
Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. and Friend 
Ships. Consideration of these businesses should 
include assistance with locating and acquiring 
commercial deepwater port facilities south of 
the proposed I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 

Website 

In accordance with the USCG Bridge Program, Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation White Paper (2012) and as part of the EIS, LADOTD will 
evaluate if any current or reasonably foreseeable future navigation 
would be unreasonably obstructed by the proposed I-10 Calcasieu 
River Bridge. Mitigation for impacts to navigation may include 
modifications to reduce the air drafts of the affected vessels or 
identification of locations south of the bridge that could 
accommodate these. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix (cont.)  

Balmos, David 5/3/19 

1. Two suggestions for PBA 5-G 
Shift the alignment of Sampson Street north 
of I-10 to the east, still within existing ROW, 
the elevated interchange could be 
constructed while traffic remains on the 
current at-grade pavement.  The shift 
eastward would essentially fall on the same 
location as the proposed new at-grade 
access road was shown at the public 
meeting.   The at-grade access could be 
provided by the current pavement. 
Basically, switch the location of the 
proposed elevated pavement and the 
proposed at-grade pavement.  Some partial 
closure of Sampson Street would still be 
required at the tie-in at the northern limit of 
the new-location alignment.  But this 
approach would likely eliminate the need to 
fully close the Sampson Street intersection 
during construction. 

2. Suggest that the westbound exit ramp from 
I-10 to Sampson Street be aligned with the 
westbound entrance ramp to I-10. There 
are multiple solutions to construct the 
elevated ramp across the EDC plume 
including shallow foundations (short spans 
with driven piles of a depth of 25' +/- that 
would be well above the depth of the EDC 
contaminates), or compensated foundations 
that are recommended as on one the 
feasible solutions being carried forward by 
the project team or fill sections with MSE 
retaining walls.  Any of these solutions could 
be evaluated further to improve the 
operations of the future Sampson Street 
interchange. 

Website 

1. This suggestion was considered during development of PBA 5-G 
but was not pursued because it would not avoid closure of 
Sampson Street and would also require the acquisition of 
additional ROW at the tie-in to Sulphur Avenue where the ROW 
narrows (the proposed at-grade access road lies within existing 
ROW). However, if PBA 5-G is brought forward for evaluation and 
refinement in the EIS, the impacts from shifting of the alignment 
will be weighed against the potential benefit of reducing the 
frequency and duration of Sampson Street closures. 

2. The project team developed PBA 5-G to maintain the interchange 
at Sampson Street and minimize the risks associated with the EDC 
contamination. If PBA 5-G is brought forward for evaluation in the 
EIS, the design will be refined to meet design criteria as well as 
optimize traffic operations. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix (cont.)  

Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Source Response 

Knapp Jr., 
Leonard 5/1/19 

1. Suggest plan for 40 year minimum of bridge 
and under structure to support 8 lanes (4 
each way, plus space for on off ramp 
slowdowns.  Current bridge approaching 50 
years of service - will we be less reliant on 
vehicles in future.  Wider bridge - even if not 
utilized immediately.  Also expand I-10 
access roads to encompass larger volume. 
Also could then have separate lane - HOV. 

2. PBA 4 needs further work up to identify 
desirability and problems. 

3. PBA 5 - probably too steep to bring down 
without effect on EDC area.  Then would 

Public 
Meeting 

1. The current proposal for I-10 is three lanes on the I-10 mainline 
and bridge in each direction between the I-210 interchanges. The 
traffic analysis to be prepared as part of the EIS will determine if 
this number will meet the needs of future traffic. 

2. Comment noted. 
3. Comment noted. 

need to span EDC area at grade anyway. 
4. PBA 1 - Object to going through EDC and 

create pathways to drinking water. 
5. PBA 2&3 - Probably okay if EDC area is not 

breached. 
6. Sampson Street Sub Alternatives goal should 

be for going both east and west from 
Sampson to access I-10 while going over RR 
tracks above or below and avoiding any 
disturbance of EDC contaminated area. 

7. Favors Sub-Alt E joining I-10 west of Ryan St. 

4. Comment noted. 
5. Comment noted. 
6. Comment noted. 
7. Comment noted. 

Council, 
Walter 4/25/19 

MPO staff, TAC, and TPC believe that a 
bike/ped shared path should be incorporated 
into the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge project 
because this will be the only opportunity in the 
next 50-75 years to create a bike/ped 
connection from Lake Charles to Westlake. 

Officials 
Briefing 
and 
Public 
Meeting 

LADOTD Complete Streets Policy (2016) supports consideration of 
bicycle and pedestrian accommodations on all new and 
reconstruction roadway projects appropriate to the context of the 
roadway. However, LRS 32:263 prohibits the use of LA interstate 
highways by pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-motorized 
vehicles. 

Hoffpauir, 
Della 4/25/19 

Supports PBA 5-G; does not support 
alternatives that propose extension to Ryan 
Street or Enterprise (Sub-Alts A, B, C, D, E) 

Officials 
Briefing Comment noted. 
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Table 4: Comments and Response Matrix (cont.)  

Name 
(Last/First) Date Comment(s) Source Response 

Johnson, Mike 4/25/19 Please use all federal tax dollars and state 
matching funds before a toll bridge 

Public 
Meeting Comment noted. 

Price Jr., Rob 4/25/19 Concerned about truck access in and out of 
Mike Hooks Road. 

Public 
Meeting 

Impacts to access in and out of Mike Hooks Road during construction 
will be temporary and detours available. The traffic analysis to be 
prepared as part of the EIS will evaluate operations at the Sampson 
Street interchange and frontage roads on the south side of the 
proposed I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge project and determine if the 
proposed design should be reconsidered. 

Rau, Fred 4/25/19 Supports PBA 5-G Public 
Meeting Comment noted. 

Rau, Denise 4/25/19 Supports PBA 5-G and would like to expedite 
the EIS Process 

Public 
Meeting Comment noted. 

Bergeron, 
Michael 4/25/19 

Does not support Sulphur Ave extension that 
would relocate middle school (Sub-Alts A, B, C, 
D, E). 

Public 
Meeting Comment noted. 

Jones, Sam 
Houston 4/17/19 Public Private Partnership should be 

considered. Email Funding sources that will be considered include Public Private 
Partnerships. 
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Environmental Section 

PO Box 94245 | Baton Rouge, LA  70804-9245 John Bel Edwards, Governor 

ph: 225-242-4502 | fx: 225-242-4500 Shawn D. Wilson, Ph.D., Secretary 

April 10, 2019 

Mr. Judd Bares 
President 
Calcasieu Parish Police Jury 
2220 Bon Vie Drive 
Sulphur, LA 70665 

RE: Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge (I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana 
State Project No. H.003931 
F.A.P. No. BR-10-1(212)29 

Dear Mr. Bares: 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) and the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA) invite you to an agency and public officials briefing for the 

above-captioned project. The purpose of the briefing is to present Preliminary Build 

Alternative (PBA) 5-G, which was developed by LADOTD in response to comments received 

after the public meeting held in August 2017. PBA 5-G proposes a fully directional 

interchange at Sampson Street in Westlake. Details of this PBA will be exhibited along with 

previously presented PBAs 1-4. We are soliciting your comments on PBA 5-G and the other 

proposed PBAs, the alternatives screening process, and the reasonable alternatives 

recommended for detailed evaluation in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

The briefing will be held in the board room of Recreation District 1 Multipurpose Complex 
from 2:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m. on April 25, 2019 at the below address: 

Ward 4 Recreation District 1 
Multipurpose Complex 
1221 Sampson Street 
Westlake, LA 70669 

Representatives from DOTD, FHWA, and the consultant team will facilitate a discussion on 
issues material to the additional PBA, the evaluation and screening of all PBAs, and the 
results of that screening leading to recommended Reasonable Alternatives to be studied in 
greater detail as part of the EIS. 

Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development | 1201 Capitol Access Road | Baton Rouge, LA 70802 | 225-379-1200 

An Equal Opportunity Employer | A Drug-Free Workplace | Agency of Louisiana.gov | dotd.la.gov 

https://dotd.la.gov
https://Louisiana.gov


  
  

                   
                   

              
             

                 
              

  

          

 

    
   

     

   
    

Mr. Bares 
Page 2 

We would also like to remind you that a public meeting will be held at the same location on 
the same day from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. The public has been invited to this meeting to 
learn more about the project, discuss issues, and ask questions. Comments will be accepted 
at the meeting or by mail postmarked no later than May 5, 2019. 

If you have any questions or would like to discuss the proposed project in more detail, please 
contact me at (225) 242-4501 or Mr. Joachim Umeozulu, the Project Manager, at (225) 379-
1386. 

Thank you in advance for your interest in this project. 

Sincerely, 

Noel A. Ardoin, P.E. 
Environmental Engineer Administrator 

Enclosure: Project Location Map 

cc: Project File 
Joe Umeozulu, DOTD 



     

       
 

   

           

             

             

           
             

 

   
         

           
           

           

                 
     

             

 
   

       
             
             

 
         
         

       
 

         
           

         
       

     
       

       
            

 

   

 

   

     

 
     

 
 

 

           

               
            

 
      

 
    

 
     

 
    

 
           

 
    

 
           

 
    

 
           

 
    

 
           

 
    

                 

           
           

                
                  
                

             
   

                  
            

                 

 
     

   
    

              
                
                 

            
              
              

           
   

              
               
              

               
             
             
             

              

      
   

        
   

        
   

         
   

         
   

           
            
          

           

   

Salutation First Name Last Name Title  Agency/Organization Phone E‐mail Mailing Address City State Zip 

Mr. Judd Bares President Calcasieu Parish Police Jury 337‐304‐2613 jbares@cppj.net 2220 Bon Vie Drive Sulphur LA 70665 
Mr. Mack Dellafosse President Calcasieu Parish School Board 337‐477‐6019 mack.dellafosse@cpsb.org 1724 Kirkman St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Mr. 
Tony Mancuso Sheriff Calcasieu Parish Sheriff's Office (337) 491‐3715 

sherifftmancuso@cpso.com 
5400 East Broad Street Lake Charles LA 70615 

Ms. 
Mary Morris Council Member, District A City of Lake Charles (337) 497‐ 5135 

citycouncil@cityoflc.us 
326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Ms. 
Luvertha August Council Member, District B City of Lake Charles (337) 439‐5135 

citycouncil@cityoflc.us 
326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Mr. 
Rodney Geyen Council Member, District C, President City of Lake Charles (337) 433‐4018 

citycouncil@cityoflc.us 
326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Mr. 
John  Ieyoub Council Member, District D, V.P. City of Lake Charles (337) 436‐8113 

citycouncil@cityoflc.us 
326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Mr. 
Stuart Weatherford Council Member, District E City of Lake Charles (337) 540‐9035 

citycouncil@cityoflc.us 
326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Mr. Johnnie Thibodeaux Council Member, District F City of Lake Charles (337) 478‐3633 citycouncil@cityoflc.us 326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 

Mr. Mark  Eckard Council Member, District G City of Lake Charles (337) 474‐3976 citycouncil@cityoflc.us 326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 
Honorable Nic Hunter Mayor City of Lake Charles (337) 491‐1201 mayorsactionline@cityoflc.us 326 Pujo St Lake Charles LA 70601 
Mr. Dru Ellender Council Member District 1 City of Sulphur (337) 309‐6535 dellender@sulphur.org 1100 E. Carlton St. Sulphur LA 70663 
Mr. Mike Koonce Council Member District 2 City of Sulphur (337) 309-6448 mkoonce@sulphur.org 404 Navarre St. Sulphur LA 70663 
Ms. Melinda Hardy Council Member District 3 City of Sulphur (337) 244‐6382 mmhardy@sulphur.org 600 Cherry St. Sulphur LA 70663 

Ms. Joy Abshire Council Member District 4 City of Sulphur (337) 263‐7146 jabshire@sulphur.org 2064 Louise St. 
Sulphur LA 70663 

MS. Mandy Thomas Council Member District 5 City of Sulphur (337) 6302‐4538 mthomas@sulphur.org 12 Eucalyptus St. Sulphur LA 70663 
Honorable Mike  Danahay Mayor City of Sulphur (337) 527‐4500 mayorsoffice@sulphur.org 101 N. Huntington St. Sulphur LA 70663 
Mr. Skeeter Hayes Council Member, Seat A City of Westlake c/o City Clerk P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 

Mr. 
Jeremy Cryer Council Member, Seat B City of Westlake 

c/o City Clerk 
P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 

Ms. Betty Bates Council Member, Seat C City of Westlake c/o City Clerk P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 
Mr. Dan  Racca Council Member, Seat D City of Westlake c/o City Clerk P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 
Mr. Kenny Brown Council Member, Seat E City of Westlake c/o City Clerk P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 
Honorable Robert "Bob" Hardey Mayor City of Westlake (337) 433‐0691 bellpepperbc@yahoo.com P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 
Honorable Steve Scalise United States House Of Representatives District 01 (202) 225‐3015 2338 Rayburn HOB Washington DC 20515 
Honorable Cedric Richmond United States House Of Representatives District 02 (202) 225‐6636 420 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515 

Honorable Clay Higgins United States House Of Representatives District 03 (202) 225‐2031 1711 Longworth HOB 
Washington DC 20515 

Honorable Mike Johnson United States House Of Representatives District 04 (202) 225‐2777 327 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515 
Honorable Ralph Abraham, M.D. United States House Of Representatives District 05 (202) 225‐8490 417 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515 
Honorable Garret Graves United States House Of Representatives District 06 (202) 225) 3901 430 Cannon HOB Washington DC 20515 
Mr. Jeff Landry Attorney General Louisiana State Attorney General (225) 326‐6079 ConstituentServices@ag.louisiana.gov P.O. Box 94005 Baton Rouge LA 70804‐9095 
Senator Dan "Blade" Morrish Louisiana State Senator, District 25 (337) 824‐3979 morrishd@legis.la.gov 119 W. Nezpique St. Jennings LA 70546 
Senator Ronnie Johns Louisiana State Senator, District 27 (337) 491‐2016 johnsr@legis.la.gov 1011 Lakeshore Dr., Ste. 515 Lake Charles LA 70602 
Senator John R Smith Louisiana State Senator, District 30 (337) 238‐2709 smithj@legis.la.gov 611‐B South 5th Street Leesville LA 71446 
Honorable Stephen C. Dwight LA House Representative, District 35 (337) 491‐2315 dwights@legis.la.gov P.O. Box 12703 Lake Charles LA 70612‐2703 

Honorable Dorothy Sue Hill  LA House Representative, District 32 (800) 259‐2118 hilld@legis.la.gov 529 Tramel Road Dry Creek LA 70637 

Honorable Stuart Moss LA House Representative, District 33 (337) 527‐5581 mossstuart@legis.la.gov 1918 Maplewood Dr.  Sulphur LA 70663 

Honorable A B Franklin LA House Representative, District 34 (337) 491‐2320 franklina@legis.la.gov 2808 E. Broad St. Lake Charles LA 70605 

Honorable Mark Abraham LA House Representative, District 36 (337) 475‐3016 abrahamm@legis.la.gov 130 Jamestown Road Lake Charles LA 70605 

Honorable John E. Guinn LA House Representative, District 37 (337) 824‐0376 guinnj@legis.la.gov P.O. Box 287 Jennings LA 70546 
Honorable Bob Hensgens LA House Representative, District 47 (337) 893‐5035 hensgensb@legis.la.gov 407 Charity St Abbeville LA 70510 
Senator Bill Cassidy, M.D. U.S. Senator U.S. Senate (337) 493‐5398 520 Hart Senate Office Building Washington DC 20510 
Senator John Kennedy U.S. Senator U.S. Senate (202) 224‐4623 SR383, Russell Senate Building Washington DC 20510 
Ms. Andrea Mahfouz City Clerk City of Westlake (337)433‐0691 cityclerk@cityofwestlake.org P.O. Box 700 Westlake LA 70669 
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Salutation First Name  Last Name  Title  Agency/Organization Phone E‐mail Mailing Address City State Zip 

Colonel Richard L.  Hansen District Commander 
U.S ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

(504) 862‐2201 webmaster‐mvn@usace.army.mil P.O. Box 60267 New Orleans LA 70160 

Mr. David Callahan District Commander 
EIGHTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT 
U.S. COAST GUARD 

(504) 589‐6298 d8dpball@uscg.mil 
HALE BOGGS FEDERAL BUILDING 
500 POYDRAS 

New Orleans LA 70130 

Ms. Geri Robinson Bridge Administration Branch 
EIGHTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT 
U.S. COAST GUARD 

(504) 671‐2128 geri.a.robinson@uscg.mil 
HALE BOGGS FEDERAL BUILDING 
500 POYDRAS 

New Orleans LA 70130 

Mr. Doug Blakemore Chief Bridge Administration Branc 
EIGHTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT 
U.S. COAST GUARD 

618‐225‐7727 Douglas.A.Blakemore@uscg.mil 500 Pydras Street Room 1313 New Orleans LA 70130 

Mr. John Rogers Area Engineer Federal Highways Administration - LA 225-757-7605 john.rogers@dot.gov 5304 Flanders Drive, Suite A Baton Rouge LA 70808 

Mr. Bob Mahoney Environmental Coordinator Federal Highways Administration - LA 225-757-7624 robert.mahoney@dot.gov 5304 Flanders Drive, Suite A Baton Rouge LA 70808 

Mr. Stephen Pfeffer DOTD Liaison 
U.S ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 

stephen.d.pfeffer@usace.army.mil email only 



     

  
 

 

   
 
 

 

  
 

 
 

  

 

 
     

 
 

      
 

 

      
 

 

      
 

 
 

 

    
 

 

   

 

 

     
 

 

 

     
 

 
 

      
 

 

     
 

 

      

 
 

 

   
 

 

 

     
 

 

 

     
  

 

Salutation First Name  Last Name  Title  Agency/Organization Phone E‐mail Mailing Address 

CPPJ Gravity Drainage 
District 

y g 
District Number 4 Ward 3 
(Lake Charles/South Lake  (337) 433‐1160 

1204 Lakeshore Drive 
Lake Charles, LA 70601 

CPPJ Gravity Drainage 
District 

CPPJ Gravity Drainage 
District Number 5 Ward 4 
(Sulphur, Carlyss, Westlake) (337) 625‐3851 

1331 Swisco Road 
Sulphur, LA 70663 

Mr. 

John Miles 
Floodplain Mgt and 
Insurance, 
Southern/Coastal Louisiana 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
REGION VI 

(940) 297‐0185 john.milesjr@fema.dhs.gov FRC 800 NORTH LOOP 288 
DENTON, TX 76209 

Mr. Kevin Wright Environmental Protection Sp FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINI (202) 493‐0845 kevin.wright@dot.gov 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mr. Doug Miller Chairman 

Gulf Coast Soil and Water 
Conservation District of 
Louisiana (337) 436‐5020 

5417 Gerstner Memorial 
Drive 
Lake Charles, LA 70607 

Mr. Walter Council Transportation Planner III IMCAL (337) 433 1771 
walter@imcal.la 

4310 Ryan St, Lake Charles, 
LA 70601 

Ms. Cindy O'Neal CFM, Manager 
LDOTD Public Works and 
Water Resources Division (225) 379‐3005 

Cindy.ONeal@la.gov 

LADOTD Room 430 
P.O. Box 94245 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Mr. Mike  Strain Commissioner 

Louisiana Department of 
Agriculture and Forestry, 
Office of Forestry (225) 922‐1234 

commissioner@ldaf.state.la. P.O. Box 1628 
Baton Rouge, LA 70821 

Mr. Brad  Spicer 
Assistant Commissioner 
Soil and Water 

Louisiana Department of 
Agriculture and Forestry, 
Office of Soil / Water 
Conservation  (225) 922‐1269 

Brad_S@ldaf.state.la.us 
P.O. Box 3554 
Baton Rouge, LA 70821‐
3554 

Dr. Chuck  Carr Brown Secretary 
Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality (225) 219‐3953 

deq‐wwwofficeofthesecreta 

P.O. Box 4301 
Baton Rouge, LA  70821‐
4303 

Mr. Billy  Eakin Regional Manager 
Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality (337) 491‐2667 

swroadmin@la.gov 
1301 Gadwall Street 
Lake Charles, LA 70615 

Ms. Linda Hardy Environmental Manager 
Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality 225‐219‐3954 

linda.hardy@la.gov 
P.O. Box 4301 
Baton Rouge, LA 70821 

Mr. Robert Harris Geologist 
Louisiana Department of 
Environmental Quality (337) 262‐1373 

Robert.Harris3@la.gov 
111 New Center Dr. 
Lafayette, LA 70508 

Mr. Charles Reulet Administrator 

Louisiana Department of 
Natural Resources 
Interagency Affairs & Field 
Services Division (225) 342‐0861 

charles.reulet@la.gov 
P.O. Box 44487 
Baton Rouge Louisiana 
70821‐4487 

Mr. Keith  Lovell  Assistant Secretary 

Louisiana Department of 
Natural Resources Office of 
Coastal Management  (225) 342‐9052 

Keith.Lovell@la.gov 

P.O. Box 94396 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804‐
9396 

Mr. Richard  Ieyoub 

Commissioner of 
Conservation, Assistant 
Secretary 

Louisiana Department of 
Natural Resources Office of 
Conservation (225) 342‐5540 

richard.ieyoub@la.gov 

PO BOX 94275 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70804‐
9275 

Ms. Lisa Freeman 
Executive Director & 
Governor's Representative 

Louisiana Department of 
Public Safety Highway 
Safety Commission  (225) 925‐6991 

lisa.freeman@la.gov PO BOX 66614 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70896 



      
  

 

      
 

 
 

 
  

 
  

 
 

  
  

 
  

 
 

      
 

 

      

  
 

     

  
 

  
 

 
 

      

  
 

 
 

  
  

 
 

     
 

 
 

 

   
 

 

   
 

 

 

  
 

 
  

 

 

      
  

 

    
 

 

 
  

 
 

   
 

Mr. Jonathan Robillard OSL Administrator 

Louisiana Division of 
Administration Office of 
State Lands (225) 342‐4578 

Jonathan.Robillard@la.gov P.O. Box 44124 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Ms. Megan Kenny 
Section 106 Review & 
Compliance 

Louisiana Division of 
Archaeology (225)‐342‐6931 

mkenny@crt.la.gov 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Ms. Nicole Hobson‐Morris Executive Director 
LOUISIANA DIVISION OF 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

(225) 342‐8172 nhmorris@crt.la.gov 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge LA 70804 

Ms. Andrea 
McCarthy Section 106 Reviewer / GIS 

Louisiana Division of 
Historic Preservation 

(225) 342‐8164 amccarthy@crt.la.gov 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge LA 70804 

Mr. Chris Guilbeaux 
Assistant Deputy Director 
of Emergency Management 

Louisiana Governors Office 
of Homeland Security and 
Emergency Preparedness (225) 925‐7500 

christopher.guilbeaux@la.go 7667 Independence Blvd 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806 

Mr. James Waskom Director 

Louisiana Governors Office 
of Homeland Security and 
Emergency Preparedness (225) 925‐7345 

james.waskom@la.gov 7667 Independence Blvd 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806 

Mr. Doug Zettlemoyer Regional Coordinator 

Louisiana Governors Office 
of Homeland Security and 
Emergency Preparedness 
Region 5 (225) 405‐9174 

doug.zettlemoyer@la.gov 7667 Independence Blvd 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806 

Mr. Kyle  Balkum  Biologist Program Manager 
Lousiana Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries  (225) 765‐2819 

kbalkum@wlf.la.gov 
P.O. Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898 

Ms. Carey Lynn Perry Program Manager 

Lousiana Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries 
Natural Heritage Program (225) 765‐3982 

cperry@wlf.la.gov 2000 Quail Drive 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808 

Dr. Charles "Chip"  McGimsey 
State Archaeologist and 
Director 

Louisiana Division of 
Archaeology 

(225) 219‐4598 cmcgimsey@crt.la.gov 
P. O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge, LA  70804 

Ms. Kristen  Sanders Assistant Secretary 
Lousiana Office of Cultural 
Development (225) 342‐8200 

ksanders@crt.la.gov 
P.O. Box 44247 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Mr. 

Brandon Howard Fishery Biologist 

NATIONAL MARINE 
FISHERIES SERVICE 
HABITAT CONSERVATION 
DIVISION 

225‐389‐0508 x207 brandon.howard@noaa.gov 

LSU 
MILITARY SCIENCE 
BUILDING, ROOM 266 
SOUTH STADIUM DRIVE 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70803 

Mr. 

David Bernhart 
Assistant Regional 
Administrator 

NOAA Fisheries Southeast 
Regional Office Office of 
Protected Resources 

(727) 824‐5301 david.bernhart@noaa.gov 
263 13th Avenue South 
St. Petersburg, Florida 
33701‐5505 

Ms. Beth A. Van Duyne Regional Administrator 

U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban 
Development (817) 978‐5600 

TX_Webmanager@hud.gov 

801 Cherry Street, Unit #45, 
Ste. 2500 
Fort Worth, TX 76102 

Ms. Holly Wyers Regional Director 
U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Geological Survey  (678) 924‐6609 

hsweyers@usgs.gov 3916 Sunset Ridge Rd. 
Raleigh, NC 27607 

Mr. 
Bob Vogel Regional Director 

U.S. DEPT OF INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

(404) 507‐5600 Stan_Austin@nps.gov 100 ALABAMA STREET, SW 
ATLANTA GA 30303 



     
  

    

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

  
 

 
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

    
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

    
 

  

 
 

 
 

    

 

  

  
 

 
   

 
   

 

      
  

 

 
  

 
  

 

      

  
 

       

   
 

 

Ms. Casey Luckett Snyder 
PM & Superfund Reuse 
Coord. 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 

luckett.casey@epa.gov 

Mailcode: 6SF‐RL 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Dallas, TX 75202‐2733 

Mr. Robert Houston Chief Manager 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Office of Planning and 
Coordination 

houston.robert@epa.gov 

Fountain Place 12th Floor, 
Suite 1200 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Dallas, TX 75202‐2733 

Ms. 

Rhonda Smith 
CHIEF, OFFICE OF 
PLANNING AND 
COORDINATION (6EN‐XP) 

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 6 

(225) 665‐8006 smith.rhonda@epa.gov 

1445 ROSS AVE. 
Suite 1200 
Mail Code: 6OEJTIA 
DALLAS, TX 75202‐2733 

Ms. 

Anne L. Idsal Regional Administrator 
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 6 

(214) 665‐2100 Idsal.anne@epa.gov 

1445 ROSS AVE. 
Suite 1200 
Mail Code: 6RA 
DALLAS, TX 75202‐2733 

Mr. 

Omar Martinez EPA Sole Source Aquifers 
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 6 

(214) 665‐8485 Martinez.Omar@epa.gov 

SUITE 1200 
1445 ROSS AVE. 
Mail Code: 6WG‐SG 
DALLAS, TX 75202‐2733 

Dr. Raul Gutierrez Environmental Scientist 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Water Quality Protection 
Division 214‐665‐6697 

gutierrez.raul@epa.gov 
1445 ROSS AVE, STE. 1200 
M.C. #6WQ‐EM 
DALLAS, TX 75202‐2733 

Mr. 
Tom Nystrom Associate Director 

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
WETLANDS SECTION 

(214) 665‐8331 Nystrom.Thomas@epa.gov 

1445 ROSS AVE, STE. 1200 
M.C. #6WQ‐EM 
DALLAS, TX 75202‐2733 

Mr. Dave Ross Assistant Administrator 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office 
of Water (202) 564‐5700 

ross.david@epa.gov 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave. 
NW, 4101M 
Washington, DC 20460 

Mr. 
Leopoldo "Leo" Miranda Regional Director 

U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE 
SERVICE 
SOUTHEAST REGION 

(404) 679‐4000 leopoldo_miranda@fws.gov 

1875 Century Blvd NE, Suite 
400 
Atlanta, GA 30345 

Mr. Joshua Marceaux Fish and Wildlife Biologist 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 
Southwest Louisiana 
National Wildlife Refuge 
Complex (337) 774‐5923 

joshua_marceaux@fws.gov 200 Dulles Drive 
Lafayette, LA 70506 

Mr. Robert C. Patrick Administrator 
Federal Transit 
Administration, Region 6 817‐978‐0550 

Building 
819 Taylor Street, Room 
14A02 
Fort Worth, TX 76102 

Ms. Cheri  Soileau  Executive/MPO Director IMCAL 
4310 Ryan Street, Ste. 330 
Lake Charles, LA 70605 
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You are invited to a Public Meeting for the 
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End)  State Project No. H.003931 

Thursday, April 25, 2019 
Recreation District 1 
1221 Sampson Street, Westlake, LA 70669 

Come and go anytime between 4:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. during this open house event. There 
will be a continuous, repeating slide presentation for viewing. 

Join us to review and comment on: 
1. Preliminary Build Alternative 5-G and other proposed PBAs 
2. Alternatives Screening Methodology & Screening Results 
3. Reasonable Alternatives Recommended for Detailed Evaluation in the EIS 

Comments will be accepted at the Public Meeting. You may also attend a virtual public 
meeting and make comments by logging on to the project website at 

www.i10lakecharles.com 

Please contact Ms. Lynn Maloney-Mujica with HNTB at (225) 368-2800 at least 5 days 
prior to the Public Meeting if special assistance is needed for meeting participation. 

www.i10lakecharles.com
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 
Notice is hereby given that the Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) and the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will conduct an open-forum public meeting for: 

State Project No. H.003931
Federal Aid Project No. BR-10-1(212)29

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End)

Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana 

The meeting will be held at the
following place and time: 

THURSDAY 
April 25, 2019

4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 

Ward 4, Recreation District 1 
Multipurpose Complex
1221 Sampson Street
Westlake, LA 70669 

The proposed project includes widening and infrastructure improvements to I-10 between the I-210 interchanges, including the 
Calcasieu River Bridge. The purpose of the proposed project is to improve system connectivity, traffc congestion, roadway and bridge 
defciencies, and safety issues. 

The purpose of the public meeting is to present Preliminary Build Alternative (PBA) 5-G, which was developed by LADOTD in 
response to comments received after the public meeting held in August 2017. PBA 5-G proposes a fully directional interchange at 
Sampson Street in Westlake. Details of this PBA will be exhibited along with previously presented PBAs 1-4. Public comments on PBA 
5-G and the other proposed PBAs, the alternatives screening process, and the reasonable alternatives recommended for detailed 
evaluation in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be accepted at the meeting. 

Persons interested in the proposed project are invited to attend the meeting in person to review the informational materials and 
comment on the information presented. The meeting will be held in an open-house format and a slide presentation will be repeated 
continuously between 4:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. Project team members will be available to explain the exhibits and answer questions. 

If you are unable to attend the meeting, you may attend a virtual public meeting by visiting the project website at 
https://www.i10lakecharles.com/. The presentation and other informational materials will be available for viewing at the virtual 
meeting link from April 18 until May 5, 2019. Comments and questions may be submitted, and questions answered during this time. 

All comments received at the public meeting, through the virtual meeting link, and written comments mailed to the address below and 
post-marked by May 5, 2018 will become part of the meeting record. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or require an interpreter 
to participate in this meeting, please contact Ms. Lynn Maloney-Mujica I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
with HNTB Corporation at least fve (5) c/o HNTB Corporation 
working days prior to the meeting date by 10000 Perkins Rowe, Suite 640 
email at maloneymujica@hntb.com, by Baton Rouge, LA 70810 
phone at (225) 368-2826, or by mail to 
HNTB Corporation, 10000 Perkins Rowe, 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810. 

01057304 

mailto:maloneymujica@hntb.com
https://www.i10lakecharles.com
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

April 18, 2019 

Contact: Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Project Manager 
HNTB Corporation 
225-368-2800 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project Public Meeting #3 Announced 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development to Hold a Public Meeting for 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 

Westlake, La – The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) and 

the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will be hosting an open-forum public meeting on 

April 25, 2019 for State Project No. H.003931, the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project. The 

purpose of the proposed project is to improve system connectivity, traffic congestion, roadway 

and bridge deficiencies, and safety concerns. 

The purpose of the public meeting is to present Preliminary Build Alternative (PBA) 5-G, 

which was developed by LADOTD in response to comments received after the public meeting 

held in August 2017. PBA 5-G proposes a fully directional interchange at Sampson Street in 

Westlake. Details of this PBA will be exhibited along with previously presented PBAs 1-4. 

Public comments on PBA 5-G and the other proposed PBAs, the alternatives screening 

process, and the reasonable alternatives recommended for detailed evaluation in the 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be accepted at the meeting. The public is invited to 

attend the meeting any time between 4:00 and 7:00 pm. A slide presentation that describes the 

project will be repeated continuously and project team members will be available to explain 

exhibits and answer questions. 

The date, location, and time for the public meeting is: 

Thursday, April 25th, 2019, 4:00-7:00 p.m. 
Recreation District 1, Multipurpose Complex 

1221 Sampson Street 
Westlake, LA 



               

         

              

             

                

            

         

Anyone unable to attend the meeting in person may attend a virtual public meeting by 

visiting the project website at https://www.i10lakecharles.com/. The presentation and other 

informational materials will be available for viewing at the virtual meeting link until May 5, 2019. 

All comments received at the public meeting, through the virtual meeting link, and 

written comments mailed and postmarked by May 5, 2019, will become a part of the meeting 

record. For more information on the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project Meeting, please 

contact Lynn Maloney-Mujica with HNTB Corporation at (225) 368-2800. 

https://www.i10lakecharles.com


      Appendix B: Meeting Sign in Sheets 



        Appendix B-1: Public Sign-In 











   
  

   
 

Appendix B-2: Elected Official/Agency 
and Media Sign-In 









    Appendix B-3 Project Team Sign-In 









    Appendix C: Meeting Materials 
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Purpose of the Public Meeting 

Present, answer questions, and solicit public comment on: 

 Proposed Preliminary Alternatives 

 Alternatives Screening Process 

 Screening Results 

 A New Alternative PBA 5G 



     

Project Overview 

Design details along entire project corridor are presented at Stations 6 and 7 



 

 

 

Purpose & Need 

1. Inadequate System Connectivity 

2. Increased Traffic Congestion 

3. Roadway and Bridge Deficiencies 

4. Roadway and Bridge Safety Concerns 

Bridge 37,000 vehicles per 
day over capacity in 2040 

See Station 3 for 
Purpose and Need Details 



 

  

  

     

  

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

 Studies range of reasonable alternatives 

 Demonstrates compliance with environmental laws 

 Provides a means public input into the decision-making 
process 

 See Station 3 for EIS timeline 



    

  
  

 

  
  

   
  

     

 

 

 

 

 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 

• Consider effects of Federal 
undertakings on historic properties 

• Occurs along with EIS process 

• Calcasieu River Bridge eligible for the 
National Register of Historic Places 

• Bridge evaluated in accordance with the Programmatic Agreement 
(PA) for historic bridges 

• See Station 4 for Section 106 and PA details 



 

   
  

        
      

            
     

 
            

 
      

     

Preliminary Alternatives 

No Build 
Future conditions if the project were not constructed. 
Existing conditions plus committed projects. 

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) 
Promoting efficiency through improvements to existing infrastructure. Includes intersection improvements, 
turn prohibitions, traffic control improvements, signal improvements/synchronization, etc. 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
Alternatives to driving. Includes public transit, rideshare promotion, telecommuting, flexible work hours, 
establishing park and ride facilities, etc. 

High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes (HOV) 
Roadway lane(s) reserved for 2 or more persons, by busses, and vanpools. 

Preliminary Build Alternatives (PBA) 
Five PBAs with seven different Sampson St. Sub 
Alternatives. See Station 6 for details. 



   

    
  

  

  

  
  

Development of Preliminary Build Alternatives 

 Feasibility Study that evaluated several build 
alternatives and bridge rehabilitation 

 Multiple marine use/bridge height studies 

 Public and agency coordination 

 Discovery of ethylene di-chloride (EDC) contamination 
near I-10/Sampson St. interchange. 









    PBA 3 | Long Span Bridge 
Long-Span Bridge Examples 

New  I-10 Bridge 

Approx. EDC Area 



  

 

 

 

   

   

PBA 4 | South Corridor 

 Bridge replacement south of existing I-10 

 Avoids construction in EDC area 

 2 new bridge crossings over Bayou Contraband 

New Bridge 
Crossing 

New Bridge Crossing 

New  I-10 Bridge 

Approx. EDC Area 



   
 

PBA 5 | MSE Wall over EDC Area 
Mechanically Stabilized Earth (MSE) Retaining Wall Examples 

Approx. EDC AreaApprox. EDC Area 



   

 

  

 

Sampson Street 

 Multiple trains a day block access to/from I-10 

 Elevating Sampson Street above railroads requires driving piles in EDC area 

 To avoid/minimize risk, the project team developed technical solutions 

 Options to circumvent at-grade railroad crossings Sub-Alternatives A - E 

RR Crossing at Sampson St. 



 
 

Sub Alt A 
 Sulphur Ave. Extension to I-10 West of Ryan St. 

1. EB I-10 exit ramp to Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp from Sampson St. 

3. EB I-10 entrance ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

Approx. EDC Area 

1 

2 4 

3 



 

 

Sub Alt B 

 Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 
1. EB I-10 exit ramp to Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp from Sampson St. 

3. EB I-10 entrance ramp at Enterprise Blvd. along Sulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp at Enterprise Blvd. along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

Approx. EDC Area 

1 

2 4 

3 



 
     

   

Sub Alt C 
Sulphur Ave. extension to I-10 west of Ryan St. 
Intersection improvements at Sampson St. south of I-10 

1. EB I-10 exit ramp to Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp from Sampson St. 

3. EB I-10 entrance ramp access: 
a. from Sampson St. 
b. along Sulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

Approx. EDC Area 

1 

2 4 

3a 
3b 



 
 

   

Sub Alt D 
 Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 

 Intersection improvements at Sampson St. south of I-10 
1. EB I-10 exit ramp to Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp from Sampson St. 

3. EB I-10 entrance ramp access: 
a. from Sampson St. 
b. along Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. from Sampson St. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp from Enterprise Blvd. along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

Approx. EDC Area 

1 

2 4 

3b 3a 



 
       
 

  

Sub Alt E 
 Sulphur Ave. extension to fully directional, elevated interchange to I-10 west of 

Ryan St. 
1. EB I-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

3. EB I-10 entrance ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

Note: No direct access to/from I-10 at Sampson St. 

Approx. EDC Area 

1 

2 
4 

3 



 Sub Alts A-E 
Movable Bridge Examples 

New Movable Bridge 

Approx. EDC Area 



 
   

  

Sub Alt F 
 Fully directional, elevated interchange over at-grade railroad tracks 

 Drives piles in EDC area 
1. EB I-10 exit ramp at Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp at Sampson St. 

3. EB I-10 entrance ramp at Sampson St. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp at Sampson St. 

Approx. EDC Area 

1 

2 4 

3 



 
    

        

       
     

Approx. EDC Area 

EB I-10 entrance ramp at Sampson St. 

1 

2 4 

3 

Sub Alt G 
 Fully directional Sampson Street interchange is elevated over I-10 mainline 

connecting to the bridge on the east and to the at-grade roadway on the west 

 Mechanically Stabilized Earth (MSE) retaining wall for bridge in area of EDC 
with shallow foundations; utilizes existing piles from I-10 mainline for some 
ramp movements 

1. EB I-10 exit ramp at Sampson St. 

2. WB I-10 entrance ramp at Sampson St. 

3. 

4. WB I-10 exit ramp at Sampson St. 



  PBA 1 | Sub Alt F 

Approx. EDC Area 



 PBAs 2 & 3 | Sub Alts A-E 

Approx. EDC Area 



  PBA 4| Sub Alts A-B 

Approx. EDC Area 



     
 

  PBA 5| Sub Alt G 

Approx. EDC Area 

See Stations 6 and 7 for additional details on 
the PBAs and Sampson St. Sub-Alternatives 
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I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST END 
State Project No. H.003931 

I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

 

   

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

Public Meeting #3 
THURSDAY, APRIL 25, 2019 

4:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
Ward 4, Recreation District 1, Multipurpose Complex 

1221 Sampson Street, Westlake, LA 70669 

Welcome! Thank you for attending Station Checklist 
today’s public meeting. 

Station 1 – Welcome & Sign-In • Sign in 
• View presentation Station 2 – Presentation 

• Visit each station Station 3 – Project Overview 
• Ask questions » Study Area, Purpose & Need, EIS 
• Provide comments Station 4 – Environmental 

» Constraints Maps, Section 106 

Station 5 – Preliminary Alternatives & Screening Process The purpose of the meeting is to 
provide an opportunity to gather Station 6 – Features of the Preliminary Build Alternatives 

information and provide comments Station 7 – Schematics 
on the following: Station 8 – Screening Results 

• Preliminary Alternatives Station 9 – We Want to Hear from You! 

• Alternatives Screening Methodology 
Public meeting materials • Screening Results 

distributed tonight are also • Reasonable Alternatives Recommended for 
available at the project website Further Analysis in Environmental Impact 

Statement (EIS) www.i10lakecharles.com 

Ways to Comment 
Please provide written comments on the comment form and return completed forms at the comment table. 
Comments will also be accepted by: 
• U.S. Mail at: 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project c/o HNTB Corporation 
10000 Perkins Rowe, Suite 640 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

• Logging on to www.i10lakecharles.com and attending Virtual Public Meeting #3 

• Verbally at tonight’s public meeting 

Comments on the project will be accepted for 10 days after this public meeting. 

Comments received or postmarked by MAY 5 will become part of the public meeting record. 

www.i10lakecharles.com
www.i10lakecharles.com


I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST END 
State Project No. H.003931 

I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

 

     

       

     
            

 

     

      

  

  

      

     
            

       

 

   

 

 

Summer 2019

What is the Project and Why is it Needed? 
The proposed project includes improvements to I-10 between the I-10/I-210 east and west interchanges in the Lake Charles region, including 
the Calcasieu River Bridge, a distance of approximately 9 miles.  The project is needed to address the following four needs: 

1. Inadequate System Connectivity 

I-10 outside the project limits is three lanes in each direction, which reduces to two lanes in each direction within the project limits. The lane 
reduction can result in traffic bottlenecks that in turn decrease traffic operations and reduce the amount of space for motorists to maneuver. 

2. Increased Traffic Congestion 

The number of vehicles traveling on the Calcasieu River Bridge in the future project design year (2040) is anticipated to exceed the bridge's 
capacity by more than 37,000 vehicles per day. 

3. Roadway and Bridge Deficiencies 

The Calcasieu River Bridge has existing structural integrity issues such as corrosion, cracking of the bridge deck, and an inadequate load 
limit for an interstate highway. Functional deficiencies along the facility include steep bridge approach grades, no shoulders on the bridge, 
and I-10 entrance and exit ramp spacing and weaving distances that do not meet current design guidelines. 

4. Roadway and Bridge Safety Concerns 

Conflict points create safety hazards along I-10 and at the Sampson Street at-grade railroad crossings. The steep bridge grades slow traffic 
on the up-slope and make it more difficult to stop on the down-slope and the low vertical clearance of the bridge has led to over-height 
vehicle collisions with the bridge trusses. 

Estimated EIS Timeline 

Fall 2019Spring 2019Winter 2018Fall 2018Summer 2018 Summer 2019 Winter 2019 Spring 2020 Winter 2020Summer 2020 Fall 2020 Spring 2021 

Public Meeting 

Finalize Prepare Final EISRecommendedDevelopment of Additional Alternative Reasonable Preferredand Revised Screening Process Alternatives Alternative 

Preliminary Alternatives 
Preliminary Alternatives under evaluation include: 
• No-Build Alternative 

Includes existing conditions plus committed projects 
• Transportation Systems Management Alternative 

Examples: intersection and traffic control improvements 

• Transportation Demand Management Alternative 
Examples: public transit and rideshare promotion 

• High Occupancy Vehicle Alternative 
Lanes reserved for use by 2 or persons in a vehicle 

• Five Preliminary Build Alternatives (PBA) 
Replacement of the Calcasieu River Bridge and seven 
different Sampson St. Sub-Alternatives 

Alternatives Screening Process 
The Preliminary Alternatives will undergo a two-tiered screening process. Tier 1 will evaluate the ability of the Preliminary Alternatives to 
meet the purpose and need of the Project.  Tier 2 will evaluate the ability of the remaining Preliminary Alternatives to meet the objectives of 
the project. The alternatives remaining at the end of this screening are the Reasonable Alternatives, which will be evaluated in detail within 
the EIS, leading to the recommendation of a Preferred Alternative. 
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New Bridge

I-10 Lake Charles Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I 210 WEST END I-10/I 210 EAST END PROJECT FEATURES State Project No. H.00393.1 Figure A 

Project Limits = I-10 from I-10/I-210 West End Interchange to I-10/I-210 East End Interchange 
Figure A: PBAs 1, 2, 3 & 5 

Preliminary Build Alternatives (PBA) 

Project includes five Proposed Preliminary Build Alternatives (PBA) 

• PBA 1, PBA 2, and PBA 3 all include a new Calcasieu River Bridge constructed 
immediately north of existing bridge and ending west of the EDC area (Figure A) 

• PBA 4 includes a new Calcasieu River Bridge constructed south of the existing bridge 
with two new bridge crossings of Bayou Contraband (Figure B) 

• PBA 5 (a new alternative) includes a new Calcasieu River Bridge constructed 
immediately north of existing bridge and ending east of the EDC area (Figure C) 

Differences in Construction in Ethylene Di-Chloride (EDC) Contamination Area 

• PBA 1 = Driven piles in EDC contamination area Figure B: PBA 4 

• PBA 2 = Compensated Foundation above EDC contamination depth 

• PBA 3 = Long-Span Bridge over EDC contamination area 

• PBA 4 = Avoids construction in EDC contamination area 

• PBA 5 = new bridge ending at the eastern boundary of the EDC contamination area. 

All PBAs include the following improvements along I-10 between the 
project limits (Figure D): 

1. Proposed widening of I-10 to six, 12-foot lanes (three in each direction) 
with 12-foot shoulders Figure C: PBA 5 

2. Proposed replacement of I-10 EB to I-210 SB ramp bridge 
3. Proposed 6-lane overpass at PPG Dr. 
4. Proposed replacement/improvement of US 90 overpass to allow I-10 to 

be widened 
5. Improve Sampson St. access to I-10 
6. Proposed 6-lane overpasses to improve vertical clearance & new U-

Turns under the overpasses at the following locations: Veterans 
Memorial Blvd., Ryan St., Bilbo St., Kirkman St., Enterprise Blvd., 
Shattuck St., Railroad Crossing, and Opelousas St. 

7. Proposed improvements to US 171 overpass to allow I-10 to be widened 
and improve vertical clearance 

New  I 10 Bridge 

Figure D: I-10 Improvements 

2 
1 

3 4 

5 
7 1 
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New Movable Bridge

Approx. EDC Area

I-10 Lake Charles Calcasieu River Bridge 
I-10/I 210 WEST END I-10/I 210 EAST END PROJECT FEATURES State Project No. H.00393.1 Figure A 

Project Limits = I-10 from I-10/I-210 West End Interchange to I-10/I-210 East End Interchange 

Sampson St. Sub-Alternatives (Sub-Alts) 
Project includes seven proposed Sampson St. Sub-Alts, labeled A-F 

• Sub-Alt A = Sulphur Ave. extension to West of Ryan St. 
• Sub-Alt B = Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 
• Sub-Alt C = Sulphur Ave. extension to West of Ryan St. & intersection improvements at Sampson St. south of I-10 
• Sub-Alt D = Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. & intersection improvements at Sampson St. south of I-10 
• Sub-Alt E = Sulphur Ave. extension to fully directional, elevated interchange to I-10 west of Ryan St. 
• Sub-Alt F = Fully directional, elevated interchange over Sampson St. at-grade railroad tracks 
• Sub-Alt G = Fully directional, elevated interchange over Sampson St. at-grade, brings the main bridge to grade sooner, relocation of pipe racks 

and railroad spurs. 
• Sub-Alts A-E all include an eastward extension of Sulphur Ave. over the Calcasieu River that would require a new moveable bridge (Figures E & F) 
• Sub-Alts A-E avoid driving piles in the EDC contamination area 
• Sub-Alt F requires driving piles in the EDC contamination area; 
• Sub-Alt G requires a retaining wall on top of the  EDC contamination area. 
• PBA 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5 include one or more Sampson St. Sub-Alts 

• PBA 1 is paired with Sub-Alt F; 
• PBA 2 and PBA 3 are paired with Sub-Alts A-E; 
• PBA 4 is paired with Sub-Alts A & B; 

Figure E: Sulphur Ave. Extension Moveable Bridge • PBA 5 is paired with Sub-Alt G 

Sub-Alt Key Approx. EDC Area 

New Movable Bridge 

Sub-Alt A 

Sub-Alt B 

Sub-Alt C 

Sub-Alt D 

Sub-Alt E 

Sub-Alt F & G 

Figure F: Moveable Bridge Examples 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

   
 
 

  
  
  

 
 

 

 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End) 
State Project No. H.003931 

Public Meeting Comment Form 

Please provide your comments on the following items: 
1. Preliminary Build Alternative (PBA) 5-G and other Proposed Preliminary Build Alternatives 
2. Alternatives Screening Methodology and Results 
3. Recommended Reasonable Alternatives for further evaluation in the Environmental Impact Statement 

The Recommended Reasonable Alternatives are as follows: 
• Preliminary Build Alternatives 2-A & 2-E 
• Preliminary Build Alternatives 3-A & 3-E 
• Preliminary Build Alternative 5-G 

Please return this completed form to Station 9 or to a Project Team member. 

You can also submit comments online at www.i10lakecharles.com or by U.S. mail to the following address: 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
c/o HNTB Corporation 
10000 Perkins Rowe 

Suite 640 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

Comments on the project will be accepted for 10 days following this public meeting. 
NOTE: All comments received at the public meeting, through the virtual meeting link, and written comments
mailed to the address below and post-marked by May 5, 2018, will become part of the meeting record. 

Please Print 

Name: _________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Address: ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Email: __________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Agency (if applicable): _____________________________________________________________________________ 

Would you like to receive future updates on the project?    Yes  or No   (circle one) 

Comments: 

(Continued on Back) 

For additional information, please visit the project website at www.i10lakecharles.com 

www.i10lakecharles.com
www.i10lakecharles.com
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

For additional information, please visit the project website at www.i10lakecharles.com 

www.i10lakecharles.com
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I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST END PURPOSE AND NEED 
State Project No. H.003931 

NEED 
(Problems) 

Lack of System Connectivity 
I-10 outside the I-10/I-210 east and west interchanges (project limits) is three 
lanes in each direction, which reduces to two lanes in each direction within the 
project limits, causing traffi c bottlenecks. 

Increased Traffic Congestion 
It is anticipated that in the future project design year of 2040, the number of 
vehicles traveling per day on the Calcasieu River Bridge will exceed the bridges 
capacity by more than 37,000 vehicles per day.  

Roadway and Bridge Deficiencies
Calcasieu River Bridge structural integrity issues such as corrosion and cracking 
of the bridge deck. Bridge approach grades, the vertical clearance above the 
bridge, and shoulder widths do not meet current design guidelines. 

Roadway and Bridge Safety Concerns 
Crossing, merging, and diverging conflict points create safety hazards along I-10 
and at the Sampson Street at-grade railroad crossings.  Roadway and bridge 
deficiencies also create safety hazards, such as the steep bridge grades that 
slow traffic on the up-slope and make it more difficult to stop on the down-slope. 

PURPOSE 
(Solutions) 

Improve System Connectivity 
By providing a consistent number of through lanes both within and outside the 
I-10/I-210 interchanges. 

Reduce Traffic Congestion 
By providing additional infrastructure to I-10, including improvements to the 
Calcasieu River Bridge, to accommodate growth and aid in congestion relief. 

Improve Roadway Deficiencies
By providing infrastructure improvements that remedy structural integrity issues 
and improve the existing facility to meet current design guidelines. 

Improve Roadway and Bridge Safety 
By providing infrastructure improvements to I-10, the Calcasieu River Bridge, 
and Sampson Street that improve/reduce existing points of conflict and improve 
functional deficiencies that create safety hazards for motorists. 

Problem: System Connectivity Problem: Steep Bridge Grade Problem: Low Vertical Clearance Problem: Cracking of Bridge Truss 



 

 

           

   

 

I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST END EIS PROCESS AND TIMELINE 
State Project No. H.003931 

What is an EIS? 
An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is a full-disclosure document that details the 
process through which a transportation project is developed. It includes a reasonable 
range of alternatives, demonstrates compliance with environmental laws and provides 
a means for public input into the decision making process. 

Why Prepare an EIS? 
An EIS is carried out for major federal actions that significantly affect the quality of 
the environment. An EIS is prepared in accordance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), which establishes a process for analyzing and disclosing the 
impacts of federal actions on the environment. 

EIS Timeline 

Public Meeting 

Summer 2018 Fall 2018 Winter 2018 Spring 2019 Summer 2019 Fall 2019 Winter 2019 Spring 2020 Summer 2020 Fall 2020 Winter 2020 

Finalize Prepare Final EISRecommendedDevelopment of Additional Alternative Reasonable Preferredand Revised Screening Process Alternatives Alternative 

Spring 2021 



   
  

   
 

Appendix C-4: Station 4: Environmental 
Exhibits 



 

 

   

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  
  

 

 

 

 
   

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
  

 

  
  

  
 

  

   
 

 
 

   

    
  

 

 

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

     

  
    

  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

  
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

  

 

 
 

 

   
   

  
 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
   

 

 

  

 

 

 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

   
 

  
  

 

 

 

     

 

 

 

   

  

 

 

  

 
   

 
 

 

 

 
  

   
  

  

 

 

 
 

 
     

 
   

 
    

 

  
  

      
       

   
    

   
 

     
       

    

 
            

  
 

 
    

 

kj

t
tr
in

ie

er

n
c

i
i i

o
a

a

t

kj

jk

kj
kkkkkkkkkkjjjjjjjjjj kkjj

kj

kkjjkj
kkjj kjkkjj kj kj

kj

kjj jkkk kjj
kk

kkjjk

kkjj kj kj

jk

kk kjjj

jk

kj

kj

kj
jj kkk kjj

kj kjkjkj

Calcasieu River 

Fitzenreiter Rd 

Mims Rd 

N
 G

oo
dm

an
 R

d 

Moeling St 

e v 
r A

 
ill

e

d 
a M orliaRcifica

n P
oinU 

Opelousas St 

Fruge St 

B
ro

ad
 S

t 

Union Pacific 
Railroad 

M
ike

H
ooks

R
d 

Broad St 
Broad St 

Legion St 

Lake Charles Harbor District Terminal Railroad 

Bayou Contraband 

Union Pacific Railroad 

R
ya

n 
St

 

La
ke

 S
t 

Prien Lake Rd 

I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE
Sa

m
ps

on
 S

t 

I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST ENDCONSTRAINTS MAP (EASTERN LIMITS) 
State Project No. H.003931 

W
es

tla
ke

 A
ve

 

Moss Bluff 

kj 
kj kj 

kj 

kj 

kj 

kj 
kj

jjj Orange Grove Cemeteries kj kj 

Elementary School

Ray D. Molo Middle 
Zion Magnet School 

k

Huber Mallard Cove 
Park kj Golf Course 

k

k

John J. Johnson II 

k Park Plazaj 
k

M
ar

in
Lu

th
er

K
in

g
H

w
y

M
a

Lu
th

er
K

in
g

H
w

y

kj 

kj kj 

Elementary School 

k

C
al

ca
s

u
R

iv
er

kj 
kj 

Ferry Park kj 
ake Fondel 
hool jk Elementary 

School 

kj 

kjkkjkj 

jk 12 St 

kj kj kj kj kjkj kj 

Pearl Watson 
Elementary School kj 

St. Margaret 
Catholic School 

Ralph Wilson 
Elementary kj 

k

lv
d

is
e

B
pr

En
t

jEternityk 

k kjkj kj 

kkj 

School

U
n

P
f c

R
ilr

oa
d

Sh
a

tu
ck

R
d

kj 
171£¤ ¬378« kj English BayouPerkins 

kj 

Westwood 
Elementary Mary Belle Grace & Medora 

School Williams Park kj ParkBagdad 
Cemetery 

kjTabernacle 

y of Westlake Riverside Goos Cemetery
Calcasieu RiverPark Cemetery

k Old Emanuelj 
Cemetery Washington-Marion 

kj
kj 

Magnet High School 
Northgate 

Christian 
Pine Shadows 

Shoppingkj Golf CourseMagnolia 
CenterAcademyCemeterykj

kj Goosport 
Park 1̈0§¦Greater Lake Charles Gulf State Utilities Combre Memorial EnglishkjClosedjk S.P. ArnettkjMiddle School 

Water Company Jessie D.North Ryan St. kj ParkMunicipal Clifton ParkSuperfund Site
Landfill kj Fondel Mallardphur Ave

kj Elementary Junction Park 

kj kj kjkjkj kj
Schoolkj kj kjkjjk kj J.D Clifton

kjFantasy Elementary Sacred Heart 
School kj«379j¬k 210§̈¦kjIsle Arcade CemeteryBoat Ramp 

BNSF/UP Railroadkj kjCorporation EZ Aceskj BNSF/UP Railroadkjkj Cemetery CasinoIsle of Capri Blvd Grace & 

kj Church ParkIsle of Capri Boardwalk BilbokjCasino Park Cemetery 

k90j£¤j Hunterk Wiley B. kjBord kjkjkj Head Start kj
kjkjdu Grace & kjMcMillan Park kj kj 

kj 

Lac Church Park kjkjSacred Heart kjkjPark 
kj Holmes Street kj kjCatholic 

kjkjDelta School ofkj kj kjSchool 
kj Park

kjBusiness andkkjjTechnology Kingsk jj kPalace 
Casino 

James E. Sudduth Reynaud 
Coliseum kj Bishop Noland kjMiddle

kj kj kj SchoolkjLake Charles Episcopal 

kjDay Schooljk jk kj jk kkj 
City, Pricejandk kj jkkj 

Old Catholic 
jj Lake Charles 

kj kjkj kj 
kjCemeteryjk kjkj kjHistoric District 

kj 
kj

jjjkkk Charpentier 
kjkj jHistoricalkj

kj Lake CharlesDistrict South AveLock kjkj Boston High Park 
kjPark SchoolMargaret Place 

j kk jImmaculate kjHistorical District ¬14«Hamilton SOWELA TechnicalConception Schoolkjkj ChristianSt. Louis Community Collegekj
kjkjjk AcademyCatholic

kjjk High Schoolkjk kkjj j kj385¬« Lake Charleskj kj
kj kjkj kj Chennault

kj jk International
kj jk John F. Kennedy

kjBarbe 
Elementary 

School 

City of Lake Charles Oak Parkkj kjkj j Elementary kjjkkj jkj kj j School T.H. Watkins
kj kj kj Elementary

kj kjkj School
T.S.kCooley ElementaryjMagnet Schoolkj jk

j k kjk j jExtended Care of jSouthwest LA Hospital Lake Charles Oak Parkjk Memorial Hospital Middle SchoolkjPrien 
Lake Mall 

kj
kkjj 

Shopping Center
j

kjjk kj 
jkj kj kjkj 



 

 

 

   

 

 

 
 

  

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

 

 

  
  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
  

  
  

 

  

 

 
 

 
 

  

 

 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

     

  
  

 

 
 

 

  

 
 

 

 

  
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

  

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

  

 

 

  
 

  
  

 
   

 

          

 
 

 
  

 
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

  

    

 

 
 

 

  

 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 

 

 
   

   

     

      
  

 
 

  
   

       
  

     

     
   

 
   

 
     

 
 
  

 
  

   
 

er

n
c

i
i i

o
a

a

kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjj

kj

kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjj

kkkkkkkkkkjjjjjjjjjj

jjkk kj
kk kjjj

kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjjj

kj kkjj
kj

kj kkjj

jk

kk kjjj

jk

kj

kj
kkjj

kjkj kjkjkkkkkkkkjjjjjjjj

kj

M
yr

tle
 S

pr
in

gs
 R

d 

Calcasieu Riv 

John Stine Rd 

Kansas
City

Southern
Railroad 

Mims Rd 

H 

Old Spainish Trl 

K
ansas C

ity Southern R
ailroad 

ouston River Rd 

e v 
r A

 
ill

e

d 
a M orliaRcifica

n P
oinU 

BN S F / U P R ail roa d 

B
ro

ad
 S

t 

Pete Manena Rd Verdine B 

M 
a p 

l e 
F o 

r k 

a M
ike

H
ooks

R
d 

you 

r evi
u

R
eisaclaC 

Ka
ns

as 
Ci

ty 
So

ut
he

rn
 R

ai
lro

ad 

Lake Charles Harbor District Terminal Railroad 

D'
Ln

de 
Ba

yo
u 

Bayou Contraband 

R
ya

n 
St

 

La
ke

 S
t 

D'Inde Bayou 

Prien Lake Rd 

I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST ENDCONSTRAINTS MAP (WESTERN LIMITS) 
State Project No. H.003931 

The National Golf 
Club of Louisiana Moss Bluff 

¬378«
kj Perkins 

Ferry Park 
Westlake 

High School kj 

kj 

kj 

kj 

kj 

Sa
m

ps
on

 S
t 

W
es

tla
ke

 A
ve

 

kj 

kj 

kj 

kj kj kj jk kjkj 

jkkjkj
k 
Cemetery kj

k
kjkj 

Lake kjCha 

k kkj 

Pearl Watson 
Elementary School 

St. Margaret 
Catholic School 

Ralph Wilson 
Elementary 

k kj 

jk

lv
d

is
e

B
pr

En
t

kkj 

k

k

School

U
n

P
f c

R
ilr

oa
d

kj 
¬379« 

kj 
Westwood 
Elementary 

School Bagdad 
Cemetery

Vista Chemical 
Western Heights

kj City of Westlakekj RiversideElementary School Calcasieu RiverPark 
kj

kj Perkins 

kj
kj 

Cemetery 

jkj Magnolia
k Cemeteryj kj

kj 
kj 

kj 

B
ay

ou
 D

'In
de

 P
as

s 
Pr

at
er

 R
d Greater Lake Charles Gulf State Utilities

Closedjk S.P. ArnettkjMiddle School 
Water Company North Ryan St. kjConoco Inc. Municipal Superfund Site

LandfillSulphur Avekj kj kj kj 
kjkjkj 

Fantasy kj kj kj 
k¬«379j kjIsle Arcade Boat Ramp 

BNSF/UP Railroadkj kj kjCorporation 
E Napoleon St 

kjk kjj jk kjkj CemeteryIsle of Capri Blvd 
Isle of Capri Boardwalk BilbokjCasino Park Cemetery

§City of Sulphur 10̈¦ Bord 
kj kjk du

j Olin Corporation LacLittle Learners 
Montessori School 
kj 

kj Sacred HeartPark 
Catholic 

Delta School ofkjkj School
kj Business andkkjjTechnology

James E. Sudduthk R 
Coliseum j Bishop Noland 

kjPP
G

 D
rMaplewood Dr

kjkj Maplewood Middle School 

Areno Memorial 
Cemetery 

kj kj kjOlin Remediated Lake Charles EpiscopalPPG Industries kj Landfill and Drum Day Schoolkj kjStorage Area 

kj kjkj Old Catholic 

jHistoric Dijkj jjjkkk Charpentier
kj kj

kjHistorical
kj Lake CharlesDistrict So 

kj
Lock 
Park 

Boston High 
SchoolMargaret Place 

j kk j210§̈¦ Historical District Immaculate 
Conception Schoolkjkj St. Louis 

Catholickjjk
jk k kj High Schoolj 

¬k385 Lake Charlesjkk kkj jj j « 

kj 

kj kjkj j jkj jk 
Barbe 

Elementary 
School 

City of Lake Charleskj jkj
jkkj kj kj j

kjkj kjT.S.kCooley ElementaryjMagnet Schoolkj jk
k jj k kj jExtended Care of 

Southwest LA Hospital 
kj 

Prien kj 
M 

Prien 
Lake MallLake 

kj kj
kkjjkj kjkj 
kj kj kjkj kj 



 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

----

I-10 LAKE CHARLES CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE SECTION 106 OF THE NATIONAL 
I-10/1-210 WEST END - I-10/1-210 EAST END 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT State Project No. H.003931 

• Considers the effects of Federal undertakings on historic properties 
• Section 106 process occurs along with EIS preparation 

Calcasieu River Bridge 
•Eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
•Evaluated in accordance with Programmatic Agreement (PA) for Historic Bridges 
•Designated in PA as a Non-priority bridge – not ideal candidate for long term preservation 
•Comments on project, including bridge, accepted for 45 days * 

•DOTD to market bridge in effort to encourage relocation and adaptive reuse of bridge 
*Comments received within 10 calendar days of the public meeting will become part of the official public meeting record. 

Other Historic/Potentially Historic Properties 
Section 106 Consultation Process within NEPA Timeline 

1. 
Establish Area of Potential 
Effects & Identify Historic 

Properties 
----

Completed once Reasonable 
Alternatives are identified 

2. 
Formal Consultation with 

Identified Consulting Parties 

Historic properties are 
identified and evaluated while 
the Draft EIS (DEIS) is under 

preparation 

3. 
Assess & Consult 

on Effects 
----

Completed as part of the 
formal consultation as the 
DEIS is under preparation 

4. 
Resolution of 

Adverse Effects 
----

Completed following adverse 
effects assessment and prior 

to the DEIS public hearing 

5. 
Develop MOA 

----
Completed after the DEIS public 
hearing and before approval of 

the Final EIS (FEIS) 



    
  

 

    
  

Appendix C-5: Station 5: Preliminary 
Alternatives and Alternative Screening 
Process Exhibits 
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From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 9 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 1:08:00 AM 

Subject: 400 Kile Street, westlake, LA 
Comments: HI! I met you at the Westlake Meeting. My sister(Susan Rogers) lives at 400 Kile 

User Name: Danielle Richardson 
Enter your email: 

Street almost under the I10 bridge. Please mail information about her residence dealing with 
the new bridge. My address is P.O. Box 777, Westlake, LA 70669. Do you know when they 
will buy property if this bridge happens? 

I think the bridge to the north is the best option. I actually think a new bridge there and another 
bridge at the end of Mike Hooks road ending at the port area would also help traffic 
congestion. There was a bridge there years ago and I think it is a short span to put a bridge or a 
ferry there also. 

Put my vote in as YES on building a new bridge. We dont mind paying tolls for it. Thanks so 
much and it was great meeting you. My cell number is 337-936-7842 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 11 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 6:31:46 AM 

User Name: Ryan partin 
Enter your email: 
Subject: I10 bridge 
Comments: Close the entrance ramp from westlake. It is to close to the bridge. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 12 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 7:56:17 AM 

User Name: Timothy Gothreaux 
:Enter your email

Subject: I-10 Bridge 
Comments: It is no secret that the I-10 bridge in Lake Charles is way past it’s prime. All 
when hearing is talk about talk of replacing it. Rumor has it Shell offshore forbids trucking 
companies to cross it with thier freight. We can talk about it for the next 20 years, or wait until 
it collapses and then wonder why and how we going to get funds to rebuild it. I understand it’s 
an immense project, but personally I have heard enough talk. Seek advice from our neighbors 
Texas. They know how to get one planned and built in record time. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 13 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 8:39:20 AM 

User Name: Laura Cangelose 
Enter your email: 
Subject: I-10 comment 
Comments: We desperately need relief in this area. A temporary inconvenience is worth it for 
a long term solution. Always plan for the long term. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 14 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 10:29:13 AM 

Subject: Westlake Sampson Street 

User Name: Melissa Woods 
Enter your email: 

Comments: Why cause more problems than already exist? Traffic leaving the plants already 
have difficulty and more is coming with John Stine Road expansion causing more alternate 
route problems. All I notice is more headaches with trying to get on I-10 even worse. TOLL 
BRIDGE IDEA IS A DEFINITE "NO!" FROM ME. We do not have money now to give for 
that. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 15 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 11:05:39 AM 

Subject: Do Not Build Over the Lake 

User Name: Andew Steiner 
Enter your email: 

Comments: The alternative proposal - PBA 4 - would be a disaster for Lake Charles, both the 
City and the Lake. No one wants to see a large bridge going across the Lake like that. I 
understand the need to avoid the contaminated area, but that proposal to go across the Lake is 
ridiculous. It seems it would be more expensive as two additional bridges would be needed to 
cross Contraband Bayou. 
The alternatives that included an additional moveable bridge for Sulphur Avenue seemed like 
a worth pursuit. Whenever there are car accidents on the bridge, then drivers could use that as 
an alternative. Although I can see a future advantage of connecting that new roadway to 
Enterprise Boulevard, let's face the truth that that area of Lake Charles will remain poor, 
crime-ridden, and uneducated for quite some time to come. The proposed Sulphur Avenue 
bridge should have a connector to I-10, even if it is decided that it should connect to Enterprise 
Boulevard. Any crossings over the railroads should have overpasses - there is no reason to not 
include overpasses for what should be an easy connection from Lake Charles to those places 
west of the Calcasieu River. 

Thank you 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 16 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 12:42:37 PM 

User Name: Blaine Young 
Enter your email: 
Subject: My Opinion 
Comments: Build the movable bridge connecting I-10 and Sampson St.. That should be the 
least obstructive to the current infrastructure and gives alternative means for I-10 E and 
Westlake to cross the river and train tracks. You will also have to build the overpass in 
Westlake for Westbound traffic, but that can be built after. Another option for that could be 
build the overpass/interstate entrance off of Sulphur Ave. That way while its being built 
Sampson wouldn't be shut down. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 17 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 1:07:18 PM 

User Name: Mary Hale 
Enter your email: 
Subject: I-10 new bridge 
Comments: I love the ideas you guys are throwing out. Including the idea of making sulphur 
avenue across the lake. I recently bought my first house off of Goos street that is off of sulphur 
avenue, and have always regretted buying a house in westlake because of the traffic and trains. 
I 100% fully support any ideas you have for the traffic problems. I know I am fortune enough 
to say that I would be willing to pay a toll for a new bridge. Anything it would take to get the 
traffic down and avoid the trains. Thank you so much for listening to me. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 19 
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 3:06:48 PM 

Subject: I-10 Bridge Chaos. 

User Name: Jeremy Benoit 
Enter your email: 

Comments: I feel as if we are paying several police officers to be present along the foot of the 
I-10 bridge especially westbound at the Lakeshore Dr. feeder road, and entrance ramp, they 
should at least be implementing the zipper method to keep traffic flowing. Most of the 
problem lies in the fact that 18 wheelers merge to the left lanes, and can't climb the bridge 
well. Signs need to be replaced, and/or added to ensure they stay in right lane on bridge. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 32 
Date: Saturday, April 27, 2019 4:57:59 PM 

User Name: Rebekah 
Enter your email: 
Subject: Bridge 
Comments: Residents of Calcasieu parish should not have to pay these tolls. Or possibly only 
pay one flat fee a year at an extremely reduced rate. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 24 
Date: Saturday, April 27, 2019 8:33:49 AM 

User Name: Dave cain 
Enter your email: 
Subject: Tolls 
Comments: We pay a higher Parrish tax than average on top of just recently raised property 
tax. Now we are going to have to pay a toll to use a bridge that should have been built years 
ago? What have you done with the money you've been given? You need to be better stewards, 
and get our house in order! 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 33 
Date: Saturday, April 27, 2019 7:39:50 PM 

User Name: Reagan 
Enter your email: 
Subject: I10 bridge 
Comments: I think all of these new ideas are ridiculous. We shouldn't have to pay a toll 
whenever we use the road every single day. We've paid way too much already for road 
improvements, yet nothing ever changes. Whoever comes up with these ideas must not cross 
the bridge every single day. Things will be so much worse if these ideas keep being passed on. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 39 
Date: Sunday, April 28, 2019 10:12:38 AM 

Subject: I-10 Corridor Improvement 
Comments: Dear Mr./Mrs. Calcasieu River-I-10 Bridge Proposer, 

User Name: Kelvin Ellender 
Enter your email: 

I would like to commend you on a great presentation, to update the public on your plans 
concerning the Calcasieu River-I-10 Bridge. I am not so impressed that this study has been 
going since 2001, with no definitive plan yet. Now, we have moved away from LaDOTD 
doing their job, that our taxes pay for, to a more CRM type plan. For you folks who don’t 
know that acronym, it is “Construction Risk Management”. Companies are beginning to do 
more and more of this to lock in projects. They design, propose, receive approval to construct 
then get paid on the back-end instead of invoicing throughout the project like most small 
companies would have to do. 

As I read through your document, I was drawn to one thing. This plan is to improve the I-10 
corridor from I-210 to I-210 exits. Now, that is a great plan for Lake Charles, but it is VERY 
short sighted for those of us west of the west most I-210 exit. Although you plan would help 
Lake Charles residents exit I-10 onto the northern streets of Lake Charles, your plan does 
nothing about the three exchanges that must handle the full force of construction workers of 
all industries except for SASOL and about half of Phillips 66. I know I sound like a broken 
record when I say this, but once again, Sulphur is getting screwed!”. 

Those of us who live west of the river must deal with the traffic on Hwy 27, Hwy 90, Cities 
Service and Old Spanish Trail. All of these are paths that the workers take to their jobs, that 
are over congested and are the real traffic issue. Yes, we need another, wider, I-10 bridge. Yes, 
we need a wider I-210 bridge. But the roads that the workers are traveling all lead there. Now, 
I’m pointing this out because the only way we can alleviate that congestion is by having larger 
bridges, which one is in the plans. But the money that you are planning on spending to 
improve the corridor from I-210 exit to I-210 exit, would be MUCH better spent widening the 
I-10 corridor where the must traffic congestion is. 

In closing, I ask that you consider correcting the real issues in our area, instead of correcting 
the issues that the money of our area is telling you needs to be done. 

Sulphur has a great history of being a good neighbor and I would like to see that history 
continue, but now it’s time Lake Charles returned the favor. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 40 
Date: Sunday, April 28, 2019 11:06:14 AM 

User Name: Joe Woodside 
Enter your email: 
Subject: Bridge 
Comments: I personally feel as if this is just another way for our parish to rip us off. We 
already have one of the highest taxes in the state and now you want to add a toll bridge for 
$2.50 a toll. For one that's ridiculous especially when you consider it's a minimum of $5 for 
the average person. Did you consider the others that live in the area that might cross it several 
times a day, because I cross that bridge some days upwards of 8 times a day. So you're telling 
me it can cost me $25 some days to do my job? That's crazy and to be honest some bs because 
I've been a resident of Westlake for over 15 years and the citizens have been promised several 
things and they are all broken promise. Hell we can't even get a way around the train tracks 
that always runs during prime time for traffic and it's even stopped backing traffic up the 
bridge. The worse part is I've called and complained several times and get told the same thing 
every time and that's there isn't enough complaints about it or the officials don't find it 
suitable. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 42 
Date: Sunday, April 28, 2019 11:14:30 PM 

User Name: Lynn Bengston 
:Enter your email

Subject: I 10 Bridge 
Comments: As a Westlake resident, it is very important that residents of Westlake not have to 
pay every time we leave our home. That would put an unfair burden on us since we have to be 
able to get out of Westlake. To have to use I 210 every time we leave home to avoid the toll is 
not really a viable option as traffic will probably be quite heavy. It seems to me, that the toll 
bridge should be something that is optional such as beltway eight in Houston, not the primary 
roadway. I hope y’all can come up with something better than making us pay constantly to 
leave our house. Driving through Moss Bluff is not a very good option either. It’s already 
backed up horribly because of workers leaving Sasol and also does trying to avoid the bridge. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 45 
Date: Monday, April 29, 2019 7:44:08 AM 

Subject: I-10 Calcasieu River "Toll" Bridge 

User Name: Matthew J. Duhon 
Enter your email: 

Comments: I am all for building a new I-10 bridge but I am not willing to pay a toll. I have 
paid LA state income & sales tax for 19 years. I feel that LA state officials should have planed 
for this responsibly by setting aside a small amount of tax money each year starting in the late 
90's. Instead, nothing was done and now we are in what feels like a crisis. A small toll ($0.5) 
would not kill me but I am not willing to send the message that poor planing can be mitigated 
by passing the burden on to the public directly in the form of a toll in addition to LA income 
and sales tax. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 46 
Date: Monday, April 29, 2019 8:12:53 AM 

User Name: Howard Duhjon 
:Enter your email

Subject: New I 10 Bridge 
Comments: I am against a toll. the state has seen now for decades the bride is getting old and 
will be in need of repair. There has been no planning for this day as there should have been. 
Now the day is arriving and the lack of planning on the part of those responsible is attempting 
to be passed along to others. A toll is inappropriate. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 48 
Date: Monday, April 29, 2019 9:46:20 AM 

Subject: "No" To the Toll 

User Name: Daniel DeVore 
Enter your email: 

Comments: I don't like the idea of passing the buck of the state's poor planning on to the 
citizen's through a form of yet another tax. Besides, I have never seen a toll on a major 
interstate like I-10. Is this even going to be approved by the Feds? 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 54 
Date: Friday, May 3, 2019 10:28:47 AM 

Subject: On-Line Public Meeting Comments 

User Name: Patrick Landry 
Enter your email: 

Comments: Generally support moving forward with evaluation of PBA 2-C, PBA 3-A, and 
PBA 5-G. Other recommendations include: Elevate I-10 over US-171 to help improve I-10 
geometry and interchange connectivity w/ minimum impact; I-10 Near Ryan Street - Remove 
WB Off Ramp to LS Drive to reduce restricted movement controls, Remove EB On Ramp 
from LS Drive to improve ramp spacing, and add connection from I-10 WB SR to I-10 EB 
SR.to improve Ryan St access; Include I-10 geometric improvements at RR overpass near 
Opelousas St.; Add 3 thru lanes at all 2 lane sections in study area including I-210 
interchanges between ramp connections. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 55 
Date: Friday, May 3, 2019 5:11:27 PM 

User Name: Daniel A. Kramer 

Subject: Comments regarding meeting on April 15, 2019 
Enter your email: 

Comments: The minimum under-span height of the proposed Interstate 10 Calcasieu River 
Bridge (in all proposed configurations) is 73’. The current vertical clearance is 135’. Louisiana 
Scrap Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. and its landlord JK Holdings Calcasieu, L.L.C. 
have a facility located on the Calcasieu River, north of the bridge, that includes a deep water 
port facility which makes use of tug boats and other vessels with height requirements (known 
as “air draft”) that exceed the proposed 73’ minimum under-span height (62’ lower than the 
current bridge). For example, the tug Beaufort Sea has an air draft of 90’, and the tug 
McKinley Sea has an air draft of 86’. Both of these tugs have been used, and will likely 
continue to be used, in Louisiana Scrap Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C.’s marine 
recycling business. The air draft of each tug boat is different, and often exceeds 73’. Louisiana 
Scrap Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C.’s marine recycling business operations include 
the purchase and breaking up of vessels for scrap; many of the vessels are large, with air drafts 
exceeding 73’. Reduction of the vertical clearance of the bridge will greatly reduce the amount 
of floating inventory available for Louisiana Scrap Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. to 
bid upon, which will have a large negative impact on the business. Louisiana Scrap Metals 
Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. has 43 direct employees in Lake Charles as well as 25-30 
contract laborers at any given time. Reduction of the bridge clearance will endanger all of 
those jobs. 

Louisiana Scrap Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. is not the only marine-related 
business that will be adversely affected by the lower proposed bridge height. One of its 
neighbors, Park West Children’s Fund, Inc. (also known as “Friend Ships”) is a non-profit 
organization that ships disaster-relief supplies world-wide through its deep water port facility 
on the Calcasieu River north of the Interstate 10 Calcasieu River Bridge. Friend Ship’s own 
ship will not be able to dock at its port facilities if a 73’ vertical clearance bridge is 
constructed. 

Consideration should be extended to established businesses such as Louisiana Scrap Metals 
Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. , JK Holdings Calcasieu, L.L.C., and Friend Ships, all of 
whom make commercial use of port facilities north of the Interstate 10 Calcasieu River 
Bridge. Such consideration should include assistance with locating and acquiring commercial 
deepwater port facilities south of the proposed Interstate 10 Calcasieu River Bridge which will 
allow established businesses currently located north of the Bridge to continue their maritime 
operations after the 135’ vertical clearance ceases to exist. Government authorities involved in 
the bridge project should include within their budget projections the cost necessary to make 
these arrangements, including the cost of acquisition and development of suitable port 
facilities for affected businesses. The cost should be included in the budgets because the 
public or public/private construction of a bridge which prevents the current use of the 
navigable waterway would constituted a compensable administrative taking of affected 
businesses’ property. 

- Daniel A. Kramer, counsel for Louisiana Scrap Metals Recycling Lake Charles, L.L.C. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com


From: I-10 Lake Charles 
To: Ria Doshi; Lynn Maloney-Mujica 
Subject: I-10 Calcasieu Bridge New Submission # 56 
Date: Sunday, May 5, 2019 2:27:33 PM 

Subject: Comments about I-10 PBA 5G 
Comments: I have two suggestions regarding PBA 5-G. 

User Name: David Balmos 
Enter your email: 

1) It was stated at the public meeting that Sampson Street will be closed completely for up to 
18 months, and partially closed for up to 48 months in order to construct the elevated 
interchange over I-10. If the alignment of Sampson Street north of I-10 were shifted to the 
east, still within existing ROW, the elevated interchange could be constructed while traffic 
remains on the current at-grade pavement. The shift eastward would essentially fall on the 
same location as the proposed new at-grade access road was shown at the public meeting. The 
at-grade access could be provided by the current pavement. Basically switch the location of 
the proposed elevated pavement and the proposed at-grade pavement. Some partial closure of 
Sampson Street would still be required at the tie-in at the northern limit of the new-location 
alignment. But this approach would likely eliminate the need to fully close the Sampson Street 
intersection during construction. 

2) PBA 5-G showed a westbound exit ramp from I-10 to Sampson Street that flies over the 
railroad and connects to Sampson Street several hundred feet north of the westbound entrance 
ramp from Sampson Street to I-10. It was stated that the reason the two intersections do not 
line up is to avoid the EDC plume area. It was also acknowledged by several project team 
representatives that the traffic operations of this offset intersection are less than desirable. 

I suggest that the westbound exit ramp from I-10 to Sampson Street be aligned with the 
westbound entrance ramp to I-10. There are multiple solutions to construct the elevated ramp 
across the EDC plume including shallow foundations (short spans with driven piles of a depth 
of 25' +/- that would be well above the depth of the EDC contaminates), or compensated 
foundations that are recommended as on one the feasible solutions being carried forward by 
the project team, or fill sections with MSE retaining walls. Any of these solutions could be 
evaluated further to improve the operations of the future Sampson Street interchange. 

mailto:rdoshi@HNTB.com
mailto:lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com




























 
Appendix D-2: Response to Phillips 66 
Comments 



 

 

      
 

           
         
         

        
        

   
          

         
          
   
       

     
      

        
        

       
       

      
      

  
 

           
           

         
         

 
         

         
   

         
        

       
      

     
        

      
  

      
  

 
            

         
      

         

          
         
         

        
        

   
        

         
          

   
       

     
      

        
        

       
       

      
      

         
           

         
         

 
       

         
   

         
        

       
     

     
        

      
  

      
  

          
         

      
         

Response to Phillips 66 Comments on the April 25, 2019 Public Meeting #3 

• Comment 1: It is not acceptable for DOTD to use EDC contamination data from 3 
years ago for the PBA screening and not update it with readily available quarterly 
monitoring data and estimated plume delineation. The EDC well monitoring results 
have greatly improved since first quarter 2016, and DOTD’s consideration of the 
most current data on the EDC site conditions would change DOTD’s 
recommended reasonable alternatives to include PBA 1-F. 

• Response 1: The schematics utilized during the Public Meeting #3 presentation, 
do include the following disclaimers “Unknowns remain about the full extent, depth 
and migration of EDC” and “EDC contamination area shown based on First Quarter 
2016 well monitoring data”. Current and historical monitoring well data shows that 
EDC is present north of I-10, spanning through the DOTD right-of-way and 
migrating towards, and now past, the original northern perimeter wells. 
Additionally, and despite low level test results routinely obtained from groundwater 
samples collected since the installation of the monitor wells north of I-10, 
significantly high EDC test results, obtained from soil samples collected during the 
installation of these wells and also from the CPT borings in this same area, have 
not been accounted for or reconciled. The absence of such test data correlation 
and accountability between these sampling events are of reasonable concern and, 
thus, continue to support DOTD’s decisions and the subsequent development of 
PBA 5-G as a Reasonable Alternative. 

• Comment 2: PBA 1-F is Phillip 66s preferred alternative, and any concern over 
adverse impacts to the subsurface environment should be studied in the EIS rather 
than ruling out PBA 1-F at this stage of the NEPA process. The detailed evaluation 
in the EIS includes evaluation of ways to avoid, minimize, or mitigate potential 
environmental impacts associated with all proposed reasonable alternatives. 

• Response 2: The detailed screening matrices showing how each screening 
objective was evaluated and rated for each Preliminary Build Alternative were also 
available for review at the public meeting. To encourage further transparency and 
public input, all meeting materials have been made available on the project 
website. In accordance with the NEPA process, public and agency input solicited 
will be considered and materials modified based on this input as determined 
practicable. Note that the Reasonable Alternatives presented at the public meeting 
are recommendations only, and the finalization of those recommendations will not 
occur until after public and agency input obtained are incorporated into the 
screening analysis. Ultimately, the final identification of Reasonable Alternatives 
will be made by DOTD based on professional judgement with consideration given 
to all project objectives, including environmental issues, cost, engineering issues, 
and public and agency input. 

• Comment 3: In 2010, DOTD explained in a report to FHWA that “if the decision is 
made to allow driven piles above contaminated strata, then it is currently 
considered feasible to construct the previous proposed foundations for the 
elevated mainline and north frontage roads. To allow relatively shallow piles which 



 

 

        
              

       
       

     
        

  
        

         
     

         
        

 
 

          
           

         
           

           
      

              
     

       
          

   
         

         
   

         
        

       
      

     
        

      
  

      
  

 
          

         
       

            
   

          
         

        
              

       
       

     
        

  
      

         
     

         
        

 

        
           

         
           

           
      

              
     

       
          

   
       

         
   

         
        

       
     

     
        

      
  

      
  

        
         
       

            
   

        
         

would be required for the south frontage road, soil-cement mixing is recommended 
to improve the load carrying capacity of the soil above a depth of 25 feet.” 
Particularly because significant attenuation of the EDC has occurred since 2010, 
DOTD should acknowledge its previous statement that design with driven piles are 
engineering solutions that “demonstrate that an acceptable approach is available 
to implement the project while managing risk associated with the hazardous 
materials issue.” Therefore, PBA 1-F should be studied in the EIS. 

• Response 3: The final identification of Reasonable Alternatives will be made by 
DOTD based on professional judgement with consideration given to all project 
objectives, including environmental issues, cost, engineering issues, and public 
and agency input. The Reasonable Alternatives in the EIS will evaluate acceptable 
approaches for engineering solutions while managing risk associated with the 
hazardous materials issue. 

• Comment 4: In comments to the public meeting #2 in 2017, LDEQ again approved 
driving piles in the EDC area as it had since 2009, to “piling depths of 75 feet below 
current existing grade or less north of the current I-10 footprint” and not to “exceed 
a depth of 40 feet below current existing grade south of the current I-10 footprint” 
with the exception of the area east of the specified eastern boundary measured by 
CPT boring locations. Likewise, the EPA Sole Source Aquifer Office has expressed 
no objections to the project. In 2013, the SSA Office sent a letter to DOTD that it 
evaluated “the potential environmental impact which might result from changes to 
a previously approved project” and “determined that the project, as proposed, 
should not have an adverse effect on the quality of the ground water underlying 
the project site”. Therefore, PBA 1-F should be studied in the EIS. 

• Response 4: The detailed screening matrices showing how each screening 
objective was evaluated and rated for each Preliminary Build Alternative were also 
available for review at the public meeting. To encourage further transparency and 
public input, all meeting materials have been made available on the project 
website. In accordance with the NEPA process, public and agency input solicited 
will be considered and materials modified based on this input as determined 
practicable. Note that the Reasonable Alternatives presented at the public meeting 
are recommendations only, and the finalization of those recommendations will not 
occur until after public and agency input obtained are incorporated into the 
screening analysis. Ultimately, the final identification of Reasonable Alternatives 
will be made by DOTD based on professional judgement with consideration given 
to all project objectives, including environmental issues, cost, engineering issues, 
and public and agency input. 

• Comment 5: It is not acceptable to rule out PBA 1-F without a comprehensive 
analysis of likely piling depths in relation to the subsurface depths of EDC, 
particularly in the areas north of the existing I-10 bridge where EDC has never 
been detected in depths from 0 to 55 feet below ground surface and it is unlikely 
piling depths would exceed 55 feet in this area. 

• Response 5: Current and historical monitoring well data shows that EDC is 
present north of I-10, spanning through the DOTD right-of-way and migrating 



 

 

       
          
       
        

 
 

        
      

          
        

         
        

      
         

       
  

         
         
       

  
  

       
       

       
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

       
          
       
        

 

      
      

          
        

         
        

      
         

       
  

       
         
       

  
  

       
       

       
 

towards, and now past, the original northern perimeter wells. Given that unknowns 
remain about the full extent, depth and migration of the EDC; PBA 1-F was 
recommended for elimination. However, PBA 5-G, a modification of PBA 1-F, was 
recommended at the April 25, 2019 Public Meeting #3 as a Reasonable 
Alternative. 

• Comment 6: Regarding DOTD’s comment H-1 in the Public Involvement 
Summary Report, PBA 1-F, DOTD acknowledges that the EDC contamination in 
relation to the project alternatives will be evaluated in the EIS based on available 
information in coordination with LDEQ. DOTD has committed that “if a proposed 
alternative with the potential to encounter EDC is selected as the Preferred 
Alternative, DOTD would follow the proper procedures to ensure the safety of its 
employees, contractors, and the public.” DOTD’s comment H-2 in the same report 
likewise confirms that the potential impact of EDC on the integrity of soils, along 
with other mitigating factors, will be considered during the evaluation process of 
the reasonable alternatives. Therefore, PBA 1-F should be studied in the EIS. 

• Response 6: The detailed screening matrices showing how each screening 
objective was evaluated and rated for each Preliminary Build Alternative were also 
available for review at the public meeting. Note that the Reasonable Alternatives 
presented at the public meeting are recommendations only, and the finalization of 
those recommendations will not occur until after public and agency input obtained 
are incorporated into the screening analysis. Ultimately, the final identification of 
Reasonable Alternatives will be made by DOTD based on professional judgement 
with consideration given to all project objectives, including environmental issues, 
cost, engineering issues, and public and agency input. 
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Public Involvement Summary Report I-10 Calcasieu Bridge Improvements 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD), in coordination with 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge and Improvements Project. The proposed project is 
approximately 9 miles in length and includes alternatives for improvements to I-10 in the Lake 
Charles region between the I-210 interchanges, including the Calcasieu River Bridge as shown 
on Figure 1. 

Figure 1: Project Location Map 

This document summarizes the information provided and input obtained as part of the fourth 
round of public involvement activities for the EIS. Outreach to elected officials, agency 
representatives, stakeholders, and interested members of the public was performed to gather 
input about the reasonable alternatives being evaluated in the EIS and to solicit comments 
regarding implementation strategies such as tolling and public-private partnerships (P3). Besides 
being given the opportunity to comment on these items as well as other aspects of the project, 
people were encouraged to identify the alternative that they preferred, if they had one, and the 
reason for that preference. 

2.0 AGENCY AND PUBLIC OFFICIALS BRIEFING 

An Agency and Public Officials Briefing was held on Thursday, March 25, 2021, from 3:00 P.M. to 
4:00 P.M., online via ZOOM, a video conferencing platform available free for download with both 
audio and video capabilities. A link to the ZOOM meeting was provided in the invitation to the 
briefing. 

2.1 Meeting Invitations and Attendance 
Meeting invitations were emailed to local agency representatives and public officials. A copy of 
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the email invite is displayed in Figure 2 and a list of those invited is provided in Table 1. 

Figure 2: Agency and Public Officials Briefing Email Invitation 
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Public Involvement Summary Report I-10 Calcasieu Bridge Improvements 

Table 1: Agency and Public Officials Briefing Invitation List 

Name Title Agency/Organization Email 
Tony Guillory District 4 Calcasieu Parish Police Jury tguillory@calcasieuparish.gov 
Bryan C. Beam Parish Administrator Calcasieu Parish Police Jury administration@cppj.net 
John Cardone, Jr. City Administrator City of Lake Charles jcardone@cityoflc.us 
Nic Hunter Mayor City of Lake Charles nhunter@cityoflc.us 
Stuart 
Weatherford 

Council Member, 
District E, President City of Lake Charles citycouncil@cityoflc.us 

Mike Huber 
Director of Planning 
and Engineering 

City of Lake Charles 
Planning and Development 
Director mike.huber@cityoflc.us 

Joy Abshire 
Council Member 
District 4 Council Member District 4 jabshire@sulphur.org 

Mike Danahay Mayor City of Sulphur Mayorsoffice@sulphur.org 

Melinda Hardy 
Council Member 
District 3 City of Sulphur mmhardy@sulphur.org 

Stacy Dowden 
Director of Planning 
& Engineering 

City of Sulphur Public Works 
Department sdowden@sulphur.org 

Robert Hardey Mayor City of Westlake bellpepperbc@yahoo.com 
Andrea Manhouz City Clerk City of Westlake cityclerk@cityofwestlake.org 

Allen Wainwright Director 
CPPJ Engineering/Public 
Works tconner@cppj.net 

Wes Crain Director 
CPPJ Planning & 
Development wcrain@cppj.net 

Mike Hollier Director IMCAL/MPO mike@imcal.la 

2.2 Briefing Format and Materials 
The Agency and Public Officials Briefing was conducted online with the ZOOM App. It included 
the recorded video presentation that would also be presented at the public meeting, followed 
by a question/answer session. Using ZOOM audio and video features, agency and public officials 
were able to discuss the proposed project with the Project Team. Meeting topics included: 
design of the reasonable alternatives, toll fees and feasibility, real estate impacts and 
transactions, railroad spur relocation, economic development, and bridge aesthetics. 

3.0 PUBLIC MEETING #4 

3.1 Advertisement & Outreach 
A wide range of advertisement and communication channels were utilized to notify agencies, 
public officials, stakeholder organizations, and the general public about Public Meeting #4. 

Public Meeting Notices – Postcards (Figure 3) were mailed and emailed to over 200 
individuals including property owners potentially impacted by the proposed alternatives. 
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Figure 3: Public Meeting #4 Postcard Notice 

Newspaper Advertisements – An advertisement (Figure 4) was placed in the Lake Charles 
American Press for publication two weeks and within one week prior to the public meeting. 
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Figure 4: Public Meeting #4 Newspaper Notice 

Proof of publication of the advertisement on Thursday, March 11 and Sunday, March 21, 2021 is 
provided in Attachment A. 

MyDOTD Meeting Announcement – LADOTD uses the MyDOTD to send press 
release/public meeting notices to local media and public subscribers. An official 
announcement was made on the MyDOTD webpage two weeks before the public meeting 
as shown on Figure 5. 
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Figure 5: Public Meeting #4 MyDOTD Website Announcement 

LADOTD Public Involvement Email Blast – LADOTD sent an announcement via an email 
blast on March 11, 2021. A copy of the announcement is provided as Attachment B. 

Official Press Release – A press release issued to local media on March 22, 2021. A copy of 
the release is provided as Attachment C. 

Social Media Posts – A meeting announcement (Figure 6) was posted on LADOTD social 
media the morning before the public meeting. The LADOTD Facebook page has over 60k 
followers and its Twitter pages has over 15k followers. 
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Figure 6: LADOTD – Social Media Post 

3.2 Public Meeting #4 Attendance 
Two hundred (200) people independent of the Project Team attended the Public Meeting #4. 
Table 2 lists the participants by affiliation. The “Other” category represents members of the 
public or others whose affiliation could not be determined. A complete list of meeting 
Attendees list from Public Meeting #4 are included in Attachment D. 

Table 2 summarizes the total number of meeting participants by affiliation. 
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Table 2: Tally of Public Meeting #4 Attendees by Affiliation 

Type of Participant Tally of Participants 
Consultant 81 
Local Government 4 
Other 111 
Press 1 
State Agency 1 
State Government 2 
Team 24 
Total participants 224 

3.3 Meeting Format and Materials 
Public Meeting #4 was held online using the ZOOM app. Participants were instructed to go to 
the project website to access the ZOOM link. A phone number with passcode was also provided 
to those who did not have access to a computer or who preferred to listen only. 

The meeting was set-up using the ZOOM Webinar feature that allowed only the Project Team 
panelists to be seen and heard. A live introduction by the Project Team was followed by a 30-
minute recorded video presentation and a Question and Answer (Q&A) period. 

Live Introduction - Dr. Shawn Wilson, Secretary of Transportation, and Dr. Eric Kalivoda, Deputy 
Secretary of Transportation made opening remarks welcoming participants to the meeting. The 
meeting panelists were introduced, and a few process rules were explained. A list of the 
panelists is provided as Attachment E. 

Recorded Video Presentation - A recorded video presentation with voiceover was played. The 
recorded presentation can be viewed online at www.i10lakecharles.com. A copy of the 
presentation with script notes is provided as Attachment F and the recorded presentation may 
be viewed online at www.i10lakecharles.com. An outline of the presentation topics is provided 
below. 

• Welcome and Purpose Statement 
• Project History 
• Alternative Screening Process 
• Reasonable Alternatives and Common Improvements 
• Proposed Improvements – Calcasieu Bridge: 
• Featured Alternatives 
• Comparative Impact Analysis Panels 
• Railroad Spur Relocation for Alternative 5G 
• Traffic Analysis 
• Construction Closures for Alternative 5G 
• Ethylene Dichloride (EDC) Contamination 
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• Public-Private Partnership (P3) 
• Tolling – Traffic and Revenue 
• Permits, Mitigation, and Commitments 
• More Opportunities for Public Input 

Q&A - After the video presentation, participants were encouraged to submit their questions and 
comments via the ZOOM Q&A box. Many questions were read aloud, and the Project Team 
Panelists responded, generally on camera and using the audio feature so that all participants 
could see and hear the response. A few comments were responded to in writing using the Q&A 
box. All questions with responses were visible in the Q&A box to participants with computer 
access. 

3.4 Comments Received 
The public comment period officially opened on March 25, 2021 and ended April 5, 2021. 
However, comments were received through five channels: 

• Submitting a written comment via the ZOOM Q&A box during Public Meeting #4 
• Submitting a written comment to calcasieubridge@hntb.com 
• Submitting a verbal comment by calling 225-366-9645 
• Mailing a written comment to I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project c/o HNTB Corporation, 

10000 Perkins Rowe, Suite 640, Baton Rouge, LA 70810; or 
• Logging on to the project website (www.i10lakecharles.com) and selecting Contact Us or 

“Tell Us What You Think” link. 

Project Email, Phone Number, and Mailing Address - A newsletter was mailed to an extensive 
list of interested parties in January 2021. The availability for making comments via the project 
email, phone number, mailing address, and website address were announced in that newsletter 
(see Attachment G). The project phone number, email, and mailing addresses were also 
announced in the Public Meeting #4 invitations and other outreach materials. 

Website Survey and Comments - Comments received through the website required 
registration. In this manner, name, address, and contact information was collected for each 
registrant. They were also asked to answer a series of questions regarding their concerns, 
indicate their level of support for the project, express thoughts about how tolling might affect 
their driving habits, and state a preference for an alternative, if any, and why that alternative was 
preferred. A copy of the survey questions is provided in Attachment H. 

Respondents were also offered a map to mark where they live and/or work. Figure 7 is a copy of 
the map from the website survey. This comment feature was made available in January 2021. 
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Figure 7: Website Survey Home and Work Locations 

All comments and questions received through the five communication channels were compiled. 
As shown in Table 3, 151 individual submittals of comments and questions were received. Two-
thirds of the comments were received at the Public Meeting using the ZOOM Q&A box. 

Table 3: Comments Received by Source 

Source of Comment Tally of Comments Received 
Email 21 
Letter via email 1 
Phone 1 
Project Website 29 
Zoom Q&A Box 99 
Total Comments 151 

Comments that were received through the five communication channels beginning in January 
2021 through April 5, 2021 were added to the comments received at the public meeting. These 
comments are documented in the comments and response matrix in Attachment I. 

Many of the individual submittals listed in Table 3 contained more than one comment or 
question. Individual comments or questions were classified into 31 topics as shown in Table 4. 
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Public Involvement Summary Report I-10 Calcasieu Bridge Improvements 

Table 4: Question and Comment Topics 

Topic Number of Questions / Comments 
Preferred Alternative 39 

5G 25 
3E 7 
3A 2 
No Build 5 

Bridge Design / Plans & Layouts 26 
Tolls 26 

Supports Tolling 2 
Does Not Support Tolling 7 

Supports Project 27 
Yes 24 
No 3 

Funding 17 
I-210 14 
Traffic 14 
Alternative Route 12 
Vertical Clearance / Navigation 12 
Construction Impacts 11 
EDC 10 
Pedestrian & Bike Facilities 10 
Iconic / Signature Bridge 10 
Movable Bridge 8 
Westlake Impacts 8 
P3 8 
Costs / Estimates 7 
Meeting / Comment Process 7 
Schedule 6 
Ryan to US 171 5 
Visual / Aesthetics 5 
Access 4 
Local Economic Effects 4 
Climate Change / Environmental Impacts 4 
Drinking Water / Chico Aquifer 3 
Railroad Relocations 3 
Right of Way Acquisition / Relocations 3 
Eagles 2 
Recreational Resources 2 
Noise 1 
Cultural Resources 1 
Total Number of Comments 306 

The table also shows that 39 individuals expressed a preference for one of the build alternatives 
or the No Build. Approximately 64 percent of the respondents expressed a preference for 
Alternative 5G. 
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Public Involvement Summary Report I-10 Calcasieu Bridge Improvements 

Due to the time limitation for Public Meeting #4, not all comments submitted through the Q&A 
box were answered. Public meeting notices and the meeting introduction advised participants 
that a response to unanswered questions would be provided in writing in the record of the 
meeting. The matrix provided in Attachment I includes responses to all the questions and 
comments received beginning in January 2021 through the end of the public meeting comment 
period on April 5, 2021. 

4.0 ADDITIONAL OUTREACH 

In addition to the activities described above, the Project Team provided information in advance 
of Public Meeting #4 to engage regional stakeholders and potentially impacted neighborhoods 
in Westlake. 

4.1 Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Attendance  
The Project Team was invited to a meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) of the 
Calcasieu Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and the Imperial Calcasieu (IMCAL) 
Planning and Development Commission on March 10, 2021 to present the reasonable 
alternatives and discuss the relative benefits and impacts.   

The TAC meeting was attended by 37 individuals. Table 5 categorizes the total number of TAC 
meeting participants by type. A list of attendees is provided in Attachment J. 

Table 5: TAC Meeting Attendance Tally by Type of Participant 
Type of Participant Tally of Participants 

TAC Members 11 
Transportation Policy Committee Members  1 
MPO / IMCAL Staff 12 
Guests 13 
Total participants 37 

At the meeting, a subcommittee of the MPO/IMCAL made a recommendation supported by a 
PowerPoint document entitled “Calcasieu River Bike/Ped Crossing Recommendation”. A copy of
the PowerPoint document is also included in Attachment J. 

4.2 Outreach to Westlake Neighborhood Potentially Impacted by Railroad Relocations
On March 10, 2021, the Project Team distributed door hanger/flyers in the Westlake
neighborhood that could be impacted by the railroad spur relocation needed for construction of 
Alternative 5G. The door hangers/flyers were left at the residences between the Kansas City 
Southern (KCS) track at Pilley Street and Union Railroad Avenue) and Miller Avenue. Flyers were 
also left with representatives of businesses operating on Miller Avenue that could be impacted 
by the spur relocation of Alternative 5G. A copy of the doorhanger/flyer is provided in 
Attachment K. 
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  ATTACHMENT C 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
March 22, 2021 
News Contact: Tammy York <Tammy.York@la.gov> 

I-10 Calcasieu Bridge Public Meeting Online via ZOOM 

An online public meeting will be held using ZOOM on Thursday, March 25, 2021, 

from 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project. To join 

the meeting, the public is invited to go to www.i10lakecharles.com and click on 

the ZOOM link to attend the meeting. If you do not have access to a computer or 

if you prefer, you may join the meeting by phone at 646-876-9923, Passcode 

459770 (audio only). 

The purpose of the public meeting is to solicit comments from the public about 

the alternatives and proposed improvements, benefits and impacts of each one, 

and implementation strategies such as tolling and public-private partnerships. A 

live introduction will be followed by a recorded presentation. After the 

presentation, questions and comments will be accepted through the chat feature 

and the project team will respond in the order received. 

Three alternatives are being evaluated in the Environmental Impact Statement. 

Alternative 3A includes a long-span bridge, an extension of Sulphur Avenue east 

across the river via a moveable bridge, and a partial interchange at North 

Lakeshore. 

Similarly, Alternative 3E includes a long-span bridge, and an extension of 

Sulphur Avenue east across the river to a full interchange at North Lakeshore. 

mailto:Tammy.York@la.gov


    

  

      

   

        

   

     

      

      

      

        

             

  
  
 

  
 

       

     

  

         

     

      

Alternative 5G includes a full interchange at Sampson Street elevated above the 

existing Sampson Street and two railroad crossings. This alternative would not 

extend Sulphur Avenue, but it would require moving two railroad spur tracks that 

cross the I-10 Service Road and Isle of Capri Boulevard. 

Common to all alternatives are improvements at PPG Drive, North Lakeshore 

and Veterans Memorial, Enterprise Boulevard, and the widening of I-10 to three 

through lanes in each direction. 

Comments and questions may be submitted through the website by clicking on 

the “Tell Us What You Think” bubble, through the project email at 

Calcasieubridge@hntb.com, by phone at 225-366-9645, or by US mail at the 

below address. All comments received at the meeting, through the website, by 

phone, email, or US mail by April 3, 2021, will become part of the meeting record. 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project 
c/o HNTB Corporation 
Suite 640 
10000 Perkins Rowe 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

If you are unable to attend the meeting at the scheduled time, you may view the 

recorded presentation and other informational materials by visiting the project 

website at www.i10lakecharles.com. 

For special assistance, you can contact members of the project team or request 

hard copies of meeting materials at 225-366-9645 or CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 

at least 5 days in advance so that we can provide accommodations. 

http://www.i10lakecharles.com/
mailto:CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com
mailto:Calcasieubridge@hntb.com


         
             
     
     

     
           

       
       

       
         
       
       

           
           

           
       
          

       
       
         
       
           
         
         

            

 

     

   

 

      

    

   

   
  

        
         

      
      

      
         

       
       

       
        
       

       
         

         
        
       

        
       
       
        

       
         

        
        

 

      

    

   

   
  

        
         

      
      

      
         

       
       

       
        
       

       
         

         
        
       

        
       
       
        

       
         

        
        

ATTACHMENT D 

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Project Team 

Dusty Bastion dbastion@hntb.com HNTB – Bridge; Project Team 
Brad Guilmino Bguilmino@hntb.com HNTB – Tolling and Financial Feasibility 
Rick Hathaway rhathaway@hntb.com HNTB – Roadway 
Lynn Maloney‐Mujica lmaloneymujica@hntb.com HNTB – Environmental 
Meredith Taylor metaylor@hntb.com HNTB – Environmental 
Brandon Batt brbatt@hntb.com HNTB – Webmaster / Traffic Noise 
Guy Garrett ggarrett@hntb.com HNTB ‐ Public Involvment / Graphics 
David Gregory dgregory@hntb.com HNTB – Public Involvement 
Joe Blasi jblasi@hntb.com HNTB – Traffic Analysis 
Don Duberville don.duberville@la.gov LADOTD – District Engineer Administrator 
Eric Kalivoda Eric.Kalivoda@la.gov LADOTD – Deputy Secretary 
Dr. Shawn Wilson shawn.wilson@la.gov LADOTD – Secretary 
Joachim Umeozulu joachim.umeozulu@la.gov LADOTD – Acting Project Management Director 
Peggy Jo Paine Peggy.Paine@la.gov LADOTD – Innovative Procurement Manager 
Noel Ardoin Noel.Ardoin@la.gov LADOTD – Environmental Engineer Administrator 
Brent Waguespack brent.waguespack@la.gov LADOTD – Roadway Engineer 
Seth Woods DOTD seth.woods@la.gov LADOTD – District Engineer 
Mandie Trahan mandie.trahan@la.gov LADOTD – Right‐Of‐Way Agent 
Tammy York tammy.york@la.gov LADOTD – Public Information 
Adriane McRae adriane.mcrae@la.gov LADOTD – Highway Safety Administrator 
Robert Mahoney robert.mahoney@dot.gov FHWA – Environmental Coordinator 
Daniel Suarez daniel.suarez@dot.gov FHWA – Project Delivery Team Leader 
Mark Stinson Mark.Stinson@dot.gov FHWA – Major Projects Engineer 
Charles Aziabor Charles.Aziabor@dot.gov FHWA – Assistant Bridge Engineer 



               
         
 

 

     
     

   

           

     
     
 

 
 

 
   
 

 
 
 

   
           

            

 

 

 

     

   

      

    

   

   
  

           
        
    
   
    

  
      

      
 

     
  

         
 

      
      
    

    
    

    
     

    
    
    
    

     
         

      

    

   

   
  

           
        
    
   
    

  
      

      
 

     
  

         
 

      
      
    

    
    

    
     

    
    
    
    

     
         

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Local Government 

Lori Marinovich lmarinovich@cityoflc.us Assistant Director City of Lake Charles Downtown Development 
Chris Wilrye cwilrye@westlakepd.com Police Chief, City of Westlake 
Jamie Gaines jamie@imcal.la IMCAL 
Cindy cindy@imcal.la IMCAL 
Walter Council walter@imcal.la IMCAL 

State Government 
Phillip Tarver ptarver@legis.la.gov Louisiana State Representative 
Les Farnum lfarnum@legis.la.gov Louisiana State Representative 

Press 
John Guidroz jguidroz@americanpress.com American Press 

State Agency 
Robby Maxwell rmaxwell@wlf.la.gov Louisiana Department of Wildlife & Fisheries 

Others 
Paul Parkerson pparkerson@belzonahouston.com Belzona Houston INC 
Jennifer Douglas jdouglas@fcc.es Federal Communications Commission 
Michael Fontenot michael.fontenot@motiva.com Motiva 
Ann‐Therese Schmid aschmid@nossaman.com Nossaman 
DJuana Beason djuana.beason@terracon.com Terracon 
Allen Farberov allen.farberov@macquarie.com Macquarie 
Albert Racciatti aracciatti@itineraconcessions.com Itinera Concessions 
Mariana Torres Mariana.torres@laing.com Laing 
Sara Judson sjudson@foundationswla.org SWLA 
Odis Hertz jack.joshlin@camtel.com Camtel 
Jorge Herrero jherrero@cintra.us Cintra 
Joe Iniguez jiniguez@halmarinternational.com Halmar International 
Mount Calvary Baptist Church themountcalvarybc@yahoo.com Mount Calvary Baptist Church 



 
 

 
 

 
 

   
     

 
 

 
     
   
   

     
 

 
 
     

 
     

 
   

 

              

 

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

    
    

    
    

    
    

     
      

    
    

    
      

     
     

      
    

    
    
      

   
    

      
    

     
    

       

    

   

   
  

    
    

    
    

    
    

     
      

    
    

    
      

     
     

      
    

    
    
      

   
    

      
    

     
    

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 

David Nichols david.nichols1@kiewit.com Kiewit 
Darren Lueking dlueking@traylor.com Traylor 
John Pohorelsky johnp@sgpgl.com SGPGL 
Ree Varcoe ree.varcoe@kiewit.com Kiewit 
Michael Bridges michael.bridges@mottmac.com Mottmac 
Gary Heitman gary.heitman@stantec.com Stantec 
Jim Giffin jim.giffin@edwardjones.com Edward Jones 
Josh Foster josh@joshfosterproperties.com Josh Foster Properties 
Andrea Travani atravani@pedelta.com Pedelta 
Jan Evans jan.evans@volkert.com Volkert 
Ulises Wensell ulises.wensell.martinez@acciona.com Acciona 
T Gattle tgattle@huvalassoc.com Huval Associates INC 
Jim Laing jlaing@halmarinternational.com Halmar International 
Kamil Seidl kseidl@starinfrapartners.com Starinfra Partners 
Michelle Helminger mhelminger@huvalassoc.com Huval Associates INC 
Neil McMonagle neil.mcmonagle@ey.com EY 
Thomas Massman tmassman@massman.net Massman 
Chris Ray chris.ray@wsp.com WSP 
Ronke Osibajo ronke.osibajo@tbsmith.com T BAKER SMITH 
pmmilwar pmmilwar@bechtel.com Bechtel 
Jacob Parker jacob.parker@volkert.com Volkert 
Bart bart@jlawton.cc J Lawton Company, LLC 
Steve Boudreaux steve.boudreaux@stantec.com Stantec 
bnaghavi bnaghavi@hardestyhanover.com Hardesty & Hanover 
Henry Patel henry.patel@kiewit.com Kiewit 



 
   

   
   
   
   

 
 

   
 

     
 

     
     

 
 

 
     

 
   

   
 
     

   
   

              

 

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

    
     

     
     

     
     

    
    

     
    

      
    

      
      
   

    
    

    
      

    
     

     
    

      
     

     

       

    

   

   
  

    
     

     
     

     
     

    
    

     
    

      
    

      
      
   

    
    

    
      

    
     

     
    

      
     

     

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 

Gregory Badon greg.badon@arcadis.com Arcadis 
Catherine Cusimano catherine.cusimano@bernhardcapital.com Bernhard Capital 
Karen Creamer karen.creamer@hdrinc.com HDR INC 
Matt Girard Matt.girard@Plenarygroup.com Plenary Group 
Sergio Luqui sluquiv@jsengr.com JS Engineering 
Carmine Borea carmine.borea@exp.com EXP Engineering 
Rich Lopatin rich.b.lopatin@ey.com EY 
Michael Tritico michaeltritico@yahoo.com Restore 
Ryan Prince rprince@itineraconcessions.com Itinera Concessions 
Newell Schindler nhschindler@modjeski.com Modjeski 
Kristy Armand kristy@ehealthyimage.com Healthy Image Marketing 
Nikhil Jain nikhil.jain11@ey.com EY 
Sigmund sigmunds@tx.rr.com Railroad Commission of Texas 
Blaine Johnson bjohnson@southlandenv.com Southland Environmental LLC 
Kitscha greg.kitscha@laing.com Laing 
Nancy hendrix nancy.hendrix@stantec.com Stantec 
Martin Landry mlandry@acciona.com Acciona 
Matt Hawk matthew.hawk@stantec.com Stantec 
Glenn McCall gmccall@huvalassoc.com Huval Associates INC 
Matthias Klinteback matthias.klinteback@vinci‐concessions.com Vinci‐Concessions 
Rusty Vincent jrv@centurygrp.com Century Group 
Thomas Behan thomas.behan@lemoinecompany.com Lemoine Company 
Denise Rau DENISE.RAU@LPL.COM LPL 
Melanie Vander Valk mvalk@itineraconcessions.com Itinera Concessions 
Rowdy Gaudet rowdy@emergentmethod.com Emergent Method 
Cindy Hall chall@americanroads.com American Roads 



     
 

 
 
 

 
   

 
   
 
 
 

   
 

 
   

 
 

 
 
   

   
 

              

 

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

      

    
    

    
    

   
    

     
    

     
    
    

    
     

    
    
     

    
    

    
    

     
     

    

       

    

   

   
  

      

    
    

    
    

   
    

     
    

     
    
    

    
     

    
    
     

    
    

    
    

     
     

    

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 

Cissy Guidry cissy@stageoneinc.com Stage One INC 

DuRousseau keith@keilandllc.com Keiland LLC 
Jade Moreau jade.moreau@gray.tv Gray 
Simon Duranceau sduranceau@roadis.com Roadis 
James Gregg James.Gregg@tylin.com Tylin 
NQuintero nyree.quintero@tylin.com Tylin 
Leandro Rey lrey@cintra.us Cintra 
Risa Mueller risa@franklinassoc.com Franklin Associates 
Preston Vineyard prvd@cowi.com Cowi 
Rob Vincze robert.vincze@partnersgroup.com Partners Group 
Brett Downer brett@ocarroll.com Ocarroll 
Mark Conner mconner@acadian.com Acadian 
Marcos Boto mboto@sacyr.com Sacyr 
Chris Hall chall@ibtengineers.com IBT Engineers 
Catherine Cook ccook@cintra.us Cintra 
Marcos Loizias marcos.loizias@jacobs.com Jacobs 
Thomas Henley thomas@bernhardcapital.com Bernhard Capital 
Traci Kuratomi traci.kuratomi@ey.com EY 
Missy Amidon mamidon@citgo.com Citgo 
Tom Vrenick tom.vrenick@terracon.com Terracon 
Javier Pascual jpascual@ferrovial.us Ferrovial 
Holly Turner‐Elbrecht hturner@halmarinternational.com Halmar International 
DFuselier dfuselier@huvalassoc.com Huval Associates INC 
Mike Griffin mike.griffin@arcadis.com Arcadis 



 
     
 

 
 

   
 

   

   
 

       
 
     
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

              

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

    
      
    

    
    

     
    

     
   

     
    

   
       

    
      

    
    

    
    

   
    

   
    
    

       

    

   

   
  

    
      
    

    
    

     
    

     
   

     
    

   
       

    
      

    
    

    
    

   
    

   
    
    

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Consultants (cont.) 

George Swift gswift@allianceswl.aorg Alliance 
Jade Rung jrung@figgbridge.com Figg Bridge Group 
Paul Fossier paul.fossier@stantec.com Stantec 
Carson W. carson@fenstermaker.com Fenstermaker 
Sandra T stique@sacyr.com Sacyr 
Keith Ortego justshootem@centurytel.net Century Link 
Kenith Andry cadien@suddenlink.net Suddenlink 
Jeff B jeff.barr@plenarygroup.com Plenary Group 
Leonard lwshooter@suddenlink.net Suddenlink 
James Taylor james@franklinassoc.com Franklin Associates 
Raul Perez rperezl@sacyr.com Sacyr 
O.Shahahwy osama.shahawy@arcadis.com Arcadis 
Matthew Komisarjevsky mkomisarjevsky@acsinfra.com ACS Infrastructure Development INC 
Paul Bohl paul.bohl@stantec.com Stantec 
David Koke dkoke@thepicardgroup.com The Picard Group 
Douglas Olson dougo@barriere.com Barriere 
Rebecca Brooks rbrooks@cintra.us Cintra 
Butch Babineaux butch@fenstermaker.com Fenstermaker 
Sallye Perrin sallye.perrin@wesp.com WESP 
Christine christine.sowinski@kiewit.com Kiewit 
Teona Jerman tjerman@hntb.com HNTB 
kmalpani kunal.malpani@stantec.com Stantec 
Vince Gastoni vincent.gastoni@parsons.com Parsons 
Sandie Jordan jc4life@myexcel.com EXCEL 



 
 

   
   

 
   

   
   
 

 
 
   
       
 
 
     
 
     
     

     
 

 

 

              

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

    
    

     
     
    

     
     

     
    

    
    
     
       
    
    
      
    
      
      

      
    

   
    

       

    

   

   
  

    
    

     
     
    

     
     

     
    

    
    
     
       
    
    
      
    
      
      

      
    

   
    

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 

Anton Maese amaese@cintra.us Cintra 
Hossein Ghara hossein.ghara@volkert.com Volkert 
Carey Wilson carey.wilson@wilsonco.com Wilson Company 
Brad Saver bsaver@shikunusa.com Shikun USA 
ccovil ccovil@halmarinternational.com Halmar International 
Sara Hahn shahn@coastalenv.com Coastal Environments 
Michael Lamont michael.lamont@hdrinc.com HDR INC 
Kurt Allen kurt.allen@airliquide.com Air Liquide 
Kelly Hansen kelly.hansen@stantec.ocm Stantec 
Jim Poe jim.poe@kiewit.com Kiewit 
Carlos Campo carlos.campo@wsp.com WSP 
Travis Chulick travis.chulick@partnersgroup.com Partners Group 
Edwin Callicutt III ecallicutt@figgbridge.com Figg Bridge Group 
Robert Carballo Robert.Carballo@Stantec.com Stantec 
Cullen Ledet cjledet@modjeski.com Modjeski 
Wade Bonzon wbonzon@figgbridge.com Figg Bridge Group 
willyne kestel wkestel@att.net AT&T 
Patrick Cusey patrick.cusey@la.gov LADOTD Bridge Inspection 
Patricia Prebula patricia@prebulapr.com Prebula Public Relations 
Clair Marceaux clair@cameronparishport.com Cameron Parish Port 
Thu Hoang thoang@cintra.us Cintra 
KSandepudi krishna.sandepudi@tylin.com Tylin 
Fernando Herrera fherrera@roadis.com Roadis 



     
 
   
 
   
     

 
 

   
 
   
       

       

 
 

 
 

       
 

 
 
 

 

              

 

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

      
    
     
    
     

      
    

    
     
    

     
       

       
  
   

   
   

   
      
   

   
   

   
   

       

    

   

   
  

      
    
     
    
     

      
    

    
     
    

     
       

       
  
   

   
   

   
      
   

   
   

   
   

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 

Doree Magiera (HDR) doree.magiera@hdrinc.com HDR INC 
Dana Keel dankeel@citgo.com Citgo 
Lynn Hohensee lhohensee@lehcomm.com Leh Communications 
Akhil Chauhan akhil.chauhan@arcadis.com Arcadis 
John Snow john@emergentmethod.com Emergent Method 
Patrick McIntire pmcintire@oatsmarino.com Oats & Marino 
Leslie Perez lperez@cintra.us Cintra 
William Mahrer wmahrer@prim.com Prim 
Brian Petersen bpetersen@halmarinternational.com Halmar International 
Linda Lebert lebertray@yahoo.com Jacobs 
Megan Hartman megan.m.hartman@p66.com Phillips 66 
Robert Schmidt bschmidt@huvalassoc.com Huval and Associates INC 
Jason Boaz jason.boaz@islelakecharles.com Isle of Capri Casino 
Moe moegeg57@aol.com 
Lana Crump lanacrump09@gmail.com 
Jim Richard jrichard220@gmail.com 
deborah brown neverdebbie@gmail.com 
Bo jackson wingmn3@aol.com 
Jesus M. De La Fuente jmfuente@fccco.com 
Sean Ardoin sean@sean4mayor.com 
Ed Diffendal ed_diffendal@stanfordalumni.org 
Randy Burlrigh randy.burleigh@yahoo.com 
Jason Rodriguez jrodriguezatc@yahoo.com 
Jen Hobbs jhobbs1512@hotmail.com 



 
   

 
 
 

 
 

 
   
     
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

              

 

     

   

       

    

   

   
  

   
    

   
   
   
  
   

   
   

    
     
   
   
   

  
  

  
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

   
   

       

    

   

   
  

   
    

   
   
   
  
   

   
   

    
     
   
   
   

  
  

  
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

   
   

PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 

Stephanie Wyche stephanie.wyche@gmail.com 
William F. Smith awillf2@wmconnect.com 
Ed Elam eelamplanner47@gmail.com 
Chris Wallace wallacechris@icloud.com 
John Brady johnbrady.jb@gmail.com 
Kathy jklb251@suddenlink.net 
Donna Little donnamsu2003@yahoo.com 
Neal Belitsky nmbelitsky@gmail.com 
Stafford Frank frankw1952@yahoo.com 
David Gregory HNTB dgreg3737@gmail.com 
Pablo del Monte Vicente pdelmonte@gmail.com 
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PUBLIC MEETING #4 MEETING ATTENDEES LIST (CONT.) 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 25, 2021 

Name Email Organization 
Others (cont.) 
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Byron Martin nitram1203@yahoo.com 
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zroger zarian.roger@gmail.com 
Matthew Duberville mnduberville@gmail.com 
Chris Jun lsliven@hotmail.com 
Daniel derbyhill3@hotmail.com 
Rob cow‐hand@hotmail.com 
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MicSpoon thespoon13@gmail.com 
James Cormier cajun70601@gmail.com 
Blake Smith MSUBlake827@gmail.com 



      
       
       

     
         

        
    

     
   
         
     
     

 

     
      

      
     

       
      

    
    

    
       

     
     

 

     
      

      
     

       
      

    
    

    
       

     
     

I-10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements Project
ATTACHMENT E Public Meeting #4 

Online Panelists 
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ATTACHMENT F 

I-10 CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE IMPROVEMENTS 
(I-10/I-210 WEST END TO I-10/I-210 EAST END) 

The purpose of the meeting this evening is to 

• Present the reasonable alternatives and proposed improvements 
• Discuss comparative benefits and impacts of the alternatives 
• Introduce implementation strategies such as tolling and public‐private 

partnerships, and 
• Solicit comments from you as members of the community and 

stakeholders. 

1 

Welcome to the I‐10 Calcasieu River Bridge and Improvements Project March 25, 2021 
public meeting. 

The project corridor extends from I‐10 at I‐210 West End to I‐10 at I‐210 East End, 
approximately 9 miles in length. It crosses through the City of Lake Charles and the City of 
Westlake, which are connected by the Calcasieu River Bridge. 

The purpose of the meeting this evening is to 

• Present the reasonable alternatives and proposed improvements 
• Discuss comparative benefits and impacts of the alternatives 
• Introduce implementation strategies such as tolling and public‐private partnerships, and 
• Solicit comments from you as members of the community and stakeholders. 

1 
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Additional Repairs to 
the Bridge 

2 

The I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements Project Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
was initiated in 2013 (1) to address issues with the existing bridge, which is almost 70 years 
old. The bridge was rehabilitated in 2011‐2012 (2) with additional repairs in 2018‐2019 (3). 
This extended its service life, but it needs to be replaced. The remainder of I‐10 within the 
project limits needs to be reconstructed as it is nearly 60 years old. 

LADOTD has held three public meetings (4,5,6) and one workshop for the project to gather 
information about issues, concerns, and considerations. In 2019, the state allocated $85 
million towards construction of the bridge. (7) 

Most recently, LADOTD sponsored a Context Sensitive Solutions workshop (8) with local 
officials and other stakeholders to discuss local ideas about how the project could look and 
operate in a way that fits in with the adjacent communities. A summary of that meeting 
has been posted on the website for download and viewing at your convenience. 

2 
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3 

Today’s meeting is Public Meeting #4, the last opportunity for the public to make 
comments before the draft Environmental Impact Statement is completed. A final meeting, 
known as a public hearing, will be held after the draft EIS is made available to the public 
and agencies for review. 

The draft EIS will identify a preferred alternative after considering comments from the 
project sponsors, agencies with regulatory and permitting authority, local officials, and the 
public. 

As we present the alternatives being considered, please consider the advantages and 
disadvantages of each one. If you think one is better than the other, please let us know 
which one and why. 

3 



                           
                           

                             
                 

             
                   
             
                 

 

 

 

 

 

              
              

               
         

         
            
         
           

 

 

 

 

 

 

              
              

               
         

         
            
         
           

 

WE ARE HERE 

PURPOSE & NEED 
ALTERNATIVE SCREENING PROCESS 

• System continuity 
• Congestion and mobility 
• Structural and functional 

deficiencies 
• Safety 

4 

A complete range of alternatives was considered for the proposed project and put through 
a screening process. The three Alternatives that you will see this evening were brought 
forward for detailed evaluation in the EIS because they meet the purpose of the project 
and address the identified needs. Any reasonable alternative must 

• Address the lack of system continuity on I‐10 
• Reduce congestion and improve mobility on I‐10 and along Sampson Street 
• Correct structural and functional roadway and bridge deficiencies 
• Address safety concerns on I‐10 including the Calcasieu River Bridge 

4 



                                         
 

 

              
 

 

REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES 

This section will discuss the three reasonable alternatives that are being evaluated in the 
EIS. 

5 



        

 

           

                           
                                   

                                  
                         

                             
                                   

                           

                         
                               
             

                       
                         

                             

                             
                           

                           

 

              
                  

                 
              

               
                  

               

             
                

        

            
             

               

               
              

              

 

        

 

 

              
                  

                 
              

               
                  

               

             
                

        

            
             

               

               
              

              

 

Interchanges 
Overpass Bridges 
& Frontage Roads 

Interchange 
Ramps 

COMMON TO ALL ALTERNATIVES COMMON TO ALL ALTERNATIVES 

REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES 

www.i10lakecharles.com 

6 

All three reasonable alternatives would increase the number of through lanes on I‐10 to 
three in each direction from I‐210 west end to Ryan Street (1) and from US 171 to I‐210 
east end (2). This widening from 4 lanes to 6 lanes will take place no matter which 
alternative is selected. I‐10 is already six lanes from Ryan Street to US 171. 

Improvements proposed at the west end of the project corridor, from I‐10 at I‐210 west 
end to Sampson Street; and at the east end of the project corridor, from Ryan Street to I‐10 
at I‐210 east end, are also common to all three alternatives. (3 and 4 together) 

On the west end these common improvements include the I‐10/I‐210 interchange ramp (5) 
and I‐10 frontage roads. The US 90 overpass bridge will be removed, and the highway will 
cross under a new I‐10 overpass (6) . 

On the east end, the common improvements include concentrating access at the 
interchange at Enterprise (7), improving the overpass bridges and frontage roads from Ryan 
Street to Opelousas (8), and making changes to the interchange configuration at US 171 (9). 

Changes at US 171 are necessary to accommodate the a six‐lane interstate and ensure that 
the vertical clearance and geometry of the overpasses and ramps meet design criteria. The 
proposed reconfiguration does not address traffic issues or geometry on US 171 outside of 

6 



 

                           
       

                                     
                               
                             
                       

  

              
     

                   
                

               
             

 

  

              
     

                   
                

               
             

 

these boundaries. 

Details of the improvements common to all alternatives can be viewed in the interactive 
maps provided online at www.i10lakecharles.com 

What is not shown here but can be seen on those maps is that the mainline and bridge are 
shifted north of the existing alignment (highlight). This shift is needed to be able to maintain 
traffic during construction of the bridge. This shift will require that all of the businesses 
located on the north side of I‐10 at North Lakeshore Drive be relocated. 

6 

www.i10lakecharles.com


  

                             
                               
         

                         

                           
                       

               

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

               
                

      

              

              
            

        

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

               
                

      

              

              
            

        

 

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS – 
CALCASIEU BRIDGE 

• Minimum Six Lanes (3 in each direction) 
• Alternative 5G provides two outside auxiliary lanes between Westlake and

North Lakeshore 
• Meet Design Criteria 

• Shoulders 
• Center Barrier 
• Eliminate Overhead Height Restriction 

• Lower Bridge Height 
• Reduce Approach Grade from 5% to 3% 
• Provide 73 Feet Vertical Clearance for Maritime Traffic 

7 

The new bridge will be built to include six lanes, adequately sized shoulders for emergency 
use, and a central barrier built to meet design criteria. The overhead truss structure will be 
gone, eliminating the overhead height restriction. 

The bridge height will be lowered, reducing the approach grades from 5% to 3%. 

These improvements will be the same for all three build alternatives. Alternative 5G will 
include auxiliary lanes on the outside, allowing traffic between Westlake and North 
Lakeshore Boulevard to connect without entering mainline traffic. 

7 
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8 

Where the alternatives differ is in the center section that includes both the North 
Lakeshore area, the Calcasieu River Bridge and Sampson Street. 

This area is where several engineering solutions have been considered. The designs shown 
are still preliminary but have been developed with enough detail to confirm that the 
geometry and structural elements in this middle section will address the identified needs 
and meet current design criteria. 

8 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

              
         

             
              

             
     

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

              
         

             
              

             
     

 

 
 

 

                           
                 

                         
                           

                         
       



                           
     

                               
               

                             
                               

                         

                               
                         

                             
                             

                     

                           
                           

               

 

              
   

                
        

               
                

              

                
              

               
               

           

              
              

        

 

 

              
   

                
        

               
                

              

                
              

               
               

           

              
              

        

 

BRIDGE ALTERNATIVES – ALTERNATIVE 3A 

9 

The first reasonable alternative being considered is Alternative 3A. It makes no changes to 
existing Sampson Street. 

The I‐10 service roads on the south west(1) are shifted slightly south to improve curve radii, 
but the configuration of ramps remains the same. 

The connecting intersection of the I‐10 service road, Sampson Street and Isle of Capri also 
remains the same (2). The EDC area of contamination that was delineated in 2016 is shown 
on the map (3). Alternative 3A would cross this area with a long‐span bridge. 

What’s new is a westbound off‐ramp (arrow 3 (4)) that has been added to complete the 
interchange. This ramp departs from the new bridge as it passes over Miller Avenue. 

Then, it turns south, crosses beneath the new bridge and comes to ground at the 
intersection of Isle of Capri Boulevard and Mike Hooks Road, which will be straightened to 
join Isle of Capri at a 90‐degree angle (arrow 4 (5)). 

Sampson Street will be unimproved and remain at grade. Traffic on Sulphur Avenue and 
Sampson Street north will be able to avoid two mainline railroad crossings of Sampson 
Street by using an extension of Sulphur Avenue. 

9 



                               
                             
                           

   

                             
                

                
               
              

  

               
        

 

                
               
              

  

               
        

 

A new movable bridge will be built over the river connecting to an elevated access road 
ending at a partial interchange at North Lakeshore in Lake Charles. The interchange is called 
partial because it provides only an eastbound on‐ramp and a westbound off‐ramp to and 
from I‐10. 

Access in the area using North Lakeshore and other roads will remain unchanged except they 
will shift to the north with the mainline. 

9 



                             
                                   

                               
                       

                   

 

               
                  

                
            

           

 

 

               
                  

                
            

           

 

BRIDGE ALTERNATIVES – ALTERNATIVE 3E 

10 

Alternative 3E differs from Alternative 3A only in that the interchange at North Lakeshore is 
complete (1) . That is, drivers can enter or exit the interstate from all directions by way of 
the Sulphur Avenue extension. But they may also use I‐10 to cross the river entering or 
exiting at Sampson Street. All other operational and access features, including the long‐
span crossing of the EDC (2), are the same as 3A. 

10 



                         
                             
                           

       

                                 
                           
                   

                               
             

 

             
               

              
    

                 
              

           

                
        

 

 

             
               

              
    

                 
              

           

                
        

 

11 

BRIDGE ALTERNATIVES – ALTERNATIVE 5G 

Alternative 5G was designed to provide a compact and complete interchange at Sampson 
Street. It does not require an extension of Sulphur Avenue because Sampson Street will be 
raised to connect to the bridge above grade, eliminating all conflicts with the railroad 
crossings on Sampson Street. 

At its western end, the bridge will pass under Sampson Street, crossing the EDC area on a 
retaining wall. The retaining wall will be filled with light weight earthen material and 
supported with a shallow platform designed to spread the load horizontally. 

Sampson Street at ground level will be demolished. Access to the I‐10 Service Road and Isle 
of Capri will be maintained in Alternative 5G. 

11 



View Looking North 

Example Westlake
Gateway Feature 

MSE Wall 

This is a sketch of what the new Sampson Street interchange would look like if Alternative 
5G were built. Sampson Street at I‐10 would not change from its existing condition for 
Alternatives 3A and 3E. 
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ALTERNATIVE 5G SKETCH 
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COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS 
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE 

The three reasonable alternatives are being studied to determine what the comparative 
advantages and disadvantages of each would be. The analysis for each alternative has been 
conducted at the same level of detail as a basis for this initial comparison. Technical 
analyses for the alternatives are ongoing. Therefore, the information presented here is 
preliminary and may change as the analyses are completed. 

13 
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COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 1 
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE 

Resource/Issue Criterion No Build 
Alternative Alternative 3A Alternative 3E Alternative 5G 

Section 4 (f) / 6(f) Number of Sites Impacted 0 3 3 3 

Cultural Resources 
(Section 106) 

Number of Historic 
Sites Impacted 0 2 2 2 

Number of Archeological 
Sites Impacted 0 1 1 1 

Habitat Impacts 
Federally Protected T&E 
Species None None None None 

Bald Eagle Nest No Impact Within 650 feet Within 10 feet No Impact 

Wetlands 
(Section 404) Number of Acres Impacted 0 41.4 48.4 36.9 

14 

What you see here is a comparison of impacts among the alternatives. Although the No‐
Build Alternative may appear to be best case in some instances, this alternative would not 
meet the purpose and need for the project. The No‐Build information, which is an analysis 
of the condition in the future if nothing is done, is provided as a baseline or benchmark for 
comparison purposes. 

A red highlighted result identifies a comparatively substantive impact on the resource or 
issue listed. No highlights in a row indicates that there is no substantive difference among 
the alternatives. 

Panel 1 compares resources required to be considered by federal law. Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f) refers to the sections of the laws that protect recreational, historic, and cultural 
resources along with properties set aside by the Land and Water Conservation Fund. 

Cultural resources are evaluated pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Three Section 106 resources are potentially impacted by the project: the 
existing Calcasieu River bridge, the US 90 overpass bridge near PPG Drive, and an 
archaeological site. 

The archaeological site may or may not be eligible for listing on the national register of 

14 



   

                       
       

                       
     

                         
                         

         

                         
                                 

                           
                             
                 

  

            
    

            
    

             
             

      

             
                 

              
               
          

 

  

            
    

            
    

             
             

      

             
                 

              
               
          

 

historic places 

Section 106 consulting parties have been engaged and that consultation will continue 
through the EIS process. 

For comparison purposes, there is no difference among the reasonable alternatives related 
to these cultural resources. 

For natural resource impacts, federally protected species such as those listed as threatened 
or endangered, migratory birds, and bald eagles were evaluated along with other natural 
resources such as habitats and wetlands. 

The Sulphur Avenue extension for Alternatives 3A and 3E crosses through forested wetlands 
on the east bank of the river. An active bald eagle nest has been identified near the 
alignments for the extension. Alternative 5G does not include an extension and would not 
impact the nest. Similarly, because the Sulphur Avenue extension of 3A and 3E crosses the 
swamp, these alternatives would impact more wetlands than Alternative 5G. 

14 
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COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 2 
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE 

Resource/Issue Criterion No Build 
Alternative Alternative 3A Alternative 3E Alternative 5G 

RR Opt 1 RR Opt 2 

Residential 
Neighborhood
Impacts 

Westlake between KCS 
(Pilley Street) and UPRR 
(Railroad Avenue) 

No Change No Change No Change Splits
Community No Change 

Westlake Sulphur Avenue 
Sampson to River No Change Change Land Use

to Commercial 
Change Land Use 

to Commercial No Change 

Viaduct from Ryan to
Opelousas No Change Reconnect Street 

Grid 
Reconnect Street 

Grid Reconnect Street Grid 

Visual Effects 
View By Lakefront Users No Change Roadway More

Intrusive 
Roadway More

Intrusive No Change 

View of Westlake Gateway
by Drivers No Change No Change No Change Elevated above Industrial Clutter 

15 

In this panel, several issues of concern to local communities are evaluated. The panel 
shows that there are two railroad spur relocation options being studied for Alternative 5G. 
Railroad Option 1 and Railroad Option 2 would cause different types of impacts and are 
listed in separate columns. Option 1 would align the existing spur track through the 
Westlake neighborhood located between the two railroad lines. Option 2 would move the 
spur tracks closer to the river, impacting only commercial buildings and have no effect on 
the residential neighborhood. 

Alternatives 3A and 3E would widen Sulphur Avenue to four lanes and extend it across the 
river. The number of cars using this route will increase, and over time this traffic will likely 
induce a change in land use from primarily residential to commercial. 

Visual intrusion is a potential issue for North Lakeshore because the interchanges needed 
for Alternatives 3A and 3E will be more prominent as viewed from the beach and lakefront 
when compared with Alternative 5G, which does not include an interchange. 

In Westlake, Alternative 5G would elevate Sampson Street. Drivers would view the 
Westlake gateway feature without the visual clutter of surrounding industrial infrastructure. 

15 
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COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 3 
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE 

Resource/Issue Criterion No Build 
Alternative Alternative 3A Alternative 3E Alternative 5G 

Safety 
Number of Crashes 2042 428 418 446 424 
Number of At-Grade RR 
Crossings 3 3 3 1 

Phase I ESA 
No. of Confirmed RECs 
within/adjacent to the 
ROW 

19 37 37 38 

Cost Estimates Construction 
($ Million 2020) 0 $1,121 $1,200 $947 

16 

A safety analysis was performed using a model that predicts the number of crashes in the 
future. It was predicted that Alternative 3E would experience more crashes because the full 
interchange North Lakeshore would increase the number of conflict points between cars. 
However, the crash numbers are so close that they don’t really predict which alternative 
would be safer. The most substantive safety benefit comes from Alternative 5G, which 
would eliminate the at‐grade crossings of the mainline railroad tracks on Sampson Street. 

When looking at properties classified as having experienced some kind of “recognized 
environmental condition” or REC, the numbers are relatively the same. 

The cost estimates show Alternative 5G to be approximately $170 to 250 million less 
expensive to build than the other two alternatives. This cost is estimated for construction 
only and does not include other costs such as right of way, utilities, final design, 
administration, and relocations. 

16 
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COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 4 
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE 

Resource/Issue Criterion No Build 
Alternative Alternative 3A Alternative 3E Alternative 5G 

RR Opt 1 RR Opt 2 

Relocations 

Residential Relocations 0 14 14 19 12 

Business Relocations 0 11 11 12 15 
Total Number 
Relocations 0  25  25  31 27 

RR Opt 1 RR Opt 2 

Right of Way Additional Acres to be 
Acquired 0 82.54 87.54 71.02 70.69 

RR Opt 1 RR Opt 2 

Traffic Noise Number of Impacted 
Receptors 379 408 407 386 388 

Navigation Number of Known 
Operations 0 2 2 2 

17 

This panel compares the number of residential and business relocations that would be 
required by each alternative. As shown, Alternative 5G would cause the most relocations. 
Railroad option 1 would relocate the most residences and Railroad option 2 would relocate 
the most businesses. We will discuss the railroad spur relocation in detail later in the 
presentation. 

Alternative 3E would require the highest number of acres of unoccupied land for right of 
way and Alternative 5G would require the least. 

A preliminary traffic noise study has been performed that predicts that traffic noise from 
Alternative 3A would potentially impact the most receptors. 

All of the alternatives would impact two known operations on the riverfront in North Lake 
Charles by reducing the vertical clearance for navigation. 

17 



 

 

                             
                                     

                   

       

   

                         

                       

                               
                     

                       

                   

                               

 

               
                   

          

    

  

             

            

                
            

             

          

                

 

 

               
                   

          

    

  

             

            

                
            

             

          

                

 

Existing Tracks 

Existing Spur
Tracks 
UPRR Relocation 
KCS Relocation #1 

KCS Relocation #2 

ALTERNATIVE 5G – 
RAILROAD SPUR RELOCATION 

18 

As shown here, Alternative 5G will require the existing railroad spur tracks, shown in red 
(1), to be relocated to the east. The existing tracks, shown in red, are in the path of the 
western bridge approach that will touch ground below Sampson Street. 

UPRR is south of 

KCS and 

will be shifted to the east to the alignment shown in turquoise (2). 

Two options for moving the KCS spur track are shown here (3). 

The pink alignment mimics the current movement of the train, which moves east until it is 
far enough along to reverse direction and back down the spur. (Pulse) 

The second option would allow KCS to head straight for its destination (Pulse) 

by following the dark blue alignment in a wide arc. 

Both UPRR and KCS would enter the yard on a refurbished existing track to the south 

18 



                         
             

                         

 

             
       

             
 

 

 

             
       

             
 

 

TRAFFIC - ALTERNATIVE 5G 

19 

The traffic analysis is not complete, but preliminary results indicate that traffic operations 
will be improved by all three alternatives. 

Alternative 5G will eliminate the disruptions to traffic related to trains blocking Sampson 
Street. 

19 



                             
                               

                           
                       

                     

                               
                 

 

               
                

              
             

           

                
          

 

 

               
                

              
             

           

                
          

 

CONSTRUCTION CLOSURE -
ALTERNATIVE 5G 

20 

An important disadvantage of Alternative 5G is that it would require Sampson Street to be 
closed. For the first 18 months, when the new bridge is being built, Sampson Street would 
be open to traffic. But during construction of the elevated interchange, which should take 
about 12 months, Sampson Street from Sulphur to I‐10 will be completely closed. 

This closure would not be necessary for Alternative 3A or 3E. 

This issue was discussed with local officials and the community in 2019 and all agreed that 
this disadvantage should not cause Alternative 5G to be dismissed. 

20 



 

                               
                           

                             
 

                               
                       

 

 

 

                
              

               
 

                
             

 

 

 

 

                
              

               
 

                
             

 

EDC CONTAMINATION 

• Alternatives 3A and 3E use long-span bridge to cross area delineated in 2016 
• Alternative 5G crosses area on MSE wall with platform to spread load 

21 

Because Alternatives 3A and 3E would use a long‐span bridge to cross over the area of 
contamination delineated in 2016, it may be less risky than Alternative 5G which would 
build the bridge approach on a platform that would spread the load over the shallow 
surface. 

The level of uncertainty related to construction of any kind in this area is unknown and 
LADOTD is working on collecting more data to help understand the comparative risks. 

21 



PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP (P3) 

PHASE 1 PHASE 2 
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LADOTD has decided to build the
The full extent of the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project is a $1‐billion project. 

project in phases. The first phase includes the west end 
improvements and bridge replacement. 

Phasing in this manner makes the project more attractive to outside financing through a 
public‐private partnership (P3), where a private firm will complete the design, construct, 
and operate Phase 1 of the project . The Notice of Intent for the P3 was issued on January 
4, 2021 and is moving forward concurrently with completion of the EIS so that the funding 
will be in place as soon as the environmental review is approved, and the necessary 
permits are secured. 

22 



                           
                               
                 

                             
                             

                         
                   

                             
                             

                           

                             
                               
 

 

 

 

 

 

              
                

         

               
               

             
          

               
               

               

               
                

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

              
                

         

               
               

             
          

               
               

               

               
                

  

 

TOLLING - TRAFFIC AND REVENUE 

• Approximately 25% of the traffic on I-10 and the bridge would be diverted
to I-210. 

• A nominal toll rate of $1-3 would provide substantial revenue that makes
tolling a feasible option for funding of the bridge. 

• Financial feasibility will be refined by the proposers for the Public Private 
Partnership (P3) 

• No matter which alternative is selected, all crossings of the Calcasieu River
(except I-210) will be tolled. 

23 

LADOTD also investigated the use of tolls to fund construction and operation of the 
proposed project for a period of 30 to 45 years. The P3 proposers will manage tolling 
operations and use the revenue to offset their costs. 

Traffic and revenue studies show that approximately 25% of the traffic on I‐10 and the 
bridge will divert to I‐210 to avoid paying the toll. However, despite the diversion, the 
preliminary analysis showed that tolling provides a substantial revenue even when the toll 
is set at a nominal rate of $1 to $3. 

The financial feasibility of tolling is still being evaluated, but it has been determined that 
tolling is the best way to fill the funding gap and build the bridge now. 
The financial feasibility and exact numbers will be refined once the P3 team is selected. 

All crossings of the Calcasieu River would be tolled, no matter which alternative is selected. 
The only toll‐free route will be I‐210 and the much longer detour to the north through 
Moss Bluff. 

23 



 

                       
   

                         
                             
                           
                         

                           
                           

                         
   

                           
                               

                               
                               
                 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

            
   

             
               

              
             

              
              

             
  

              
                

                
                
          

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

            
   

             
               

              
             

              
              

             
  

              
                

                
                
          

 

PERMITS, MITIGATION, COMMITMENTS 

• Section 106 Historic Bridge Programmatic Agreement / Bridge Marketing 
• USCG Bridge Permit 

• Mitigation for Impacts to Navigation / Business Operations 
• Section 404/10 

• Mitigation for Impacts to Wetlands 
• Interchange Modification or Justification Report 

• FHWA Approval 
• Railroad Spur Relocation 

• FRA Cooperation 
• Relocation and Right of Way Acquisition 

• Businesses and Residences 
24 

Regulatory permits are required to construct the project. Unavoidable impacts will be 
addressed through mitigation. 

Replacement of the historic bridges must be managed per agreements with the State 
Historic Preservation Office and a permit from the US Coast Guard is required for the 
Calcasieu River bridge. Wetlands are protected by the US Army Corps of Engineers who 
prescribed appropriate mitigation measures to make sure that the wetlands loss in the 
project area will be offset by wetlands elsewhere. Changes in access along the interstate 
will be reviewed and approved by the Federal Highway Administration. Changes in the spur 
tracks will be negotiated with the individual railroads in cooperation with the Federal 
Railroad Administration. 

And relocation and right of way acquisition procedures are governed by both federal law 
and state policy to ensure that any taking of real estate is fairly compensated and any 
occupant of a structure whether a resident or a business will be relocated to a comparable 
situation. A copy of the Right of Way Acquisition and Relocation policy is available in the 
document library on the i10lakecharles.com website or from LADOTD headquarters. 

24 

https://i10lakecharles.com


 

                       

                     
                           

                         
                                 

             

                                 
                                 

           

                           

 

 

 

 

 

 

            

           
              

             
                 

        

                 
                 

      

              
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

            

           
              

             
                 

        

                 
                 

      

              
 

 

MORE OPPORTUNITIES FOR INPUT 

• Context Sensitive Solutions Workshop #2 – Summer 
• Public Hearing – Fall 
• www.i10lakecharles.com “Tell Us What You Think” 
• 225-366-9645 – Leave a message 
• CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 

25 

Two more opportunities for public input will be made available this year. 

Discussion among LADOTD, local entities, and public authorities about signature features 
for the bridge, and community enhancements such as sidewalks and bike paths, have been 
initiated. You may download a report about the first Context Sensitive Solution workshop 
from the project website to see what has been done to date. A second CSS workshop will 
be held this summer to continue the conversation. 

Once the draft EIS has been made available for review by the public and agencies, a public 
hearing will be held. A decision about the format of the hearing will be made once we 
know more about the COVID situation. 

Please check the website or contact us for more information about these opportunities for 
input. 

25 

mailto:CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com
www.i10lakecharles.com


         

                                 
             

 

     

                 
        

 

 

     

                 
        

 

26 

Thank you for your attention. 

We will now turn the meeting over to the project team members who are ready to accept 
your comments and questions via the chat box. 

26 



ATTACHMENT G 

PROJECT UPDATES 

VISIT OUR RECENTLY UPDATED WEBSITE! • www.i10lakecharles.com Project Phone: 225-366-9645 
Email: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 
Online: www.i10lakecharles.com 

DECEMBER 
2020

Frequently Asked Questions 

Which alternative will be selected for construction? 
The draft EIS will present the alternative screening 
process and the detailed evaluation of three reasonable 
alternatives. This information will be presented to the 
public and agencies. Based on their input, one alternative 
will be selected as preferred for construction. The 
reasonable alternatives are shown on the inside. 

How long will it take to finish the EIS? 
The project timeline shown on the front page illustrates 
the latest schedule. 

Visit the project website at www.i10lakecharles.com 
to see zoomable maps of the reasonable alternatives, 
find more information about the project, and make 
comments. You may also make comments by sending 
us an email or calling us at 225-366-9645. 

Alternative Screening Process 

Purpose 
and Need 
Screening 

Objectives 
Screening 

Detailed 
Evaluation 

Preferred 
Alternative 

Preliminary 
Alternatives 

Preliminary 
Alternatives 

Preliminary 
Alternatives 

Tier 2 
Preliminary 
Alternatives 

Tier 1 
Preliminary 
Alternatives 

Reasonable 
Alternatives 

Stakeholder 
and 

Public Input 

The I-10 Calcasieu Bridge & Improvements Project is 
proposed to improve Interstate 10 (I-10) between the 
I-10/I-210 west and I-10/I-210 east interchanges in 
Calcasieu Parish, LA. The project corridor includes the 
Calcasieu River Bridge that connects the cities of Lake 
Charles and Westlake. The project length is approximately 
9 miles and includes the interstate roadways, the bridge 
approaches, the I-10 frontage roads, and several 
interchanges that connect the interstate to state and local 
roads. 

Three alternatives (see inside) have been identified 
as reasonable and will be studied in detail in the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for 
public and agency review in 2021. 

Public Meeting #4 will be held in early 2021. The public 
meeting is proposed as a virtual meeting presented 
online. Please contact us by email or phone to let us 
know if you would like to attend and we will send you a 
link to the online meeting and instructions on how to use 
the meeting technology. 

A Virtual Public Meeting will also be made available 
for viewing at your convenience on our website at 
www.i10lakecharles.com for a period of two weeks 
before and after the online meeting. 

Timeline 
Environmental Impact Statement 

CSS Workshop 

ǀ Q2 2020 ǀ Q3 2020 ǀ Q4 2020 ǀ Q1 2021 ǀ Q2 2021 ǀ Q3 2021 ǀ Q4 2021 ǀQ1 2020 2022 

Prepare Draft EIS 

Calcasieu River Bridge 

If you do not have access to the internet, a computer, and 
audio capabilities, or if you have a disability that requires 
special accommodations, please contact us at the project 
phone or email and we provide an alternative way for you 
to participate. 

Project Phone: 225-366-9645 
Email: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 
Online: www.i10lakecharles.com 

Public Public FEIS/ROD & Project Closeout Meeting Hearing 

 

 

       

 

 

  
 

     
 

  
 

  

  
  
 

  
 

       

  

 

 
 

       

Anticipated FEIS and ROD 

Recommended Preferred Alternative Alternative Project Delivery 

LOUSIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT 
C/O HNTB
10000 PERKINS ROWE 
SUITE 640 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70810 

I-10 CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

Tell Us What You Think 
Join us online at www.i10lakecharles.com 
and click on the link to provide comments. 
Sign-up for alerts about future public 
participation events and other updates. 

www.i10lakecharles.com
www.i10lakecharles.com
mailto:CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com
www.i10lakecharles.com


Westlake 

Lake Charles 

Sulphur 

Moss Bluff 

Cultural District 

Industrial District 

 

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

   

 

  

Project Phone: 225-366-9645 
Email: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 
Online: www.i10lakecharles.com 

Alternatives 
Improvements at the west end of the corridor from I-210 
to west of Sampson Street would be the same for all three 
alternatives. Improvements at the east end of the corridor 
from Ryan Street to I-210 would also be the same for all 
three alternatives. For purposes of evaluation, these 
improvements will be compared to the existing condition 
which is also known as the No-Build Alternative. 

The area in the center of the corridor — from the 
point where the on- and off-ramps for Sampson Street 
begin to Ryan Street — is where the alternatives differ. 
These differences are being evaluated to determine 
which alternative in combination with the improvements 
at each end of the corridor will be selected for 
construction. 

Tell Us What You Think 
Join us online at www.i10lakecharles.com and 
click on the link to provide comments. Sign-up for 
alerts about future public participation events and 
other updates. 

About the Bridge Height
The vertical clearance of the bridge will be 73 feet. 
An update to the navigational study is being prepared. 
Anyone with an interest in navigation in the Calcasieu 
River is encouraged to respond to a survey by using a 

smart phone camera to scan the bar code, or 
visit https://s.surveyplanet.com/n1T1a3tnX. 
You can also access the survey on our website 
at www.i10lakecharles.com. 
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  ATTACHMENT H 

H.003931 I-10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements Website Survey 

1. Put a pin on the general location of where you live. (If you do not live in the area, skip this 
question.) 

2. Put a pin on the general location of where you work. (If you do not work in the area, skip this 
question.) 

3. Put a pin on properties other than your home or workplace that you own or rent. (If you do not 
own or rent any other properties, skip this question.) 

4. On average, how many days per week do you drive on I-10 in the project study area? 
a. 0 days per week 
b. 1-2 days per week 
c. 3-5 days per week 
d. 6-7 days per week 

5. On average, how many days per week do you drive on Sampson Street between I-10 and 
Sulphur Avenue? 

a. 0 days per week 
b. 1-2 days per week 
c. 3-5 days per week 
d. 6-7 days per week 

6. On average, how many days per week do you drive on I-10 over the Calcasieu River Bridge? 
a. 0 days per week 
b. 1-2 days per week 
c. 3-5 days per week 
d. 6-7 days per week 

7. What are your major concerns about driving in the study area? (Choose all that apply.) 
a. Traffic congestion 
b. Unpredictable slowdowns or stoppages 
c. Entering and exiting the interstate 
d. Steep grades 
e. Sharp curves 
f. Reduced speeds 
g. Trains 
h. Trucks 
i. Other drivers 
j. Other factors 
k. I am not stressed while driving in the study area 

8. What are your biggest concerns about the proposed project? (Choose all that apply.) 
a. That it will never be completed 
b. That it will cost too much 
c. That there is no way to pay for it 
d. That it will impact navigation 
e. That EDC contamination will cause problems 
f. That the bridge(s) will be tolled 
g. That it will take my property 



 

   
    

    

  
    

 

  

     
     

  

h. I do not have any concerns 
i. Other concern 

9. When the bridges are tolled, you will (Choose all that apply): 
a. Take I-210 as an alternate route across the river 
b. Take US 171 and LA 378 as an alternate route across the river 
c. Carpool 
d. Buy a toll tag or toll pass for frequent user discount 
e. Limit the number of trips across the river 
f. Never drive across the bridge again 
g. Other 

10. Which alternative do you prefer? 
a. I do not have a preference 
b. Alternative 3A 
c. Alternative 3E 
d. Alternative 5G 
e. No Build 

11. Overall, how do you feel about the project? (Use slider to indicate level of favorability). 
Not at all favorable (1) Extremely favorable (5) 

12. We encourage and welcome your other comments: 



       

       
   

                                       
                                         

           
 

       

                                                   

 

                   
                   

                                         

                                           
                                                   

           
                                           

 
                             

                                             
           

   

                         
                  

                                
                                   

                                     
                                 

                                           
                                   

                               
                                       

                     

                                     
                                             

                                             
             

                                 
                                             

                               

 

                           
                                 

                                   
       

                                               
                                  

                                     

                                   
                 

                                              
             

 
                           

                                           
       

   
                                   

                         

                                             
                                       

                   
                                      

                                    

                                 

                                     
                                             

                                             
             

                             

                                           
                                           

 
 

                                         

 
                                       

                                                 
 

                                   
                                           

                               

                 
                                       
                     

 

      
 

     

 

 

 

  

 

 

   

               

 

     

 

                     
 

    

          

     
                    

             
 

       

                               

   

           
           

                       

                       
                          

       
                      

 
 

                   
                       

       

    

              
          

                
                  

                   
                 

                      
                  

                
                    

             

                   
                       

                       
        

                     
                       

                

 
 

  

              
                 

                  
      

                        
                 

                   

 
 

  
                 

           
                       

        

 
 

                  
                      

    

    
                  

               

                       
                    

           

 
 

  
                  

                    

                     

                   
                       

                       
        

                   

                      
                      

  

 
 

                          

 
 

                        
                         

 

                      
                      

                 

   

      
 

     

 

 

 

  

 

 

   

               

 

     

 

                     
 

    

          

     
                    

             
 

       

                               

   

           
           

                       

                       
                          

       
                      

 
 

                   
                       

       

    

              
          

                
                  

                   
                 

                      
                  

                
                    

             

                   
                       

                       
        

                     
                       

                

 
 

  

              
                 

                  
      

                        
                 

                   

 
 

  
                 

           
                       

        

 
 

                  
                      

    

    
                  

               

                       
                    

           

 
 

  
                  

                    

                     

                   
                       

                       
        

                   

                      
                      

  

 
 

                          

 
 

                        
                         

 

                      
                      

                 

   

I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements ATTACHMENT I 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

1 

Name 

David Balmos 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

can you show detailed layouts showing how the railroad would be relocated in alternative 5G? 

Source 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Response 

Details of Alternative 5G can be seen within the recorded presentation at minute 10:00. You may also view interactive maps at 
www.i10lakecharles.com. 

2 Concernd Citizen 2021‐03‐25 

Which option has the least impact to the drinking water? 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
All alternatives were carefully developed with consideration of the Chico Aquifer and the drinking water supply. Alternatives 3A and 3E 
pose the least risk as they avoid the known EDC contaminated area. 3 

Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

4 Robert Schmidt 2021‐03‐25 Will the new movable bridge be tolled? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box All crossings of the Calcasieu River will be tolled. I‐210 will remain free of tolls. 

5 jen 2021‐03‐25 

1. How will the highway department prevent “thru” traffic on 210? 
2.Will there be a local discount for residents on the toll? 
3. How is placing a toll on a federal highway legal? This is a publicly funded interstate system. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

1. There is no legal way to prohibit ‘thru’ traffic from using Interstate 210. it is a public facility open to all traffic. 
2. Drivers with a toll tag will be charged at a lower rate than drivers without a toll tag. Other discounts that could affect local drivers 
could be considered by the P3 developers. 
3. Under federal law, it is legal to toll an interstate facility if the proceeds are used to replace an interstate bridge. 

6 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Will there be a differnce in toll charges for cars vs trucks? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Toll facilities around the country typically charge a higher rate for trucks than for cars. The rate schedule for the bridge will be 
determined in coordination with the P3 developers. 

7 Michael Tritico 2021‐03‐25 

Comment for the DOTD online public ZOOM meeting to be held March 25, 2021 
Submitted by Michael Tritico, P.O. Box 233, Longville, LA 70652 
The most sensible alternative is not presented and may not have been considered. That alternative would 
add about 5 miles to the trip between Welsh and Vinton but it would completely bypass the urban/I‐10 
Bridge bottleneck that exists from Chloe to West Sulphur. Here is a description of a practical flat route that 
would make it unnecessary to build a new bridge in the EDC‐contaminated zone: The “North Bypass” would 
take off to from just west of Welsh, go northwest about 9 miles to a cloverleaf at U.S. Highway 165 south of 
Fenton, then turn west, go along the existing high ground to avoid as much wetland disruption as possible, 
cross with only slightly‐elevated bridges Bayou Serpent and the Calcasieu River, (a distance for this segment 
of about 11 miles), then proceed another 6 miles to a cloverleaf at U.S. Highway 171 south of Gillis, proceed 
westward another 5 mil [comment overflowed Q&A Box] Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Early in the process, the Project Team considered alternative realignments, but they were extremely expensive. A far northern bypass 
may be be considered for the area in the long‐term, but it would only serve through traffic and the surrounding small towns and 
villages. The I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge project must deal with an aging bridge that needs to be replaced and the aging interstate that serves 
Lake Charles, Westlake, and Sulphur residents and businesses. 

8 David Balmos 2021‐03‐25 as a follow up, what is the purpose of the railroad relocation? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
The railroad relocation is only necessary for the 5G alternative because the bridge at its west end will approach ground level over the 
existing railroad spurs. The resulting vertical clearance will not be sufficient for the trains to pass. 

9 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

For property owners who have been "right‐of‐way'd" in no change/alternative zones, please make clear 
when the process of acquiring properties will take place in process or timeline (of course all things 
considering the project is a go) and GREAT job to everyone especially DR. Shawn Wilson for making this 
happen! Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

It is too early in the project to determine a timeline for property acquisition. Before the right of way acquisition process can begin, we 
must complete the environmental review process, initiate final design, conduct property appraisals, and make contact with property 
owners. A brochure about the policies and process are available in the Project Library on the website at www.i10lakecharles.com. 

10 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

You said the $1 billion excludes ROW, Design and utilities relocations and other things I missed.....how much 
would these add to the project? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

It is estimated that the costs of right of way, design, and utility relocations will add 10% ‐ 15% to the overall project cost. Relocation 
costs of businesses and residences will be determined. 

11 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 which alternative the project team is recommending as a preferred alternative? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The Project Team does not have a preferred alternative at this point. We are going to consider public comments and other factors 
before making a recommendation. 

12 Byron Martin 2021‐03‐25 
If a new movable bridge is constructed at Sulphur Ave what would the elevation be? Will typical recreational 
boaters be able to cross under without opening the bridge? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The type of movable bridge has not been determined. In the open position, the movable bridge would provide 73 feet at a minimum 
(vertical lift bridge) up to unlimited clearance (swing span or drawbridge). A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation 
will be provided in that document, which will be posted online. 

13 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

is any further subsurface environmental sampling planned? If so, why has it taken so long to complete this 
phase? thanks. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Yes, more sampling is planned. DOTD is currently in contracting for the investigation. 

14 Stafford Frrank 2021‐03‐25 Was a northern route similar to the southern route for I210 considered Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Early in the process, the Project Team considered alternative realignments, but they were extremely expensive. A far northern bypass 
may be be considered for the area in the long‐term, but it would only serve through traffic and the surrounding small towns and 
villages. The I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge project must deal with an aging bridge that needs to be replaced and the aging interstate that serves 
Lake Charles, Westlake, and Sulphur residents and businesses. 

15 Jade Rung 2021‐03‐25 What is the required height of the proposed new bridge(s)? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The fixed span for the I‐10 bridge will provide 73 feet of vertical clearance. The Sulphur Avenue Extension Bridge movable bridge type 
has not been determined. A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation will be provided in that document, which will be 
posted online. 

16 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 How many Bald Eagles are in the nesting area? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box There is a nesting pair and at least one fledgling 

17 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 What is approximate span length required for long span bridge over EDC Area for 3A and 3C? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Based on available information, it is estimated that the span length over the EDC area for Alternatives 3A and 3E would be 800 – 900 
feet. 

18 Linda Lebert 2021‐03‐25 what noise abatements will be made for residents at foot of movable bridge? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
A traffic noise analysis is being prepared. The results of the noise study will be published in the environmental document, and the 
public will be given an opportunity to comment on proposed noise abatement measures at the public hearing. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

29 

Name 

Michael Fontenot 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

No matter which option is chosen when will construction begin? 

Source 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Response 

The Project Team does not currently have a schedule for construciton. 

30 cwilrye 2021‐03‐25 
how would the movable bridge work how much of an impact would this have on traffic in westlake and lake 
charles in the event of a barge crossing or bridge maintance. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The type of movable bridge has not been determined. A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation will be provided in 
that document, which will be posted online. 

31 jen 2021‐03‐25 
Really appreciate y’all taking the time to answer our questions and for your hard work. I’m for the project 
even though there will be tolls. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comments. 

32 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Will this be a signature bridge? Will some requirements be levied to provide some aesthetic requirements 
for the local community? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The design presented provides a basic bridge form that will cost the least to build and maintain while meeting current design criteria. A 
signature type bridge or signature features will be considered as part of the Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) process. However, each 
additional feature or amenity will raise costs that would have to be offset with higher toll rates. Additional information will be 
published on the website. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge 

33 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

For ALT 5G: What will DOTD do to protect the public and industry from EDC when constructing the retaining 
wall? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Although construction of the retaining wall will require excavation in the EDC zone, subsurface disturbance will remain shallow. Special 
measures will be implemented during work in the area to monitor for the presence of EDC in order to protect workers and the public 
from additional exposures. 

34 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 When would Phase 2 be contracted? Is that going to be part of the P3? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Phase 2 (Ryan Street to I‐210 East End) will not be part of the Public Private Partnership (P3) project. No time frame for constructing 
Phase 2 has been established. 

35 Rob 2021‐03‐25 

I’d like additional information on the Sulphur Avenue bridge concerning the effects on commercial marine 
traffic. Height, width and availability to get through. There is already a railroad bridge and saltwater barrier 
and this will be a third delay within a short distance. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The type of movable bridge has not been determined. A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation will be provided in 
that document, which will be posted online. 

36 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

please ask: Would interstate trucks be barred from using the I‐210 bypass? if not then they would avoid 
tolls... Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box There is no legal way to prohibit trucks from using I‐210. LADOTD does not have any regulatory authority to do so. 

37 mattscnc 2021‐03‐25 How do collect toll from vehicles that aren’t local Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
A gantry will be placed over the roadway and equipped with a toll tag reader and with a camera that will photograph the license plate 
of vehicles without toll tags so they can be billed by mail. 

38 
Mount Calvary 
Baptist Church 2021‐03‐25 How will the interstate change between 171 and Enterprise Blvd Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

From Ryan St. to Opelousas, the interstate will be built on a viaduct, or landbridge. The Project Team will have an opportunity to 
connect the street grid under that viaduct. The access roads will be concentrated at enterprise. Therefore some of the existing ramps 
will go away, and there will be an opportunity to reconnect the bike and pedestrian network to that extent possible. 

39 Michael Tritico 2021‐03‐25 
The advance publicity for this meeting said that comments would be accepted. Was that incorrect or will 
the comment I submitted be read? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Your comments have been received and recorded in the meeting record published online at www.i10lakecharles.com. 

40 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Would any potential future federal funding from the Biden administrstion have any effect on this being a 
tolled P3 project? In other words, could the procurement delivery model change? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The Project Team has turned to the Public‐Private model as the current path forward and only viable option. Any additional federal 
funding may help lower the toll rates or construct Phase 2 from Ryan Street to I‐210 on the east side. 

41 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 How many openings would the movable bridge see per day/month? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation will be provided in that document, which will be posted online. 

42 Donna Little 2021‐03‐25 
What is the archeological site that you mentioned? Where is it and what settlement, population, etc. 
created it? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

We do not have that information at this time. The information about the site, but not its location, will be provided in the Cultural 
Resources Report to be completed later this year. 

43 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 what happens if the drinking water supply is impacted/contaminated by the construction Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

All alternatives were carefully developed with consideration of the Chico Aquifer and the drinking water supply. Measures protective of 
drinking water including monitoring for the presence and movement of the EDC above the Chico Aquifer will be implemented during 
construction. 

44 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Is there an option which favors means and methods of construction which are locally available? Is there an 
option which has a longer life span or lower maintenance costs over the life of the facilities? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The intended service life of new bridges is 75 years. With proper maintenance and repairs, a structure’s service life could be extended 
beyond this 75‐year period. Concrete bridges generally cost less to build and maintain. 
For projects that involve federal funds, federal law prohibits local contracting or local hiring requirements or preferences. It is 
anticipated that the P3 contract will require some percentage of the work be contracted with a registered Disadvantaged Business 
Enterprises (DBE) or Small Business Enterprise (SBE). The geographic location of the DBE or SBE will not be stipulated but it is expected 
that local firms will be considered. 

45 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

If DOTD is closing Sampson Street for 12 months, has DOTD considered rerouting I10 to I210 and keeping the 
current alignment? Also, I didn't see the difference in cost between the alternatives ‐‐can you please identify 
the diffrence in cost between the proposed. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Early in the process, the Project Team considered alternative realignments, including a southern alignment inside the I‐210 loop. A cost 
comparison of the preliminary build alternatives is provided in Public Meeting #3 Summary in the Document Library on the project 
website at www.i10lakecharles.com. A cost comparison of the three reasonable alternatives is provided in the presentation prepared 
for Public Meeting #4, which is also available on the website. Alternatives 3A and 3E involve the extension of Sulphur Avenue including 
a new moveable bridge whereas Alternative 5G does not. 

46 Michael Fontenot 2021‐03‐25 
I support option 5G as it makes the most sense and is similar to other interstate sections of I10. If other 
options are used I believe there would be a safety concern around westlake middle school students. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comments. Your preference has been noted. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

47 

Name 

George Swift 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

Thank you for major progress on this crucial project. Will the design be iconic, have lighting, and a 
pedestrian and bike path. 

Source 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Response 

Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐
motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur 
Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even 
without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate 
one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes 
by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS 
vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with 
a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately 
one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from 
the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent 
trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very 
expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, 
responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as 
DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 

48 Denise Rau 2021‐03‐25 
The comments above by John Pohorelsky are also supported by the I‐10 Calcasieu River Bridge Task Force as 
a whole. I believe IMCAL is also in support of Alt 5G Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comment and support. Your preference has been noted. 

49 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

What additional traffic impact does DOTD anticipate on Hwy. 171 north of I‐10 during the construction of 
the I‐10 bridge corridor? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Construction affecting US 171 will be phased so that traffic during peak times is obstructed by construction as little as possible. 

50 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Will the fixed bridge be concrete or steel? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box The bridge structures will be primarily concrete with steel components used as needed. 

51 Paul Geary 2021‐03‐25 THE BUILTING OF THIS NEW BRIDGE WILL ONSTATE Q0 S BE OPEN FOR THU TRAFFIC. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box We did not understand the question. 

52 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Thanks everyone for your hardwork, it shows. Great job presenting a complex project! Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comment and your support 

53 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Will there be a study on the impacts to businesses in the downtown area due to the toll? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Impacts from tolling are being evaluated in terms of the percent of vehicles that will divert to alternate routes and how the toll rate 
would affect low‐income and minority households. No other studies are being prepared as part of the EIS process. 

54 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 What is the anticipated USCG navigation channel width under the new I‐10 bridge? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box The existing channel width of approximately 200 feet will be maintained. 

55 Matthew Duberville 2021‐03‐25 What is the expected ratio of public to private funding? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

LADOTD and the State of Louisiana have allocated $85 million in state funding to match federal funds for construction of the proposed 
project. In addition to that, LADOTD will make a contribution of its regular federal funds from the department’s annual budget that it 
gets from the federal government. A ratio of public to private funding has not yet been determined; it will be partly based on which 
alternative is chosen. 

56 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 what type of movable bridge do you envision and what is approximate span length? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box The type of moveable bridge has not yet been determined. The span length will be 160 ‐ 200 ft. 

57 Stafford Frrank 2021‐03‐25 
I know I heard bridge should last 100 years. Considering pollutants in the air, how much less of life of bridge 
expectancy was considered into this project. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The intended service life of new bridges is 75 years. With proper maintenance and repairs, a structure’s service life could be extended 
beyond this 75‐year period. Air pollution in this region is not anticipated to negatively impact the service life of any new structures 
constructed. 

58 Edwin DeRouen 2021‐03‐25 Will the parties resposibele for the EDC spill be required to contribute to the cost of the bridge? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box There is a lawsuit pending that will determine if the parties responsible for the EDC release will have to pay damages. 

59 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

I am in support of alternative 5G because it is least expensive and impacts the fewest. It also maintains good 
access to the community of Westlake, and improves the bad crossings of the railroads Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comments. Your preference has been noted. 

60 Paul Geary 2021‐03‐25 no sound Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box We apologize for the technical issues. 

61 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 When will we see a Developer chosen/announced? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box It is anticipated that the Project Team will announce a Public Private Partnership (P3) developer by Spring of 2023. 

62 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Has the option of 2 toll lanes and 1 free lane been evaluated in each direction that would eliminate the 
question of 210 being the adjacent free route? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

This scenario has not been studied because financial feasibility requires that all lanes on the bridge crossings be tolled so that the 
overall toll rate can be set at a reasonable rate. 

63 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 How long will I10 be shut down for construction for the 3 alternatives? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Construction on I‐10 will be phased so that it remains open during construction and traffic during peak times is obstructed as little as 
possible. Some lanes may be closed occasionally but at least one lane in each direction on I‐10 will remain open at all times. 

64 Brett Downer 2021‐03‐25 
What are some similar bridge solutions in America that we can look to — or that you’ve already looked into 
— particularly along a U.S. interstate? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Major bridge replacements on interstate systems is relatively common. Example bridge designs including interstate tolled bridges will 
be provided as part of the Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) process. However, each additional feature or amenity above the basic 
design presented will raise costs that would have to be offset with higher toll rates. Additional information will be published on the 
website. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

65 

Name 

Anonymous 
Attendee 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

how will the chosen Developer be held to selecting 'local, disadvantaged' businesses in this construction 
process 

Source 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Response 

For projects that involve federal funds, federal law prohibits local contracting or local hiring requirements or preferences. It is 
anticipated that the Public Private Partnership (P3) contract will require some percentage of the work be contracted with a registered 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) or Small Business Enterprise (SBE). The geographic location of the DBE or SBE will not be 
stipulated but it is expected that local firms will be considered. 

66 Byron Martin 2021‐03‐25 
I understand Alt 5G would result in the closure of Sampson street access to I10 for approximately 12 
months. If so, what would be the alternate route? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Several detours would be available to drivers during this period. From LA 378 in Westlake to Sam Houston Jones Parkway and US 171 in 
Moss Bluff is the longest but least complicated route for avoiding construction. Sulphur Avenue west to Trousdale and PPG Drive is a 
second detour and Sulphur to Miller to Isle of Capri and the I‐10 Service Road is a third. 

67 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Will there still have a boat launch? 
I vote for 5G. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box The boat launch will be kept in the same general location. Your preference has been noted. 

68 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Is the movable bridge only present in Alternative 5G? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box The movable bridge is present in Alternatives 3A and 3E. 5G does not include a movable bridge. 

69 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

For anyone opposed to tolls, the I‐210 will remain free. I use toll roads all over the country because they are 
in better condition, safer, and provide more convenient and faster transportation. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comments. 

70 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Dusty…Is a cable stay bridge being considered… Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The design presented provides a basic bridge form that will cost the least to build and maintain while meeting current design criteria. A 
cable‐stay or other signature type bridge will be considered as part of the Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) process. However, each 
additional feature or amenity will raise costs that would have to be offset with higher toll rates. Additional information will be 
published on the website. The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 

71 Bart 2021‐03‐25 

I continue to support, and will continue to help pursue, any and all available funding, such as federal grants, 
possible federal infrastructure bills, disaster relief funding, state funds and environmental settlements to 
reduce or eliminate both the amount to be financed and the toll. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comments and your support. 

72 DuRousseau 2021‐03‐25 Would give some examples of Bridges DOTD considered aesthetically appealing? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Example bridge designs will be provided as part of the Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) process. However, each additional feature or 
amenity will raise costs that would have to be offset with higher toll rates. Additional information will be published on the website.The 
goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 

73 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Do exhibits on website show Required R/W taking lines and required Control of Access lines for each alt? If 
not, when will this be available? Do the R/W acreage and relocations reported include consideration for 
properties that will lose access to existing or new roads? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The interactive maps on the website show the existing and/or proposed right of way limits based on Geographic Information System 
references. Acquisition of right of way will be based on geographic limits certified by a land surveyor for the preferred alternative. 
Access issues will be addressed on a case‐by‐case basis. 

74 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Will there be any toll waviers or reductions in toll fee for local traffic (as opposed to thru traffic)? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box The purchase of a toll tag will provide a discount for frequent use that is typical of local trips. 

75 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

We have been told that a protected pedestrian/bike path can be constructed along the side of the bridge at 
a reasonable cost and that this has been done in other states. Will you consider such a plan if the current 
statute that prohibits it is rescinded? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐
motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur 
Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even 
without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate 
one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes 
by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS 
vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with 
a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately 
one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from 
the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent 
trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very 
expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, 
responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as 
DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 

76 Stafford Frrank 2021‐03‐25 
What type of protections are being put in place to insure that any jobs that can be performed by Lake 
Charles/West Lake/surrounding area is done by local residents Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

For projects that involve federal funds, federal law prohibits local contracting or local hiring requirements or preferences. It is 
anticipated that the Public Private Partnership (P3) contract will require some percentage of the work be contracted with a registered 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) or Small Business Enterprise (SBE). The geographic location of the DBE or SBE will not be 
stipulated but it is expected that local firms will be considered 

77 david 2021‐03‐25 

My question 
Where is the current gas tax dedicated to roads and bridges at, and why are they not being used 
Where is the casino money and why is this not being used Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

LADOTD and the State of Louisiana have allocated $85 million in state funding to match federal funds for construction of the proposed 
project. In addition to that, LADOTD will make a contribution from its annual budget (gas tax), and has already applied for‐‐and will 
continue to seek‐‐grant funds and use of infrastructure funding from federal programs such as BUILD (now RAISE), INFRA, and 
American Rescue Act. However, competition and evolving regulations make these sources unpredictable. For this reason, the Project 
Team has turned to the Public‐Private Partnership (P3) model as the most reliable path forward. 

78 Michael Tritico 2021‐03‐25 How many people are attending this ZOOM meeting? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 224 people attended: 24 were panelists or members of the Project Team, i.e. LaDOTD, FHWA, HNTB, and subcontractors 

79 david 2021‐03‐25 John bell Edward’s advised he would put up Louisiana part why is a toll necessary Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Without tolling revenue, there is no incentive for the private sector to participate in the Public‐Private Partnership (P3). The State has 
committed $85 million as match for federal funding. However, the balance of federal funding is not available necessitating private 
investment. 

Version 5/4/2021 5 



       

       
   

 
                                       

                                             

                                       
                                     
                                   

                     

   

                                 
                                   

                   

                                             
                                         

                                 

 
                                     

                                 
                                       

                                  
               

                                   
                                             
                                               

                 
                         

 
                                                         

 

                                              
                                               

                                         
                                 

                                                 
                                               
                                         
             

                               
                                                   

                                     

                                         
       

                                       
                                             

                                         

                                 
                                       

                                                  

                                         
                 

                                                 
             

                                       
             

                                     
                                       

                                       
                     

                                       
                                   

                                         
                                       

   

 
                                               

                                       

                                 
                                     

                                       
       

                   
                                       

                                                  

                                               
                                             

                                     

 

     
 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

                   
                   

 

     

 

                    
                   

                  
           

    

                 
                  

            

                       
                     

                  

 
 

                       

                 
                    

 

 
 

  
                

          

                  
                       
                        

         
              

 
 

                                  

   

                       
                       

                    
                   

                         
                        
                     
        

                    
                          

                    

 
 

  
                    

      

                    
                       

                      

                     
                    

                          

 
 

  
                    

           
                         
        

 
 

  
                   
         

                   
                    

                    
           

 
 

  
                   

                    

                     
                    

   

   
                        

                      

                 
                   

                    
     

              
                    

                          

                            
                       

                    

   

     
 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

                   
                   

 

     

 

                    
                   

                  
           

    

                 
                  

            

                       
                     

                  

 
 

                       

                 
                    

 

 
 

  
                

          

                  
                       
                        

         
              

 
 

                                  

   

                       
                       

                    
                   

                         
                        
                     
        

                    
                          

                    

 
 

  
                    

      

                    
                       

                      

                     
                    

                          

 
 

  
                    

           
                         
        

 
 

  
                   
         

                   
                    

                    
           

 
 

  
                   

                    

                     
                    

   

   
                        

                      

                 
                   

                    
     

              
                    

                          

                            
                       

                    

   

I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

80 

Name 

Keith 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

With the cost sharing going from to 90/10 fed/state now to 10/90 for state to cover the cost sharing…. 
85million was the last low est. WHY is the priority being reallocated to improved of the city roads ? 

Source 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Response 

The standard cost share for this project ranges between 80 and 90 percent, federal. The State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) 
is developed and revised annually to determine how state transportation funds, including budgeted federal funds, will be spent. The 
$85 million allocation was appropriated specifically for the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project. However, the balance of 
federal funds needed to full fund the project is not available. 

81 Jason Boaz 2021‐03‐25 

With 5G the railroad spur impact looks to be significant to both City of Westlake possible riverfront 
development as well as impacting not 1 but both entrances to Isle of Capri Casino. What options were 
researched to minimize or eliminate these issues? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The railroad relocation is only necessary for the 5G alternative because the bridge at its west end will approach grade over the existing 
railroad spurs will not provide sufficient vertical clearance for the trains to pass. The options presented are preliminary and will be 
coordinated with the railroads and other interested parties if Alternative 5G is determined to be the preferred alternative. 

82 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Will a proposed new I‐10 interstate bridge in Baton Rouge be a P3 project (w/tolls) also? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Information about the proposed Mississippi River Crossing in the Capital Area can be found online at https://capitalareabridge.org/. 
Information on the widening of I‐10 connecting to the existing Mississippi River Bridge (Wilkinson Bridge) can be found online at 
https://i10br.com/. 

83 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

What percentage of funding is dedicated to context sensitive solutions like iconic/aesthetic features. EX: Is it 
an 10% ‐ 15% of total cost? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

No determination about the costs or funding for amenities and improvements considered during the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) 
process has been made. The design presented provides a basic bridge form that will cost the least to build and maintain while meeting 
current design criteria. Each additional feature or amenity will raise costs that would have to be offset with higher toll rates. The goal is 
to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 
Additional information will be provided during the CSS process and published on the website. 

84 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 wouldn't a moveable bridge have a signficantly higher long‐term maintenance cost than fixed bridges? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Yes, movable bridges have moving components that require more maintenance than fixed bridges. 

85 Keith 2021‐03‐25 

If a toll is put in place then how will you prevent traffic avoidance of the toll (everyone will use the 171 moss 
bluff and the 210 bridge ) it is illegal to force tolls on anyone. Why is the budge not alloacated for what can 
be built per contract bids. if the contractor can not build for the ammount then other funding needs to be 
looked at. Such as investigating federal funding as it is a major evacuation route Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

There is no way legal way to prohibit ‘thru’ traffic from using Interstate 210, because it is a public facility open to all traffic. Other 
funding sources have been and are being pursued, but the P3 model has been determined to be the most reliable form of filling the 
funding gaps. The P3 is a form of design‐build contracting and the developer/designer will be obligated to complete the work and 
operate the facility within an agreed upon cost. 

86 mattscnc 2021‐03‐25 How far does the toll go from east to west on i10 Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
Only the bridge crossing(s) will be tolled. There will be no toll booths. A gantry to collect tolls will be located near the bridge or bridges, 
depending upon the alternative that is built. The location of the gantry or gantries will be determined during final design. 

87 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Does the project plan to to replace the I‐210/I‐10 interchange and US 90 bridges on the West side of the 
project Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project does not include improvements to I‐210 except at the I‐210 West End interchange. 
The ramp that exits I‐210 to I‐10 westbound will be reconstructed to meet the design criterion for curve and superelevation. The US 90 
overpass will be removed and a new I‐10 overpass will be built to cross over US 90 that will be reconstructed at‐grade. 

88 Edwin DeRouen 2021‐03‐25 How long will tolls be charged? Will they be in place forever? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
Assuming a 35‐ to 50‐year concession agreement, where the first five years consists of the design‐buiild process, it is anticipated that 
tolls will remain in place, once the bridge is open to traffic, for a period of 30 to 45 years, but not to exceed 50 years. 

89 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

At the end of the tolling phase, is DOTD going to ask the PPP company to refurbish the movable bridge 
before turning the facility back over? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

At the end of the concession period of 35 to 50 years, the Public Private Partnership (P3) will be required to return the facility including 
the bridge(s) to a reasonable state of repair. 

90 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

To touch on the previous question. I think they were asking whether or not local contractors willl be favored 
for receiving the contracts. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

For projects that involve federal funds, federal law prohibits local contracting or local hiring requirements or preferences. It is 
anticipated that the Public Private Partnership (P3) contract will require some percentage of the work be contracted with a registered 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) or Small Business Enterprise (SBE). The geographic location of the DBE or SBE will not be 
stipulated but it is expected that local firms will be considered. 

91 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

If DOTD is closing Sampson Street for 12 months, has DOTD considered rerouting I10 to I210 and keeping the 
current bridge alignment as opposed to relocating the bridge? I think it would save cost. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Relocation of the new bridge is needed to ensure that travel on I‐10 would be maintained during the project’s construction. This 
includes maintaining traffic on I‐10 while the new Calcasieu River Bridge is constructed and while I‐10 between the I‐210 interchanges 
is under construction. 

92 Keith 2021‐03‐25 
Why is the 85 million not being realloacted to the ryan st / hwy 14 roads that need to be reworked ? Why is 
the contraband bayou bridge not being looked at (which has a high pedistrian death rate ) :? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) is developed and revised annually to determine how state transportation funds, 
including budgeted federal funds, will be spent. The $85 million allocation was appropriated specifically for the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge 
and Improvements project. A southern alignment inside the I‐210 loop was considered but dismissed as causing too many impacts to 
natural resources including Bayou Contraband. 

93 Mark Conner 2021‐03‐25 Will the toll ever end Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
Assuming a 35‐ to 50‐year concession agreement, where the first five years consists of the design‐buiild process, it is anticipated that 
tolls will remain in place, once the bridge is open to traffic, for a period of 30 to 45 years, but not to exceed 50 years. 

94 Rob 2021‐03‐25 Will the bridge be wide enough to expand from 6 to 8 lanes if needed in the next 75 years? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 
The current proposal for I‐10 is three lanes in each direction, which has been determined to meet the capacity needs of future traffic 
volumes through the year 2042. Additional traffic information will be provided in the Traffic Analysis being prepared for the project. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

95 

Name 

Anonymous 
Attendee 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

Do you need a bridge? Can you do an embankment instead? 

Source 

Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Response 

Any crossing of the Calcasieu River will require a bridge. If you are referring to the viaduct or land bridge for the section of I‐10 from 
Ryan Street to Opelousas Street, this design was determined to be more efficient than alternating sections of bridge and embankment, 
because the footprint of an embankment that meets design criteria would require a wide area that would encroach upon the adjacent 
neighborhoods, service roads, and cemeteries. It would also require major reconstruction if I‐10 ever needed to be widened. 

96 cwilrye 2021‐03‐25 I support option 5G Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comment. Your preference has been noted. 

97 Stafford Frrank 2021‐03‐25 
If I heard correctly, Dusty Bastion mentioned that top of bridgewill have gerdes at top. Wouldn't that make 
bridge less safe when wet? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box We do not understand the question. 

98 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 When will the answers to the unanswered questions be available on your website? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box A summary of Public Meeting #4 with responses to questions and comments will be provided on the project website soon. 

99 Keith 2021‐03‐25 

If all the lanes are tolled then no one will go through them and most will by pass… If there is a wreck on 210 
and you have to bypass to the 110 will toll be lifted? you can not force tollways to people due to hardship 
conditions Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

It is the intention of LADOTD to keep the toll rates as low as possible so that using the I‐10 bridge does not impose a financial burden 
on any household in the area. 

100 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 

Is current DOTD policies regarding control of access near ramps as well as traffic signal policies spacing been 
considered in these alts? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Control of access and traffic signalization will follow current LADOTD and FHWA policies. 

101 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 My prefrence is the one that avoids disturbance of the EDC contamination. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comment. Your preference has been noted. 

102 Edwin DeRouen 2021‐03‐25 
How will Westlake traffic be able access to Lake Charles during the reconstruction of Sampson St. (18 
months) be provided? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

It is anticipated that Sampson Street will be closed to traffic for a period of 12 months. Several detours would be available to drivers 
during this period. From LA 378 in Westlake to Sam Houston Jones Parkway and US 171 in Moss Bluff is the longest but least 
complicated route for avoiding construction. Sulphur Avenue west to Trousdale and PPG Drive is a second detour and Sulphur to Miller 
to Isle of Capri and the I‐10 Service Road is a third. 

103 
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 I vote for the no build and widen I‐210. Use a ferry for local crossings. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Thank you for your comments. Your preference has been noted. 

104 Keith 2021‐03‐25 
TBH this community thinks it is ridcoulus that we are looking at 85million + for a bridge when after a 
hurricane there are more important problems and streets that are horrid and not compliant Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

The State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) is developed and revised annually to determine how state transportation funds, 
including budgeted federal funds, will be spent. The $85 million allocation was appropriated by the legislature specifically for the I‐10 
Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project. 

105 
Mount Calvary 
Baptist Church 2021‐03‐25 

I am very much concern about the corridors from I‐210 to Ryan Street. Our City did open the frontage roads 
along side the I‐10 to create access within the community. Therefore it is my hope that you would make sure 
that the interstate between 171 and Ryan street would be beautified so the locals can enjoy the 
convenience would not be a forgotten Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 

Concepts regarding visual appeal and incorporation of other amenities such as bike paths, sidewalks, signage, and lighting of I‐10 from 
Ryan Street to US 171 were provided in the first Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) Workshop. A summary report of that meeting is in the 
Project Library online at www.i10lakecharles.com. More ideas will be proposed as a part of the continuing CSS process. Funding and 
responsibility for maintenance of amenities in this section of the project will be determined. 

106 Andrea Travani 2021‐03‐25 
Hello: what are the horizontal and vertical clearances of the main span? Are there any conceptual plans 
available? Project Email 

According to the line and grade plans, vertical clearance of the main span will be 73 feet minimum and horizontal clearance will be 
200 feet minimum. 

107 Ben Herrera 2021‐04‐01 
We must have an Iconic Bridge with a Pedestrian/Bike Path, with the cable stay appearance and festive LED 
lighting. Project Email 

Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐
motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur 
Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even 
without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate 
one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes 
by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS 
vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with 
a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately 
one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from 
the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent 
trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very 
expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, 
responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as 
DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 

108 Carmine Borea 2021‐03‐30 
When the RFQ for the noted project will be released? Can you share the link of where the document will be 
published? Project Email 

LADOTD published the notice of intent for the Public Private Partnership (P3) in January 2021. Details regarding the P3, including the 
letters of interest, can be viewed on LADOTD’s website at https://bit.ly/3c2KO0b. The draft EIS document will be made available later 
this year. Please check the website at www.i10lakecharles.com for information. 

109 
Christopher 
Bertrand 2021‐03‐27 

No concept of tolls. Stop trying to take money from us. No private partnerships! Let the state and federal 
government work it out. Project Email 

Other funding sources have been and are being pursued, but the Public Private Partnership (P3) model has been determined to be the 
most reliable form of filling the funding gaps. Tolls will only cover a portion of the costs to design, build, operate, and maintain the 
proposed project but without this revenue, there is no incentive for the private sector to participate in the P3. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

110 

Name 

Michael Tritico 

Date 

2021‐03‐22 

Question / Comment 

The most sensible alternative is not presented and may not have been considered. That alternative would 
add about 5 miles to the trip between Welsh and Vinton but it would completely bypass the urban/I‐10 
Bridge bottleneck that exists from Chloe to West Sulphur. 
Here is a description of a practical flat route that would make it unnecessary to build a new bridge in the EDC‐
contaminated zone: 
The “North Bypass” would take off to from just west of Welsh, go northwest about 9 miles to a cloverleaf at 
U.S. Highway 165 south of Fenton, then turn west, go along the existing high ground to avoid as much 
wetland disruption as possible, cross with only slightly‐elevated bridges Bayou Serpent and the Calcasieu 
River, (a distance for this segment of about 11 miles), then proceed another 6 miles to a cloverleaf at U.S. 
Highway 171 south of Gillis, proceed westward another 5 miles to again, a low‐level crossing of Hickory 
Branch and then go four miles to a cloverleaf at Louisiana State Highway 27 north of Sulphur, then turn 
southwesterly for about 15 miles to rejoin Interstate 10 just east of Vinton. That is a 50 mile route, about 5 
miles longer than the existing route between one end of the bottleneck to the other. The enhancement of 
safety for motorists, the reduction in energy wastage on steep slopes and from stop and go situations all 
make a flat bypass north of the current route more logical than are the alternatives presented even given 
the extra 5 miles of travel required. 
Furthermore, the route and the cloverleaves described above would simplify trips to and from places like 
Alexandria, Kinder, DeRidder, Houston, and New Orleans by removing the need to navigate the Calcasieu 
metropolitan area. A much more efficient highway system will also diminish greenhouse gases. 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments. 

Source 

Project Email 

Response 

Early in the process, the Project Team considered alternative realignments, but they were extremely expensive. A far northern bypass 
may be be considered for the area in the long‐term, but it would only serve through traffic and the surrounding small towns and 
villages. The I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge project must deal with an aging bridge that needs to be replaced and the aging interstate that serves 
Lake Charles, Westlake, and Sulphur residents and businesses. 

111 Daryl Burckel 2021‐04‐01 

The opportunity to build a bridge in our lifetime with the significance of the I‐10 bridge is a seminal moment. 
I urge LADOTD to not only look to function but to form as they plan for this bridge. This bridge will send a 
message about our community and the aesthetics of the bridge are just as important as the functioning of 
the bridge. It is my hope that LADOTD will provide an Iconic Bridge with a Pedestrian/Bike Path, with the 
cable stay appearance and festive LED lighting. Project Email 

Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐
motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur 
Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even 
without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate 
one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes 
by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS 
vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with 
a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately 
one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from 
the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent 
trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very 
expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, 
responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as 
DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 

112 Therese Ruffino 2021‐03‐31 

Hey, good morning. This is Terez, here in Baton Rouge. I’m with Dodge reports and I’m calling about some 
information on the Calcasieu Bridge. If you could please return my call, my phone number is (413) 648‐6103. 
Again, my number is (413) 648‐6103. Thank you! Project Phone 

Thank you for your interest in the project. We responded to your inquiry by phone and email and provided you with the contact 
information for the P3 team. 

113 Donna Fabacher 2021‐03‐29 
Why not build I‐10 bridge for the future, instead of the present only? In 20‐30 years we will need 8 lanes in 

stead of 6, and then what? We need 6 now, so please be smart and build 8. Project Email 
The current proposal for I‐10 is three lanes in each direction, which has been determined to meet the capacity needs of future traffic 
volumes through the year 2042. Additional traffic information will be provided in the Traffic Analysis being prepared for the project. 

114 Gary Woods 2021‐03‐26 

Can you please send me or tell me how to obtain pictorial layouts or other types of layouts of the new 1‐10 
bridge layouts. Layouts lets me understand a lot clearer what is actually being proposed versus a written 
description, Project Email 

Illustrations of the alternatives can be seen within the recorded presentation. You may also view interactive maps online at 
www.i10lakecharles.com. 

115 DSTipton 2021‐03‐25 We are trying to sign onto to zoom meeting. Need a project id# Project Email We apologize for the technical issues. 

116 Houston Jones 2021‐03‐31 

As a life long resident and grandson of former Governor Sam Houston Jones, who was instrumental in 
bringing much of the petro‐chemical industry to Westlake, I feel like the replacement for this iconic bridge 
deserves to be iconic in its own way, including a pedestrian and bicycling path. Furthermore, a pedestrian‐
friendly connection from Westlake to downtown Lake Charles could provide economic stimulus for the area. 
Thanking you in advance for your consideration on this request, Project Email 

Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐
motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur 
Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even 
without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate 
one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes 
by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS 
vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with 
a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately 
one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from 
the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent 
trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very 
expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, 
responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as 
DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

117 

Name 

J Watkins 

Date 

2021‐03‐25 

Question / Comment 

I have a few question/comments below. 
1. I look through the information on the project website and please forgive me if I missed it, but looking at 
the proposed alternative routes for a 2nd crossing over the river, instead of extending Sulphur Ave across 
north of the I‐10 bridge through the swap area, would it be more economically efficient to extend Sulphur 
Ave to Westlake Ave then south to Isle of Capri Blvd and extend Isle of Capri Blvd across the river with a 
moveable bridge to North Lake Shore drive. I have attached a screen image showing the route I suggest I 
apologize if the resolution low. 
2. Is there and estimate of the revenue that will be generated from the scrape metal value of the old I‐10 
bridge structure once it is dismantling? 
3. To generate revenue for the project the currently railing on the bridge that has the pistols in a crossing 
pattern could be sold at auction to raise more money than their scrap value. 
4. Also to relive some of the congestion during the construction of the I‐10 project will DOTD perform the 
following work. 
4.a widen highway 378 from Westlake to Moss Bluff area there is only a 3 miles section left that is currently 
2 lanes this would give local traffic a route to the industrial sector without using the interstate system and a 
detour route during construction or accidents. 
4b. widening I‐210 on the west end between I‐10 and the I‐210 bridge to 3 lanes this is just a 0.75 mile 
section currently there are 4 routes feeding down to 2 in this area I‐10 has 2 lanes, Pete Manena RD has an 
on ramp, and I‐10 west bound has 1 lane, 3 lanes would reduce congestion by also more time for traffic 
organize before going down to 2 lanes on the I‐210 bridge. 

Source 

Project Email 

Response 

1. Early in the process, the Project Team considered alternative alignments. An extension of Isle of Capri Boulevard would impact the 
casino on the west bank and the beach / recreation areas on the east bank. 
2. The recovery and/or disposal of scrap metal will be considered as part of the demolition estimates. 
3. Thank you for your suggestion. 
4a. Widening of LA 378 is not within the scope of the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project but your comments are noted. 
4b. Widening of I‐210 is not within the scope of the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project but your comments are noted. 

118 JDM 2021‐03‐28 

Why couldn't Pete Manena Rd be extended to the I‐10 Service Rd to West Lake. It would relieve some of the 
I‐10 off ramp congestion as well as be a alternate route for wreck and emergencies on the portion from I‐
210 and I‐10 west. Project Email 

Widening of Pete Manena Road is not within the scope of the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project but your comments are 
noted. 

119 JDM 2021‐02‐28 
Not only could Pete Manena be extended, the Hwy 90 ramp to I‐10 could also be routed via I‐ 10 Service Rd 
to West Lake as will, giving two alternate routes to relieve traffic congestion in emergencies. Project Email 

Widening of Pete Manena Road is not within the scope of the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project but your comments are 
noted. 

120 Joe Guthrie 2021‐03‐31 

I am writing in hopes that my message is read clearly from the stakeholders proposing the different 
variations of the I‐10 Bridge revisions. Central Crude has a barge terminal located north of the saltwater 
barrier at Old Town Bay. Several times in a month we sell our crude oil to our customers at our dock. Our 
customers make arrangements for barges to arrive at our dock and receive the product. As you may 
understand now, it already takes several hours for tugs/barges to make their way to old town bay due to the 
railroad bridge as well as the saltwater barrier restrictions for hours of operation. With that being said, any 
other variation of the bridge construction that is not “Alternate 5G” will create more demurrage times for 
our customers barges. Additionally if there are additional obstacles that barges will face then that will create 
economic issues for Central Crude and its customers, thus making future business unviable. Should anyone 
have any questions please feel free to contact me via email or phone. Project Email 

A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation will be provided in that document, which will be posted online. Your 
preference has been noted. 

121 Joseph Posson 2021‐03‐30 Ridiculous to have a toll on I‐10 Project Email Without tolling revenue, there is no incentive for the private sector to participate in the Public‐Private Partnership (P3). 

122 Lee Boyer 2021‐03‐31 

I have reviewed all the options and believe that alternative 5G is the best option. I also feel very strongly 
that the bridge needs to include a dedicated bicycle and pedestrian lane going from lake Charles to Westlake 
and back on the south side of the bridge. Lake Charles is in the process of a comprehensive bike plan and the 
mayor of Westlake is very progressive and is developing an area north of the Isle of Capri. These two cities 
need to be connected for bicycles and all pedestrians. I also believe we need to spend some extra money to 
make the bridge iconic which should include some form of pistols and lighting. Thank you for your 
consideration, Project Email 

Your preference has been noted. Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by 
pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E 
along the proposed Sulphur Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents 
some challenges. Even without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path 
would have approximate one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be 
separated from the traffic lanes by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance 
vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each 
side of the river in combination with a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the 
length of the approaches (approximately one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will 
exceed safe speeds when descending from the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be 
an issue. The facility will need frequent trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge 
would be expensive to build and very expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of 
the public private partnership, responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of 
Lake Charles and West Lake as DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID Name Date Question / Comment 

I am not a resident of Calcasieu parish, but I am a Louisiana citizen (and therefore taxpayer) and a concerned 
citizen of the planet. 
Regarding the bridge project: 
1. The EDC should have been cleaned up long ago. The clean‐up should be the #1 priority since it threatens 
drinking water supply of the area. I understand that DOTD is not responsible directly for the cleanup, but any 
efforts on bridges are futile in the absence of an environmental solution. ie, DOTD should defer to LDEQ and 
citizen environmental groups. 
2. While "growth" and new construction is often considered a good thing, as the world enters an era of 
climate catastrophe, any new construction must be considered in light of the future of the planet. New 
construction involves more cement, which is very greenhouse gas‐intensive, and fossil fuel transport. 
Moreover, encouraging more passenger traffic with easier driving is anti‐thetical to a healthy planet. The 
Biden administration is also prioritizing climate considerations for all new construction. The money would be 
better spent on electric vehicle or high‐speed transport infrastructure. 
3. There are very simple ways to redirect traffic, either on 210, or on smaller roads, until the clean‐up is 

Source Response 

1. There is a lawsuit pending that will determine if the parties responsible for the EDC release will have to pay damages. 
2. Thank you for your comments. 
3. Special measures will be implemented during work in the area to monitor for the presence of EDC in order to protect workers and 
the public from additional exposures. Construction will be phased so that I‐10 will remain open to traffic except some lanes may be 

123 Marion Freistadt 2021‐03‐25 completed and the unsafe bridge is either removed or repaired. Project Email closed for short durations. 

124 Rob Frye 2021‐03‐31 

At this time we would like to see ALT5G built over the Calcasieu River. It is the only option that doesn’t have 
an additional bridge built at Sulphur Ave. We currently deal with delays at the UPRR bridge and at the 
saltwater barrier. The Sulphur Ave. bridge would be a third location to delay marine traffic in a stretch of 
river that is less than 3 miles long. Project Email 

A navigation study is being prepared. Impacts to navigation will be provided in that document, which will be posted online. Your 
preference has been noted. 

125 SWLA 2021‐04‐05 

The Chamber SWLA in Lake Charles has over 1200 members. In late 2017, a Task Force was appointed by the 
Chamber Board of Directors to advocate for a plan to build a new 1‐10 River Bridge in Lake Charles. The 
Chamber fully supports LADOT's plan for a new bridge using a P‐3 Process, including a reasonable toll. We 
believe the SG option is the best as to route and to service Westlake. The Task Force strongly supports an 
iconic design as this is the gateway to Lake Charles. One component we strongly support is a Pedestrian/Bike 
Pathway. This would connect Westlake and Lake Charles and enhance the development of the Lake Charles 
lakefront. Letter via Email 

Thank you for your comments and support. Your preference has been noted. Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the 
use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations 
may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a 
reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached 
to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent 
grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 
feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible 
probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with 
disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those 
with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from the crest potentially resulting in serious injury 
crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A 
bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very expensive to operate. These costs would 
have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, responsibility for the operating and maintenance 
costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse 
paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 

126 Vernon Meyer 2021‐04‐05 I prefer Alternative 5 G. Project Email Your preference has been noted. 

127 Tobie Hodgkins 2021‐03‐31 

I was unable to attend the public meeting but I wanted to express my support of the new bridge. I am in 
support of the P3 and tolls if they are necessary. I also think our bridge needs to have an iconic design since 
it is on our Lakefront and the "entry" to our city. As a cyclist, I would like to see pedestrian and bike lanes on 
the new bridge. Project Email 

Thank you for your support. Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by 
pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E 
along the proposed Sulphur Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents 
some challenges. Even without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path 
would have approximate one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be 
separated from the traffic lanes by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance 
vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each 
side of the river in combination with a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the 
length of the approaches (approximately one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will 
exceed safe speeds when descending from the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be 
an issue. The facility will need frequent trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge 
would be expensive to build and very expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of 
the public private partnership, responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of 
Lake Charles and West Lake as DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

128 

Name 

Marion Freistadt ‐
70118 

Date 

March 25th 
2021, 3:00 
pm 

Question / Comment 

I am not a resident of Calcasieu parish, but I am a Louisiana citizen (and therefore 
taxpayer) and a concerned citizen of the planet. 
Regarding the bridge project: 
1. The EDC should have been cleaned up long ago. The clean‐up should be the #1 
priority since it threatens drinking water supply of the area. I understand that DOTD is 
not responsible directly for the cleanup, but any efforts on bridges are futile in the 
absence of an environmental solution. ie, DOTD should defer to LDEQ and citizen 
environmental groups. 
2. While "growth" and new construction is often considered a good thing, as the world 
enters an era of climate catastrophe, any new construction must be considered in 
light of the future of the planet. New construction involves more cement, which is very 
greenhouse gas‐intensive, and fossil fuel transport. Moreover, encouraging more 
passenger traffic with easier driving is anti‐thetical to a healthy planet. The Biden 
administration is also prioritizing climate considerations for all new construction. The 
money would be better spent on electric vehicle or high‐speed transport 
infrastructure. 
3. There are very simple ways to redirect traffic, either on 210, or on smaller roads, 
until the clean‐up is completed and the unsafe bridge is either removed or repaired. 

Source 

Project Website 

Response 

1. There is a lawsuit pending that will determine if the parties responsible for the EDC release will have to pay damages. 
2. Thank you for your comments. 
3. Construction will be phased so that I‐10 will remain open to traffic except some lanes may be closed for short durations. 

129 
Patricia Davison ‐
70663 

January 6th 
2021, 1:58 
pm 

Why not build a second, parallel bridge like they did in Bridge City TX (Rainbow Bridge) and make each bridge 
a one‐way eastbound and westbound bridge? That would half the number of travelers on the old bridge, 
allowing it more safe, functional life. Project Website 

Although adding a second bridge on a new location parallel to the existing bridge and using the existing bridge as a one‐way couplet 
could address some of the horizontal geometric deficiencies, the steep vertical grade and bridge structure deficiencies could not be 
addressed. Adding a second bridge and still having to maintain a bridge which is past its service life and does not meet all design criteria 
and would not meet the purpose and need for the project. Continuing to pay the costs of maintenance and operation (O&M) for the 
old bridge on top of the O&M costs for a new one would not be a prudent use of public funds. 

130 
Patricia Davison ‐
70663 

January 6th 
2021, 2:06 
pm 

Your website doesn't allow me or others to enter multiple work locations. I just went back on and entered 
my email for replies, and entered my other employer Sowela (first pass I'd entered employer USPS Drew 
Station on Lake St). I hope my first survey saved my comment that no tolls should be required of local 
residents; interstate/intrastate travelers should pay. Project Website Your comments have been received and recorded in the meeting record published online at www.i10lakecharles.com. 

131 
James Whittington ‐
70669 

January 18th 
2021, 9:10 am We also need to raise the railroad where it crosses the river Project Website The railroad bridge is the responsibility of Union Pacific Railroad. 

132 Lattie Polk ‐ 70663 

January 20th 
2021, 9:08 
pm 

Options 3 A and 3 E call for a second bridge when we have needed 1 bridge for over 30 years and that 
doesn’t seem to be able to get done. What about highway taxes collected for years and haven’t been 
applied properly Project Website 

LADOTD and the State of Louisiana have allocated $85 million in state funding to match federal funds for construction of the proposed 
project. In addition to that, LADOTD will make a contribution from its annual budget (gas tax), and has already applied for‐‐and will 
continue to seek‐‐grant funds and use of infrastructure funding from federal programs such as BUILD (now RAISE), INFRA, and 
American Rescue Act. 

133 
Gayle Sledge ‐
70601 

January 25th 
2021, 1:39 
pm 

I recognize the bridge needs to be replaced and updated, but I am opposed to tolls as a means of financing 
the build. We have enough trucks that drive over the bridge that can be charged a tax to cover initial build 
and continued maintenance. The municipalities can construct a passive tag system that monitors all trucks 
coming and going through infrared technology and bill the employer at the end of each quarter. The tax the 
employer incurred will be passed to its customers and clients as it does all other costs incurred while doing 
business. The parish can place an ordinance for a small increase in gas taxes for 10 ‐ 20 years, without being 
renewed, to pay for the increased cost to repair the bridge. The toxic remediation should be charged to all 
of the pollutant companies along the Calcasieu River for clean up. Project Website 

Toll facilities around the country typically charge a higher rate for trucks than for cars. The rate schedule for the bridge will be 
determined in coordination with the Public Private Partnership (P3) developers. Other funding sources have been and are being 
pursued, but the P3 model has been determined to be the most reliable form of filling the funding gaps. Tolls will only cover a portion 
of the costs to design, build, operate, and maintain the proposed project but without this revenue, there is no incentive for the private 
sector to participate in the (P3). Remediation measures to address hazardous waste and spills are required by LDEQ. 

134 
Jason Poynter ‐
70663 

March 22nd 
2021, 1:57 
pm 

I think someone should take a trip to Texas and look at the sunshine bridge and the new bridge they built. 
They rehabbed the sunshine bridge and made it one way and the newer bridge runs traffic the opposite 
direction. Project Website 

Although adding a second bridge on a new location parallel to the existing bridge and using the existing bridge as a one‐way couplet 
could address some of the horizontal geometric deficiencies, the steep vertical grade and bridge structure deficiencies could not be 
addressed. Adding a second bridge and still having to maintain a bridge which is past its service life and does not meet all design 
criteria, would not meet the purpose and need for the project. Continuing to pay the costs of maintenance and operation (O&M) for 
the old bridge on top of the O&M costs for a new one would not be a prudent use of public funds. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID Name 

Michael Tritico ‐

Date 

March 22nd 
2021, 8:53 

Question / Comment 

Comment for the DOTD online public ZOOM meeting to be held March 25, 2021 Submitted by Michael 
Tritico, P.O. Box 233, Longville, LA 70652 The most sensible alternative is not presented and may not have 
been considered. That alternative would add about 5 miles to the trip between Welsh and Vinton but it 
would completely bypass the urban/I‐10 Bridge bottleneck that exists from Chloe to West Sulphur. Here is 
a description of a practical flat route that would make it unnecessary to build a new bridge in the EDC‐
contaminated zone: The “North Bypass” would take off to from just west of Welsh, go northwest about 9 
miles to a cloverleaf at U.S. Highway 165 south of Fenton, then turn west, go along the existing high ground 
to avoid as much wetland disruption as possible, cross with only slightly‐elevated bridges Bayou Serpent and 
the Calcasieu River, (a distance for this segment of about 11 miles), then proceed another 6 miles to a 
cloverleaf at U.S. Highway 171 south of Gillis, proceed westward another 5 miles to again, a low‐level 
crossing of Hickory Branch and then go four miles to a cloverleaf at Louisiana State Highway 27 north of 
Sulphur, then turn southwesterly for about 15 miles to rejoin Interstate 10 just east of Vinton. That is a 50 
mile route, about 5 miles longer than the existing route between one end of the bottleneck to the other. 
The enhancement of safety for motorists, the reduction in energy wastage on steep slopes and from stop 
and go situations all make a flat bypass north of the current route more logical than are the alternatives 
presented even given the extra 5 miles of travel required. Furthermore, the route and the cloverleaves 
described above would simplify trips to and from places like Alexandria, Kinder, DeRidder, Houston, and New 
Orleans by removing the need to navigate the Calcasieu metropolitan area. A much more efficient highway 

Source Response 

Early in the process, the Project Team considered alternative realignments, but they were extremely expensive. A far northern bypass 
may be be considered for the area in the long‐term, but it would only serve through traffic and the surrounding small towns and 
villages. The I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge project must deal with an aging bridge that needs to be replaced and the aging interstate that serves 

135 70652 pm system will also diminish greenhouse gases. Project Website Lake Charles, Westlake, and Sulphur residents and businesses. 

136 
Conchita Trahan ‐
70669 

March 25th 
2021, 5:49 
pm 

In favor of the bridge ‐ the addition of a loop to Sulphur Avenue would be devastating ‐ we are minutes from 
family, friends and work. Total privacy yet filled with beautiful sunrises, entertainment provided by 
fishermen, families boating fun, access to deep water, boat slip, our scenic bridge ‐ we totally enjoy our little 
piece of heaven. With work near by and dependent children just 10 minutes away we are always there when 
needed. Project Website Thank you for your support. Your preference has been noted. 

137 
Danielle Richardson ‐
70669 

March 25th 
2021, 9:41 
pm I like Alternative 3A and 3E. Project Website Your preference has been noted. 

138 Pete Tucker ‐ 70526 
March 26th 
2021, 6:50 am Alternative 5G Project Website Your preference has been noted. 

139 
Laura Cangelose ‐
70601 

March 26th 
2021, 12:34 
pm The i10calcasieu website is fantastic. Excellent work! Also‐‐please build this bridge in my lifetime... Project Website Thank you for your comments and support. 

140 James Rock ‐ 70605 

March 26th 
2021, 1:51 
pm 

This work is way overdue and the cost increases annually with each delay. All federal and state options for 
financing should be on the table with a toll being the last choice. Whatever it takes, this project should be 
on a fast track in the interest of safety of the public, image of the community and cost. Project Website 

Other funding sources have been and are being pursued, but the Public Private Partnership (P3) model has been determined to be the 
most reliable form of filling the funding gaps. Tolls will only cover a portion of the costs to design, build, operate, and maintain the 
proposed project but without this revenue, there is no incentive for the private sector to participate in the P3. 

141 James Rock ‐ 70605 

March 26th 
2021, 1:56 
pm 

This project is way overdue and the safety of the community, the continuity of business and industry and the 
annual increase in cost are reasons it should be constructed as soon as possible. Given that it could have a 
life of up to 100 years, it should be an iconic structure that travelers will remember and enjoy and it should 
be equipped with sufficient lanes and shoulders to accommodate anticipated future traffic and also include a 
walking/biking provision for inclusion in future health and quality of life initiatives. Project Website 

Thank you for your support. The design presented provides a basic bridge form that will cost the least to build and maintain while 
meeting current design criteria. A traffic study has confirmed that the proposed three lanes in each direction will accommodate future 
traffic volumes in 2042. A signature type bridge or signature features will be considered as part of the Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) 
process. However, each additional feature or amenity will raise costs that would have to be offset with higher toll rates. Additional 
information will be published on the website. The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable bridge. 
Regarding bicycle/pedestrian accommodations, Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana 
interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on 
Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection 
to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is 
not practical. The path would have approximate one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It 
would have to be separated from the traffic lanes by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate 
maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use 
elevators on each side of the river in combination with a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the 
crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some 
cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, 
particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path 
attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in 
the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including 
security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 

142 
Cameron Fultz ‐
70605 

March 26th 
2021, 2:26 
pm Alternative 5G Project Website Thank you for your participation in the survey. Your preference has been noted. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

143 

Name 

Paul Bellow ‐ 70615 

Date 

March 30th 
2021, 10:09 
am 

Question / Comment 

Mitigate impact to the affected community during construction. 

Source 

Project Website 

Response 

Mitigation to offset impacts to the affected communities during construction will include keeping access to and travel on I‐10 available 
at all times. Detours for the period when Sampson Street is closed to traffic will be clearly marked and managed as needed. 
Construction noise and emissions from equipment will be minimized using best management practices and good maintenance. Night 
time work in the vicinity of residences will be avoided to the extent practicable. 

144 
Andy Derouen ‐
70611 

March 26th 
2021, 3:12 
pm 

Firstly, thank you so much for your dedication to this project. The options, in my opinion, are well 
considered. As a daily commuter to Lake Charles from Moss Bluff, I must say that any option that provides 
an additional method of transport across the river is a huge bonus. Am I understanding this correctly? With 
Alternatives 3A and 3E, I wouldn't even have to engage Interstate 10 at all? That's added convenience for 
which even I, as a local, would be willing to pay tolls for an extended period of time. I think support for the 
"cheapest" option (Alt. 5G) is shortsighted, because at the end of the day, we would have spent almost $1 
Billion, if not more, and we'd still only have two means of crossing the river. 5G is not as advantageous for 
local commuters as the other options. Project Website 

Thank you for your comments and support. If Alternative 3A or 3E is built, you will still have to travel on I‐10 to Lake Charles. From 
North Lakefront Drive you will be able to access the Sulphur Avenue Extension, cross the bridge over the Calcasieu River, and arrive in 
Westlake at the intersection of Sulphur Avenue and Sampson Street. Your preference has been noted. 

145 
Paul Boudreaux ‐
70605 

March 26th 
2021, 3:55 
pm 

If the bridge becomes a toll bridge, all truck and out of town traffic will take 210. This will cause daily traffic 
issues and local people will always have to take alternate routes. Toll is not the answer, I drove trucks for 10 
years, everyone just goes around the toll road or bridge. Local people will be the only ones with a toll pass 
because LA doesn’t have a network of toll roads. So essentially local people will be the majority of ones 
paying for it. That’s not fair, considering the high volume of interstate traffic that causes wear to the roads 
and bridges. Project Website 

All of the toll facilities will be electronic and will not require toll booths where drivers have to stop and pay. A gantry will be placed over 
the roadway and equipped with a toll tag reader and with a camera that will photograph the license plate of vehicles without toll tags 
so they can be billed by mail. Agreements with other states allows for tolls to be collected on behalf of Louisiana during vehicle 
registration and other interactions. 

146 
Justin Mouser ‐
70611 

March 26th 
2021, 6:20 
pm 

No one has explained why we can’t have a flat low level bridge. You could make it a swinging open bridge for 
the 3 times a year something that large ever needs to go under it. You can install light and warning boards 
miles in advance of the 210 exit to give ample time to take 210 when the bridge opens. Doing that would 
cost significantly less, be better for the environment, and will no hamper views of Lake Charles. Then, you 
could focus the Westlake efforts going over the interstate and rail tracks, at a much lower cost. The flat 
bridge approach works amazingly in this scenario; given all the restraints facing this project. Project Website 

Current records of the UPRR bridge show that the bridge opens approximately 1250 times per year. This kind of disruption to interstate 
traffic would increase traffic congestion and reduce mobility, two issues that the proposed project is designed to address. 

147 
Cornell Marshall ‐
70669 

March 26th 
2021, 10:09 
pm 

As a whole the residents should file suit/explore legal opportunities against DOT and local official signing off 
on project, too many projects going on in La to have SW LA residents pay tolls while other areas are getting 
projects and funding Project Website 

LADOTD and the State of Louisiana have allocated $85 million in state funding to match federal funds for construction of the proposed 
project. In addition to that, LADOTD will make a contribution from its annual budget (gas tax), and has already applied for‐‐and will 
continue to seek‐‐grant funds and use of infrastructure funding from federal programs such as BUILD (now RAISE), INFRA, and 
American Rescue Act. However, competition and evolving regulations make these sources unpredictable. For this reason, the Project 
Team has turned to the Public‐Private Partnership (P3) model as the most reliable path forward. 

148 
Nelson Lebert ‐
70669 

March 28th 
2021, 3:32 
pm 

Why should we give up waiting on a train for waiting on a Tug boat? I live on the river near the proposed 3A 
and 3E crossing, we get 4 are5 Tugs with barges per day the Tugs with two or more barges leave all but one 
barge behind and make several trips up river. they can not make the sharp turns with two barges. Also the 
increase traffic in front of school and the noise that goes with it. Project Website 

Thank you for your comments. Your preference has been noted. Current records of the UPRR bridge show that the bridge opens 
approximately 1250 times per year. 

149 Mary Bellon ‐ 70648 

March 29th 
2021, 2:46 
pm 

I think that we should find the absolute best bridge engineer and take his/her advice, however I know that it 
is absolutely insane to build a bridge with less lanes of traffic that what is feeding into it. I see this all the 
time and have to say to myself this is not rocket science, what do they think is going to happen when they 
do this. You also should put a shoulder safe enough for a wreck to get over onto. I know this is more 
money but lives depend on it and if you are going to do it just do it right. Project Website 

The proposed project would provide a continuous section of three lanes in each direction including the proposed bridge. The project 
will meet all current design criteria including shoulders wide enough to use for emergency stops from I‐210 east end to I‐210 west end. 

150 Paul Bellow ‐ 70615 

March 30th 
2021, 10:13 
am 

Minimize impact to affected community during construction 

Project Website Mitigation to offset impacts to the affected communities during construction will include keeping access to and travel on I‐10 available 
at all times. Detours for the period when Sampson Street is closed to traffic will be clearly marked and managed as needed. 
Construction noise and emissions from equipment will be minimized using best management practices and good maintenance. Night 
time work in the vicinity of residences will be avoided to the extent practicable. 151 Paul Bellow ‐ 70615 

March 30th 
2021, 10:18 
am Project Website 

152 
Barbara Culpepper ‐
70607 

March 30th 
2021, 12:15 
pm 

I feel the committee knows much better than me the best plan to go with so let’s get this show on the road. 
Choose the best one and get going. Project Website Thank you for your comments and your support. 

153 
Ricky Guidry ‐
70605 

March 30th 
2021, 1:12 
pm Just build it already Project Website Thank you for your comment. 

154 

Matthew 
Desormeaux ‐
70647 

March 30th 
2021, 5:02 
pm 

I think 3E is the best option. The secondary bridge to Westlake would eliminate a lot of the plant traffic on 
the main bridge and avoid a lot of the slowdowns because of the sharp turn to exit the bridge. It also has a 
less angled route than 3A, so it wouldn't require as sharp a turn on the secondary bridge itself, reducing 
further slowdowns there. My only concern is that the secondary bridge would only reduce traffic one way, 
since the eastbound on‐ramp in Westlake is still a very sharp turn requiring very slow speeds, so unless it 
also has an entrance‐only lane, traffic will still significantly back up on the west side of the bridge as people 
merge from that tight ramp. Project Website 

Thank you for your comments. Your preference has been noted. Coordination with Westlake officials, businesses, and residences is 
ongoing. 
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I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements 
H.003931 

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses 

ID 

155 

Name 

Nathaniel Langford ‐
71405 

Date 

April 4th 
2021, 10:24 
pm 

Question / Comment 

I'm still trying to wrap my head around the elevated Sampson interchange in 5G. Does Samson Street have 
access to the service roads on the south side of I‐10 and vice versus? Also I continue to believe lowering the 
bridge is a bad idea. It needs to be at a height that will not negatively impact the businesses on the river 
north of the bridge. 

Source 

Project Website 

Response 

Alternative 5G would raise Sampson Street to connect with an elevated interchange that would allow movement to and from I‐10 in 
four directions. The service roads on the south side would be connected to the bridge with elevated ramps. Access and travel patterns 
on the south side service roads and Isle of Capri Boulevard to Miller Avenue would not be affected. 

156 
Delana Carter ‐
70601 

April 6th 
2021, 12:08 
pm 

PLEASE DONT MAKE THIS DANGEROUS FOR US. IF YOU NEED MY PROPERTY I AM WILLING TO RELOCATE 
BUT I DONT WANT TO BE CLOSER TO THE HWY Project Website 

A brochure about acquisition of right of way and relocation assistance is available in the Project Library on the website at 
www.i10lakecharles.com. 

157 Debbie 2021‐04‐08 
This is Debbie. My email is silkyhair54@gmail.com. I’m in Lake Charles, Louisiana and I believe the 
alternative 5G, as in giraffe, is the one that I support most on the rebuilding of the I‐10 bridge. Thank you Project Phone Your preference has been noted. 

158 

Lake Charles MPO 
Technical Advisory 
Committee 2021‐03‐10 See Attached Presentation 

In Person Lake Charles MPO 
Technical Advisory Committee 

Mtg 

Louisiana Revised Statute 32:263 specifically prohibits the use of any Louisiana interstate highway by pedestrian, bicycles, or non‐
motorized vehicles. Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations may be possible on Alternatives 3A and 3E along the proposed Sulphur 
Avenue extension including the moveable bridge although a reasonable connection to Ryan Street presents some challenges. Even 
without a legal prohibition, a bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge is not practical. The path would have approximate 
one‐half mile approaches on each side at a three percent grade to reach the crest. It would have to be separated from the traffic lanes 
by a concrete barrier and it would have to be at least 14 feet wide to accommodate maintenance vehicles, police vehicles, and EMS 
vehicles. The facility would have to be ADA accessible probably through the use elevators on each side of the river in combination with 
a zig‐zag path or some other means for citizens with disabilities to reach the crest. Due to the length of the approaches (approximately 
one‐half mile), it is likely that skateboarders, those with rollerblades, some cyclists, etc. will exceed safe speeds when descending from 
the crest potentially resulting in serious injury crashes. Security, particularly at night, will be an issue. The facility will need frequent 
trash pickup and periodic cleaning. A bicycle/pedestrian path attached to a new I‐10 bridge would be expensive to build and very 
expensive to operate. These costs would have to be reflected in the toll rates and at the end of the public private partnership, 
responsibility for the operating and maintenance costs, including security, would transfer to the cities of Lake Charles and West Lake as 
DOTD does not maintain or operate multiuse paths. 
The goal is to provide a very attractive, but also affordable, bridge. 
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  ATTACHMENT J 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) MEETING ATTENDEES LIST 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 10, 2021 

Name Affiliation 

TAC Memebers (Quorum) 

Brian Duplichan City of Westlake 

Carlos McCloud Federal Highway Administration (Non-Voting Member) 

Casey Lewis LADOTD (Non-Voting Member) 

Dawn Sholmire LADOTD (Non-Voting Member) 

Heath Allen Lake Charles Airport 

John Bruce Calcasieu Parish 

John Cardone City of Lake Charles 

Mary Bass Fontenot Calcasieu Parish School Board 

Nick Pestello Port of Lake Charles (Vice Chair) 

Seth Woods LADOTD - District 7 

Stacey Dowden City of Sulphur (Chair) 

TPC Members 

Wes Crain Chair 

Imperial Clacasieu Regional Planning & Development Commission 

Abby Coyle-Richard IMCAL 

Brennan Marque ICRPDC 

Deborah Fanagan ICRPDC 

Edward Campany ICRPDC 

Erin Whidden ICRPDC 

Jamie Gaines ICRPDC 

Michael Bernard ICRPDC 

Michael Hollier ICRPDC 

Paige Simpson ICRPDC 

Robert Smith ICRPDC 

Steve Jiles ICRPDC 

Walter Council ICRPDC 



 

 

  

 

 

 

  

  

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) MEETING ATTENDEES LIST 

State Project Number: H.003931 

March 10, 2021 

Name Affiliation 

Guests 

Angela Murrell LADOTD 

Ben Magallon Alliance Transportation Group 

Cade McClemore Calcasieu Parish 

Cindi Richard City of Lake Charles 

Clair Marceaxu IMCAL Board Chair 

David Cagnolatti Phillips 66 

Joe Umeozulu LADOTD 

Jon Amanns Bike/Ped Advocate 

Kelli Van Norman City of Lake Charles 

Lee Boyer Bike/Ped Advocate 

Megan Hartman Phillips 66 

Mike Huber City of Lake Charles 

Tammy York LADOTD - District 7 



 Calcasieu River Bike/Ped Crossing 
Recommendation 



  
    

  

   

    

 

 

 

 

 

Options Considered 
1) Utilize existing I 10 Bridge 

Pro – Existing Structure 

Cons – Cost to maintain 

- Steepness ( bridge Height 135 FT) 

- ADA challenge 



  
    

   

        

  

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Options Considered 
1) Utilize existing I 10 Bridge 

2) Include in New Bridge 

Pro – Less steep (new bridge is 73 Ft high) 

- Maintenance – low cost 

: new and part of bridge 

Con – Initial cost 



  
    

   

     

 

Options Considered 
1) Utilize existing I 10 Bridge 

2) Include in New Bridge 

Another Fact: currently 22 Interstate Bridges with 

Bike/Ped Paths 



  
    

   

 

  

      

   

 

 

 

 

Options Considered 
1) Utilize existing I 10 Bridge 

2) Include in New Bridge 

3) Bike Ferry 

Pro – Low initial cost 

Con – Daily Operational costs : Labor, Fuel, Maint. 

- Limited hours of operation 



  
    

  

 

   

        

       

       

      

  

  

Options Considered 
1) Utilize existing I 10 Bridge 

2) Include in New Bridge 

3) Bike Ferry 

4) New Bike/Ped Bridge by itself 

Con – location south of the I-210 Bridge would have 

to be same height as I 210 bridge 

- location north of 1-10 bridge gets too far 

away from Lake Charles plus getting into wetlands 

- high initial cost 



 

         

Recommendation 

Build the Bike/Ped path on the new I 10 bridge 



 

         

       

 

Recommendation 

Build the Bike/Ped path on the new I 10 bridge 

Key Points: I 10 Task Force uniformly recommend 

this approach 



 

         

       

  

Recommendation 

Build the Bike/Ped path on the new I 10 bridge 

Key Points: Recommend installing 2-way lane on 

southside of bridge 



 

         

       

Recommendation 

Build the Bike/Ped path on the new I 10 bridge 

Key Points: Remove old I 10 Bridge 



 

         

        

      

Recommendation 

Build the Bike/Ped path on the new I 10 bridge 

Key Points: Educate Public and Officials on value 

Bike crossing to west side of river 



   Google Map View of MPO 



   MPO with Tentative Bike Path Proposal 



      MPO w/ Links to Bike Paths From Bridge 



    

          
       

        
    

     
    

       
   

            

 
   

      
   

      
    

                   
    

            
            

            
       

            
            

     
   

  
   

    

           
           

              
            

              
             

            
             

          
            

    

           
        
       

               
      

       
         

  ATTACHMENT K 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

Notice is hereby given that the Louisiana Department of Transportation and 
Development (LADOTD) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will 

conduct a live public meeting online via ZOOM. 
State Project No. H.003931 

Federal Aid Project No. BR-10-1(212)29 
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge 

(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End)
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana 

The live meeting will be held using ZOOM on date and time: 

THURSDAY 
March 25, 2021 

5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
Go to 

www.i10lakecharles.com for a ZOOM link 
to attend the meeting 

If you do not have access to a computer or if you prefer, you may join by phone at 
646-876-9923, Passcode 459770 (audio only). 

A live introduction will be followed by a recorded presentation. After the presentation, 
questions and comments will be accepted through the chat feature and the project team 
will respond in the order received. Comments may also be submitted through the website 
at www.i10lakecharles.com, the project email at Calcasieubridge@hntb.com, or by 
leaving a message at 225-366-9645. These comments will be collected, and responses 
will be provided in the meeting record. You may also write to us at 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project
c/o HNTB Corporation 

Suite 640 
10000 Perkins Rowe 

Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

Three alternatives have been selected for detailed evaluation in the Environmental Impact 
Statement. Alternative 3A includes a long-span bridge, an extension of Sulphur Avenue 
east across the river via a moveable bridge, and a partial interchange at North Lakeshore. 
Similarly, Alternative 3E includes a long-span bridge and an extension of Sulphur Avenue 
east across the river to a full interchange at North Lakeshore. Alternative 5G includes a 
full interchange at Sampson Street elevated above the existing Sampson Street and two 
railroad crossings. This alternative would not extend Sulphur Avenue, but it would require 
moving two railroad spur tracks that cross the I-10 Service Road and Isle of Capri 
Boulevard. Common to all alternatives are improvements at PPG Drive, North Lakeshore 
and Veterans Memorial, Enterprise Boulevard, and the widening of I-10 to three through 
lanes in each direction. 

The purpose of the public meeting is to solicit comments from the public about the 
alternatives and proposed improvements, benefits and impacts of each one, and 
implementation strategies such as tolling and public-private partnerships. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or need an interpreter to attend the 
videoconference meeting, please contact us at 225-366-9645, 
Calcasieubridge@hntb.com or through www.i10lakecharles.com at 
least 5 days in advance so that we can provide accommodations. 

http://www.i10lakecharles.com/
mailto:Calcasieubridge@hntb.com
mailto:Calcasieubridge@hntb.com
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Context Sensitive Solutions and Design 
(CSS/D) Community Meeting #1 
Summary
I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Improvements
(I-10/I-210 West End to I-10/I-210 East End)
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana 
State Project Number: H.003931 
February 19, 2021 
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CSS/D Community Meeting #1 Summary I-10 Lake Charles Calcasieu River Bridge 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD), in conjunction with the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project. The proposed project is approximately 9 miles in length and 
includes alternatives for improvements to I-10 in the Lake Charles region between the I-210 
interchanges, including the Calcasieu River Bridge (see Figure 1). 

Figure 1: Project Location Map 

The purpose and need of the proposed Project is to (a) address the lack of system connectivity on I-
10; (b) reduce congestion; (c) address roadway and bridge deficiencies; and (d) address roadway and 
bridge safety concerns. The alternatives developed to 
address the above needs will be evaluated in the EIS. An 
EIS studies a range of reasonable alternatives, 
demonstrates compliance with environmental laws, and 
provides a means for public and agency input into the 
decision-making process. 

The following document summarizes input obtained as part 
of the first Context Sensitive Solutions and Design (CSS/D) 
community meeting held virtually on January 7, 2021. The 
purpose of this community meeting was to obtain input from 
stakeholders on functional things they want considered for 
the project such as sidewalks or other aesthetic features. 

What is CSS/D? 

Context Sensitive Solutions and 
Design (CSS/D) is a collaborative, 
interdisciplinary decision-making 
process and design approach that 
involves all stakeholders to develop 
a transportation facility that fits its 
physical setting. 

Source:  FHWA 

1 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD), in conjunction with the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project. The proposed project is approximately 9 miles in length and 
includes alternatives for improvements to I-10 in the Lake Charles region between the I-210 
interchanges, including the Calcasieu River Bridge (see Figure 1). 

Figure 1: Project Location Map 

The purpose and need of the proposed project is to (a) address the lack of system connectivity on I-
10; (b) reduce congestion; (c) address roadway and bridge deficiencies; and (d) address roadway and 
bridge safety concerns. The alternatives developed to 
address the above needs will be evaluated in the EIS. An 
EIS studies a range of reasonable alternatives, 
demonstrates compliance with environmental laws, and 
provides a means for public and agency input into the 
decision-making process. 

The following document summarizes input obtained as part 
of the second Context Sensitive Solutions and Design 
(CSS/D) community meeting held virtually on June 16, 2021. 
The purpose of this community meeting was to present 
bridge design concepts that responded to comments 
received at the first CSS/D meeting. Meeting invitations 

What is CSS/D? 

Context Sensitive Solutions and 
Design (CSS/D) is a collaborative, 
interdisciplinary decision making 
process and design approach that
involves all stakeholders to develop 
a transportation facility that fits its 
physical setting. 

Source:  FHWA 
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CSS/D Community Meeting #1 Summary I-10 Lake Charles Calcasieu River Bridge 

were sent to a list of stakeholders that included local officials and interested parties. A copy of the 
invitation is provided as Attachment A. 

The meeting format was as follows: 

• Instructions for the virtual meeting; 
• Introduction of meeting participants (see Table 1); 
• Pre-recorded meeting presentation (see Attachment B); and 
• Input/questions and answer period (see Section 2.0). 

Table 1: CSS/D Community Meeting #2 Participants 
Participant Name Participant Organization Participant Title 

Noel Ardoin LADOTD Environmental Section 
Mary Bass Calcasieu Parish School Board Director of Transportation 
Dusty Bastion HNTB Project Team 
Tammy Broussard Meyer and Associates / Westlake Of f ice Manager 

Walter Council Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development 
Commission (IMCAL) Transportation Planner 

Wes Crain Director Calcasieu Parish Police Jury 
Fitzgerald Darbone African American Chamber of Commerce President 
Don Duberville LADOTD District Administrator 
Devin Foil HNTB Project Team 
Jamie Gaines IMCAL Planner 
Rick Hathaway HNTB Project Team 
Donald Hyatt Isle of  Capri Casino Facilities Manager 
Jacquole Johnson Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Area Engineer 
Eric Kalivoda DOTD Deputy Secretary 
Tom Kramer HNTB Project Team 
Robert Mahoney FHWA Environmental Administrator 
Lynn Maloney-Mujica HNTB Project Team 
Cory Morgan LADOTD Attorney 
Denise Rau I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Task Force Member 
Byron Racca Meyer & Associates/Westlake PE 
Jeanne Rogers Isle of  Capri Casino Manager 
George Swift SWLA Chamber-Economic Alliance President/CEO 
Meredith Taylor HNTB Project Team 
Joachim Umeozulu LADOTD Senior Project Manager 
Seth Woods LADOTD Assistant District 7 Administrator 
Bart Yakupzack I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Task Force Member 

2.0 COMMENTS 

Meeting attendees were given the opportunity to ask questions/provide comments subsequent to the 
pre-recorded presentation and could also provide comments via the project phone number, email, 
website, or mail through June 28, 2021, when the comment period ended. All comments/questions 
were received as part of the June 16, 2021 community meeting. Table 2 summarizes the comments 
received by name, organization, title, and provides a response from LADOTD. 
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Table 2: Comments Summary and Responses 
Name 

(Last, First) Organization Title Comment/Question Response 

Gaines, Jamie IMCAL Planner Will the resolution presented by IMCAL 
be entered into this CSS/D report? 

Yes, the resolution is provided as 
Attachment C. 

Wes Crain IMCAL Chairman 

Per the resolution decided upon, IMCAL 
wants to incorporate bike and 
pedestrian infrastructure into the bridge 
structure. The resolution also included 
an observation tower that we hope is 
taken into consideration. We hope that 
the City of Westlake’s master plan for
the riverf ront is also taken into 
consideration. 

The practicality of including bike and 
pedestrian facilities on the bridge is
dif ficult for reasons stated in the 
public meeting,, but another possible
option would be a small
bicycle/pedestrian exclusive ferry 
that would operate at select times
from the Lake Charles side in the 
vicinity of the boat launch and the 
marina to the new park in Westlake. 

Wes Crain IMCAL Chairman 
I like the cable-stayed features shown in 
the presentation. I think incorporating 
the cross pistols motif is a good thing to 
do. 

Comment noted. 

Wes Crain IMCAL Chairman 
How long do we have from this point to 
get comments on the design elements
back to the project team? 

We normally allow 10 calendar days
from the day of the meeting in order 
for it to be posted in the record and 
on our website. You are always free 
to put comments on the website
using the comment link. 

Wes Crain IMCAL Chairman Will the slideshow be available to view 
on the website? 

Yes, posted to view on the website 
tomorrow. 

3 
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Table 2: Comments Summary and Responses 
Name 

(Last, First) Organization Title Comment/Question Response 

Bart Yakupzack 
I-10 Calcasieu 
Bridge Task
Force 

I want to be clear on where the official 
response to comments from the public 
meeting regarding the bicycle and
pedestrian paths on the bridge will be
located on the website. 

The of ficial responses to Public 
Meeting #4 are located on the 
website, www.i10lakecharles.com. 
On the f ront page of the website to 
the right-hand side, there is a button 
labeled “Click here for access to the 
responses to public comments.” 
Once that option is clicked, it will
open the official responses to all 
comments received at Public 
Meeting #4. The response on this
page regarding the bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities on the bridge 
remains the official response today.
Building bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities on the bridge would require 
a change is state law, and the 
practicality of such facilities is also an 
issue. 

Bart Yakupzack 
I-10 Calcasieu 
Bridge Task 
Force 

Member 

I want to point out that I think there are 
22 U.S. Interstate bridges in the country 
that have bike/ped paths on them. I 
don’t hear or see any research with 
regards to some of the problems that 
you anticipate. It is the intent of the 
MPO to give designers a chance to look 
at it and not tell us all the reasons it 
won’t work but tell us how it can work. 

Comment noted. 
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YOU ARE INVITED TO A
COMMUNITY MEETING!

Join us online to discuss Context Sensitive 
Solutions and Design (CSS/D) for the I-10 
Calcasieu Bridge project. 

CSS/D is a process to make sure that 
transportation projects preserve or 
enhance an affected community’s social, 
economic, environmental, and visual 
values. The CSS/D meeting will provide 
information about project enhancements 
and features that are not specifically part 
of the environmental review process. 

To find general information about the project or alternatives being considered in the EIS, 
please visit www.i10lakecharles.com. 

Project Phone: 225-366-9645       Email: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com

Thursday, January 7, 2020
1:30 - 3:30 pm CST
ZOOM Online
If you would like to attend the meeting or 
have other questions or coments, please 
contact us through the project email 
address: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com and 
we will send you a link to the ZOOM 
meeting. You will need a computer or 
phone with video, audio, and internet 
capabilities to attend.
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The Louisiana Department of Transportation 
and Development is pleased to invite you to 
participate in a Context Sensitive Solutions 
& Design (CSS/D) Meeting. The first CSS/D 
Meeting, held on January 7, 2021, 
introduced the process and solicited ideas 
that could be developed as part of the 
proposed project design. This second 
meeting will present bridge design concepts 
that respond to comments received at the 
first meeting. Enhancement options for the 
section at the viaduct from Ryan Street to 
Opelousas Street will also be presented. 

Wednesday, June 16, 2021 
3:00 4:30 pm CST 
ZOOM Online 
The meeting will be held virtually via ZOOM. 

A link and instructions to attend the meeting 
are attached to this email. You will need a 
computer or smart phone with video, audio, 
and internet capabilities to fully participate. 

For technical issues, contact Devin Foil at 
312-391-9475 or dfoil@hntb.com 

To find general information about the project or alternatives being considered in the EIS, 
please visit www.i10lakecharles.com (best browser is Google Chrome or MS Edge). 

Project Phone: 225-366-9645 Email: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 

mailto:CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com
www.i10lakecharles.com


LOUSIANA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT
C/O HNTB
10000 PERKINS ROWE
SUITE 640
BATON ROUGE, LA 70810

LOUSIANA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT
C/O HNTB
10000 PERKINS ROWE
SUITE 640
BATON ROUGE, LA 70810

LOUSIANA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT
C/O HNTB
10000 PERKINS ROWE
SUITE 640
BATON ROUGE, LA 70810

    
  

 
  
  

 

    
  

 
  
  

 

    
  

 
  
  

 

    
  

 
  
  

 

   
   

   
  

  

   
   

   
  

  

LOUSIANA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT 
C/O HNTB 
10000 PERKINS ROWE 
SUITE 640 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70810 



Context Sensitive Solutions and Design CSS/D
COMMUNITY MEETING/WORKSHOP #2 | June 16, 2021 



 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

Presentation Outline 

2nd CSS Workshop 
• Calcasieu River Bridge 

• Iconic Feature Alternatives 
• Sampson Street 

• Gateway Feature Alternative 
• Enterprise Blvd 

• Multi-modal Concept 
• Under Bridge Alternatives 

• Input, Questions and Answers 

Source: clayhiggins.house.gov 
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Local Authority Participation 

Enhancements require agreements with a local authority to 
fund all or part of the added construction cost and to assume 
long-term responsibility for maintenance. 
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P3 Participation 

This project is expected to include a Public-Private Partnership (P3). 
The P3 Proposer would be responsible for funding and maintaining 
certain improvements. The details of this arrangement have not 
been finalized. 
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CSS/D Limitations 

Please remember: 
• This CSS/D Presentation considers ideas that may not have

been fully studied and that may fall outside of the Louisiana 
DOTD responsibility and mission. 

• The drawings in this presentation are preliminary and are 
subject to change based on engineering requirements and 
further study. 

5 



Concrete Barrier 
Concrete Railing 

Concrete Railing 

I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge – Base Design 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Base Design 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Base Design 
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Iconic Precedent Images 

I-35 Frontage Road Bridges Waco, Tx 
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Iconic Precedent Images 

I-35 Frontage Road Bridges Waco, Tx 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Cable Stay Features 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Cable Stay Features 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Cable Stay Features 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Cable Stay Features with Crossed Pistols – cast in concrete 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Cable Stay Features with Crossed Pistols 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Cable Stay Features 
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Calcasieu River Bridge - Context 

Existing Bridge Trusswork 
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Iconic Precedent Images 

Architectural Truss 
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Iconic Precedent Images 

Bridge Truss Lighting 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Pylon Features - 5 sets 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Pylon Features - 5 sets 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Pylon Features - 5 sets 
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Pylons - with Crossed Pistols 

Calcasieu River Bridge 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Large Crossed Pistols graphic panels or banners  
24 



 
  

Calcasieu River Bridge 

Pylon Features – 5 sets 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Pylon Features – 3 sets 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Pylon Features – 2 sets 
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Calcasieu River Bridge 

Example of Monolithic Bents with Pylons 
28 



Example Elevated Sampson Street at I-10 

MSE Wall 

MSE Wall 

  View Looking West 2929 



Example Elevated Sampson Street at I-10 

Example Westlake 
Gateway Feature 

MSE Wall 

  View Looking North 30 



Example Elevated Sampson Street at I-10 

Westlake Gateway 

  

MSE Wall

View Looking North 3131 



   

MSE Wall

Westlake Gateway

Example Elevated Sampson Street at I-10 

View of Westlake Gateway - Looking North on Sampson Street 3232 



 

 

  

 

 

  

 

Abutment and Retaining Wall – Base Design 

• Mechanically Stabilized 
Earth (MSE) Wall –
Modular Block (Integral 
Color) 

Source: Google 
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MSE Wall – Enhancement Examples 

MSE Wall Retaining Wall Panels 
• Mechanically Stabilized Earth (MSE) 
• Ability to cast in variety of textures 
• Paint/stain used for colors 
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MSE Wall – Enhancement Examples 

MSE Wall Retaining Wall Panels 
• Mechanically Stabilized Earth (MSE) 
• Ability to cast in variety of textures 
• Paint/stain used for colors 
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MSE Wall – Enhancement Examples 

Crossed Pistols 
• Example Graphics 
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MSE Wall – Enhancement Examples 

Crossed Pistols 
• Example Graphics 
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Plan View 

I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

37 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Network Features
• Complete Streets Treatment for Community 

Enhancement 
• Shared use paths for bicycle & pedestrian use 
• Enterprise Blvd – both sides 
• Belden Street – south side 
• 10’ min. path width with 5’ street buffer 
• Pedestrian signals synchronized with green 

lights 



 

  

I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

View of Elevated I-10 – Base Condition 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Sidepath Buffer 

View of Elevated I-10 – Base Condition with Sidepath Enhancement 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Under Bridge Lighting - Enhancement 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

View of Elevated I-10 – with Fence Enhancement 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Street View of Elevated I-10 – with Fence Enhancement 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Panels with Wire Grids 

Ornamental Picket Fence 

Enhanced Fencing Examples 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

View of Elevated I-10 (constructed on fill with MSE retaining walls) 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

View of Elevated I-10 – with Screen Wall 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Transparent Top – Example  

Transparent Top – Example  

Transparent Tops 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Street View of Elevated I-10 – with Screen Wall and Transparent Tops 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Street View of Faux Wall Example 
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I-10 at Enterprise Blvd 

Street View of Faux Wall Example 
49 



           
             

             
   

           
         

         
             
           

       
   

         
             

           
           

     

 

      
      

       
  

      
    

    
       
     

   
   

      
      

     
      

    

  

 

      
      

       
  

      
    

    
       
     

   
   

      
      

     
      

    

  

 

I-10 Noise Abatement 

• A preliminary analysis concluded that in
most of the project noise walls or
barriers do not meet federal limits for 
cost effectiveness. 

• In areas with a large residential
population adjacent to the proposed
project, LADOTD would consider using
state funds to build noise walls where 
they would abate traffic noise if
affected neighborhoods were interested
in these features. 

• More information will be made 
available in the draft EIS. The examples
shown here are for local representatives
to understand the visual and aesthetic 
effects of noise walls. Example of Noise Wall mounted to bridge (I-10 New Orleans) 

Source: Google 
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I-10 Noise Walls 

• Final determinations of noise abatement 
measures will be made later, during the 
design stage 

Source: Google Noise wall with decorative pattern 

Source: Google Ground mounted noise wall 
51 



 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

Limitations of CSS/D 

Incorporation of CSS elements into the proposed project is 
constrained by: 
• Funding availability 
• Regulatory requirements 
• Legal issues 
• Schedule 
Uses within the right-of-way, maintenance, and other measures to 
enhance community values may be specified in joint use agreements, 
cooperative endeavors, or other contracts in order to assign 
responsibilities among LADOTD, local governments, non-governmental 
organizations, and private enterprises. 
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Input/Question & Answer Period 

THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING TODAY’S MEETING 
We’d like now to give you the opportunity to ask questions and provide comments. 
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Additional Comments 

For additional comments or questions, contact us at: 

• Project Phone: 225-366-9645 
• Email: CalcasieuBridge@hntb.com 
• Website: www.i10lakecharles.com 
• Mail: Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development, c/o HNTB

10000 Perkins Rowe, 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 
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Next Steps 

• CSS/D Workshop 2 comment period ends 
June 28, 2021. 

• Comments received before the June 28 
deadline will be included in the Final 
CSS/D Workshop 2 record that will be 
made available online at 
www.i10lakecharles.com. 

• You may continue to submit comments 
online at www.i10lakecharles.com, by
email, phone or US mail. 
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Thank you 
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APPENDIX C.7 

Waterway Commission 
Meeting Record 
February 2019 



        
    

 
   

   
   

  
   

  
 

  

   
 

 
 

  
  

 
 

 

   

 

 

     
    

    
    

     
 

 
       

  
  

   
   

 

  
       

   
     

  
   

  
     

 
 

        

  

   
    

       
   

 

  
 

 

 

 

 
 
 
  
 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 
 

 

 

C. FLY MARINE SERVICES LLC 
Naval Architects and Marine Engineers 

P.O. Box 2 • Madisonville, LA 70447 
Tel: 985-792-7761 

Calcasieu River Harbor Safety Navigation & Infrastructure Committee 
Meeting Record - 02/27/19 

Atendees: 
Michael Sullivan (USACE – New Orleans) John Nolan (USCG – MSU Lake Charles) 
Julio Vidal Salcedo (USACE – New Orleans) Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) 
Tracy Falk (USACE – New Orleans) Joe Umeozulu (LADOTD) 
Regan Brown (Port of Lake Charles) Eric Kalivoda (LADOTD) 
David Devall (Devall Towing) Kate Prejean (HNTB) 
Dan Cost (USCG – MSU Lake Charles) Charles Fly (C. Fly Marine) 
George Mowbray (Lake Charles Pilots) Nathaniel Bailes (C. Fly Marine) 
William Hickey (USCG – MSU Lake Charles) Steve Couch (Chair HSC) 

Meeting Record: 

• Steve Couch started the meeting off with a brief introduction. 

• Kate Prejean provided background information on the project to the committee. 

• Dr. Eric Kalivoda provided further information to the committee regarding the project. 

• Nathaniel Bailes presented the location that the LADOTD intends to relocate Friend Ships’ vessels to. 
• The discussion that followed included topics such as the effects of mooring vessels at the location on the safe 

navigation of the Calcasieu River and the regular operations of other organizations and companies. 
o LA Scrap regularly has large oceangoing barges towed to their yard that is located upriver of the selected 

location. The towing companies will often have one tug on each side of the tow to facilitate the tow 
through the narrow opening of the railroad bridge. The towing operation can be much wider than the 
90’ clearance of the railroad bridge. 

o The Army Corps of Engineers dredges the federal navigation channel every 5-8 years. It was discussed 
that regulations may require a fairway past the end of the channel to ensure that dredging operations 
can maintain the channel up to the end. 

o The location puts vessels directly beside the turnaround location for the federal channel. This would 
result in heavy propeller wash being directed toward the moored vessels. Heavy propeller wash will also 
be directed towards the vessels when large tows pass, and the tugs are maneuvering the tow to fit 
through the railroad bridge. There is some concern regarding the mooring practices of Friend Ships and 
the consequences that would result if a vessel were to break free from her moorings. 

o The reduced space for maneuverability increases the risk of damaging the railroad bridge. 
o The Coast Guard expressed concern that Friend Ships’ budget may make it difficult to maintain their 

operations and facilities in a proper manner, keep their vessels securely moored, and ensure that their 
vessels do not become an eyesore. These are issues that the Coast Guard is already working with Friend 
Ships to improve. The LADOTD indicated that they would have to provide mitigation to Friend Ships for 
any additional expenses that may incur because of the relocation. 

o Rearranging the railroad bridge would help to resolve several of the concerns. 
o It is possible that Friend Ships and the towing companies could coordinate, and Friend Ships could 

temporarily relocate their vessels while the tow is brought upriver. 
o If dredging is required at the location, the Army Corps would need to know how much is being dredged, 

where its being dredged from, and where is the disposal area. Polluted soil from an old spill is also a 
concern. 

• The discussion closed once all parties had voiced their concerns. 



Sampson Street Stakeholders Meeting 
March 2019 







AirGas kaseJ:'..clifton@airgas.com 

Bio Lab Inc. donald.brunette@biolabinc.com 

Bridge Point Yacht Center jsgbpyc@ya hoo. com 

Dunham Price Group, LLC rs12rigg@dunham12rice.com 

Holcim lnc./Lafarge andrew.martin@lafargeholcim.com 

Isle of Capri Casino Hotel Lake Charles jeff.favre@islecor12.com 

JGI OUTDOOR ADVERTISING contactjgi@jgioutdoor.com 

JUNIPER SPECIALTY PRODUCTS LLC info@juni12ers12.com. 

Kansas City Southern Shonnur@kcsouthern.com 

Kent Energy - Environmental and Material Services westlake@kentenvironment al.com 

Lonza Arch Chemicals hJ:'.drazine@lonza.com 

Mayor of Westlake bell12e1212erbc@l'.ahoo.com 

Mike Hooks Inc. mgm@mikehooks.com 

Philips 66 shelleJ:'..blocker@1266.com 

Port Aggregates, Inc. kwtrahan@12ortaggregates.com 

SASOL CHEMICALS (USA) LLC info@sasol.us.com 

Union Pacific Railroad, Louisiana drewtessier@u12.com 

Vulcan Materials Company communitl'.@vmcmail.com 

Westlake City Council citl'.clerk@citl'.ofwestla ke .org 

Westlake Fire Chief i12icou@westlakefire.com 

Westlake Police Department cwilrJ:'.e@westlake12d.com 

Westlake United Methodist Church secretarJ:'.@westlakeumc.net 
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Objectives SaeeningEvaluation Matrix of PreliminaryAlternatives ~ i. ~0 

~ .--~ (3) Minimize Roadway.A'! 8"'\ 4 (2) Avoid/Minimize Impacts to (6) Im prove Access
(1) Minimize ROW Impacts Disruptions during (4) Optimize Cost (5) Minimize Construction Risk in EOC Contamination Area

Existing Infrastructure at Sampson Street\ Obj ective Construction 

A B C D E f G H I J K L MPBA 2-A, PBA 3-A, PBA 4-A 
Estimated

Estim21ted Potential Impacts to Potential lm poct5 to
Railroad Cro.ss ing e1 0 Full Arierial Full Estimated Operations and Potential lmpocts Effect on Traff~

Criteria/ New ROW Parcels Maior Utilities Constroction Soil Pressure - So il Pressure-
lm pocts (Sampson Road Road ROWCost in Maintenance lo Project Co.s t Mov ements at 

Measures (acres) Impacted (#) Crossed (#) Cost in Sampson Sl Calcasieu River
St) ClosurEts (#) Closures (#) Milliors (M) Cost in Millions and Schedule Sampson Street, Millions (M) 

/Ml 
Conslnxtion Bridge Cons In.don 

No-Build 0 0 0 HGH 0 0 ro ro $31 LOW LOW LOW LOW 

PBA1-f 61.6 00 102 LOW 48 230 $5938 $28.8 VJ 63 (IK-0 K) HGH HGH HGH LOW 

PBA 2-B, PBA 3-B, PBA 4-B 

PBA2-A 84 7 85 100 ME[JUM 48 226 $770 3 $34 6 $11 LOW ME[JUM ME[JUM ME[JUM 

PBA2- B 105.3 146 105 ME[JUM 40 214 $88l.7 $39.4 $1.1 LOW ME[JUM ME[JUM ME[JUM 

PBA2-C 980 110 107 ME[JUM 48 226 $7784 $38 2 $11 LOW ME[JUM ME[JUM ME[JUM 
~ • - 777 ... ~ . PBA2-D 122.3 173 112 ME[JUM 40 214 $897.8 $41 9 $1.1 LOW ME[JUM ME[JUM MEDIUM 

PBA2-E 935 9J 104 ME[JUM 56 222 $8036 $36 7 $11 LOW ME[JUM ME[JUM HGH 
\ PBA 2-C, PBA 3-C 

PBA3-A 85 85 100 ME[JUM 48 226 $821.0 $34.6 $1.1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

~ 1i , PBA3-B 105 146 105 ME[JUM 40 214 $940.4 $39.4 $1.1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

PBA3-C 98 110 107 ME[JUM 48 226 $829.1 $38 2 $11 LOW LOW LOW ME[JUM~~ PBA3-D 122 173 112 ME[JUM 40 214 $948.4 $41 9 $1.1 LOW LOW LOW ME[JUM! • \ l 
I 

PBA3-E 93 9J 104 ME[JUM 56 222 $854.2 $36.7 $1.1 LOW LOW LOW HGH\ 3-DPBA 2-D, PBA 

PBA4-A 174 9 95 131 ME[JUM 64 222 $990 9 $27 6 $11 LOW LOW LOW ME[JUM 

PBA4-B 195 0 161 136 ME[JUM 56 214 $1 ,012.2 $31.3 $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW MECWM 

PBA5-G 55 6 89 1()3 1 LOW 2 48 231' $6044 1 $35 5 $0 75 (1750 K) LOW 4 ME[JUM ' ME[JUM LOW 

No addrt1onal co.s1 All Movements
Eliminates at-grade No constru::tion in Noconstru::tion in

LOW 0-75 0-60 0-99 0-39 0-100 $0 - $450M $0 -$30M $0 - $1 M and schedule D.rectly al Sampson 
crossings EOC area EOC area 

impacts Street 
Foundation cm:ept Foundalion concept Some Mov ementsPBA 2-E, PBA 3-E Some potenti al for

RedLK: es vehicular $450M - lo equalize or lo equalize or Indirec tly to/from
MEDIUM 75-150 61-12'.l 100-12'.l 40-50 101-2'.J0 $30M - $40M $1M -$2'.JM co.stand schedule

at-grade cross ings $900M mini mize soil minimize soil Sampson Street at a
impacts

press ure pressure Sinale Location 
Increased

No redLK:t ion in All Movements
Increase 1n soil Increase in soil potential for co.s t

HIGH 150 + 121 + 121 + vehicular at-grade 51 + 201 + $900M + $40M + $20M + Indirec tty lo/from 
press ure pressure and schedule ~~1. crossings Sam pson Streetimpacts~ ~\~7 ' PBA 5-Gwoul:I require displacementof2pipe racks crossing perpendicularto 1-10, one westofSampson st. andthe othereastofSampson St. Note: cost ofrebcating the pipe racksare not includedin the costestimate above. 

2 PBA 5-G wou/:1 ekvate Sampson St. over the UPRR and KCS railroad tracks; however, the existing rairoad track spur sening the petrochemical facility south of existing 1-10 would require rebcation due to ground 1,ve/ 1-10 construction. 1he 
PBA 1-F rebcati-On ofthis rairoadtrackspurwou/:1 resulin n,,,o newat-grade crossings ofMi/1,rRoad-one immediatelysouth of/-10 andone north of1-10. 

3 lnclJdes the full closure ofSampson St. for aminimum of18-months andpartialdirectionopening ofSampsonSt. asavailabk. Sampson St. woul:lnotbe fuHy openedto trafficuntill-10is rebcated. 
4 PBA 5-Gwould uti5ze tradffionalbridge constructionv.ithdeep foundations bca/edoutside ofthe EDC. 
' PBA 5-Gwoul:I utilze ashalbw foundationv.ith aslab spreadfooting supported on shaHowpil,s to support lghtw,ightfil andMSEwalls. Pil, depth andfrequencyofpil,sw,u/dbe variedto minimize soil pressures comparedlo driing deep piles(PB4 

1-F). In addition, the 1-10main ine lanesoouldbe constructedat anelevated groundlevel, thereby minimizingsoi/pressure compared to amuli-/eve/ main 5ne. 

' 0 le
\' - . 

PBA 5-G 

~\ lff 

I! 
~ "1 

~f 
~CL ..,_ 

https://101-2'.J0


 

vu IC,'\A.IYIC,'.11 vuic;,c;111 .... L.YGIUCIUVIIIVICl~IIAVI1f rPrelI IC'IIIIIII IGIVl"ll~IC'I I ICII.IYic;.ilObi s Eval M, All 

Objectivt 
(7)Avold/Mlninkt Impacts to Com..,n11y 

M N 0 p Q 

(8) AvoidlMin

R 

ini:e Impacts to Cult
&4(f)Jl(I) 

s 

u■I Resources 

T u 

(9) Avold/Mlninko lmp■cts to Natural Resources 

V w X y z AA BB 

(1 0) Avold/Mlnlmke Impacts to Other Resources 

cc DD EE 

Criteria/ 
Measure 

Potential Potential Mapped
Potentia l

Residenfal EJ/LEP Parks
Com mercial

Dis~ace- Disp ace Potentially
Displace-

ments -ments Impacted 
ments (~

(#) (#J (#J 

Pu~ic 
Facilties 

Potenfaly 
Impacted 

(#J 

NRHP 
Listed/ 

Eligi~e Sites 
Potentially 

Im pacted (#J 

NRHP 
Listed/E li:;j~e 

1-i stori<: Sr uctures 
& Dstricts 
Potentiaty 

Impacted (#J 

ldentii ed 
Section 4(Q 

& 6(ij 
Resources 
Potentially 

lmoo cted (#J 

Mapped 
Surface 
Water 

Feal.J res 
(acres) 

Mar.l)F'd Weiand Features New 
Wefand Estrrl ated Crossings 

(acres by Soils Section 404 ola 
(acres) 

wetland ty pe) (acres) Impacts (acres) Nav iga~e 
Water (#) 

Quality 
Habitat 
o ROW 
(acre s) 

Fish 
habitat 

in 
ROW 

(acre s) 

Sensitiv e 
Noise 

Receivers 
rrlmetiately 
P4acent (#) 

Potential 
Potential Visual Substantia l Cost 
lmpa cts from Hazardous Potenhl Imp acts to Priv ate lnOOstry 

Elevated Material Sites Vessels 
Structures Impa cting 

Alternativ es t#J 

No-Build 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Emergent~ 

0 Shrub~ 0 0 0 
Forested~ 

0 0 0 LOW 0 LOW 

PBA 1-F 3 12 3 2 0 1 1 2 12 87 
Emergent=1.05 Water = 0.22 

18 94 Shrub=11.48 17 43 Wetland = 14 67 1 
F aested::6 .40 Total = 14.89 

1297 1287 173 LOW 1 MEOIUM 

PBA2-A 3 10 3 2 4 1 1 2 18.99 
Emergent=4.55 Water = 0.28 

32.12 Shrub=22.32 29.75 Wetland = 14.70 2 
Forested:::6 .25 Total= 14. 98 

26.48 18.99 177 LOW 1 MEDIUM 

PBA2- B 3 11 3 2 4 I 1 2 19.65 
Emergent=1 .45 Water = 1.80 

44.80 Shrub=1 9.58 44.35 Wetland = 17.1 9 2 
Forested=23.76 Total = 18.99 

3f!.77 19.65 196 MEDIUM 3 MEDIUM 

PBA2-C 8 10 3 2 4 I 1 2 16.21 
Emergent~.53 Water = 0.26 

31.31 Shrub=22 .S5 31. 32 Wetland = 14.72 2 
Fo:x ested=7 93 Total = 14 98 

27 36 16.21 178 LOW 1 MEDIUM 

PBA2-D 7 10 3 2 4 1 1 2 17.00 
Emergent=2.36 Water = 1 80 

44.78 Shrub=35.99 45 .68 Wetland = 17.1 9 2 
Fotested::6 .43 Tot, 1= 18 99 

37.30 17.00 197 MEDIUM 3 MEDIUM 

PBA2-E 3 10 3 2 6 1 1 2 18.14 
Em ergent=1.31 Water = 0.23 

41.75 Shrub=29 .57 41.55 Wetland = 14.76 2 
Fo:xested=1 0.87 Total = 14.99 

3f!63 18.14 177 LOW 1 MEDIUM 

PBAJ-A 3 10 3 2 4 1 1 2 1899 
Emergent=4.55 Water = 0.28 

3212 Shrub=22.32 29 75 Wetland = 14.70 2 
Fo:xested:::6 .25 Total = 14.98 

264 8 1899 177 LOW 1 MEOIUM 

PBAJ-B 3 11 3 2 4 1 1 2 19.65 
Emergent=1.45 Water = 1.80 

44.80 Shrub=19.58 44.35 Wetland = 17.1 9 2 
Fo:xested=23.76 Total = 18.99 

3f!.77 19.65 196 MEDIUM 3 MEDIUM 

PBAJ-C 8 10 3 2 4 1 1 2 16.21 
Emergent=0.53 Water = 0.26 

31.31 Shrub=22 .S5 31. 32 Wetland = 14.72 2 
F c,ested=7.93 Total = 14.98 

2736 16.21 178 LOW 1 MEDIUM 

PBAJ-D 7 10 3 2 4 1 1 2 17.00 
Emergent=2.36 Water = 1.80 

44.78 Shrub=35.99 45 .68 Wetland = 17.1 9 2 
FCfested::6 .43 Total= 18.99 

37.30 17.00 197 MEDIUM 3 MEDIUM 

PBAJ-E 3 10 3 2 6 1 1 2 18 14 
Emergent=1.31 w , ter = 0.23 

4175 Shrub=29.57 41 55 Wetland = 14.76 2 
F c,ested=1 0.87 Total = 14.99 

3f!63 18 14 177 LOW 1 MEDIUM 

PBA4-A 5 2 1 2 6 1 14 1 46.00 
Eme,geota,,.04 Wa!Ef = 0.20 

97.27 Shrut,,68 04 100.56 Welland = 43.25 4 
Forested::23 19 Total =43 45 

87.75 46.00 179 HGH 1 HGH 

PBA4-B 5 3 1 2 6 I 14 1 47 00 
Eme,geot=7 44 Wat« = 1.72 

10563 Shru~1 .13 117 56 Welland = 45.69 4 
Forested=17 06 Total =47 41 

106.1 9 4700 198 HGH 3 HGH 

PBA5-G 10 10 3 1 0 1 1 2 16.33 
Emergent=1.05 Water = 0.22 

18.88 Shruba,, 36 15.28 Wetland = 14.67 1 
Fo:x ested=11.47 Total = 14.89 

18.37 16.33 167 LOW 2 LOW 

LOW 0-2 0-8 0 0 0-2 0 0 0 0-10 0-30 (Total) 0-25 0-10 (Total) 0 0-20 0-10 0-00 
No to Some 

Noimpactto Friend Ships' vessels; CR 
Sl~htly 0 

no addtiooal bri<lge crossings
Obs ructed VieiN s 

MEDIUM 3-5 9-10 1 1 3-5 1 1-10 1 10-20 30-0J (T otal) 25-50 10-20 (Total) 1-2 20-40 10-20 91-1 80 
Vertical clearance impacts to Friend 

More Obstructed 1-2 Ships' v essels; addtional mov eable
View s 

crossinn onl 

HIGH 6 + 11 + 2+ 2+ 6 + 2+ 11 + 2 20 + 60 + (Tobi) 50 + 20 + (TotaQ 3+ 40 + 20 + 181 + 
Vertical clearance impacts to FriendMost Obstucted 

3+ Ships' v essels; addtiooalmwea~eViews 
crossina & non-movea~e crossmas 
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Objectives Screening Evaluation Matrix of PreliminaryAlternatives 

(6) Su pportsJConsistentwith Economic Development and Transportation (6) SupportsJConsistent with Economic Development and 
Plans Transportation Plans 

Objective 

FF GG HH II 

Criteria/ Supports Transportation Plans Comments Received al Agency Comments Received at PublicSupports Economic Development
Measures Identified in MTP and LA STP Meeting #2 Meeting #2 

No-Build GENERALLY NOT SUPPORTED GENERALLY NOT SUPPORTED GENERALLY NOT SUPPORTED -6 

PBA 1-F NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 3 

PBA 2-A NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 9 

PBA 2- B GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 9 

PBA 2-C NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 9 

PBA 2-D GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 6 

PBA 2-E NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 9 

PBA 3-A NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 16 

PBA 3-8 GENERALLY SUPPORTED GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 16 

PBA 3-C NEUTRAL GENERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 16 

PBA 3-D GENERALLY SUPPORTED GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 13 

PBA 3-E NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED NEUTRAL 16 

PBA 4-A NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED GENERALLY NOT SUPPORTED -1 

PBA 4-B GENERALLY SUPPORTED GENERALLY SUPPORTED GENERALLY NOT SUPPORTED -1 

PBA 5-G NEUTRAL GEN ERALLY SUPPORTED n/a6 n/a 6 

lmprov ements generally support Generally supports/consistent with
GENERALLY SUPPORTED Generally posiliv e comments 10 +

established economic dev elopmenl goals MTP and STP 

No comments received or number
Potential exists for economicNEUTRAL Neutral of pasitiv e and negaliv e 9 lo 3
dev elopmenl opporh.mities comments were Qenerally equal 

No improv emenls to support established Does not suppor11inconsistent withGENERALLY NOT SUPPORTED Generally negative comments 2 lo -6
economic development goals MTPand STP 

6 PBA 5-Ghas not been presentedto the publicoragencies. 

3 
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Agenda 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 

• Welcome and Introductions 
• Project History and Public Meeting #2 Review 

• PBA 5-G 
• Engineering Concepts 

• Construction Traffic Phasing and Movements 

• Review of Objectives Screening Matrix Updated with PBA 5-G 
• Change in PBA and Sub-Alternative Combinations 

• Upcoming Public Meeting 

• Discussion 



1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 

Welcome and 
Introductions 



~ 1-10 Proposed Improvements 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 

• Widening of 1-10 between the 1-210 
interchanges 

• Six, 12-ft, lanes with 12-ft. shoulders 

• New 6-lane overpasses to improve vertical 
clearance and allow room for 1-10 widening 

• Proposed access improvements at 
Sampson St. to/from 1-10 

CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

2 Thru Lanes 2 Thru Lanes 

Sho ukle, i • t t ~'"'~" 
3-12ft. 12 ft. 12ft . 12ft. 12ft 8•12ft. 

n 1.~J~ I I 
Existing Typical Section 

1-10 At Grade 

3 Thru Lanes 3Thru Lanes 

Shoulde, • • Shou[do,i t t t 
l;Ht, UfL llfc 12f1. ll fl . 1l f1. Ufl. Uft 

Proposed Typical Section 

• 
♦•-·· 

1-1 0 At Grade 
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Existing 1-10 Bridge (to be removed)-+ 

~ . 

-20' 

-40' 

t :: ."''!, Gumbo Clay 

~ PBA 1 I Driven Piles 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 

•1roJ - liiiidiicit-
EDC = Ethylene Oichoride 

UP RR 

[JJ 

~ 

New 1-10 Bridge 
+- (constructed to the north 

of existing bridge) 

7 

CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

Disclaimer: 

• Unknowns remain about the full 
extent, depth and migration ofEDC 

• EDC contamination area shown 
based on First Quarter 2016 well 
monitoring data 

I _J 

~2 

~ 
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~ PBA 2 I Compensated Foundation 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

Existing 1-10 Bridge (to be removed)-+ 

o·, I ff 
:~!!-.... ::.___ ::______ ::______ : 

20' 

·100' 
EOC = Ethylene Dichoride 

New 1-10 Bridge 
+- (constructed to the north 

~. --.::.-;-::.I: I I !! II !! II !! II jj II ii II i~;,:-.::;-.'1 of existing bridge) 

Disclaimer: 

• Unknowns remain about the full 
extent, depth and migration ofEDC 

• EDC contamination area shown 
based on First Quarter 2016 well 
monitoring data 

(-~-\_, 

UP RR 

I / /go 

~ 

1 Pmaa 2i I 



PBA 3 I Long Span Bridge 
Long-Span Bridge Examples 

~ 
1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

-- ~ 

Uf? RR 
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PBA 4 I South Corridor 

• Bridge replacement south of existing 1-10 

• Avoids construction in EDC area 

• 2 new bridge crossings over Bayou Contraband 

~ 
1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

PRR 

rTJ 
::, 
::,-

1~ 
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Recommended Screening Presented at Public 
Meeting #2 August 2017 

l-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

Alternatives Recommended to be Screened Out 

Driving piles for the bridge 

• 
approach span and elevating 
Sampson St. above the railroad 

PBA-4 tracks (Sub-Alt. F) is a potential risk 
for downward migration of EDC 
towards aquifer 

Highest cost, impacts to natural 
resources and visual impacts 

Tier 2 Project Objectives Screening 

Recommended Reasonable Alternatives 

•• Compensated foundation and 
Sampson St. Sub-Alternatives (A-E) 
avoid/minimize risk of construction in 
EDC release area. 

Long-span bridge and Sampson St. 

• 
Sub-Alternatives (A-E) avoid/minimize 
risk of construction in EDC release 
area.Detailed Evaluation in EIS 



~ Sub Alt A 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

• Sulphur Ave. Extension to 1-10 West of Ryan St. 

1. EB 1-10 exit ramptoSampsonSt. 

2. WB 1-10 entrance rampfrom Sampson St. 

3. EB 1-10 entrance rampalongSulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB 1-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

378 

·-·,._......· ..... ~'tu -' liiiliiiiiiiiiii.;;;;;;;;;-::---~~~~•iiii•..iiiill~~ -r.....~ :!"" . ~ -~-•liil 
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~ Sub Alt B 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

• Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 

1. EB 1-10 exit ramptoSampsonSt. 

2. WB 1-10 entrance rampfrom Sampson St. 

3. EB 1-10 entrance ramp at Enterprise Blvd. alongSulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB 1-10 exit ramp at Enterprise Blvd. along Sulphur Ave. extension toSampsonSt. 
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Sub Alt C 
Sulphur Ave. extension to 1-10 west of Ryan St. 

Intersection improvements at Sampson St. south of 1-10 

1. EB 1-10 exit ramptoSampsonSt. 

2. WB 1-10 entrance rampfrom Sampson St. 

3. EB 1-10 entrance ramp access: 
a. from Sampson St. 

b. along Sulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB 1-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

~ 
1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

' 



~ Sub Alt D 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

• Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 

• Intersection improvements at Sampson St. south of 1-10 

1. EB 1-10 exit ramptoSampsonSt. 

2. WB 1-10 entrance rampfrom Sampson St. 

3. EB 1-10 entrance ramp access: 
a. from Sampson St. 

b. along Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. from Sampson St. 

4. WB 1-10 exit ramp from Enterprise Blvd. alongSulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

~ 
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~ Sub Alt E 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

• Sulphur Ave. extension tofullydirectional, elevated interchange to 1-10 west of 
Ryan St. 

1. EB 1-10 exit rampalongSulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

2. WB 1-10 entrance rampalongSulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

3. EB 1-10 entrance rampalongSulphur Ave. extension from Sampson St. 

4. WB 1-10 exit ramp along Sulphur Ave. extension to Sampson St. 

Note: No direct access to/from 1-10 at Sampson St. 

378 
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~ Sub Alt F 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

• Fully directional, elevated interchange over at-grade railroad tracks 

• Drives piles in EDC area 

1. EB 1-10 exit ramp at Sampson St. 

2. WB 1-10 entra nee ramp at Sampson St. 

3. EB 1-10 entrance ramp at Sampson St. 

4. WB 1-10 exit ramp at Sampson St. 



PBA + Sub-Alt Combinations Presented at PM #2 
August 2017 

PRELIMINARY BUILD ALTERNATIVES (PBAs) 

PBA 1- /-10 corridor improvements, new bridge immediately north of 
existing bridge, pile foundation in EDC contamination area 

PBA 2 • 1-10 corridor improvements, new bridge immediately north 
ofexisting bridge, compensated foundation above EOG 
contamination depth 

PBA 3 - /-10 corridor improvements, new bridge immediately north 
ofexisting bridge, long-span bridge over EOG contamination 
area 

PBA 4 - /-10 corridor improvements, new bridge south of existing 
bridge, 2 new bridge crossings ofBayou Contraband, avoids 
construction in EOC Area 

+ 

l-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

SAMPSON SUB-ALTERNATIVES (SUB-ALTS) 

A. Sulphur Ave. extension to West of Ryan St. 

B. Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 

C. Sulphur Ave. extension to West of Ryan St. & intersection 
improvements at Sampson St. sout/1 of1-10 

0. Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. & intersection 
improvements at Sampson St. south of1-10 

E. Sulphur Ave. extension to fully directional, elevated interchange to 
/-10 west of Ryan St. 

F. Fully directional, elevated interchange over Sampson St. at-grade 
railroad tracks 

V 
HOW THE PBAs MATCH UP WITH THE SUB-ALTS 

PBA1 

PBA 1- F 

PBA2 

PBA 2 - A 

PBA2 - -B 

PBA 2-C 

PBA 2 - 0 

PBA2 - E 

PBA3 
PBA3 - A 

PBA3-B 

PBA 3-C 

PBA3 - D 

P~A3 - E 

PBA4 
PBA4 -A 

PBA4-8 



Preliminary Recommendation 
After Public Meeting #2 in 2017 

Recommended Alternatives To Be Evaluated in the EIS 

• PBA 2 

• PBA3 

• Sub-AltA 

• Sub-AltC 

• Sub-Alt E 

Recommended Alternatives Screened Out 

• PBA 1 

• PBA4 

• Sub-Alt B 

• Sub-Alt D 

• Sub-Alt F 

1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 



1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 

PBA5-G 



PBA 5 Sub-Alt G Background 
1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 

• Additional alternative/sub-alternative developed at the request of LADOTD to 
address a fully-directional interchange atSampson. 

• HNTB modified PBA 1-F to address Westlake and other stakeholder concerns. 

• LADOTD met with Westlake officials to present PBA 5-G. 

• Westlake officials agreed that this alternative should be presented to the public. 

• It was decided that this alternative should be developed and presented to the 
public at the same level of detail as the other PBAs. 



PBA5-G 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

UPRR 
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• 1-10 bridge ends at the eastern boundary of the EDC area 

• Mainline 1-10 crosses EDC area on an MSE Wall coming to grade at the western 
boundary of the EDC area 

• Fully directional Sampson Street interchange is elevated over 1-10 mainline 
connecting to the bridge on the east and to the at-grade roadway on the west 
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Prior to Start of Construction 
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Prior to Start of ConstructionDemolish/Abandon 
RR Track 
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WB from Lake Charles to Isle of Capri 
and Mike Hooks Road 

1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
( AICASlflJ mvrn RRIDGF 

LrrdJles-Lnenm;ar. r 
~ E Bunon St @ ! BMC Sales and Service Q

• ! 
Old Sl)an/sf) Tra11 """" 

io"eon1,0o., I EBunons1 ! f Mel's Cakery 9 I'50 nd ~ 
Old Spanish Tra/J [ ••f Burton St 

lffSI
E~;i~~~e~i~~' • '""'" 

8"~.... f ""'" 9 El Tapatio Dos 9 
Vr..q"~ I

I Burger King q, ... Infinity Salon C,, J 
Sv'X>..c,"rAve SO 

Sulphur Ave 

PSX Lake Charles ....... 
PhHllps66 9 Refinery, Westlake, LA WESTLAKEO~ an:i~~;~i~~:: 9 

~ 

q 
~ Gf",irSt- ;; Line A Bed &Q 

! Truck Accessories _.. • i 
t·1- i 

g/!!I 
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~ Chevron Lake Charles q
'" .JI 

,g, 
·~~ l ·lOSrvRd 1-1os,.,P.dGl 

BlolabQ 

q-
I 
l \ 

Dunham Price Group 

" 0 

iiayou Coniraband 13a'IOU Contraband 
lt 

• 
Phase 1 & 2: Uses Old Bridge 
Phase 3 & 4: Uses New Bridge 
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l-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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Phase 1 & 2: Uses Old Bridge 
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EB from Isle of Capri - Phases 1 & 2 
l-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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Southwest Louisiana 
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EB from Isle of Capri - Phases 3 & 4 
l-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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WB to Isle of Capri and Mike Hooks Road from Texas l -lOLAKECHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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Phase 1 & 2: Uses Old Bridge 
Phase 3 & 4: Uses New Bridge 



WB to Isle of Capri and Mike Hooks Road from Texas l -lOLAKECHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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WB to Isle of Capri and Mike Hooks Road from Texas l -lOLAKECHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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WB to Westlake from Lake Charles 
l-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 
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EB from Westlake to Lake Charles 
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Phase 1 & 2: Uses Old Bridge 
Phase 3 & 4: Uses New Bridge 



Change in PBA + Sub-Alt Combinations 
l-10 LAKE CHARLES 

PRELIMINARY BUILD ALTERNATIVES {PBAs) 

PBA 1 - 1-10 corridor improvements, new bridge immediately north of 
existing bridge, pile foundation in EDC contamination area 

PBA 2 • /-10 corridor improvements, new bridge immediately north 
ofexisting bridge, compensated foundation above EDC 
contamination depth 

PBA 3 - 1-10 corridor improvements, new bridge immediately north 
ofexisting bridge, long-span bridge over EDC contamination 
area 

PBA 4 - l-10 corridor improvements, new bridge south ofexisting 
bridge, 2 new bridge crossings ofBayou Contraband, avoids 
construction in EDC Area 

+ 

CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE 

SAMPSON SUB-ALTERNATIVES (SUB-ALTS) 

A. Sulphur Ave. extension to West ofRyan St. 

B. Sulphur Ave. extension to Enterprise Blvd. 

C. SulphurAve. extension to West ofRyan St. & intersection 
improvements at Sampson St. south of1-10 

D. SulphurAve. extension to Enterprise Blvd. & intersection 
improvements at Sampson St. south of1-10 

E. Sulphur Ave. extension to fully directional, elevated interchange to 
/-10 west of Ryan St. 

F. Fully directional, elevated interchange over Sampson St. at-grade 
railroad tracks 

PBA 5 - l-10 co,ridor improvements, new bridge G. Fullydirectiona!interchange on Sampson St. over 
immediately north ofexisting bridge, MSE wall mainline 1-10, rai!road tracks relocated 
over EOG contamination area V 

HOW THE PBAs MATCH UP WITH THE SUB-ALTS 

PBA1 PBA2 PBA3 PBA4 PBA5 

PBA 1- F PBA 2 - A PBA 3-A PBA 4 - A I PBA5-G 

PBA 2-8 PBA3-B PBA4-B 

PBA2-C PBA 3-C 

PBA2 - D PBA 3 - D 

PBA2 - E PBA3-E 



Revised Objectives Screening EvaIuation MatrixofPreliminary Alternatives 

(1) ...... ROW lllpacts (2) A• ......_ lillpacts to Exlsthg hfrutructlft 
(J) .._. Roadlray Dilruptions 

(4) OfiW!e Cost (5) ...... Coostructkln Rlsll n EDC Contallilatkln Area 
(5) ...,,-o., Access at 

OljectM dlJilg CmstnElim SaMpsonSrN I 

• • C 0 E F G H I J • l " 

Cr~ ria l 

Measu:es 
New ROW (acres) Parcels rnpacted (#) Major Uililies Cros~d (#) Ra t oad Crossing Impacts 

(Sampsoo S:.) 

1-1 0 Ful Road 

Ctirure s(#) 

A'IEHial Ful Road 

CIOs..ues (#) 

E'.Uffiated 

Consruction Cost in 
Millions (M) 

ESUmated ROW Cost 

in MilliOns (M) 

Egjmated Oper<lions 

andMaintenance CM: in 
Mllions (M) 

Potential tnpact> ro Soi 
Pressi.xe - Sampson 9:. 

Constuction 

Poterti~ tnpans to S;:il 

Ftesrure • Cak:asieu Rhe r 
fr idge Constuction 

PotenUal tnpact> o Project 

CM and Sdledule 

Elect oo Trallc 

Mc11e merts at Sampson 
S:reet 

No-Buld 0 0 0 H~H 0 0 $0 $0 131 LOW LOW LOW LOW 

PBA 1-f 61.6 60 102 LOW " 230 $599.8 $28.8 $0.63 ($630 I<) HIGH H~ H H~ H LOW 

PBA 2-A 84.7 " 100 MEO IJM 48 226 $770 .3: $34.6 $1 ,1 LOW MEO IJM IJEOIJM MEDIUM 

PBA2-B 105.3 146 105 MEO IJM 40 214 $889.7 $39.4 $1.1 LOW MED IJM MEDIJM MEDIUM 

PBA 2-C 98 .0 11 0 107 MEDIJM " 226 $778 .4 $382 $1 .1 LOW MED IJM MEDI.J I.I MEDIUM 

PBA2-D 122.3 173 112 MEO IJM 40 214 $897.8 $41.9 $1.1 LOW MEDIJM IJEDIJM MED IUM 

PBA2 -E 935 90 104 MEO IJM " 222 $203.6 $36.7 $1 .1 LOW MEOIJ M MEOIJM H~ H 

PBA l-A 85 85 100 MEDIJ M " 226 $221.0 $34.6 $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIJM 

PBA l-B 105 146 105 MED IJM 40 "' $940.4 $39.4 $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

PBA l-C " 110 107 MEO IJM 48 226 $829.1 $382 $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

PBAl -0 122 173 112 MEO IJM 40 '" $948 .4 $41.9 $1 ,1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

PBAl-E 93 90 104 MEO IJM " 222 $8542 $36.7 $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW H~ H 

PBA 4-A 174.9 " 131 ltAEDIJM " 222 $990.9 $27.6 $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

PBA 4- B 195.0 16t 136 MEO IJM " "' $1,01 2.2 $31 .3: $1 .1 LOW LOW LOW MEDIUM 

PBA5-G 55 .6 " 103 1 LOW 2 

" 231 5 $604.4 1 $35.5 $0.75 ($750 I<) LOW ' MEDIJM s ltAEDIJ W LOW 

LOW 0-75 0·60 0-99 
Biminatas at-grade 

O"O S91'1 QS 
0-39 0-100 $0 - $450 M $0-$30M $0 - $1M 

No oom1rudon inEDC 

area 

r-.1:l coostuctioo in EDC 

"" 
No additional oost and 
sthedule impact, 

All Mo1emerts Directy at 

Safff)SOO ~ eet 

MED UM 75-150 61-120 100-120 
Re dixes\1811 1:Uar at-grad:! 

O"OS91'1 9S 
40-50 101-200 $450M· $900M $30M- $40M $1 M- $20M 

Foundation concept to 
equaNze or minimize roil 
presstxe 

Four(lr(ion cors::ept IJ 

equalize orminimtze roil 
press.He 

Some potenUaltir cost and 

sthedUe impact, 

S;:ime Mo1emeots 
h:lfecty to/tom Sa~soo 
~ eet at a SilgeLocalOn 

.... 150+ 121 + 121 + 
No redulJM i'l "llehW..-
a-grade croSSilgs 

61 + ,., + $900M+ $40M+ $20M+ ho-ease i'l rol presa.ire nctea~ i'l SOil pressure 
ho-ea::ed pok!nlalt:ir cost 

and sd"ledule impacts 

H Mo\lements M l"ellty 

l':ll rom Sff'npron Steet 

1 PBA 5-G wouldrequire displacement of2 pipe racks crossing perpendicular to /-10, one west of Sampson St. and the other east of Sampson St. Note: cost ofrelocating the pipe racks are not included in the 
cost estimate above. 

2 PBA 5-G would elevate Sampson St. overthe UPRR and KCS railroad tracks; however, the existing railroad track spurserving the petrochemical facility south of existing /-10wouldrequire relocation due to 
ground level /-10 construction. The relocation of this railroad track spurwould result in two new at-grade crossings of Miller Road- one immediately south of /-10 and one north of /-10. 

3 Jncludes the full closure of Sampson St. fora minimum of 18-months and parlial direction opening of Sampson St. as available. Sampson St. wouldnotbe fully opened to traffic until /-10 is relocated. 
4 PBA 5-G would utiKze traditional bridge construction with deep foundations located outside of the EDC. 
5 PBA 5-G would utiKze a shallow foundation with a slab spread footing supported on shallow piles to support lightweight fill and MSE walls. Pile depth and frequency of piles would be varied to minimize soil 
pressures compared to driving deep piles (PBA 1-F). In addition, the /-10main line lanes would be constructed at an elevated ground level thereby minimizing soi/pressure compared to a multi-level main line. 



Upcoming Public Meeting #3 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 

• Present full range of preliminary alternatives including5-G to public 

• Present screening including addition of Sampson Street traffic impacts 

• Present revised recommended reasonable alternatives 

• Solicit comments and concerns 



Proposed Meeting Schedule and Venue 1-10 LAKE CHARLES 
CALCASlfLJ RIVFR RRlfJC,F 

Thursday, April 25, 2019 

Lake Charles Convention Center 

Elected Officials andAgencyBriefing: 2:30-3:30 pm 

Public Open House Meeting: 4:00-7:00 pm 





 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

APPENDIX C.9

Railroad Coordination



  
 
 

 
  

 
  

  
    

 

  
 

 
  

   
 

 

RAILROAD COORDINATION MEETING DOCUMENTATION 

The purpose of the meeting was to initiate coordination among representatives of the Kansas 
City Southern (KCS) and Union Pacific Railroad (UP) that might be affected by the closure of 
two spur tracks that cross Sampson Street and the I-10 Service Road from the northeast to the 
southwest in Westlake, LA. These tracks provide access to the industrial area in the southwest 
quadrant of the intersection. The closure would only apply to one of the three build alternatives 
being evaluated in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), namely Alternative 5G. Mr. Ray 
pointed out that the this alternative had the benefit of providing a grade separation for the two 
mainlines crossing  Sampson Street and eliminating the skewed crossing of the I-10 Service 
Road by the spur tracks. 

Four potential relocation scenarios were presented as shown on Attachments 1, 2, and 3. Google 
Earth with kmz lines of the railroad network was also viewed during the conference call 
(Attachment 4). 



  

 
 

 

  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

       

  

  
 

 

    
   

 
 

   

 

  

 

 

 

 

Meeting Documentation (cont’d.) 

Mr. Umeozulu welcomed the participants and encouraged the railroad representatives to provide 
their thoughts on the proposed scenarios. 

Mr. Moeller stated that the area to the west where the options would extend the existing rail lines 
within the industrial area is problematic because several railroads are currently competing for 
access to the industrial areas west of PPG Drive. Secretary Wilson stated that LADOTD would 
facilitate coordination at the appropriate levels as needed to ensure clear decision making if 
necessary. 

It was agreed that the scenarios proposed on the east side provide better options. Ms. Maloney 
noted that Option 2 (shown in red on Attachment 4) would require rehabilitation of the existing 
spur that parallels Isle of Capri Boulevard. Ms. Maloney explained that the section of bridge on 
Attachment 3 colored in orange represents the transition of I-10 between at-grade, shown in 
yellow, and the elevated sections, shown in red. This transition would be built on a retaining wall 
in order to avoid deep foundations as it crosses the area of EDC contamination. The proposed 
load platform for the wall is identified on the drawing. Mr. Honnur asked about the possibility of 
putting the spur track through the retaining wall. 

Mr. Moeller and Mr. Honnur discussed different configurations to simplify the alternative 
access. Mr. Honnur and Mr. Moeller discussed vertical clearance needs and other limitations. 
Mr. Honnur stated that because the spurs are mostly industry track that the vertical clearance 
might be relaxed. It was agreed that it would be prudent to design the relocations to ensure that 
any future needs are not precluded. 

It was suggested that the northern access of the red line (Attachment 4) be reconfigured to allow 
westbound trains traveling across the existing railroad bridge to move forward to the 
rehabilitated line beginning at Westlake Avenue. This would avoid the need for UP to use the 
KCS line (shown in yellow on Attachment 4) and then backing up all the way into the industrial 
area. Mr. Moeller and Mr. Honnur agreed to continue this conversation off-line and provide any 
other ideas as they are developed. 

Action Items: 

1. Mr. Ray to share Mr. Moeller’s, Mr. Kasper’s, and Mr. Honnur’s contact information. 
2. Ms. Maloney to provide vertical height data for the proposed I-10 Bridge including the area 

of the retaining wall. 
3. Ms. Maloney to have HNTB engineering to develop the UPRR alternative as suggested by 

Mr. Honnur. (See Attachment 5.) 



From: Erik Lewis <eslewis@up.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 3, 2021 2:05 PM
To: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV>; Paul Rathgeber <PAULRATHGEBER@UP.COM>; Tyson
Moeller <TOMOELLER@up.com>
Cc: Drew Tessier <drewtessier@up.com>; Shawn Wilson <Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV>; Algy Semien
<Algy.Semien@la.gov>
Subject: RE: Calcasieu Rail Discussion

EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is
safe.

Mr. Kalivoda,

From an engineering perspective UPRR is agreeable to the most recently submitted concept (Option
2).  I have attached an edited version of the last draft of Option 2 with some items we would like
your team to look into regarding this project’s ability to support some our efforts in the future.  As
you will note in the solid blue line on the plan set, we’re asking that our connection be moved
further east.  This facilitates our need to constructs a siding in this area in the future, shown in the
dashed blue line.  While we do not currently have immediate plans to build this siding we know it is
coming and the relocation of the spur will help better facilitate that project.  

We’d also like the state to take into consideration the closure of the at-grade crossing at Miller
Street.  With the relocation of the connection route and eventual siding this location will eventually
have an increase of blocked crossing events due to how we will have to serve the route as well as
perform meets when the siding project comes.  Also, with the relocation of the switch and railroad

mailto:eslewis@up.com
mailto:Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV
mailto:PAULRATHGEBER@UP.COM
mailto:TOMOELLER@up.com
mailto:drewtessier@up.com
mailto:Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV
mailto:Algy.Semien@la.gov



Proposed Alignment Future Siding Proposed At-Grade Crossing Closure
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diamond closer to Miller, the crossing devices will need to be upgraded to support that move and
with the presence of this type of track infrastructure in the foot print of this crossing, that upgrade
could easily bump up against a seven figure number.  The closure will not only mitigate a potential
increase in blocked crossing events, but it will inhibit the ability of trucks from the industry just south
of I-10 from using the crossing and cutting through the adjacent neighborhoods.  And a final aspect
of the closure will provide some benefit to the locals:  it gets our train horn out of the neighborhood
(with the exception of certain horn sequences that are required as part of switching operations).

If you have any question about our additions to the proposed option please feel free to contact me
to discuss further.

Regards,

Erik Lewis
Manager Public Projects
TX LA TN TXHSR & CBP

Phone: 281-350-7609 
Mobile: 346-337-3107
Email:
eslewis@up.com

24125 Aldine-Westfield Rd.
Spring, TX 77373

www.up.com

Texas A&M University Class
of ‘07

"It's not what stands in front
of you.  
It's who stands beside you."

Have a Public Project?
Scan the QR to the left!

Public Safety Information: 
http://www.upcares.com

UPRR Response
Management
Communication Center 1-
888-877-7267

From: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 4:44 PM
To: Paul Rathgeber <PAULRATHGEBER@UP.COM>

mailto:eslewis@up.com
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.up.com_&d=DwMGaQ&c=xlPCXuHzMdaH2Flc1sgyicYpGQbQbU9KDEmgNF3_wI0&r=_BVMHTxzJG8eqAUYOwGgfsgyi_FrUnFt0C59yjYVq_Q&m=Muz0sGOxvsCRQCEy59gvTv3nunyPqs_5bPjAvuX5Fx0&s=hPXQCn7EN8NkBi7AvUghIZj0t2MXcDnltwWNMC8c7Ps&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.upcares.com_&d=DwMGaQ&c=xlPCXuHzMdaH2Flc1sgyicYpGQbQbU9KDEmgNF3_wI0&r=_BVMHTxzJG8eqAUYOwGgfsgyi_FrUnFt0C59yjYVq_Q&m=Muz0sGOxvsCRQCEy59gvTv3nunyPqs_5bPjAvuX5Fx0&s=NOQBbq5MqlZGYo9G1hSf3lGbvmnwRsUTaOX2dM59Kks&e=
mailto:Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV
mailto:PAULRATHGEBER@UP.COM


Cc: Drew Tessier <drewtessier@up.com>; Erik Lewis <eslewis@up.com>; Shawn Wilson
<Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV>; Algy Semien <Algy.Semien@la.gov>
Subject: FW: Calcasieu Rail Discussion
 

* PROCEED WITH CAUTION - This email was sent
from outside the Company *

 
Gentlemen,
 
Since our Zoom meeting in early June, we have been in discussions with KCS regarding the track
realignment in Westlake, LA.  The only option acceptable to KCS is Option 2 wherein they cross the
UP track as opposed to sharing a track (see attached RR_Presentation 1 in PowerPoint or PDF).  We
have revised Option 2 slightly at the request of the Mayor, City of Westlake; KCS is currently
reviewing this revision (see attached KCS_Miller_Opt2-August 2021).
 
Please advise of the acceptability of Option 2 to Union Pacific.
 
Best regards,
 
Eric Kalivoda
Deputy Secretary
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development
Post Office Box 94245
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245
 
Tel:  (225) 379-1200
Fax: (225) 379-1851
 
 
 

From: Paul D. Rathgeber <PAULRATHGEBER@UP.COM> 
Sent: Friday, June 4, 2021 11:48 AM
To: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV>
Cc: Algy Semien <Algy.Semien@la.gov>; drewtessier@up.com; eslewis@up.com; Shawn Wilson
<Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV>
Subject: Calcasieu Rail Discussion
 
EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is

safe.
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Thanks for sending these documents. I have already obtained comments from three groups, and we will
 start our formal process today.

Paul Rathgeber
Director - Industry & Public Projects
Union Pacific Railroad
24125 Old Aldine Westfield Road
Spring, Texas 77373 
Email: PAULRATHGEBER@up.com
Office: (281)350-7197

Public Projects Contact Portal:https://benesch.quickbase.com/db/bpqhu6hqy?
a=dbpage&pageid=13 

"Eric Kalivoda" ---06/04/2021 09:43:09 AM---* PROCEED WITH CAUTION - This email was sent from
outside the Company *

From: "Eric Kalivoda" <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV>
To: "Algy Semien" <Algy.Semien@la.gov>, "Shawn Wilson" <Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV>, "paulrathgeber@up.com"
<paulrathgeber@up.com>, "eslewis@up.com" <eslewis@up.com>, "drewtessier@up.com" <drewtessier@up.com>
Date: 06/04/2021 09:43 AM
Subject: RE: Calcasieu Rail Discussion

* PROCEED WITH CAUTION - This email was sent from
outside the Company *

 
In both PowerPoint and PDF – 3% and 4% grade options on Interstate 10
 
Eric Kalivoda
Deputy Secretary
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development
Post Office Box 94245
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245
 
Tel:  (225) 379-1200
Fax: (225) 379-1851
 (See attached file: RR_Presentation1.pptx)(See attached file: RR_Presentation1.pdf)

mailto:PAULRATHGEBER@up.com
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__benesch.quickbase.com_db_bpqhu6hqy-3Fa-3Ddbpage-26pageid-3D13&d=DwMGaQ&c=xlPCXuHzMdaH2Flc1sgyicYpGQbQbU9KDEmgNF3_wI0&r=_BVMHTxzJG8eqAUYOwGgfsgyi_FrUnFt0C59yjYVq_Q&m=Muz0sGOxvsCRQCEy59gvTv3nunyPqs_5bPjAvuX5Fx0&s=fEegA7EgJ0ISzrpzpGg__WgizXCGhScZBP-MRIDd_ug&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__benesch.quickbase.com_db_bpqhu6hqy-3Fa-3Ddbpage-26pageid-3D13&d=DwMGaQ&c=xlPCXuHzMdaH2Flc1sgyicYpGQbQbU9KDEmgNF3_wI0&r=_BVMHTxzJG8eqAUYOwGgfsgyi_FrUnFt0C59yjYVq_Q&m=Muz0sGOxvsCRQCEy59gvTv3nunyPqs_5bPjAvuX5Fx0&s=fEegA7EgJ0ISzrpzpGg__WgizXCGhScZBP-MRIDd_ug&e=
mailto:Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV
mailto:Algy.Semien@la.gov
mailto:Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV
mailto:paulrathgeber@up.com
mailto:paulrathgeber@up.com
mailto:eslewis@up.com
mailto:eslewis@up.com
mailto:drewtessier@up.com
mailto:drewtessier@up.com


**

This email and any attachments may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged
for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any use, review, disclosure, copying, distribution or
reliance by others, and any forwarding of this email or its contents, without the express
permission of the sender is strictly prohibited by law. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender immediately, delete the e-mail and destroy all copies.

**
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Option 2 – 3% Grade

Proposed KCS Spur

Proposed UP Spur

Existing Spur



Option 3 – 3% Grade

Proposed KCS Spur

Proposed UP & KCS Shared Spur

Existing Spur



Option 3 – 4% Grade

Proposed KCS Spur

Proposed UP & KCS Shared Spur

Existing Spur



From: Paul Vaught III (DOTD)
To: Lynn Maloney-Mujica
Cc: Noel Ardoin
Subject: FW: KCS Response to LADOTD Revised Option 2 (Westlake I-10 Bridge Project)
Date: Monday, October 24, 2022 3:18:22 PM

FYI
 
Paul Vaught, P.E.
LA DOTD Critical Projects Division
(225) 379-1816
paul.vaughtiii@la.gov
 

From: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV> 
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2022 3:17 PM
To: Paul Vaught III (DOTD) <Paul.VaughtIII@LA.GOV>
Subject: FW: KCS Response to LADOTD Revised Option 2 (Westlake I-10 Bridge Project)
 
See below
 

From: Barry Morton <BMorton@KCSouthern.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 11, 2021 4:38 PM
To: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV>
Cc: David O'Neal <doneal@kcsouthern.com>; David Reeves <DReeves@KCSouthern.com>; Manny
Loureiro <MLoureiro@KCSouthern.com>; Steven Raiche <SRaiche@KCSouthern.com>; Danny Lites
<DLites@KCSouthern.com>
Subject: RE: KCS Response to LADOTD Revised Option 2 (Westlake I-10 Bridge Project)
 

EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.

 
Eric:
 
The original Option 2, with the road crossing projects as noted in the July 30
email and below, is acceptable to KCS.
 
Barry Morton
 

From: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV> 
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 11:21 AM
To: Barry Morton <BMorton@KCSouthern.com>
Cc: David O'Neal <doneal@kcsouthern.com>; David Reeves <DReeves@KCSouthern.com>; Manny
Loureiro <MLoureiro@KCSouthern.com>; Steven Raiche <SRaiche@KCSouthern.com>; Danny Lites
<DLites@KCSouthern.com>
Subject: RE: KCS Response to LADOTD Revised Option 2 (Westlake I-10 Bridge Project)
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This email originated from outside the company. Please use caution when opening attachments

or clicking on links.

Gentlemen:
 
We would prefer to return to the original Option 2 for a number of reasons.  The following is the list
of closure, upgrades, etc. pertaining to the original Option 2 transmitted via e-mail to me on July 30,
2021.   Do you have any concerns about returning to original Option 2?  
 
Eric,
This is the information for Option 2
 
Connecting road to be built adjacent to the south side of KCS ROW between Hilma St. and Magnolia
St.
Close Hilma St Grade Crossing.
Install Flashers and Gates on Goos St.
Close Magnolia St North of I-10.
Install Flashers and Gates on Miller Ave North of I-10.
No crossing on Railroad Ave.
No Crossing on Kile St.
Install Flashers and Gates on Isle of Capri Blvd / Perkins St
Install Flashers and Gates on Miller Ave South of I-10.
Close Magnolia St South of I-10.
 
Lets us know if you have any other questions
Thanks
 
Daniel L. Lites
Public Safety Director
The Kansas City Southern Railway Company
4601 Hilry Huckaby III Avenue  |  Shreveport LA. 71107
Office:  318.6766296  |  Fax:  318.6766273
Email:  dlites@kcsouthern,.com

 
Best Regards,
 
Eric Kalivoda
Deputy Secretary
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development
Post Office Box 94245
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9245
 
Tel:  (225) 379-1200
Fax: (225) 379-1851
 

mailto:dlites@kcsouthern,.com


 
 

From: Barry Morton <BMorton@KCSouthern.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 10, 2021 2:09 PM
To: Eric Kalivoda <Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV>
Cc: David O'Neal <doneal@kcsouthern.com>; David Reeves <DReeves@KCSouthern.com>; Manny
Loureiro <MLoureiro@KCSouthern.com>; Steven Raiche <SRaiche@KCSouthern.com>; Danny Lites
<DLites@KCSouthern.com>
Subject: KCS Response to LADOTD Revised Option 2 (Westlake I-10 Bridge Project)
 

EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please do not click on links or attachments unless you know the content is safe.

 
Eric:
 
Our internal team has reviewed the latest proposal regarding the Westlake I-10
Bridge Project, which resulted from conversations between LADOTD and the Mayor
of Westlake.  Regarding the revision itself, it obviously shifts the proposed track
alignment further west, creating increased curvature.  It does appear that the
curvature will fit within engineering standards.  However, the revision will require a
rail bridge to be built in the area south of I-10 and just to the west of Magnolia
Street (South).  There is an existing rail bridge at the location, however the revised
track layout will place the new rail switch right on top of the existing bridge.  
 
From a public safety perspective, this new proposal includes two new crossings;
one at Isle of Capri Boulevard and one at the I-10 exit ramp to Isle of Capri.  Based
upon the new design, we have the following requests of the department pertaining
to public safety:
 
Crossing Closures:

Hilma Street
Magnolia Street (North of I-10)
Magnolia Street (South of I-10)

 
Flashers and Gates:

Goos Street (upgrade)
I-10 Exit Ramp (new construction)
Isle of Capri Boulevard (new construction)

 
Connecting Road Construction:

Adjacent to, and following the south side of KCS ROW between Hilma Street
and Magnolia Street

 
Attached please find our thoughts overlaid on the existing drawing.  As always,
please reach out if you have any questions or concerns.
 
 
Barry E. Morton

mailto:BMorton@KCSouthern.com
mailto:Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV
mailto:doneal@kcsouthern.com
mailto:DReeves@KCSouthern.com
mailto:MLoureiro@KCSouthern.com
mailto:SRaiche@KCSouthern.com
mailto:DLites@KCSouthern.com


Assistant Vice President Health & Safety
The Kansas City Southern Railway Company
427 West 12th Street  |  Kansas City,  MO 64105
Office:  816.983.1518  |  Cell:  904.614.5923
Email:  bmorton@kcsouthern.com

 

mailto:bmorton@kcsouthern.com
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