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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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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.   

 
 

mailto:tguillory@calcasieuparish.gov
mailto:administration@cppj.net
mailto:jcardone@cityoflc.us
mailto:nhunter@cityoflc.us
mailto:citycouncil@cityoflc.us
mailto:mike.huber@cityoflc.us
mailto:jabshire@sulphur.org
mailto:Mayorsoffice@sulphur.org
mailto:mmhardy@sulphur.org
mailto:sdowden@sulphur.org
mailto:bellpepperbc@yahoo.com
mailto:cityclerk@cityofwestlake.org
mailto:tconner@cppj.net
mailto:wcrain@cppj.net
mailto:mike@imcal.la
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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.   

Figure 3: Public Meeting #4 Postcard Notice 
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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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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.  

Figure 6: LADOTD – Social Media Post 
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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  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Z0HuZ6GpAeg
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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.  

 

mailto:calcasieubridge@hntb.com
http://www.i10lakecharles.com/
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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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Table 4: Question and Comment Topics 

 
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.   

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 
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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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truck and shot him. The 
victim crashed into a tree and 
later died in a local hospital. 

Colston, who oversaw 
multiple rental properties, 
sometimes carried large sums 
of  cash and prosecutors said 
at trial that robbery was the 
motive in the crime. 

Judge Guy Bradberry, in 
sentencing Johnson, said laws 
passed by the Legislature as 
well as pending laws pertain-
ing to crimes committed by 
those who were under the 
age of  18 at the time of  their 
crimes, had to be taken into 
consideration at sentencing. 

Because of  Johnson’s age 
and the complexity of  the 
issues, his sentencing was 
scheduled and postponed three 

times before it took place.
Prosecutor Jacob Johnson 

said the state wanted Johnson 
to be sentenced to life without 
parole. Johnson said the crime 
was an especially heinous 
murder of  an elderly man who 
he said was just going about 
his business when he was 
killed. 

Defense attorney King 
Alexander, in arguing for the 
possibility of  parole for the 
defendant, said nobody knows 
what Johnson may be able to 
accomplish during 25 years 
behind bars and could possi-
bly prove himself  redeemable 
and worthy of  life outside of  
prison. 

Philip Colston, son of  the 
victim, read a statement to 
the court, which said, in part: 
“That day (of  the murder) will 
haunt me and my family for 
the rest of  our lives. Your ac-
tions have a lasting impact to 

all who knew or were impact-
ed by my father. You commit-
ted a horrible crime and now 
you have to pay the price for 
your actions.” 

Alexander said he advised 
his client not to comment at 
sentencing but said “that is 
not to be taken as a lack of  
empathy on his part.” 

Bradberry, before sentenc-
ing Johnson, said, “Here’s 
where we find ourselves today. 
Is Stacy Johnson permanently 
incorrigible and irretrievably 
depraved as defined by the 
Legislature? The Legislature 
has put the court in a position 
where we almost need a crys-
tal ball to look into the future.” 

Johnson, who is serving his 
sentence at Louisiana State 
Penitentiary in Angola, will 
be parole-eligible 25 years 
after his sentence was imple-
mented.

APPEAL
Continued from A1

LOCAL  l  STATE

to make of  tremendous conse-
quence,” said House Speaker 
Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif., “a 
decision that will make a 
difference for millions of  
Americans, saving lives and 
livelihoods.”

For Biden and Democrats, 
the bill is essentially a canvas 
on which they’ve painted 
their core beliefs — that 
government programs can 
be a benefit, not a bane, to 
millions of  people and that 
spending huge sums on such 
efforts can be a cure, not a 
curse. The measure so closely 
tracks Democrats’ priorities 
that several rank it with the 
top achievements of  their 
careers, and despite their 
slender congressional ma-
jorities there was never real 

suspense over its fate.
They were also empowered 

by three dynamics: their un-
fettered control of  the White 
House and Congress, polls 
showing robust support for 
Biden’s approach and a mo-
ment when most voters care 
little that the national debt 
is soaring toward a strato-
spheric $22 trillion. Neither 
party seems much troubled 
by surging red ink, either, ex-
cept when the other is using 
it to finance its priorities, be 
they Democratic spending or 
GOP tax cuts.

Republicans noted that 
they’ve overwhelmingly 
supported five previous 
relief  bills that Congress 
has approved since the 
pandemic struck a year ago, 
when divided government 
under then-President Donald 
Trump forced the parties to 
negotiate. 

BILL
Continued from A1

The Calcasieu Parish 
Sheriff ’s Office reported the 
following arrests:
Kecee Clint Lewis, 35, 503 W. 

Alley St., Iowa, La. — domestic 
abuse battery, child endanger-
ment.

Shannon Eugene Simonds, 
49, 292 Kelly Lane, Sulphur — 
domestic abuse battery.

Eddie Dewayne Reado, 41, 113 
Neely Road No. 1, Westlake — 
domestic abuse battery.

Jeremy Gene Dechara, 24, Jar-
reau — third-degree rape.

Kevin Clay Marcantel, 43, 2821 
Kari Lane — simple burglary; 
simple criminal damage to 
property less than $1,000; 
theft from $1,000 but less than 
$5,000.

Dirone Andrew Collins, 54, 
1807 Rose St. — illegal pos-
session of stolen firearms, first 
offense; three counts drug 
possession; prohibited acts, 
drug paraphernalia; possession 
of firearm or carrying concealed 
weapon by a person convicted 
of certain felonies.

Adrian Reyes Orozco, 32, 826 
Derry Drive, Sulphur — domes-
tic abuse battery, child endan-
germent. Bond: $8,000.

Lindsey James Francis Jr., 
22, 1045 Walters St., No 515 
— battery of a dating partner, 
first offense; simple battery; 
possession of marijuana, first 
offense (14 grams or less); direct 
contempt of court.

Justin Michael Duhon, 31, 2709 
Laurel Ridge Court — viola-
tions of protective orders; direct 
contempt of court.

Anastasia Joy Waddell, 36, 

1607 Nichols St., Vinton — 
domestic abuse aggravated 
assault; drug possession; illegal 
carrying of weapons during 
commission of a crime or in 
presence of CDS; prohibited act, 
drug paraphernalia; two counts 
direct contempt of court.

Annette Langley Scott, 48, 
2119 Kathy Drive, Sulphur — 
cruelty to juveniles.

Milton Frank, 39, 7315 McCown 
Road No. 19, Iowa, La. — op-
erating while intoxicated, first 
offense; use of certain wireless 
telecommunications devices for 
text messaging prohibited; two 
counts drug possession. 

Nathan Lee Brown, 22, 211 Doe 
Road, Ragley — battery of a dat-
ing partner, first offense; direct 
contempt of court.

Jason Wayne Basco, 44, 805 
Manuel Road — theft of a 
firearm; theft from $1,000 but 
less than $5,000; simple criminal 
damage to property less than 
$1,000 theft less than $1,000. 
Bond: $35,500.

Lacey Ann Benoit, 37, 611 Ash 
St., Iowa, La. — domestic abuse 
battery.

Adrian Everette Jackson, 40, 
317 Orrin St. — simple criminal 
damage to property less than 
$1,000; direct contempt of 
court; headlamps on motor ve-
hicles; possession of marijuana, 
first offense (14 grams or less); 
drug possession; prohibited 
acts, drug paraphernalia; no 
drivers license on person; evi-
dence of motor vehicle liability 
security contained in vehicle; 
resisting an officer by flight.

Betty Andrepont Perrodin, 
61, New Orleans — possession 

of synthetic marijuana, first 
offense; four counts drug pos-
session; possession of alcoholic 
beverages in motor vehicles; 
illegal use of controlled danger-
ous substances in the presence 
of persons under 17; prohibited 
acts, drug paraphernalia; certain 
activities regarding contraband 
in penal institutions prohibited; 
creation, distribution or posses-
sion with intent a counterfeit 
narcotic. Bond: $6,300.

Phillip Andrew Prisoc, 52, 
Lakeland, Fla. — theft of a mo-
tor vehicle from $1,000 but less 
than $5,000. Bond: $5,000.

Earl Joseph Bellard Jr., 48, 2829 
General Wainwright — duty of 
offenders to notify law enforce-
ment of change of address, 
residence or other registration 
information; failure to register 
and notify as a sex offender or 
child predator-failure to pay an-
nual registration fee; two counts 
failure to register and notify as 
a sex offender or child predator, 
second offense.

Richard Robert Royer, 50, 1100 
Hollie Lane, DeQuincy — ob-
struction of justice; false swear-
ing for purpose of violating 
public health or safety. Bond: 
$10,000. 

ARRESTS

LOTTERY
Here are the results from 

Tuesday's drawings in games of 
area interest:
Pick 3: 1-1-2
Pick 4: 2-6-3-4

Mega Millions: 4-33-46-58-65
MB: 13                  MP: 2           

By Lisa Addison 
laddison@americanpress.com 

A homeless man has been 
arrested for failure to register 
as a sex offender after he went 
to a local hospital and told 
personnel he wanted to turn 
himself  in to law enforce-
ment, according to authori-
ties. 

Israel J. Lachica, 67, was 
arrested and booked into the 
Calcasieu Correctional Cen-
ter and charged with failure 
to register as a sex offender 
second offense. His bond was 

pending late afternoon. 
On March 9, at approxi-

mately 3:30 p.m., Calcasieu 
Parish Sheriff ’s Office 
deputies were dispatched to a 
local hospital in reference to 
Lachica reportedly advising 
personnel he wanted to turn 
himself  in to authorities. 

When deputies arrived, 
they spoke with Lachica and 
it was discovered that the 
man, who is a registered sex 
offender, had been living in 
Calcasieu Parish and failed to 
notify local law enforcement, 

making him in violation of  
his sex offender registration 
requirements. 

Lachica was convicted of  
molestation of  a juvenile in 
Terrebonne Parish in 2003. 

In 2007 and again in 2012, 
Lachica was convicted of  
failure to register as a sex 
offender. 

CPSO Sr. Cpl. Bradley La-
mar was the arresting deputy 
on this case. 

CPSO Det. Cory Myers is 
the lead investigator on the 
case.

Sex offender turns self in to law enforcement

By Lisa Addison 
laddison@americanpress.com 

A 48-year-old former 
daycare employee has been 
arrested for cruelty to a juve-
nile, according to authorities. 

Annette L. Scott of  Sul-
phur was arrested and booked 
into the Calcasieu Correc-
tional Center. 

She was released the 
following day after posting 
a $50,000 bond set by Judge 
David Ritchie. 

On March 3, Calcasieu Par-

ish Sheriff ’s Office detectives 
received a complaint in refer-
ence to Scott. 

During the investigation, 
detectives were advised that 
when a mother picked up her 
3-year-old from daycare, the
girl had several scratches on
her face. During the initial
investigation, detectives were
advised Scott had been termi-
nated prior to the mother’s
arrival at the daycare.

After further investiga-
tion, on March 8, detectives 

questioned Scott about the 
scratches on the child, at 
which time she allegedly con-
firmed she scratched the child 
on the cheek. 

Scott further reportedly 
advised detectives she was 
trying to make the child stay 
still for nap time. She told 
detectives she left the daycare 
after reportedly realizing she 
left marks on the child. 

CPSO Det. James Jones is 
the lead investigator on this 
case.

Former daycare worker arrested

By The Associated Press

BATON ROUGE — Female 
state lawmakers on Wednes-
day lambasted Louisiana State 
University’s response to a 
scathing report about its han-
dling of  sexual misconduct 
complaints, calling the univer-
sity’s disciplinary decisions 
weak and insulting to students 
whose abuse allegations were 
mishandled.

The legislators singled out 
for blistering criticism LSU’s 
decision to briefly suspend 
rather than fire two employees 
for years of  botched responses 
to claims of  sexual harass-

ment, domestic violence and 
rape.

“I’m kind of  just dumb-
founded. I’m sad. I’m disgust-
ed. I’m so disappointed in LSU, 
and I continue to be disap-
pointed with the response 
that we’re getting right now,” 
said Rep. Paula Davis, a Baton 
Rouge Republican. “It’s just 
not enough.”

Rep. Barbara Freiberg, also 
a Baton Rouge Republican, 
called the discipline a “slap on 
the hand.”

Franklinton Republican 
Sen. Beth Mizell, the Senate’s 
second-ranking leader, added: 

“I don’t think this is satisfac-
tory at any level. The system 
is finding a way to protect the 
status quo.”

The hearing involved the 
Senate Select Committee on 
Women and Children, but it 
drew female lawmakers from 
both the House and Senate and 
a few male lawmakers, too.

The meeting followed last 
week’s release of  a report from 
the law firm Husch Blackwell, 
hired by LSU to review its han-
dling of  sexual misconduct, 
harassment and discrimina-
tion complaints under federal 
Title IX laws. The lengthy 

report details inappropriate 
responses and too few resourc-
es dedicated to the task.

Kansas ousted football 
coach Les Miles after the 
report detailed allegations of  
inappropriate behavior with 
students during his tenure at 
LSU. But no one whose con-
duct was criticized by Husch 
Blackwell has been fired by 
LSU.

LSU suspended executive 
deputy athletic director Verge 
Ausberry for 30 days and 
senior associate athletic direc-
tor Miriam Segar for 21 days, 
without pay. 

Lawmakers slam LSU response  
to sexual misconduct report

5/A5

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.

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 com-
ments 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, benefi ts 
and impacts of each one, and implementation strategies such as tolling and public-private partnerships. 

If you are unable to attend the meeting at the scheduled time, you may view the recorded presentation by visiting the project website 
at https://www.i10lakecharles.com/. The presentation and other informational materials will be available for viewing after the meeting. 
Comments and questions may be submitted by clicking on the “Tell Us What You Think” bubble.

All comments received at the ZOOM meeting, through the website, by phone, email, or US mail by 
April 3, 2021 will become part of the meeting record. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or need an interpreter to attend the videoconference meeting, 
please contact us at  Calcasieubridge@hntb.com or through one of the other channels described above at least 
5 days in advance so that we can provide accommodations.

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).

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
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Andrew Bailey Fontenot

We mourn the loss of our 
husband, father, brother and 
son who always lived bigger 
than life itself. Andrew “Dru” 
Bailey Fontenot was born 
March 21, 1971 to Brenda and 
Bill Fontenot and left us on 
March 17, 2021. 

Dru was a lifelong resident 
of Lake Charles and a gradu-
ate of St. Margaret’s Catholic 
School, St. Louis High School 
and McNeese State Universi-
ty.  During his career, Dru was 
involved in a number of en-
trepreneurial endeavors. His 
most gratifying work came in 
the aftermath of Hurricane 
Rita. Working with Crowder 
Gulf, FEMA, and state and lo-
cal governments, he brought 
all parties together to accom-
plish a common goal in recov-
ering from the devastation 
left in Rita’s wake. We were 
all so proud of his tireless 
and selfless efforts to help so 
many who were without.

Dru had zest for life, 
people and living large. He 
lived, loved and played hard.  
Always the life of the party, 
Dru’s sense of humor was 
unequalled.  In the best and 
the worst of times, Dru would 
always keep you laughing.

Beneath his jovial persona, 
Dru had a heart of gold. He 
was always trying to help 
someone out in one way or 
another. He was blessed with 
good looks, charm, charisma, 
out of this world intelligence 
and a heart for service. Dru 
knew lots of people from all 
walks of life. All were treated 
with respect and greeted 

with that big smile and a 
warm handshake or hug. He 
made people, all people feel 
important. He was admired 
by many.

Dru also loved the out-
doors. Hunting and fishing 
were favorites of his but 
best when done with family 
and friends. However, Dru’s 
greatest love was for family, 
his whole family. We all loved 
him unconditionally.

Dru is survived by his 
loving and caring wife, Cindi 
Reed Fontenot, son, Kade 
Reed Brashear, his mother 
Brenda Bailey Fontenot Mc-
Call, husband Bob, sister Re-
nee’ Fontenot Free, brother 
Todd Fontenot, wife Beth, 
brother Andre’ Fontenot, wife 
Marianne, nieces Cydney 
Free, Lauren Fontenot, Emily 
Fontenot, nephews Corey 
Free, Jacob Fontenot, Gavin 
and Garin Fontenot, and Will 
Fontenot. He was preceded 
in death by his father, William 
“Bill” Fontenot.

Visitation is on Monday, 
March 22, 2021 at Lake City 
Baptist Church from 5-8 p.m. 
with a rosary beginning at 
7:30 p.m.  On March 23 visita-
tion will begin at 9 a.m. at St. 
Martin de Porres Catholic 
Church with mass at 11 a.m., 
all in Lake Charles.

In lieu of flowers please 
make donations to Ronald 
McDonald House, rmhc.org.

Dorothy Brammer Hanna

Dorothy Brammer Hanna, 
a lifelong resident of Cal-
casieu Parish, passed away 
on March 2, 2021, at age 95. 
Dorothy was baptized and 
confirmed in the faith at St. 
John Lutheran Church in 
Lake Charles. Dorothy gradu-
ated from high school in Lake 
Charles, from junior college 
at McNeese, from LSU with 
a BA in Music Education and 
from McNeese State Univer-
sity with a Masters degree in 
Music.

In 1946, she began teach-
ing vocal music in the Vinton 
public school system. A year 
later she married Wallace 
(Jake) Hanna, Vinton High’s 
football coach and later prin-
cipal. Together they taught, 
disciplined and encouraged 
hundreds of students over 25 
plus years. Dorothy taught 
vocals to Bobby Kimball, 
Toto’s lead singer, whose 
hits include “Rosanna” and 
“Africa.” Bobby visited Doro-
thy several times with auto-
graphed albums and thanked 
her for his success!

Dorothy sang alto for over 
40 years in the Lake Charles 
Messiah Chorus and Orches-
tra, held annually at Mc-
Neese. As a gifted pianist she 
accompanied choirs at First 
United Methodist Church 
on Broad Street in Lake 
Charles. After a generous gift, 
McNeese State University 
named the Department of 
Performing Arts after Doro-
thy and her late husband.

Dorothy was preceded in 
death by her parents, Peter 
and Edith Brammer; her 
husband of 54 years, Wallace 
Astor Hanna; her brother 
Karl Brammer of Gonzales, 
La, and her sister Shirley 
Rhodes of West Fork, Ark. 
She is outlived by her sister 
Lyndal Munoz of Tulsa, OK 
and Nephews Anthony Mu-
noz, Daniel Munoz (Eve), Paul 
Munoz (Amber) and Carl Starr 
(all of Tulsa, Okla.); Robin 

Rhodes (Brenda) of West 
Fork, Ark.; Roger Anderson 
(Rebecca) or Minden, La; 
Peter Brammer (Teresa) of 
Lake Charles, La; and Nieces 
Cynthia Griffith of Baton 
Rouge, La; Mattie Olson (Rod) 
of Gonzales, La; Twila Cap-
shaw (Gary) of Farmington, 
Ark.; Elizabeth Decker (Dan) 
of Janesville, WI; and beloved 
cousin Billy Dodd (Nanette) 
of Willis, Texas. 

A memorial service will be 
held at First United Meth-
odist Church when Covid 
singing restrictions have been 
lifted. Thanks to her long 
term caregiver, Carly Fuselier 
Trahan, the staff at the Ve-
randa, Lake Charles; and the 
staff (especially Lucky) at her 
Hurricane Laura evacuation 
home, the Gardens at Brook 
Ridge in Pharr, Texas.

Dora Lee Hayes

Dora Lee Hayes, 93, of 
Sulphur gained her Heavenly 
reward on Thursday, March 
18, 2021.

A lifelong Sulphur resi-
dent, Dora was graduate of 
Sulphur High School Class 
of 1944. She worked at the 
Sulphur Mines and met her 
husband while working at 
Firestone Tire & Rubber 
Plant. Dora later obtained 
her cosmetology license; she 
was the owner and operator 
of Maplewood Beauty Salon 
for over 20 years. She was a 
member of Belleview Baptist 
Church of Westlake. Dora 
loved fishing, cooking, and 
playing Bingo. She adored 
her family and cherished 
time spent together.

She was reunited in 
Heaven with her husband of 
71 years, Andrew U. “Red” 
Hayes; son, Garey Hayes; 
infant son, Randall Hayes; 
her parents, Foster and Ada 
Griffith; and siblings, Carl 
Griffith, Shirley Griffith, 
Junior Griffith, Pearl Trice, 
Thelma Barton, and Ethel 
Dore.

Left to cherish her 
memory are her daughter, 
Carla Bragg and husband 
Tom of New Caney, Texas; 
daughter-in-law, Judy Hayes 

of Westlake; grandchildren, 
Jesse Bragg and wife Col-
leen, Roger Bragg and wife, 
Amanda, Kacee Boxley and 
husband Philip, and Randy 
Hayes; great grandchildren, 
Taylor, Megan, Andrew, 
William, Jacob, Nolan, and 
Hunter.

Funeral services honor-
ing Dora’s life will be 1 p.m., 
Tuesday, March 23, 2021 in 
Johnson & Robison Funeral 
Home. Burial will follow 
in Mimosa Pines Cemetery 
South.  Visitation will be 
11 a.m. - 1 p.m., Tuesday in 
the funeral home. Words of 
comfort and memories may 
be shared with the family at 
www.robisonfuneralhome.
com.

The family wishes to ex-
press a special “Thank You” 
to the administration and 
staff of Stonebridge Assisted 
Living for the excellent care 
given to Dora. Also, a special 
note of gratitude to Heart of 
Hospice for the compassion 
and care given.

Terry Michael Hogue

Terry Michael Hogue, 
66, passed away Thursday, 
March 11, 2021 at his home 
in Denham Springs.  He was 
surrounded by his wife Oreda 
Gaye and caregivers, Chris 
and Diane with his dog and 
friend Princess.  Terry loved 
flying, motorcycles, fishing, 
guns, eating out, traveling 
and living life to its fullest.  
He was also a good friend, 
nurse, soldier and son in 
law. He will be missed by all 
who knew him.  He is sur-
vived by his wife of 36 years, 
Oreda Gaye Morgan Hogue. 
Princess his Boston Ter-
rier dog.  His aunt Lucille 
Starrett, his mother-in-law, 
Claudette Morgan. He is also 
survived by his cousin, Alan 
Starrett, New Zealand. He 
is preceded in death by his 
parents Kenneth Dale Hogue 
and Florence Park Hogue as 
well as his stepfather, Jack 
Gallant.  He had many friends 
who will miss him very much, 

Special thanks to caregiv-
ers Chris, Diane, and Wanda 
and Amedisys Home Health. 
Terry was a high School drop 
out, but in the Army, during 
the Viet Nam war, he received 
his high school diploma.  
Terry graduated from South-
eastern La.  University with a 
degree in Psychology.  He also 
received an RN degree from 
Our Lady of the Lake College, 
where he was employed for 
21 years. He served 30 years 
in the US Army from which 
he retired as a Major in 2001.  
He received a Graduate De-
gree also from Command and 
General Staff College with the 
US Army.  Terry grew up in 
New Orleans, moved to Baton 
Rouge after graduating from 
college and serving 2 years at 
Fort Polk.  Later after meet-
ing and marrying his wife, 
who was a blind date, they 
bought their home in 1993 in 
Denham Springs.  Denham 
Springs became his home 
until his death. Now he has a 
new home in Heaven with his 
Lord and Savior. Memorial 
service at a later date.
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By Pamela Sleezer
psleezer@americanpress.com

In a tight race, Cameron 
Parish voters elected How-
ard Scott Lavergne as parish 
assessor Saturday, according 
to unofficial results from the 
Secretary of  State’s Office. 

Lavergne clinched his 
victory with 52 percent, or 
733 votes, over opponent 
David Conner who won 671 
votes. The results showed a 
voter turnout of  26 percent.

With 85 percent of  votes, 
parishwide Mosquito Abate-
ment District 1 will continue 
to levy a tax of  ten mills for 
the next 10 years, with an 
expected $4,671,223 to be col-
lected each year. 

The Fire Protection District 
14 continuation of  a 5.70 mills 
tax was approved for the next 
10 years with 83 percent, or 629 
votes. 

The Fire Protection District 
15 continuation of  an 8.16 
mills tax for the next 10 years 
was approved with 82 percent 
of  votes. The tax increased by 
.16 over the previous millage 
rate that ends at the end of  
this year. The new millage rate 
will go into effect in 2022. 

The Water and Wastewater 
District No. 1 millage rate of  
9.40 was renewed with approv-
al from 67 percent of  votes, or 
35 out of  a total 52 votes cast 
on Saturday. 

Waterworks District 11 will 
continue to levy a 5.70 mills 
tax for the next ten years.

Cameron picks 
assessor
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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.

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 com-
ments 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, benefi ts 
and impacts of each one, and implementation strategies such as tolling and public-private partnerships. 

If you are unable to attend the meeting at the scheduled time, you may view the recorded presentation by visiting the project website 
at https://www.i10lakecharles.com/. The presentation and other informational materials will be available for viewing after the meeting. 
Comments and questions may be submitted by clicking on the “Tell Us What You Think” bubble.

All comments received at the ZOOM meeting, through the website, by phone, email, or US mail by 
April 3, 2021 will become part of the meeting record. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or need an interpreter to attend the videoconference meeting, 
please contact us at  Calcasieubridge@hntb.com or through one of the other channels described above at least 
5 days in advance so that we can provide accommodations.

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).

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
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Emails Sent For Public Meetings Virtual Public Meeting for I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project in Calcasieu Parish

Count: 687

alex@bluewingcivil.com, Travisb@fenstermaker.com, jessicat@fenstermaker.com, h.joseph2@gmail.com, tavincent@sellersandassociates.com, doree.magiera@hdrinc.com, 
hugh@blackstardiversified.net, cherry@fdaengineers.com, kbprejean@hntb.com, SERGIO@APS-TESTING.COM, donald.lambertjr@mottmac.com, spd2007@eatel.net, 
tgattle@huvalassoc.com, dhoover@etcc.com, rjr@fenstermaker.com, jessica.moses@metriceng.com, many.heymann@mottmac.com, joseph.cainsiii@stantec.com, 
anitag@checla.com, brett.haggerty@pavetex.com, vellington@mcclain1.com, dougm@stuartconsultinggroup.com, daniel.helms@arcadis.com, rch@rchcompanyinc.com, 
rsunde@coastalenv.com, konishalorden96@gmail.com, jchustz@chustz.com, desifreleyici@gmail.com, richard.savoie@greshamsmith.com, jolie.maberry@stantec.com, 
Cajundeb@gmail.com, ddupre@meyer-e-l.com, anavarre@gecinc.com, jrichardson@soearth.com, carson@fenstermaker.com, mspadoni@lawla.com, 
news1@jenningsdailynews.net, jeremy@oillandservices.com, kristacupp@gmail.com, aregister@allianceswla.org, kenneth.guillot@gsaengineers.com, 
jhall@ecmconsultants.com, kimberlym@fenstermaker.com, r-patrickdiamond@remax.net, JOutlaw@Ardaman.com, kyle@biglakeroad.net, mesewsmart@gmail.com, 
derrick_erica2018@icloud.com, cfarrell@risktreeservice.com, corey@ozarktraffic.com, gromero@gecinc.com, anna@fenstermaker.com, wbonvillain_inc@yahoo.com, 
kate.shanks@la.gov, lewis@mcgee-equipment.com, Brad.Saltzman@la.gov, tjones@theadvocate.com, kia.bickham@aptim.com, janie@southlandholdings.com, 
Kevinvicknair@yahoo.com, msears1939@ymail.com, gneeseb1972@yahoo.com, vrougeau407@gmail.com, philpark@bellsouth.net, Stephen.hickman@ampacet.com, 
Honeybee123@bellsouth.net, kelly.wilson@us.indorama.net, dishili.young@neel-schaffer.com, nicole.miller@cbi.com, megan.m.hartman@p66.com, 
vanessagueringer@yahoo.com, risa@franklinassoc.com, bids@wendtpro.com, chance.shuckrow@neel-schaffer.com, jkelley@massman.net, neworleans.safekit@gmail.com, 
Connie.standige@neel-schaffer.com, wanda.bourque@diamondb.com, renntay15@gmail.com, Finance@goodshepherd-lc.com, Psleezer@americanpress.com, 
lsmith@premiergeotesting.com, Shenitabynum@ymail.com, Olivieralysse@gmail.com, muddog_32@yahoo.com, april.renard@csrsinc.com, 
carmine.borea@finleyengineeringgroup.com, rrousset@ardaman.com, Kdyhart@yahoo.com, reddynandipati@cox.net, info-marketing@halff.com, dsodell@stpgov.org, 
scott.hoffeld@stantec.com, toby.picard@la.gov, julie@fdaengineers.com, Kelly.Hansen@stantec.com, diane@fenstermaker.com, andrew.windmann@la.gov, 
rjchopin@bkiusa.com, LSant@geoengineers.com, dmcgrath@walshgroup.com, jgreer@sain.com, robert.willie@la.gov, mchugh@lpn1898.com, 
Kenyatta.Sparks@SJBGroup.com, james.rayburn@woodplc.com, wpotter@theadvertiser.com, brockm@barriere.com, msingleton@gecinc.com, djuana.beason@terracon.com, 
julia@businessreport.com, darren@kutchins-groh.com, ugomuonwe@landfiletech.com, jmingo@bucharthorn.com, chris.allen@atkinsglobal.com, Mark.Marcantel@la.gov, 
leah.selcer@neel-schaffer.com, dtanner@hntb.com, kenl@latterblum.com, tamika@letskeepitmoving.com, dotdpi@la.gov, cwhenry@mbakercorp.com, cortezp@legis.la.gov, 
ctaylor@theadvertiser.com, jeff@kane1240.com, sallyangers@youngsvillela.gov, derek.domingue@la.gov, Pat.Landry@la.gov, cfbuller@lpssonline.com, 
bruce@lafchamber.org, dgremillion@cppj.net, anthonyk6319@gmail.com, druilhetsrus@yahoo.com, snewsom@beau.k12.la.us, mayor@iowala.org, jwilliamson@cppj.net, 
news@louisianaradionetwork.com, terrymccormick275@yahoo.com, operationlifesaver@la.gov, Jdweathers@lahotmix.org, schexnayderc@legis.la.gov, nrle@ap.org, 
thw2@hotmail.com, lisabacques@clearchannel.com, fox8news@fox8tv.net, ndecorte@fox8tv.net, Rita.Jackson-Hudson@la.gov, slandry@visitlakecharles.org, 
jessica@laretail.org, smithj@legis.la.gov, vincent.russo@la.gov, Mandie.Trahan@la.gov, melanie.stahl@cumulus.com, rstewart@theadvocate.com, tina.blood@la.gov, 
tdarchie242911@yahoo.com, bdecou@broussardpolice.com, jared.chaumont@la.gov, kenny.cobb@landacquisitions.com, scurrier@watcocompanies.com, 
cameron.grant@gcinc.com, ocalhoun@scottpd.org, ronke.osibajo@tbsmith.com, greg.badon@arcadis.com, cjesskilgore@gmail.com, Jessica.deville@la.gov, 
kellyr@fenstermaker.com, penny.stroderd2@la.gov, zmartin@hargrove-epc.com, david.hebert@neel-schaffer.com, porterstrees@yahoo.com, shallesia.turner@gmail.com, 
mlacassin@broussardla.com, y_margaret@att.net, tabdyson@gmail.com, ccinalli30@gmail.com, tony.chiappetti@kiewit.com, sonya.jacobs@jdsadvisers.com, 
foliveri05@yahoo.com, mguedimin78@yahoo.com, jennifer.encarnacion@la.gov, Jasmineskipper87@gmail.com, stephanie.phillips@csrsinc.com, 
sia.kusha@plenarygroup.com, jodi.conachen@la.gov, amber.leach@la.gov, kierra.thomas@la.gov, robin.smith2@la.gov, Shawn.Wilson@LA.GOV, gwdillon@pcl.com, 
tance.fremin@la.gov, jody.chenier@stjamesla.com, steve.strength@la.gov, news@nbc33tv.com, macks@legis.la.gov, carol.a.collins@p66.com, dclarkston@richland.k12.la.us, 
jahysen@wafb.com, cmduran@pcl.com, roy.schmidt@la.gov, dtalley@donaldsonvillechief.com, Lelia.bordelon@LA.GOV, joseph.adaway@la.gov, patrick.cusey@la.gov, 
mayor@cityofvinton.com, stacie.blackmon@la.gov, gail.boudreaux@la.gov, janice.p.williams@la.gov, mdeslatte@ap.org, news10@htv10.tv, Seth.Dearmas@LA.GOV, 
mschexnider@appj.org, bamhall1@aol.com, stephanie_rodrigue@camsch.org, stephanied.rodrigue@gmail.com, xerxes.wilson@dailycomet.com, todd.landry@la.gov, 
stephanie.semple@la.gov, scott.boyle@la.gov, Polly.Smith@LA.Gov, larep075@legis.la.gov, emma.discher@houmatoday.com, jamelyntr@yahoo.com, jeff.brunet@la.gov, 
Jfarmer@fugro.com, Farmeja@gmail.com, kdt18@hotmail.com, jnicaud@forteandtablada.com, clara.williams@la.gov, boudreauxg@legis.la.gov, news@louisianagazette.com, 
Lduhon31@gmail.com, stephanievincent1711@yahoo.com, Melodyspence@msn.com, DareousChaisson@yahoo.com, cguidry@huvalassoc.com, Pdevillier@legis.la.gov, 
Ghostlightmater@yahoo.com, scotty.l.goins.civ@mail.mil, agraves@evans-graves.com, mvezinot@cpso.com, jeremy.fontenot@ch2m.com, Debbie_neill2002@yahoo.com, 
shellieshortt.ss@gmail.com, msimmons0942@yahoo.com, reesanewton@hotmail.com, safe1y2002@yahoo.com, knormand1@gmail.com, Dbohach@stupp.com, 
molinsky@jpefcu.org, hensgensb@legis.la.gov, barberdustin95@yahoo.com, bzimmerman@klax-tv.com, cdhernandez60@yahoo.com, mark.hartman@ads-pipe.com, 
jcunningham@ktalnews.tv, Dedrick.Milton@la.gov, msasser@abc-communications.net, vpoep@cox-internet.com, citymanager@carencro.org, mhasten@gannett.com, 
sburke@hearst.com, burnsh@legis.la.gov, news@daily-review.com, stacy.white@la.gov, teddy.babin@La.gov, cty17999@centurytel.net, alejandro.fuentes@la.gov, 
philip.graves@la.gov, nick.ferlito@neel-schaffer.com, seth.woods@la.gov, Nognbc1995@yahoo.com, earl@richardpricecontracting.com, awayne@gotech-inc.com, 
jadelson@theadvocate.com, ronbeatle@gmail.com, Llambert@vecturacs.com, GovPress@la.gov, mbodin@tpcg.org, zeb.sartin@gmail.com, mjarrell@efschools.net, 
carterelectricsupplyllc@gmail.com, barry.keeling@la.gov, tommy_minvielle@kindermorgan.com, gslandandtractorservice@gmail.com, khsroos_79@yahoo.com, 
Carla.doucet@yahoo.com, gschram3@jlawton.cc, tmorales@vidalialapd.com, Damon.Cooley@la.gov, matthulin@gmail.com, bill.oliver@la.gov, Chris.Lissard@la.gov, 
dmobley@acecl.org, cynthia.hernandez@la.gov, rthomas985@aol.com, nannylizz@aol.com, don.duberville@la.gov, mmcvey@brgov.com, appelc@legis.la.gov, 
info@patwilliamsconstruction.com, forceatv500@yahoo.com, bert_moore@gspnet.com, dstewart@emailatg.com, fnicoladis@n-yassociates.com, wms5688@suddenlink.net, 
backdraft_1988@hotmail.com, dhill@wlf.la.gov, harringtons@transfieldservices.com, ddowers525@aol.com, vicki.miles@oilstates.com, microtelbb@gmail.com, 
lakecharlesrichmondsuites@gmail.com, frank.deblanc@la.gov, martblack@providenceeng.com, lucy.kimbeng@la.gov, dwayne.schaefer@gmail.com, 
mblanchard@acadialandsurveying.com, ljdeen@hotmail.com, rosebud_70003@yahoo.com, eligha.guillory@cityoflc.us, dyer8016@cox.net, sillsk@coastalbridge.com, 
bonnie.veker@bridgeguard.net, mbordelon@lafayettela.gov, jorgeron@lafayettela.gov, lphillips@lafayettela.gov, pfryer@lazenbyengr.com, vadam@gecinc.com, 
WCurry@InLine.com, ncv766@gmail.com, tsherman@cityofderidder.org, Japic5@yahoo.com, tyson_fisher@landlinemag.com, vtravis@tangipahoa.org, 
bookerm@bossiercity.org, mike.nitska@hydroterratec.com, rsavoy@agcenter.lsu.edu, jdoxley@cox.net, mnicoladis@n-yassociates.com, cajunater1@yahoo.com, 
jengen@tweinc.com, jesskilgore@bellsouth.net, deestanley@lafayettela.gov, ken.lewis@la.gov, matt.young@cityoflc.us, belindaortego@yahoo.com, 
Louisiana@applanner.com, lynn@vermilionchamber.org, connie.porter@la.gov, larry.leblanc@gmail.com, Joshuacormier78@yahoo.com, anastasia.semien@la.gov, 
nick@imcal.org, bwarren@nola.com, jimmiec216@yahoo.com, jan.evans@volkert.com, jbigfootb@gmail.com, gsmith@stph.org, abyrne@consultssa.com, 
harlan.kirgan@eunicetoday.com, tcormier@gotech-inc.com, kmvogt7@hotmail.com, bgray@jsengr.com, Jpage@pagecotools.com, kathycmccoy@gmail.com, 
oryj@forteandtablada.com, tdupre@meyer-e-l.com, elonaboggs@aol.com, rburgess@theadvocate.com, adm@imcal.org, dapeterson@eatel.net, lashaun_thms@yahoo.com, 
Roger.Beutel@RhythmTraffic.com, cassandra_53m_turner@yahoo.com, nevilsfamily@gmail.com, cindy_wicke@yahoo.com, Tfauch222@yahoo.com, 
stacy.schliewe@mail.house.gov, gtonding@chemtradelogistics.com, tony.gautreaux@fmtagg.com, bsgoodwin@iberiagov.net, zhengzheng.fu@la.gov, jay.timon@gmail.com, 
tpousson@cppj.net, adriane.mcrae@la.gov, martigues@jeffparish.net, renee.cambrice@gmail.com, ccrawford@gecinc.com, perry@franklinassoc.com, 
kevinvicknair215@gmail.com, jhall@elosenv.com, Daniel.Thornhill@mbakerintl.com, mistyforeman@gmail.com, office@mrdisposalservices.com, phil@libertystorage.com, 
pbartow@sdive.com, fiveftransporation@gmail.com, rcasig24@yahoo.com, melb@precisioncrane.net, katherine.sinitiere@la.gov, bridges@finleyengineeringgroup.com, 
mybuggs@netzero.com, jloeske@gisy.com, Rbourriaque@legis.la.gov, annette.parker@la.gov, Tattooed.Ink.83@gmail.com, Rawley@fenstermaker.com, 
joshua.mcnemar@la.gov, taylor.schaul@jacobs.com, mallorywall@msn.com, rozikaamin@yahoo.com, alyduhon@gmail.com, chance@premierpolicies.com, 
ibursey@yahoo.com, krogers7256@yahoo.com, charles.aziabor@dot.gov, beau.istre@LA.gov, kiegan.marek@la.gov, brandon.pitre@mbakerintl.com, kirk.gallien@neel-
schaffer.com, EElam@emailatg.com, rihathaway@hntb.com, sperelli@elosenv.com, wewatkins@msn.com, RJewell@Ardaman.com, bob.fitzner@gcinc.com, 
pfrazier@walshgroup.com, Jwilbert@tdw.com, garretmelancon@gmail.com, ellacrochet@yahoo.com, haley_alleman@yahoo.com, maryterry@bellsouth.net, 
rdaughdril@cppj.net, jiggerspatterson2016@outlook.com, jdholdcraft@gmail.com, holly@wraylaw.com, christina_florez@gspnet.com, erich.ponti@lahotmix.org, 
Joseph_r@shikunbinui.com, Mfranks@lsua.edu, kent.domingue@la.gov, pwdirector@cityofvinton.com, jdevillier@iberiagov.net, aquartemont@kalb.com, 
younghome5@outlook.com, jim.poe@kiewit.com, enap@purnellconst.com, jwalker@halff.com, rshinn01@yahoo.com, brent@chstout.com, jrichard@traylor.com, 
frogstoo@gmail.com, shelly.sigo@sourcemedia.com, latoya.snell@wbrcouncil.org, dkrone@trcsolutions.com, jfoley@bucharthorn.com, adam.harris@inrix.com, 
dennis.hymel@tbsmith.com, luis.alvergue@arcadis.com, toby.picard@arcadis.com, nyu1629@gmail.com, Christina.ads02@gmail.com, jenifergenna@yahoo.com, 
ecallicutt@figgbridge.com, ecouvillion@theadvocate.com, wbonzon@figgbridge.com, ruthw@barriere.com, jason.michiels@la.gov, john_weres@gspnet.com, 
wmahrer@prim.com, gspsonger@bellsouth.net, stephanie.ferry@raymondjames.com, bschmidt@huvalassoc.com, mdinnat@gilchristconstruction.com, 
justinrogers383@gmail.com, Ben.Drone@westlake.com, fcampoblanco@sigmacg.com, conray2@cox.net, jerry.trumps@neel-schaffer.com, scaparotta@wafb.com, 
Cduncanagency@bellsouth.net, toot1229@outlook.com, turnerdelaanna@gmail.com, tswanson@gecinc.com, mohan.garakhalli@arcadis.com, dhammonds@sain.com, 
ellen.burke@neel-schaffer.com, joey.lefante@stantec.com, kmcdaniel@cobbfendley.com, tfullington@prim.com, acaracci@racetrac.com, sjacobs@kadn.com, 
jstefanski@legis.la.gov, khalil.hanifa@la.gov, donald@teamoneworks.com, Cyndisell@hotmail.com, eason71430@gmail.com, gary.heitman@stantec.com, 
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cvice@cityofvinton.com, gjjacculine@yahoo.com, butchbabineaux@gmail.com, kevingilbert39@aol.com, jasmine.haralson@portnola.com, sdowden@sulphur.org, 
amy.miller2@la.gov, slebas@gecinc.com, branchbrenda@bellsouth.net, SDanna@trcsolutions.com, max.nassar@wsp.com, svincent@mca-llc.com, 
bnaghavi@hardestyhanover.com, scouvi@afjmc.com, gsepeda@sigmacg.com, skaengr@skaengr.com, stoussant@gisy.com, scali@clengrs.com, amorrison@pecla.com, 
jason.a.emery@usace.army.mil, rmcguire@hrvinc.com, chulon@moffattnichol.com, Sphillips@bucharthorn.com, gkuhn@halff.com, amday@modjeski.com, nshaw@gecinc.com, 
morinetrucking@yahoo.com, brenton.jenkins@cardno.com, jbecker@ardurragroup.com, john.diez@volkert.com, zerocool524@gmail.com, jamie.glynn@gmail.com, 
cordell.williams@la.gov, dankeel@citgo.com, plandry@meyerassociates.com, laura.campa@terracon.com, jeannie@apgrowth.org, michael@ozarktraffic.com, 
masterbio@yahoo.com, angela.dofflemyer@la.gov, prasanth.malisetty@greshamsmith.com, jonathan.charbonnet@atlastechnical.us, ngregg@sain.com, 
jcrouse@trccompanies.com, jtrichel@paffordems.com, jjnola74@gmail.com, Abacord5122018@gmail.com, mguillory@wdschockco.com, lapeyroleriera@cdmsmith.com, 
enewell@newellengineering.com, jenny.kirkland@la.gov, betina.marks@la.gov, jerry.bollman@is-engineers.com, gjs@bohbros.com, vrg70535@yahoo.com, 
s.tinsleybpt@gmail.com, info@futureinterstatecorridors.com, will.norman@swca.com, bryantbradley64@gmail.com, mreid@elosenv.com, abeatty@gisy.com, 
bill.starkey@etherwan.com, nanette@nanettecook.com, kalan.couvillion@la.gov, joy.johnson@la.gov, claudio.calderon@la.gov, kara.moree@csrsinc.com, hadi.shirazi@la.gov, 
weathermandan@att.net, barilleauxgg@gmail.com, jbasilica@hntb.com, roypayne@providenceeng.com, bjohnson@southlandenv.com, lacey.thibodeaux@stantec.com, 
glenda.shaheen@gsaengineers.com, SPWARREN@NATIVEENGINEERS.COM, gregory.trahan@aecom.com, lauren@fenstermaker.com, Lance@LaPlaceCS.com, 
butch@fenstermaker.com, MarissaLingoni@ProvidenceEng.com, Tberthelot@whpacific.com, dcruz@dacpconstruction.com, rorteg4@gmail.com, yesh401k@gmail.com, 
ctsai@ardaman.com, 2022tsh@gmail.com, m.todd.donmyer@la.gov, jdaniels@dewberry.com, mjmac46@aol.com, TRUCK@ELFSFREIGHT.COM, GGWASH@COX.NET, 
rbland@spiderstaging.com, dragonfly22452@yahoo.com, customlawncare@bellsouth.net, ddugas@citgo.com, RLGros@garverusa.com, cpclinger@marathonpetroleum.com, 
bferlito@vecturacs.com, Prasanth.Malisetty@neel-schaffer.com, Jdm3177@yahoo.com, michael_eby@cassidy.senate.gov, buddylauramills@yahoo.com, 
brandon.faciane@ads-pipe.com, caroline.mladenka@localgovstrategists.com, pwu@crpcla.org, ari.deitch@arcadis.com, dfatherree@kadn.com, stephen_pomes@yahoo.com, 
williamsbnk@Aol.com, brad.brown@mbakerintl.com, cuzanservices@gmail.com, nmb.designer@gmail.com, charles.fernandes@mammoet.com, john.weary@la.gov, 
Melissa.lavergne@ice-eng.com, clarice91176@gmail.com, Mary.Broussard@sjbgroup.com, kevinalmaraz35@gmail.com, mconrey@stcharlescoa.com, Lynn70068@gmail.com, 
nbelitsky@americanroads.com, crrichmond28@gmail.com, stoussant@laterre-eng.com, Jeffjimmy1969@yahoo.com, dgarber@ecmconsultants.com, sluquiv@jsengr.com, 
david.decou@la.gov, jonathan.charbonnet@oneatlas.com, donahuestruckingllc@gmail.com, devon.zeringue@shafferindustrial.com, dfford@edge-es.com, 
hse071@legis.la.com, rmills@legis.la.gov, blaneyranch@yahoo.com, doloresmanderson@aol.com, rsparacino@matrixservice.com, owen.mimi2020@gmail.com, 
Senronaim@cox.net, teresecoleman@yahoo.com, cjoy@bucharthorn.com, harperduncanllc@gmail.com, bholleman@forteandtablada.com, noel@metroanalytics.com, 
jamiedfruge@gmail.com, b_b_lou82@yahoo.com, louiseboudreaux31763@gmail.com, robert@smartcontactless.com, kfjt_neal@yahoo.com, romeror@compassminerals.com, 
newell@fenstermaker.com, betsey.tramonte@dot.gov, Melinda.Sweeney@la.gov, brent.domingue@la.gov, Guilloryamy@yahoo.com, dayna.berthaut@skylinesteel.com, 
gtassin@emailatg.com, gfischer@weeklycitizen.com, angela.townsend@la.gov, skelone@ballard-clc.com, ccrockarell@powereq.com, ewilson@gecinc.com, 
njunius@lhjunius.com, carlos.giron@jacobs.com, brichards@n-yassociates.com, brian.hagar@gmail.com, news@myparishnews.com, TNPinkham@pcl.com, 
jrung@figgbridge.com, bliss@fenstermaker.com, jkoban@fugro.com, vijay.kunada@neel-schaffer.com, james@heaslipeng.com, pauld@pcdgroup.net, sburkes@jvburkes.com, 
cindy.hall@stantec.com, kazem@ecmconsultants.com, rchopin@bkiusa.com, srossini@ntbainc.com, tom.hunter@aecom.com, charlie@coyle.pro, 
bernardrobertson1@gmail.com, jhird@moffattnichol.com, jbrown@econolite.com, chc@monroecorie.com, rhregis@regisig.com, cstivers@n-yassociates.com, 
stephanie.young@arcadis.com

Public Meetings
Virtual Public Meeting for I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project in Calcasieu Parish

Thursday, March 11, 2021 3:11 PM
The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development and the Federal Highway Administration will conduct a public meeting on the I-10 
Calcasieu River Bridge project which extends from I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-210 East, in Calcasieu Parish. The meeting will be online using 
ZOOM on Thursday, March 25, 2021, 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. Go to http://www.i10lakecharles.com for the ZOOM link to attend the meeting. If 
you do not have access to a computer or if you prefer, you may also 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. The presentation will be available for viewing on the project website, 
www.i10lakecharles.com, after the meeting. 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 mail at I-10 Calcasieu River 
Bridge Project, c/o HNTB Corporation, Suite 640, 10000 Perkins Rowe, Baton Rouge, LA 70810. 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. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or need an interpreter to attend the videoconference meeting, please contact us at 
Calcasieubridge@hntb.com or through one of the other channels described above at least 5 days in advance so that we can provide 
accommodations

The purpose of the public meeting is to solicit comments from the public regarding the alternatives and implementation strategies such as tolling 
and public-private partnerships. 

Three alternatives (3A, 3E, & 5G) 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. 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 Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) is committed to delivering transportation and public works systems that enhance the 
quality of life. In addition to more than 16,600 miles of roadway, including over 890 miles of interstate, DOTD supports the development of the state's aviation, 
marine and rail infrastructures. Through this work, we are able to facilitate economic development, create job opportunities, improve vital evacuation routes, 
and make critical freight corridors safer and more efficient.

For more information, please visit www.dotd.la.gov, email dotdcs@la.gov, or call DOTD's Customer Service Center at (225) 379-1232 or 1-877-4LADOTD (1-
877-452-3683). Business hours are 7:30 a.m. - 5 p.m., Monday through Friday. Please let us know how we may better serve you: Customer Service Survey.

www.dotd.la.gov
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Virtual Public Meeting for I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project in Calcasieu Parish
Thursday, March 11, 2021

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development and the Federal Highway Administration will conduct a public meeting on the I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge project 
which extends from I-10/I-210 West to I-10/I-210 East, in Calcasieu Parish. The meeting will be online using ZOOM on Thursday, March 25, 2021, 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. Go 
to http://www.i10lakecharles.com for the ZOOM link to attend the meeting. If you do not have access to a computer or if you prefer, you may also 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. The presentation will be available for viewing on the project website, www.i10lakecharles.com, after the meeting. 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 mail at I-10 Calcasieu River Bridge Project, c/o HNTB Corporation, Suite 640, 10000 Perkins Rowe, Baton Rouge, LA 70810. 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. 

If you require special assistance due to a disability or need an interpreter to attend the videoconference meeting, please contact us at Calcasieubridge@hntb.com or through 
one of the other channels described above at least 5 days in advance so that we can provide accommodations

The purpose of the public meeting is to solicit comments from the public regarding the alternatives and implementation strategies such as tolling and public-private partnerships. 

Three alternatives (3A, 3E, & 5G) 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. 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. 

By using this service you agree to the MyDOTD Terms and Conditions of Use.

Page 3 of 3http://apps1/administration/announcements/SendAnnouncement.aspx?key=26249
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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. 

ATTACHMENT C



 
 
 
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


Name Email Organization

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
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Name Email Organization

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

Phillip Tarver ptarver@legis.la.gov Louisiana State Representative
Les Farnum lfarnum@legis.la.gov Louisiana State Representative

John Guidroz jguidroz@americanpress.com American Press

Robby Maxwell rmaxwell@wlf.la.gov Louisiana Department of Wildlife & Fisheries

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
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Name Email Organization

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
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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
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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
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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

Consultants (cont.)
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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

Others (cont.)
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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
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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
Peter Daigle x7str063@gmail.com
David Balmos dbalm@outlook.com
Andy Patel adpatel08@aol.com
Jeremy jeremystine@gmail.com
JR rich1870@bellsouth.net
Danielle daniellebayou1@aol.com
Johnathan Walker walkertexas24@yahoo.com
Dianna Ross drossconsulting57@gmail.com
Concernd Citizen browneyedpumpkin@aol.com
Edwin DeRouen lder2737@bellsouth.net
Keith Kupo Keith.kupo@gmail.com
Conchita Trahan connietrhan@gmail.com
pereaux sperault@cox.net
Guy Pierce pierce2405@hotmail.com
Nick Amico ramico@vt.edu
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Cornelius Moon corniemoon3654@gmail.com
Carol carol2611@hughes.net
Marion Freistadt marionfreistadt@yahoo.com
Karen Gratton grattonkaren@bellsouth.net
8kidsgrammy rhondareon@gmail.com
Byron Martin nitram1203@yahoo.com
susan lordsknight1@aol.com
mattscnc bmatthews141@gmail.com
Susan susanmitch1963@gmail.com
Wendell Smith wendellsmith1964@gmail.com
Todd Long toddlong1967@gmail.com
James james@jamesmccoy.net
Alan Blair abnashtn@aol.com
Edith "Courtney" Edwards ecourtneyw@yahoo.com
david stutdv@aol.com
zroger zarian.roger@gmail.com
Matthew Duberville mnduberville@gmail.com
Chris Jun lsliven@hotmail.com
Daniel derbyhill3@hotmail.com
Rob cow‐hand@hotmail.com
Paul Geary paulgeary94@gmail.com
Matthew Gill gill.matthew@protonmail.com
MicSpoon thespoon13@gmail.com
James Cormier cajun70601@gmail.com
Blake Smith MSUBlake827@gmail.com

Others (cont.)
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I-10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements Project
Public Meeting #4
Online Panelists

Shawn.wilson@la.gov Dr. Shawn Wilson,  Secretary ‐ LADOTD
Eric.Kalivoda@LA.GOV Dr. Eric Kalivoda, Deputy Secretary ‐ LADOTD
Noel.Ardoin@LA.GOV Noel Ardoin, Environmental Engineer Administrator ‐ LADOTD
Joachim.Umeozulu@LA.GOV Joachim Umeozulu, Project Manager ‐ LADOTD
Peggy.Paine@LA.GOV Peggy Jo Paine, Innovative Procurement Manager ‐ LADOTD
Don.duberville@la.gov Don Duberville,  District Engineer Adminstrator ‐ HNTB
dbastion@HNTB.com Dusty Bastion,  Bridge ‐ HNTB
rihathaway@HNTB.com Rick Hathaway, Roadway ‐ HNTB 
lmaloneymujica@HNTB.com Lynn Maloney, Environmental ‐ HNTB
bguilmino@HNTB.com Brad Guilmino, Tolling and Financial Feasibility ‐ HNTB
crfischer@HNTB.com Corey Fischer, Public Involvement ‐ HNTB
dgregory@HNTB.com David Gregory, Public Involvment ‐ HNTB
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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.

I-10 CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE IMPROVEMENTS
(I-10/I-210 WEST END TO I-10/I-210 EAST END)

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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PROJECT HISTORY

1952

Bridge Built in 1952 / 
Added to interstate 
system in 1960s

2011–2012

Extensive 
Rehabilitation of the 
Bridge

2013

NOI for I-10 Calcasieu 
Bridge Environmental 
Impact Statement

2014

Public & Agency 
Scoping Meeting and 
Section 106 Initiation

2017

Public Meeting #2

2018-2019

Additional Repairs to 
the Bridge

2019

Public Meeting #3 / 
$85 Million State 
Commitment

January 7, 2021

CSS Workshop #1

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



NEXT STEPS

Today

Public Meeting #4

April 5, 2021

Deadline for Public Comments 
for Meeting Record

Summer 2021

Identification of 
Preferred Alternative / 
Draft EIS

Fall 2021

Public Hearing

Winter 2021 - 2022

Final EIS & 
Record of Decision

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. 
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ALTERNATIVE SCREENING PROCESS
• System continuity
• Congestion and mobility
• Structural and functional 

deficiencies 
• Safety

WE ARE HERE

PURPOSE & NEED

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.
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COMMON TO ALL ALTERNATIVES COMMON TO ALL ALTERNATIVES

REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES

6

Interchanges
Overpass Bridges 
& Frontage Roads 

Interchange 
Ramps

www.i10lakecharles.com

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 
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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.
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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. 
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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.
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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. 
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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.  
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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. 
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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



12View Looking North

MSE Wall

Example Westlake 
Gateway Feature 

ALTERNATIVE 5G SKETCH

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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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



COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 1

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

PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE

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 
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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



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
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COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 2
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE

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

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.
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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
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COMPARATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS – PANEL 4
PRELIMINARY AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE

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.
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Existing Tracks

Existing Spur 
Tracks
UPRR Relocation
KCS Relocation #1

KCS Relocation #2

ALTERNATIVE 5G –
RAILROAD SPUR RELOCATION
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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 
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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.
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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.
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PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP (P3)

PHASE 1 PHASE 2

22

The full extent of the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements project is a $1‐billion project. 
LADOTD has decided to build the 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.
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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. 
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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.
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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.
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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.
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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.
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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.  

Calcasieu River Bridge

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.

LOUSIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT
C/O HNTB
10000 PERKINS ROWE
SUITE 640 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70810

I-10 CALCASIEU RIVER BRIDGE

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

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.

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

Prepare Draft EIS
CSS Workshop

ǀ Q2 2020 ǀ Q3 2020 ǀ Q4 2020 ǀ Q1 2021 ǀ Q2 2021 ǀ Q3 2021 ǀ Q4 2021 ǀ

Alternative Project Delivery

Q1 2020 2022

Public
Meeting

Recommended Preferred Alternative

Public
Hearing Anticipated FEIS and ROD

FEIS/ROD & Project Closeout

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
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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.

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. 

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.
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*To view zoomable maps, please go to www.i10lakecharles.com
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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.
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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

ATTACHMENT H



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: 



ATTACHMENT I I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements
H.003931

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses
ID Name Date Question / Comment Source Response

1 David Balmos  2021‐03‐25 can you show detailed layouts showing how the railroad would be relocated in alternative 5G? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box
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 Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

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.

Which option has the least impact to the drinking water?
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.

1 Version 5/4/2021



I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements
H.003931

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses
ID Name Date Question / Comment Source Response

19 kristy armand  2021‐03‐25
Is the idea of including a pedestrian walkway and bike path part of the plan? This is very important for our 
community and connectivity of the SWLA region. 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.

20 Rusty Vincent  2021‐03‐25 How can we be assured that a toll based bridge will not slow down traffic and cause traffic backups Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

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.

21 James Cormier  2021‐03‐25
5G seems too leave more of Westlake intact ‐ citizens are talking about the old town area being revitalized ‐ 
and takes river frontage from public use Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

Thank you for your comment. Your preference has been noted. Coordination with Westlake officials, businesses, and residences is 
ongoing.

22
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Is there one toll location and where will it be located Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

Only the bridge crossing(s) will be tolled. There will be no toll booths. An automated toll collection 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 
design. 

23
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25

Have we begun to look into utilizing funds from the American Rescue Plan for infrastructure projects such as 
the I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box Yes, the Project Team has explored the option by requesting formal interpretation of the bill and is currently awaiting a response. 

24
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 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. 

25 john pohorelsky  2021‐03‐25

 •I support Alternate 5G
 oLess expensive
 oProvides access to Westlake without delays at the exis ng RR
 oWill not impact the waterways and wetlands as would other alts
 •The replacement of the bridge is cri cal to the future of this area
 •The I‐10 Calcasieu River Bridge task force represents the business community, has been charged with the 
obligation to make sure the bridge responds to the desires of the community and expects to remain involved 
in the design process.
 •A P3 with tolling is a proven solu on for infrastructure projects and has been used across the country. 
 •I would prefer no toll but will support a reasonable toll if it is necessary to close a funding gap
 •I think residents should withhold judgement on the use of a P3 un l the bids are received and more specific
information is available. 
 •The I‐210 Bridge has been refurbished and offers a free route for those not wan ng to pay a toll. 
. . . . Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

26 john pohorelsky  2021‐03‐25

 contd:•Every year the project is delayed results in increased cost of roughly $25 million due to infla on. 
 •The bridge con nues to age.
 •No one knows when the bridge will be taken out of service.
 •The Chamber thanks Governor John Bel Edwards and LA‐DOTD Secretary Shawn Wilson for taking ac on 
and beginning the process for the new bridge our region needs.
 •I want an iconic bridge:
 oPedestrian/bike path
 oFes ve, adap ve LED ligh ng
 oCable stay appearance
 oTowers Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

27 m f  2021‐03‐25
What accomodations will be made for possibly disturbing the bald eagle nest in Alternative 3E? It seems to 
me that it is unacceptable to disturb a bald eagle nest. Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

The Project Team is in the process of coordinating with the agencies that protect threatened and endangered species. The Bald Eagles 
are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. Therefore, if Alternatives 3A or 3E were to be selected, the appropriate 
mitigation would be undertaken in accordance with the law and best practices. 

28 Robert Carballo  2021‐03‐25 Are there any future plans to improvement I‐210?  If so what types of improvements are anticiapted Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box
At this time there are no plans for any capacity improvements to I‐210.  It is the intend to treat I‐210 like the rest of the interstate 
system that is subject to the annual project programming process.

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. 
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Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses
ID Name Date Question / Comment Source Response

29 Michael Fontenot  2021‐03‐25 No matter which option is chosen when will construction begin? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box 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. 

3 Version 5/4/2021



I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements
H.003931

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses
ID Name Date Question / Comment Source Response

47 George Swift  2021‐03‐25
Thank you for major progress on this crucial project.  Will the design be iconic, have lighting, and a 
pedestrian and bike path. 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. 
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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65
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25

how will the chosen Developer be held to selecting 'local, disadvantaged' businesses in this construction 
process 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. 

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.

5 Version 5/4/2021



I‐10 Calcasieu Bridge and Improvements
H.003931

Public Meeting #4 Comments/Questions Responses
ID Name Date Question / Comment Source Response

80 Keith  2021‐03‐25
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 ? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

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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95
Anonymous 
Attendee 2021‐03‐25 Do you need a bridge? Can you do an embankment instead? Public Meeting #4 Q&A Box

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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110 Michael Tritico  2021‐03‐22

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. Project Email

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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117 J Watkins 2021‐03‐25

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. Project Email

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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123 Marion Freistadt 2021‐03‐25

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.  Project Email

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 
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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128
Marion Freistadt ‐ 
70118

March 25th 
2021, 3:00 
pm

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. Project Website

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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135
Michael Tritico ‐ 
70652

March 22nd 
2021, 8:53 
pm

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 
system will also diminish greenhouse gases.   Project Website

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.

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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143 Paul Bellow ‐ 70615

March 30th 
2021, 10:09 
am Mitigate impact to the 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. 

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 Project Website

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.

Minimize impact to affected community during construction

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. 
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155
Nathaniel Langford ‐ 
71405

April 4th 
2021, 10:24 
pm

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. Project Website

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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Name Affiliation

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)

Wes Crain Chair 

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

TAC Memebers (Quorum)

TPC Members 

Imperial Clacasieu Regional Planning & Development Commission

State Project Number: H.003931

March 10, 2021
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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

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) MEETING ATTENDEES LIST

Guests 
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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



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 .

ATTACHMENT K
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